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INTRODUCTION . 
. The ~ttempt made by James Larkin to smash the greatest 
mdustrIal weapon the workers of Ireland have ever wielded. 
or are ever likely to wield, is so treacherous a blow against. 
the Labour movement that a public exposure of its causes 
and its objects is the least service that can be done for the 
working-class. That exposure is made in part in the report 
of the legal proceedings between Larkin and the Executiv .... 
Committee of the Irish Transport and General Workers' 
Union. This report forms the bulk of the present volume. 
and it is supplemented by other documents, of various dates, 
now printed for the first time for the clearer understanding 
of certain references in the legal proceedings themselves. 
The whole story makes a chapter in the history of lAtbour, 
which, if not very edifying in itself, ought to convey to the 
working-class a salutary lesson upon the control, manage
ment and leadership of a great trade union. The workers 
have eaten much bitter bread before and since the repeal 
of the Combination Acts just a hundred years ago, and 
what Larkin offers them now is as bitter as any they have 
ever tasted. If this volume helps them to eject this 
Larkinite poison from their system, as they ejected others 
in earlier years, the publication of this painful chapter in 
their history will be work well done. 

At the outset, it is desirable that a brief summary should 
be given of the history of the Irish Transport and General 
Workers' Union and of J ames Larkin's connection with it. 

In 1908 an attempt was made by a number of Labour 
men in Dublin to form a national and general union of Iris!l 
workers upon the lines upon which the present I.T. and 
G.W.U. has since developed. The attempt failed owing 
mainly to the hostility of ,James Larkin, a native of Liver
pool, and at that time an official in Ireland of the Liverpoo! 
organisation. the National Union of Dock Labourers. Later 
in the year Larkin was suspended and finally dismissed by 
the N.U.D.L. Thereupon he threw in his lot with the Dublin 
and Cork workers who were planning a separate Irish 
union independent of the cross-Channel or English unions. 
and in January, 1909, the I.T. and G.W.U. was founded. 
Amongst its actual founders were a number of those 
Dublin workers who figure in the report of the trials as 
members and supporters of the Executive Committee. 
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Numerically and financially the new Union was weak. 
and from the beginning Larkin, as General Secretary, domi
nated and acted as its Executive authority. This dictatorial 
attitude on Larkin's part has marked his whole connection 
w.i.th the Union from its inception until his cxpulsion in 
March, 1924. 

From 1909 onwards the Union was engaged in a long and 
continuous series of disputes, strikes and lock-outs. In those 
years it was unable to finance its disputes out of its sub
scribed funds and had to resort to frequent public coIl er.
tions and other expedients in order to " raise the wind." 
It was helped by the old Dublin Trades Council in orga
nising the general workers, and in 1910, after a severe 
struggle, it secured affiliation to the Irish Trade Union Con
gress through the efforts of members of Congress upon 
whom Larkin is now busy venting his spleen. . In the same 
year James Connolly was recalled to Ireland by his old 
Socialist comrades, and in 1911 he was appointed Belfast 
secretary and Ulster organiser for the Union. But for years 
the position of the I.T. and G.W.U. was chaotic. There was 
no Head Office staff or central fund. No balance-sheet was 
ever printed or circulated to the members. Nominally an 
Executive Committee existed according to the registered 
Rules, but it never met. The National Convention of dela
gates provided for in the Rules never assembled. While the 
Rules required that the two chief officers-the General Presi
dent and the General Secretary-should be elected by ballot 
vote of the whole membership every two years. they were. 
in fact. declared elected each year at the annual meeting of 
No. 1 Branch, Liberty Hall, Dublin, and this practice pre
vailed right down to 1917. (Appendix A. viii., p. 131.) 

In 1911 the membership of the Union increased consider
ably, but until 1917 it never exceeded a few thousana in 
less than a dozen branches. Larkin established the " Irish 
Worker" newspaper as his personal organ, and founded 
the Irish Women Workers' Union, appointing his sister. 
Miss Delia Larkin, as secretary to this offshoot of the I.T. 
and G.W.U. A separate and distinct body in name, the 
Irish Women Workers' Union was financed by the I.T. and 
G.W.U. and controlled entirely by Larkin and his sister. 

In 1912 the Union became approved under the National 
Health Insurance Act, with Larkin as General SecretaI') 
responsible for that section. Conditions became as chaotic 
in the Insurance Section as in the Union itself. The Rules 
adopted were not in compliance with the regulations of the 
Insurance Comlll~sioners. There was no proper system 
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of keeping accounts, and there were many irregularities in 
the payment of benefits. The funds of the Union and the 
funds of the Health Insurance Section were not kept in 
separate accounts. In many cases Health Insurance benefits 
were paid, even to non-member claimants. simply on pro
duction of a written not.e from Larkin ordering" Pay this 
man.-(Signed) J. L." Affairs went from bad to worse. 
and a few months after Larkin's departure to the U.S.A. 
in 1914, the Insurance Commissioners informed .Tames Con
nolly that approval would be withdrawn and the members 
transferred to other societies. Larkin was well aware of 
the position when leaving-. and it was into this Insurance! 
backwater that he tried. but failed, to shove James Con
noUy in the critical days of the autumn of 1914. The 
dissolution of the Insurance Section was only averted, 
under ConnoUy's management of the Union, by an agree
ment giving the Insurance Commissioners the appointment 
of a manager in complete charge of the Health Insurance 
work of the Union. 

This is not the appropriate place for referring in detail 
to the relations between ConnoUy and Larkin. But enough 
must be said of those relations to explain subsequent events. 
and to show that Larkin's hostility to prominent members 
of the Union, and to the discipline of the Union, is not the 
growth of 1923-1924. On the contrary, it goes back almost 
to the beginning of the Union. Nowadays, when ConnoUy 
is in a martyr's grave, Larkin professes an overflowing 
affection for his " old friend and comrade." How much 
affection he showed the living ConnoUy, and how much con
fidence ConnoUy reposed in him, has been disclosed in the 
pamphlet" Some Pages from Union History" published by 
the LT. and G.W.U., and these letters are reproduced in 
Appendix 0, p. 161. When ConnoUy returned to Ireland in 
1910 he strongly disapproved of the action of Larkin-the 
pseudo-revolutionist and self-styled enemy of Throne and 
Empire-in sending out from Mount joy Prison a letter 
urging that a petition for his release should be prepared 
and presented to the British Lord Lieutenant, with the 
signatures of the M.P. 's for the City and County of Dublin. 
the Lord Mayors and High Sheriffs of Dublin and Cork, 
Mr. Joseph Devlin, M.P., and a number of others. practically 
aU of whom he had bitterly attacked at one time or another. 
Contrary to his own statements, too, he put many obstacles 
in Connolly's way when ConnoUy was building up the Union 
against tremendous odds and a host of enemies in all camps 
in Belfast between 1911 and 1914. Larkin could never bear 
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what he considered a rival near his throne. The antagonism 
of the Larkin family to Connolly broke out in a virulent 
form through Miss Delia Larkin in 1915. 

The year 1913 is memorable for the great struggle of the 
. Dublin workers against the combined attack of the Dublin 
employers. Unfortunately it is memorable at the same time 
for the boiling over of the egoism of James Larkin. The 
state of affairs may be glimpsed from the evidence of the 
General President, Thomas Fora!!, and the Secretary of 
No. 1 Branch, John O'Neill, given in the Report. It required 
all the strength and steadiness of James Connolly and the 
skill and influence of Thomas Foran, William 0 'Brien, 
Thomas J ohnson, the late Thomas MacPartlin, Thomas Farren 
and others to prennt disaster and debacle. Before and after 
the struggle ended the Dublin members were reduced to 
sore straits indeed. Night after night the minutes of 
No. 1 Branch record grants to members to enable them to 
leave Dublin to seek employment and a home in other parts 
of Ireland, in England, in Scotland, in the United State'>. 
From these minutes it is seen that there was a regular 
exodus of the members from Liberty Hall to Glasgow and 
New York. Verily. the Dublin men and women were 
starving. In the middle of it all Larkin could fiddle with 
hot-house gardening at Croydon Park and order from Liver
pool-not from Ireland-" seeds, plants, etc., up to the 
value of £20 "! (Appendix B.) A veritable marvel of 
" constructive leadership" ! 

In 1914 an internal crisis arose in the Union in Dublin 
through the action of the Larkins. As in 1923, it did not 
affect the rest of the country, though indeed in 1914 the 
membership outside Dublin was very small and scattered. 
and in Dublin it had fallen to a few thousand. It circleu 
around Miss Delia Larkin. Details will be found ih Appen
dix A .. ix. and x. Miss Larkin refused to give any account 
of the funds expended in Croydon Park, just as she haj 
refused in the case of the funds raised by the Liberty Hall 
Players on tour in aid of the lock-out treasury in 1914. 
Her refusal to give an account of the income derived from 
concerts, dances. etc., or to pay rent for the exclusive use of 
the largest and best room in Liberty Han, brought the 
friction to a head in June, 1914. The assertion by the Corn· 
mittee of its authority over this room brought about James 
Larkin's resignation. At a general meeting in the Antient 
Concert Rooms he agreed to withdraw his resignation. 
There are many of the old guard still active in the Union 
who rue the day that Larkin "'QS prevailed on to withdraw 
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his resignation. From that day to this he has not been, in 
his own words, " in love with the work" (p. 166) when the 
job is an official position under the control of the member
ship or when it involves responsibility, as it did in 1914, in 
the preparatory work of armed revolution. 

In October, 1914, nearly three months after the outbreak 
of the World War, Larkin went away to America. He went, 
he stated in his organ, "The Irish Worker," "for the 
benefit of the Union and in the interests of its advance
ment. . ... All monies accruing from my tour goes to re
build Liberty Hall and start productive works." In May 
and June, 1923, he was declaring that he really went, not for 
this purpose, but on an Irish revolutionary mission! Perhaps 
the one statement was as true as the other. At all events, 
the "revolutionary mission" bubble has now been ruth
lessly burst. 

He had a last fling at Connolly before he left. ConnoUy 
had hinted to him that events in Ireland were shaping in ~ 
revolutionary direction. In spite of Connolly's hint he 
cleared out. Ere he went, however, he attempted to humili
ate Connolly and deprive him of effective power in the 
approaching revolutionary situation, by relegating him to 
the acting-secretaryship of the Insurance Section and 
putting P. T. Daly in charge of the Union over Connolly's 
head. (Appendix. 0, vi. and vii.) Connolly, O'Brien, Foran 
and members of No. 1 Branch Committee successfully 
resisted this decision oJ Larkin's, and Connolly became 
Acting General Secretary of the Union, and the architect of 
its building up upon an all-Ireland foundation. 

Larkin left the Union broken in funds, in numbers, and 
in prestige. Connolly, amid all his revolutionary activities, 
struggled doggedly to keep the Union together and to make 
it a power in both the national and the -indus~rial fields. 
Even in this, the herculean labour that crowned his nobl(' 
life and led to his death, a mortally-wounded man gamely 
facing the firing squad, Connolly was compelled to suffer 
the venomous personal abuse of Miss Larkin's followers, 
who missed no opportunity of vilifying him in the streets of 
Dublin in 1915. But during the year and a half in which hp. 
was in charge of the Union, Connolly got no advice or 
assistance whatever from Larkin. Peter Larkin did indeerl 
bring a couple of verbal messages from his brother, asking 
Connolly " what was doing" in Ireland, meaning in Irish 
revolutionary circles, and disapproving of Connolly identi
fying the I.T. and G.W.U. with the forces planning insurrec
tion. 
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In 1915 Connolly endeavoured to put the management of 
the Union upon a satisfactory basis by the setting up of an 
Executive Committee and an annual Delegate Conference. 
(Appendix A, vii.) Still Larkin was remaining silent. Then, 
in August, 1915, he cabled to William O'Brien requesting 
to be nominated for the Parliamentary vacancy in the Har
bour Division of Dublin. (Appendix C, i.) But the money 
he mentioned was not received and he was not nominated. 
The total available cash of the Union at that date was les.~ 
than £25! 

.Many of the adventures upon which Larkin had em
barked in the name of the Union involved large drains upon 
the Union flmds, with no corresponding advantage to the 
organisation. Several of these undertakings were organised 
in Croydon Park, Fa;rview, a big mansion with extensive 
grounds. In 1913 Croydon Park was taken by Larkin for 
what he called a holiday hostel and sports ground. The 
rent was £250 per year, and in addition large sums from 
Union funds were spent in its furnishing and l1pkeep. 
Larkin ruled in Croydon Park as if it were his own personlli 
property. With his wife, his family and his sister he lived 
in it rent free. A cow was purchased out of Union funds 
so that he and his family might have a plentiful supply of 
milk. Miss Larkin was in full control of the mansion and 
the grounds and gardens. Although large bills for food, 
etc., were paid by the Union, and visitors from many parts 
of Ireland and Great Britain paid for their keep, and the 
workers were charged for the pleasure of viewing the 
grounds, she never furnished the Union with any account of 
income and expenditure for this huge establishDl-ent. Larkin 
himself was responsible for the organising of boxing tourna
ments, a shooting gallery, etc. All this was done without 
any authority from the members or without consultation 
with anybody in the Union, and it meant comparatively 
huge expenditure at a time when cvery penny of the Union's 
money was sorely needed for its industrial work and on 
behalf of the huge number of victims of the struggle of 1913. 

Croydon Park and its side-shows helped to build up the 
big legacy of debts which Larkin left to James Connolly 
and the Union in 1914. Incidentally Larkin used it to build 
up abroad his reputation of" constructive leadership." The 
records of the Union from 1913 onwards show the burden 
of Croydon Park growing heavier and heavier, until finally. 
in 1915, the Union was compelled to get rid of it. Appendix 
A ii. contains a few of the many references to Croydon Park 
in the minute book of No. 1 Branch in 1914 and 1915. The 



INTRODUCTION. xvii. 

position could not be more graphically described than in 
the bald entry under date December 27, 1914: " P. Murray 
appeared before the Committee to ask for a statement of 
accounts re Croydon Park. The Chairman informed him 
they would do their best to get the information asked for." 
It was this Murray who, in February, 1915, objected to the 
b:-inging of a printing press for revolutionary purposes into 
LIberty Hall. (Appendix A v.) He is now one of Larkin's 
agents in the campaign of disruption. This was the press 
that printed the historic Proclamation of the Irish Republic 
at Easter. 1916. 

Financially the position of the Union after the struggle 
of 1913-1914 was the worst in its history. When Larkin 
went a.way in October, he left Connolly to clear up the moun
tain of debts that had accumulated. These included a large 
sum owing to Larkin's legal agents, l\Iessrs. Smyth and Son. 
solicitors, and the costs of the unauthorised and almost 
disastrous appeal of Larkin to the House of Lords in the 
case of Long v. Larkin and others. The last instruction 
Larkin left Connolly was to make sure that this case was 
carried to the House of Lords. To do this a sum of £500 
had to be paid at once to the solicitors, Messrs. Smyth and 
Son, and this payment exhausted all the available funds 
of the Union, leaving the Union without any money 
to meet claims. As Connolly said (p. 131), this was 
all "money thrown away." In addition, the pur
chase of Liberty Hall put a drain upon the funds, but 
luckily the action of the General President and the No. ] 
Branch Secretary saved this building from the wreckage. 
Appendix A reveals the question of finance arising at almost 
every meeting of the Committee. Connolly struggled 
heroically to reduce the Union's debts and secure something 
like a regular income for the organisation. It was an all 
but impossible task. Contributions from the members were 
small and in many instances seldom paid. Indeed, the long 
and gruelling months of unpaid idleness through which 
they had passed compelled the workers of Dublin to use 
eyery penny they could get for the barest necessities of life. 
Contributions from the Branches outside Dublin were almost 
nil. Often the week's takings in a Bral1 ilh were not enough 
for the payment of rent and local expenses and wages, not 
to speak of remittances to Dublin. Some improvement wa'3 
effect~d under Connolly's management, especially when the 
increased cost of liying due to the World War forced strikes 
which raised wages to-some extent in the areas in which the 
Union functioned. It is pathetic to note Connolly's urgent 
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appeal to the Dublin Trades (,,,unci!, Sligo Branch, etc., for 
money to carry on strikes. In those lean days of 1914-1915 
the success or failure of an industrial fight often depended 
on a paltry sum of £40 or £50. In July, 1915, the financial 
position was so bad that, as recorded in the minutes: " Mr. 
Connolly .... said he saw no prospect whatever of paying 
dispute pay on next ~aturday, and considered it would be 
advisable to declare the strike off." Connolly was hard 
pressed indeed when he had to come to this conclusion, but 
his moral courage was so great that he never flinched from 
facing the truth or /.!iving unpalatable advice when it was 
the only wholesome advice that could be given. There was 
never any high-falutin' or cheap heroics about Connolly. 
And while the Brick and Stonelayers' Society were gene
rously lending the Union £40 to keep this strike going, in 
a few months more Connolly had to complain that J. Bohan, 
Secretary of No. 3 Branch, was not forwarding any returns 
nor even a weekly statement of accounts. (Appendix A iv.) 
This Bohan is the same who figures in the report of the trials 
in the body of this work, and was recently expelled from 
membership for assisting in the attempt to smash the Union. 

In the courts and elsewhere Larkin has claimed that the 
finances of the Union in 1913 and 1914 were not nearly so 
bad as they were represented in official reports printed 
during his absence. In court he swore that at the end of 
1913 there were other monies of the Union in the Hibernian 
Bank besides those shown by the two accounts produced by 
the Bank. He referred to monies, for instance, of No. 3 
Branch (p. 96). Larkin's faked balance sheet for 1913, the 
Annual Return for that year, stated that there was a sum of 
£1,746 6s. 9d. to the credit of the Union in the Hibernian 
Bank at the end of the year. This statement of Larkin's is 
proven to be untrue by the evidence of the bank official, 
Alphonsus Con way, who produr.ed the extract from the Bank 
books (p. 104 and p. 161). Driven into a corner by this evi
dence, Larkin, in reply to the Master of the Rolls, said that 
there were funds to the credit of the Branches, mentioning 
No. 3 Branch in particular (p. 98). In its turn this mis
statement is disproved by the letter from the Bank, which 
shows that there were no Union funds in the Hibernian 
Bank on December 31, 1913. (Appendix N., p. 161.) The 
Branches mentioned in the Bank letter, and No. 1 Branch, 
were the only Branches of the Union in existence at that 
date. 

Larkin has pretended that he went to America to raise 
funds for the Union. But he gave no help, either financial 
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or otherwise, to Connolly. The much-boomed tour, the pro
ceeds of which were to re-establish the Union, resulted in 
very little. A sum of £100 was indeed received on behalf of 
the Union by the General President, but this was the only 
money that came to the Union from Larkin's tour. 

On the other hand, even in these desperately-straitened 
circumstances, the Union and its members were extremely 
generous to the Larkin family. They went out ot their way 
to raise money for the Larkins when the Larkins wanted it. 
Some instances are given in Appendix A vi. When 
Peter Larkin was arrested in 1915" the Committee, on the 
motion of one of the late E.C. members whom James Larkin 
denounced, instructed the Secretary "to forward thirty 
shillings each week to Mrs. Larkin while her husband is in 
prison. " In April, 1915, the Committee advanced £40 to 
Mrs. J ames Larkin to take her to America to join her hus
band. In June, 1915, the Committee decided to forward 
two hundred dollars to meet the medical expenses of Larkill 
in America. 

Even these were but minor items in the financial benefits 
obtained by the Larkin family out of Union funds. By an 
arrangement made by himself at the time he left Ireland. 
Larkin's wages were paid to his wife during his absence. 
This continued at the rate of £2 10s. per week until Mrs 
Larkin's departure for the U.S.A. in December, 1915. Up to 
this time Mrs. Larkin and her family continued to enjoy free 
accommodation at Croydon Park until the surrender of that 
property. She was then given free accommodation in other 
. Union property. When Mrs. Larkin and two of her children 
went to America at her husband's cabled request, no infor
mation was given to the Union as to the meaning of this 
change. It looked as if Larkin were then severing his con
nection with the Union, as no communication had been re
ceived from him since his own departure more than a 
twelve-month before. Mrs. Larkin returned to Ireland in 
August, 1916, but the temporary smashing of the Union 
following the Easter Week Insurrection prevented the re
sumption of the payment of Larkin's wages until January. 
1917. Up to March, 1918, this salary was paid at the rate 
of £2 10s. a week; up to November 15, 1918, at £2 15s.; up 
to January 1st, 1919, at £3; from January 1st to February 
14, 1919, at £5 a week, increased to £6 a week until July' 17. 
1920, when the rate was increased to £8, and this continued 
up till June, 1923. In addition, in 1922 the Union purchased 
a house in· Upper Beechwood Avenue, Dublin, at a cost 01' 
£745, and let it to Mrs. Larkjn and her family at less thal1 
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the normal rent. But Larkin did not even pay his Union 
contributions while he was in receipt of full wages during 
his absence. On his return in 1923, he was £11 10s. in 
arrears, and it was only in May, 1923, that he cleared these 
arrears off in two lump sums. In the court he barefacedly 
claimed that" he had never taken any wages since he came 
home "! (p. 56). But the wages book of the Union shows 
that for several weeks after his arrival he did receive his 
wages at the usual rate. 

Apart from free house accommodation, the total amount 
paid by the Union to Larkin's family as wages alone wa,s 
more than £2,000 for the eight and a half years in 
which Larkin was absent and doing no work !for 
the Union. In addition some £250 were spent in 
sending Larkin's son to visit his father in prison 
in America when the United States authorities refused 
to vise his passport from Ireland. The extracts from 
the minute book of the E.C. for the year 1919 printed 
in Appendix E show that the Executive was taking financial 
responsibility on Larkin's behalf when financial responsi
bility could be justified. And it was this much-maligned 
Executive that secured the passage of Larkin's son to 
America under the escort of the General President, when the 
United States authorities had closed every port in Europe 
against him. Yet credulous followers of Larkin have been 
duped into the belief that the Union" neglected •• Larkin 
and" never did anything for him"! After the revelations 
made in these pages, it may fairly be concluded that if the 
Union had done less for Larkin and demanded more servi~t\ 
from him, the ex-General Secretary's head would have been 
steadier and his sense of discipline more developed. 

In 1916 James Connolly, in addition to his Union duties, 
was absorbed in preparations for the Insurrection. The late 
Francis Sheehy-Skeffington had visited America in the latter 
part of 1915 (Appendix C i.) and had seen Larkin there_ 
With his customary slickness, Larkin had sent no written 
message to Connolly. But in his letter to Thomas Foran, 
dated January 22, 1917-nine months after the Insurrection 
-he wrote this significant sentence: " I want you to see 
o 'Brien, and get from him an authentic statement as to 
whether Skeffy delivered my message to Jim, and to give 
me reasons why they moved, when told not to move." 
(Appendix C, v., p. 135.) This refers to a verbal message sent 
by Larkin through the late Francis Sheehy-Skeffington, ask
ing James Connolly to sever his connection with the revolu
tionary movement at home. On one Q~~jisj9n Pet~r Larkin 
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informed Thomas Foran that he had a message from J ames 
Larkin to Connolly, instructing the latter that he was " to 
pull out of it. " 

Connolly was executed in May, 1916, and the leading 
members and friends of the Union were imprisoned for some 
months after Easter Week. In the dark days that followed 
the Rising, the Union seemed broken and bleeding, but it 
might have bled to death for all the attention or help Larkin 
gave it. When Foran, 0 'Brien, 0 'Shannon and others were 
released, they began the reorganisation of the Union. Even 
then no news came from Larkin. At last he wrote, in 
November, 1916 (Appendix C iiL), and again in January, 
1917 (Appendix C v.). It will be noted from these letters 
that he refers to " drafts" for considerable sums of money 
as having been sent by him to the Union, but when requested 
by the General President to give particulars of these 
" drafts." the " drafts " were transformed into " notes " 
and thp' " drafts" appeared to be drawn from Larkin's 
fertile imagination. Larkin never gave the information 
asked for by Foran to enable the Union to trace the missing 
drafts, and never afterwards repeated his statement that he 
had sent this money. In Appendix C. iii., " schoolmaster" 
refers to the late P. H. Pearse and " bricklayer" refers to 
John Gill, an agent of the National Aid funds in America, 
from whom Fortln received the £350 mentioned in Appendix 
C iv. and in his evidence in the courts. This sum formed 
no part of the monies raised by Larkin in America.There
after I,arkin's letters to the Union were like angels' visits
few and far between. 

Certain references in these letters of Larkin's from 
America expose the real nature of the man. The Nora C. 
referred to is Miss Nora Connolly, daughter of James 
Connolly; Mrs. S. is Mrs. Sheehy-Skeffington, and the 
Envoy is Dr. Pat McCartan, then Envoy in U.S.A. for the 
Irish Republican Government. (Appendix P, iv.) He is seen 
constantly complaining that the Irish Labour Party was 
not claiming enough credit for the work it was doing in 
the national resistance against British Imperialism (p. 168) 
-but Larkin himself was taking no share in, and none of 
the risks of that work. He was continually asking for 
credentials to which he was not entitled. When he asked 
that WaIter Carpenter should send him a card (Appendix 
P, viL), he meant a card of membership of the Socialist 
Party of Ireland. But he had never been a member of the 
Socialist Party of Ireland! And he had the cheek to ask 
that bis card and membership should be made retrospective. 



xxii. INTRODUCTION. 

Some of the meanest and basest of his allegations are 
given the lie direct by his own statements in these letters. 
In a letter to Thomas Foran, received in April, 1918, he 
wrote: " I know you don't require asking to see to my wife 
and little ones. I will repay all of you by service." 
He repaid by the service of falsely accusing Foran and John 
O'Neill and William O'Brien and others of misappropria
ting the funds of the Union (pp. 151, 159). Again he wrote: 
" See to my wife and kids. See Jim ftnd the other three 
kids are looked after. I 'Will not forBet " (p. 168). 14 Keep 
your eye on my kids, Tom. I will repay. " " I 
trust you not to let my woman and kiddies go short. 
I will repay." The repayment took the form on hi&' 
return of a campaign of vilification, defamation and malig. 
nity unparalleled in the history of Labour in this island. 
How well his family were looked after during his absence 
has been told (pp. xix.-xx.) At the meeting in the La 
Scala he admitted Foran's attention to the wants of his 
family: " Tommy (Foran) had taken his (speaker's) money 
to his wife; he had always been good to his family." 
(p. 153.), but this admission has not saved Foran from the 
lies of Larkin's followers. It did not prevent Larkin him
seli from spreading the same lie. In the courts he said 
"that he left Mr. Foran in charge of his son and his 
family, but from the hour he left, Mr. Foran injured his 
family, prevented witness from coming back, and disrupted 
the Union." (p. 95.) Yet earlier in the same courts he had 
said: "During the whole of the period he (Larkin) was 
away in America, he believed Thomas Foran carried out his 
duties well, and he deserved everyone's thanks." (p. 32.) 
And " There was no one he had more respect for than 
Tommy Foran." (p. 152.) Self-contradiction could not go 
further than this. 

It was not until the reorganisation of the Union after 
Easter Weck, 1916, that the finances of the Union were put 
on anything like a sound basis. As late as December, 1919, 
the E.C. were still clearing off debts contracted in Larkin's 
regime. (Appendix E iii.) "All through 1915, despite 
rigid economy and Connolly's genius, the financial millstone 
continued to drag the Union down, and when at last came 
Easter, 1916, the sum of £96 was all that remained in the 
Bank to the credit of its account." (Annual Report for 
1918. p. 6.) In April, 1916, the total membership of the 
Union did not reach 5,000. When the General President and 
the General Treasurer of a later date and other officia1s were 
released from internment in 1916, they proceeded to re· 
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organise the Union and to extend its organisation through
out the country. In the winter of 1916-17 large numbers of 
new members joined up and some new branches were 
founded. By the autumn of 1917 there were 32 branches in 
existence, as against 10 in the spring of 1916, and the mem
bership had increased from 5,000 to 12,000. 

By the end of 1917 Liberty Hall had been restored, a Head 
Office with a central staff had been set up, a proper system 
of keeping accounts had been established, organisers had 
been sent to build up the Union throughout the country, and 
the Union had become something approaching a democratic 
organisation functioning regularly under a management 
responsible to the members. From a membership in 1916 of 
some 5,000 in ten branches, the Union had grown to 14,000 
members in forty branches, with a staff of five organisers. 
An Executive Committee was formed. The financial and 
organic relations between the Executive and the branches 
were defined, the finances of the Union were put on a clear 
footing, and the greater part of the Union debts was 
eleared off. In 1917 and 1918 wages movements and wide
spread organisation all over the country put the Union upon 
a secure basis. By the end of 1918 the Union had 210 
branches, with 67,827 members, a Head Office staff of 12 
clerks, and 17 organisers on the road. Early in 1919 the 
first alJnual report (for the year 1918) was printed and 
circulated amongst the members, along with a printed bal. 
ance sheet, audited by chartered accountants. On December 
31, 1918" the balance to credit was £18,982 13s. 7d., as com
pared with £96 on Easter Monday, 1916. This was in striking 
contrast with Larkin's faked Annual Return for 1913, ex
posed in the courts. When Larkin returned, in April, 1923, 
the Union had 100,000 members in 350 Branches spread all 
over Ireland, and had a credit balance of over £140,000. 

The Union had, since JUile, 1916, becom~ firmly estab
lished without either advice, help or guidance from James 
Larkin. So far from helping, Larkin's interference in thosE.' 
years of reorganisation was designed rather to hinder. 
From time to time he had been re-elected General Secretary, 
and wliile he was absent opposition to his eleetion was, to 
say the least of it, not encouraged. (See, for instance, Appen
dix F vii. and viii.) Apparently not recognising the changes 
that had taken place in the spirit and structure of the 
Union, Larkin, as General Se~retary, attempted to dictate 
to' the Executive from AmerlCa, and even to reverse the 
decision of the membrs. A striking instance of this is given 
in Appendix C vi, and Appendix E. i. There is no doubt 
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that the decisions of the Delegate Meeting and of the E.C. 
in this case rankled as much in Larkin's mind as the asser
tion of its authority over Union property by the No. 1 
Committee in 1914. 

All through the period October, 1914, till April, 1923. 
Larkin took neither act nor part in the work of the Union, 
and it was through no effort of his that it weathered thl} 
storms of the European, Anglo-Irish, and the civil wars. 

Upon his return in April, 1923, he found a changed Union 
and a changed Ireland. The I.T. and G.W.U. was no longer 
the plaything of one arrogant individual; it was a great 
organisation ruled and controlled by the members, to whom 
all the General Officers and the members of the Executive 
Committee were responsible. 

This was more than Larkin could stomach. When he 
found that the Union was no longer his personal property 
and that he could not rule as dictator, he launched a violent 
campaign, first for the control of the Union, and, when that 
failed, for its disruption. In the course of that campaign 
his genius for lying and for misrepresentation has been as 
evident as his wounded pride. 

Several examples of his personal grievances have already 
been given. Further brief reference here to some of his 
deliberate lies will throw a flood of light upon his character. 
In the court he " denied that he was born in Liverpool" 

. (p. 95), and several times he has claimed Irish birth. His 
birth certificate, however, shows that he was born on 
May 2,1879, at No. 2 Court, Back Berry Street, Liverpool. 

Another claim he makes is that it was he who brought 
James Connolly home from America, and that Connolly 
had refused William 0 'Brien's invitation to come. All the 
correspondence relating to Connolly's return is still pre
served, and it completely disproves Larkin's claim. Indeed, 
the financial records of the monies subscribed to bring 
Connolly back show that Larkin did not subscribe one 
penny to enable Connolly to return. 

He has repeatedly stated that an Executive existed during 
his own management of the Union, and he has even 
attempted to sustain this claim in the courts. The old rules 
undoubtedly did provide for an Executive, but no Execu. 
tive except himself functioned under Larkin's management. 
This is put beyond the shadow of a doubt by the docu
ments now first published. From these it will be seen that 
in Larkin's time the General Secretary exercised supreme 
authority. The very colour of the buttons on the uniform of 
a Union band could not bp decided without his consent! 
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No. 1 Branch, Liberty Hall, and its Committee were re
ga~ded a~ the whole. Union for administration purposes. 
EVIdence IS here furmshed that the annual meeting of No. 1 
Branch, and not the general membership of the ten or twelve 
branches. elected the General President and General Secre
tary. and that on numerous occasions the Committee of No. ] 
Branch exercised authority over all the other Branches. 
(Appendix A.)-subject. of course, to " The Great I Am." 
A further proof that no Executive was funetioning is that 
Larkin's resignation of the General Secretaryship in June, 
1914, was presented to one Branch and dealt with by that 
Branch. Again, Larkin left Ireland to go to Amet'ica with
out seeking or getting the permission of anybody. The first 
the members knew about his intended yisit 'was to read 
about it in the newspapers or to hear Larkin announce it at 
a public meeting. At the La Scala meeting (June 3rd, 1923) 
Larkin even pretended that but for his intervention No. 1 
Branch Committee would have dismissed James Connolly 
in April, 1914, then Secretary of the Belfast Branch and 
Ulster District Organiser. This was immediately contra
dicted by the General President and the No. 1 Branch Secre
tary (Appendix J, p. 150), but Larkin's claim reveals his 
own conception of who and what were the Executive. As 
in many other instances, Larkin is unable to produce the 
" documentary l'yidence " he say.'j he possesses t~_prove that 
he magnanimously saved Connolly from dismissal. The most 
irrefutable evidence that no E.C. was functioning is supplied 
in the attempt made by Connolly t( set up an Executive 
Committee and a Delegate Conference in 1915. (Appendix 
A vii.) The record of this attempt is f!lund in the minute 
book of the Committee of No. 1 Branch and nowhere else, 
there being no Executive minute book prior to 1918. No 
minute book or other record of an Executive exists. But tn 
No. 1 Branch minute book are minutes of the Delegate 
Conference and one meeting only of the Executive Commit
tee set up under Connolly's management. They are part and 
parcel of the ordinary minutes as if they were minutes of 
No. 1 Branch. 

Larkin's misstatements upon the financial position of the 
Union while under his control and the Annual Return for 
1913 have already been dealt with. A minor but still signi
ficant lapse of memory is his statement in court that Joseph 
Kelly was Treasurer of th~ Union in 1913. Larkin~s friend, 
Patrick Smith, was, in fact, Treasurer, and the mmutes of 
the annual general meeting of No. 1 Branch on January 9, 
1916, are eloquent upon Patrick Smith's qualifications for 
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the position: "The Chairman explaine'd that P. Smith 
having allowed his membership to lapse, it was necessary 
to elect someone in his place." It was then that Joseph Kelly 
was appointed Treasurer. (Appendix A viii.) Again, he 
stated (p. 98) that Joseph Casey " was an officer of the 
Union. " On the contrary, Casey was not an officer, but an 
employee of Larkin in the National Health Insur
ance department of the Union. Yet under Larkin, 
Smith was being paid a weekly allowance from the 
Insurance Section. But Larkin's memory was never strong 
when questions of finance arose. He did not even remember 
that he had put his own signature to the deposit receipt for 
£3,425 14s. 3d. in the Hibernian Bank! (See p. x.) 

Another Smyth-but of a very different type-whose 
name comes into the case, is James Smyth, who signed 
Larkin's balance sheet for 1913. James Smyth's evidence 
disclosed the fact that Larkin's balance sheet for 1913 was 
not a properly audited document (p. 82). Larkin had simply 
got Smyth to sign the document without examination. 

,Larkin, Smyth and Casey signed this return showing that 
there was £1,746 6s. 9d. in the Hibernian Bank, while in 
fact there was no such sum there at all (p. 95). Larkin 
in his own evidence swore that to audit the return Smyth 
" was brought from his work for three days, and he got 
paid. " In fact, Smyth was not " brought from his work," 
because he had been victimised in the big struggle of 1913, 
was denied employment in his old job, and was unemployed 
during the whole of 1914. When Smyth said (p. 82) that on 
one occasion he was brought from his work to sign, he was 
referring to the Annual Return for 1912, which he had also 
signed, as he made clear in his evidence. Larkin was 
severely censured by the Master of the Rolls for putting 
his own signature to the faked" audit" of 1913 (p. 121) . 
. Among his great bogey-men are the General Treasurership 
and the Executive Committee. They are elected illegally, hE:' 
thunders. The truth is that no General Officer was elected 
legally until 1917-18, and thereafter the General Officers, 
Larkin included, and the E.C. were elected according to 
rule. On several occasions they were actually nominated, 
over the signature of his friend, John Bohan, by No. 3 
Branch, as well as by other branches. (Appendix F.) 
William 0 'Brien was eligible for membership under Rule 
3 of the 1915 Rules. As the old members are aware, he was 
actively associated with the Union from its foundation. 
He was secretary of the Lock Out Committee in 1913, and 
was arrested and charged with Larkin in the first week of 
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the big fight of that year. Even before the establishment 
of .the Union, he ga;ve much-needed and timely financial 
ass~stance by a loan In November, 1908, during the carters' 
s~rIke that was responsible for the breakaway of the Dub
lIn Branch of the N.U.D.l,J. and the founding of the 
I.T. & G.W.U. 

The great cause of ~arkin 's campaign is, however, the 
present Rules of the Umon. They make the General Secre
tary and the other General Officers responsible to the 
National Executive Council and to the members through 
the Annual Delegate Conference. Under the original rules 
drafted by himself, Larkin was able to exercise supreme 
authority. Under the present Rules the supreme authority 
is vested in the Delegates elected each year by the rank and 
file of the membership. The older rules had been revised 
in 1918 in order to keep in line with the progress and expan
sion of the Union. In December, 1921, during the Anglo
Irish Truce, the branches were asked, in accord with the 
rules, to submit proposed amendments. The civil war of 
1922 held up progress for a time. Early in 1923 a completely 
new draft of Rules was approved by the E.C. and a Delegate 
Conference was convened for April 24th and 25th to con
sider the new draft and other important matters that h!l.d 
arisen. After amendment the Conference unanimously 
recommended the new Rules to the branches, and they were 
passed by an overwhelming number of the Branches 
voting for and only 7 voting against. The discussion 
at Conference is given in Appendix H. Shortly after
wards Larkin returned from America, and at a meeting 
of the E.C. on June 5 questioned the validity of the Rules, 
alleging that they were registered without proper authority. 
He refused all proposals made by the Executive Committee 
to meet his objections (Appendix K) and he absolutely 
declined to allow the matters in dispute to be decided by a 
Delegate Conference or by a ballot vote of the whole mem
bership of the Union (p. 158). 

In the meantime he had precipitated the crisis in the 
Union and opened his campaign of disruption. When he was 
released from prison in the United States in January, 1923, 
the E.C. had cabled to ask him when he was returning to 
Ireland. No reply was received. Six weeks later the un
signed cable demanding £5,0~0 for a "food ship." was 
received by the General PreSIdent. The E.C. declIned t.o 
accede to this demand. The Delegate Conferenae of AprIl 
24th and 25th endorsed the E.C. 's refusal of the £5,000 and 
adjourned further consideration of the matter until Larkin's 
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return. The cables from both sides are printed in Appehdlx 
G, and the relevant portions of the reports of the Delegate 
Conferences are given in Appendix H and Appendix I. 

At the E.C. meeting of May 4, Larkin complained bitterly 
of the refusal of the £5,000, stating that he would not be 
controlled by any Executive and tendering his resignation 
as General Se~retary. For the 8econd time he was persuaded 
to withdraw his resignation. (Appendix G ii., p. 142-3.) At 
Larkin's own suggestion it was agreed that there should be 
no public mention of his having had any differences with the 
E.C. Larkin then proceeded on the tour arranged for him, 
but returned to Dublin on alleged" national business" before 
fulfilling all his engagements with the branches in the 
country. On Sunday, June 3rd, at the meeting of Dublin 
No. 1 Branch, in the La Scala Theatre, Dublin, he opened his 
campaign (Appendix J), following it up at the E.C. meet
ing on June 5th (Appendix K) and the meeting of Dublin 
No. 3 Branch in the Olympia Theatre on June 10th (Appen
dix L). The reporio of the Olympia meeting was written by 
Larkin's supporter, John Bohan, and is a complete exposure 
of Larkin's tactics. It will be seen in that report that at 
Larkin's request the accused members of the E.C. were 
deliberately refused a hearing. Larkin was acting as judge, 
jury, accuser and all. One of the charges he made at that 
meeting was that of £181 subscribed to the Hospital Fund 
only £25 had been paid. At a meeting of the Committee 
of No. 3 Branch held afterwards Larkin had to admit that 
he was in error in making this statement. He was misled, 
he said, by the balance sheet given him. He is an authority 
on misleading balance sheets! 

The meeting in the La Scala on June 3rd was the formal 
opening of Larkin's attack on the Union and its officers. 
But it had been long prepared. Larkin had been in Ireland 
more than a month, posing as one of the men responsible 
for the Insurrection of Easter Week. (See the pamphlet, 
" Some Pages from Union History.") On May 30th, WH
Ham 0 'Brien had told Larkin that he knew his story about 
Connolly, Clarke and Pearse (p. 150) to be false and that 
he could prove it to be false. This knowledge may have 
determined Larkin to precipitate his campaign. At all 
events, at the La Scala meeting he launched into a tirade 
of lies which would require more pages than this Report con
tains to refute in full. One of them was the famous accusa
tion about the misappropriation of the £7,500. It has been 
fully refuted (pp. 120 and 151). But it is remarkable 
that although then over a month in Ireland, Larkin had 
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never mentioned the £7,500 previous to June 3rd he had 
expressed no disagr~ement abo:ut it before the meeting, and 
he had put no questIon about It to Foran or O'Neill before 
his attack upon them. 

He claimed the credit of organising the Union. With 
much show of graeiousness he admitted that the Union had 
been built up on James Connolly's sacrifice. "But" he 

k " h ' as s, w 0 sowed the seed?" In cold truth, it was James 
Connolly who had begun to sow the seed eleven years 
before Larkin had set foot in Ireland as organiser of a 
cross-Channel Union. 

" The Chairman," Larkin declared. " was General Pre
sident of the Fnion and Chairman of No. 1. That was not 
right, because he should not hold the two positions" (p. 
154). Yet that had been the practice from the establish
ment of the rnion until Larkin's departure in 1914, but 
Larkin had never made any objection to it. 

On Monday, June 11, Larkin and some of his relatives 
and supporters took possession of the Head Office of the 
Union, forcibly preventing the E.C. from entering and 
seriously interfering with the working of the Union. Re
possession of the premises was got ten days later, when 
legal proceedings compelled their surrender. Larkin was 
suspended from the Grneral ~ecretaryship. The matters at 
issue were then carried by both parties to the courts. Early 
in August the Union's delegates to the annual meeting of 
the Irish Labour Party and Trade Union Congress met on 
their own initiative in an effort to stop the legal proceedings 
and have the dispute settled within the Union. The E.C. gave 
a written undertaking to accept the decision of a Delegate 
Conference of the Union called for the purpose of consider
ing the dispute. provided that Larkin was similarly bound 
(p. 160). Larkin refused absolutely to agree, and no option 
was left to the E.C. but to go on with the legal proceedings 
in ordE'r to maintain the demoeratic character and manage
ment of the Union. (Appendix M.) For some months little 
progress was made in the courts. Larkin resorting to delay
ing tactics in order to embarrass the E.C. and prevent a 
speedy conclusion to the dispute. All through these months 
the Union was engaged in fighting big strikes and lock-outs. 
including a general dock strike and the biggest and most 
bitterly fought agricultural strike in Irish history. 

The actions in the law courts were finally determined in 
February. 1924, when the lrgal decision was given against 
the suspended General Secretary. On March 14. 1924, 
Larkin was expelled from membership of the I.T. and 
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G.W.p. After the l.egal decision was given against him, 
Larkm B:ppealed agamst it. He then applied for, and got, 
the hearmg of the appeal adjourned until June, 1924, but 
on the eve of the opening of the courts his solicitor gave 
notification that the appeal was dropped. 

From the Labour point of view one of the worst of 
Larkin's crimes is his attempt to prevent the existence of 
a political Labour movement independent of all the capita
list political parties (p. 95). For generations the workers' 
organisations of Ireland and ({reat Britain fought to secure 
independent representation for Labour in all legislative 
bodies. The right to spend Trade Union funds in political 
action has always been one of the tests by which a good 
Labour man is proven. In 1909 the notorious W. V. Osborne 
allowed himself to become the tool of the English capitalists 
when he took action in the courts to prevent the old 
Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants from using its 
funds for political purposes. In 1923 Larkin took similar 
action in Ireland. Although loudly condemning legal in
junctions he also applied for an injunction in the courts 
to prevent the I.T. and G.W.U. from sending delegates to 
the annual meeting of the Irish Labour Party and Trade 
Union Congress. Had this second Osborne succeeded, he 
might have killed the political Labour Party in Ireland 
in its infancy and undone the great work J ames Connolly 
had given his best efforts to. Luckily Larkin failed to get 
the injunction, and his agents' physical violence against the 
Union's delegates did not prevent the meeting of Congress. 

It should be remarked that at the adjourned Delegate 
Conference on May 14, 1923, Larkin stated that he had read 
the proposed new Rules carefully and that with the excep
tion of one or two he agreed with them. When it was 
pointed out to him that the Rules had to be adopted or 
rejected as a whole, and that the one or two alterations 
which he suggested could be dealt with at the first Delegate 
Conference, he expressed himself as being satisfied. (Appen
dix I (c), p. 148.) 

It subsequently transpired that when he landed from 
America at Southampton in April, 1923, he had declared 
openly to a Communist friend from Great Britain that he 
had come back to remove from office the members of the 
Union who had built up the organisation in his eight and a 
half years' absence and made the Irish Transport and 
General Workers' Union a power in Ireland. The whole 
lesson of this declaration, the lesson taught by the history 
of the Union, the lesson of the events under review, the 
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lesson of all the documents here published, the lesson the 
Irish Transport and General Workers' Union will teach to 
the end, cannot be summed up bet,ter than in the words 
spoken by Larkin himself to the Delegate Conference:-

" Don't submit your minds to anyone man. Think 
these problems out for yourselves. A leader who can 
lead you out of the wilderness can lead you back again. 
If there is a thinking, intelligent movement, no leader 
can mislead you." 



THE TRIAL 
OF THE 

CONSOLIDA TED ACTIONS. 

Pleadings, Statement of Claim, and Statement of Defence. 

The consolidated actions of Foran and Others v. Larkin; and 
Larkin v. The Irish Transport and General Workers' Union, 
Thomas Foran, William O'Brien, Daniel Clancy, Michael Duffy, 
Michael Hill, Thomas Kennedy, Michael1l1cCarthy, and Tho:mas 

. Ryan, were heard by the Master of the Rolls, in Court No. 2, 
Dublin Castle, on the 12th Feb., 1924, and subsequent dates. 

(1). 
The plaintiffs in the first action were: Thomas Foran, Genera' 

President, and the members of the Executive Committl'c of the 
Irish Transport and General Work· -rs' Union, and as Statutory 
Officers of the said Union, they claimed a declaration that they 
were the legal Trustees, Officers, and Executive of the I.T. & G. 
W.U., and as such that they were entitled to possession of the 
premises, 35 Parnell Square, and to Liberty Hall, and to carry 
on the management and business of the Union there. 

(2). 
The second claim was for an injunction to restrain the 

defendant, James Larkin, from entering the Union's premises, 
and obstructing the plaintiffs in the discharge of their duties. 

(3). 
The plaintiff, in thc second case, James Larkin, in his Statement 

of Claim, alleged that the new Rules of the Union, as registered 
by the KC., were invalid, and that the defendants, as Trustees 
unlawfully made levies of funds of the Union by applyjng them 
for political purposes without the approval o~ the members of 
the Union, under the Rules of the Trade Umon Act of 1913; 
that payments received in respect of levies were not credited to 
a separate account and had not been accounted for, but had 
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been received and applied by ••. ~ ~~.~~~-~._ -~--"--J ____ _ 
unlawful purposes; that payments for political objects had been 
improperly and unlawfully paid by them out of the general funds 
of the Union, thus delJriving members of their legal rights and 
benefits. He further claimed that the Rules of the 20th Dec., 
1918, were invalid; that Thomas Foran and William O'Brien 
were not duly elected as President and Treasurer of the Union, 
and further, that in contravention of Rule 30 of the Rules of 
1915, they withdrew and kept withdrawn from the funds of the 
Society the sum of £7,500 without the knowledge of the General 
Secretary and without bringing same into the accounts of the 
Union. 

(4). 
The plaintiff, James Larkin, sought a declaration that the 

Rules purporting to have been made and registered on the 20th 
Dec., 1918, were wholly invalid, and also that the Rules pur
porting to be made and registered on the 2nd June, 1923, were 
wholly invalid. He sought a further declaration that the said 
defendants (Thomas Foran and William O'Brien) had been 
illegally applying the funds of the Union for political and other 
unauthorised purposes, and in addition he sought an injunction 
to restrain the defendants from acting as an Executive Com
mittee or Council, or improperly dealing with the funds of the 
Union. 

(5). 
In defence, Messrs. Thomas Foran and William O'Brien 

denied that plaintiff was the founder of the I.T. & G.W.U. (as 
alleged), which was registered under the Trade Union Acts on 
the 6th May, 1909; they denied that the funds of the Union 
had been unlawfully or improperly applied, and relied on the 
provisions of the Trade Union Acts, 1871 to 1913. They said 
the action was vexatious, and should be dismissed with costs. 

PROCEEDINGS OF TUESDAY, 12TH, AND WEDNESDAY, 
13TH FEBRUARY. 

LARKIN ApPLIES FOR FURTHI<:& POSTPONEMENT. 

On Feb. 12th an application was made to the Master of the 
Rolls on behalf of the defendant in the first action for a post· 
ponement of the trial, which had iJeen fixed for that date. 

Counsel for the plaintiffs: Serjeant Hanna, K.C.; Mr. S. L. 
Brown, K.C.; Mr. Timothy Sullivan, K.C., and Mr. M. Maguire 
(instructed by Messrs. James O'Connor & Co). 

Counsel for the defendant: Mr. Conner, K.C.; ::\Ir. Wood, 
K.C.; and Mr. Geoghegan (instructed by Messrs. Smith & Sons). 

The application for postponement was based on the grounds 
of insufficiency of discovery and insufficiency of time to prepare 
the defence in the first action. 
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Mter lengthy argument, the Master of the Rolls refused the 
application, whereupon the defendant, James Larkin, said he 
would have to dismiss his counsel and conduct his own case. 

When the trial of the first action was taken up on Feb. 13th, 
Mr. Larkin appeared in court without counsel. 

On the case being called, .'\lr. Larkin said-I desire to move 
a motion--

Master of the Rolls-I understand you are not represented 
by counsel 1 

Mr. Larkin-I am compelled to come into Court without 
counsel. 

l\Iaster of the Rolls-Very well; you can move any motion 
you like. . 

Mr. Larkin-I want to move to postpone this case until I am 
able to brief counsel. Documents ha ye been giYen to me this 
morning and I have not had time to rdate them to each other. 

Mr. Larkin read a letter from his late solicitors to the solicitors 
on the other side notifying them that certain documents had 
not been deli \'ered. This case, he said, was described as Larkin 
v. The LT. & G.W.U., and that title was altogether wrong. It 
was a case of Larkin as plaintiff against O'Brien and others. 

Serjeant Hanna-Then you will need to amend the pleadings. 
The MastC'r of the Rolls-I want to tell you, :\lr. Larkin, that 

I cannot undersbnd your observation, because in your own writ 
of summons the LT. & G.W.U. is the defendant. 

Mr. Larkin-I didn't write the writ of summons, and I never 
noticed it until I returned from England the other day. 

:\laster of the Rolls-You object to that? 
Mr. Larkin-Yes. 
Master of the Rolls-I understand you don't approve your 

counsel's action in making the I.T. & G.W. Union defendants? 
Mr. Larkin-I am entitled to blame them, now that they 

haven't got any brief (laughter). I wouldn't do it before. 
Master of the Rolls--What do you want me to do 1 
Mr. Larkin-I want you to show the sense of discretion you 

have shown throughout all these proceedings. There have been 
three motions with reference to these proceedings, and in all of 
them you used your discrction in favour of the defendants. May 
not I ask you to turn your eyes in this case to the defendants, 
and permit me to have time to brief counsel and arrange my 
documents? 

Master of the Rolls-I may say, in the first place, that three 
weeks ago I fixed the date of the trial for to-day, and, after all, 
three weeks is a considerable time, having regard to the fact that 
the action was commenced on the 12th June last. 

1\1r. Larkin said the long vacation came betwC'('ll the motion 
for injunction and the time they came to Court in. December, 
and he did not get any intimation of any matters gomg forwaru 
until the 10th Jan., when he was brought over from England--
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The Master ol the Rolls-l am not responsiblo lor that. 
Mr. Larkin-I know that. You are responsible to this extent, 

that you admitted a certain document submitted by the 
other side, and we took advantage of that. It may be that in 

. going over these documents a layman would select irrelevant 
matter, but we did select vital and important matter, and we 
tabulated that, and some of these documents have never been 
delivered. But the solicitors on the other side are very careful 
to go through the documents and select irrelevant matters and 
give them to us, and amongst them was this one about disin
fectants, and the honourable Court with a !lense of sarcasm 
seemed to take that up. 

The Master of the Rolls-Do I understand that the list of 
hours were taken up in examination of these documents by 
yourself 1 

Mr. Larkin-Yes, My Lord. 
Master of the RoUs-Then that is entirely your own fault. 
Mr. Larkin-The solicitor on the other side did not want to 

work some evenings, as he wanted to play golf. I am in this 
case in an endeavour to get the truth, and I feel sure you do not 
want to handicap me, but you have already done so, and you 
have done something more, that I suppose was never done in 
the Law Courts before. You have read somethi.ng into a 
document which is not in it. I suggest you have been misled. 
There has been more than one levy. There has been a levy for 
political representation and for a war chest. There has been 
a Jevy to provide guns and munitions for individuals called the 
Workers' Army, and the Field-Marshal sits behind me. The 
Field-Marshal is Aldt'rman William O'Brien, formerly a member 
of the Dail. We have this in their own books. It is very easy 
for Mr. Hanns. to get up here and make apologies for his client, 
but let his client make a sworn affidavit and come on the ~itness 
stand. :ffe says £7,500 was saved, earmarked, and reserved. 
He says Foran bought Croydon Park and Liberty Hall. Why 
does not Foran say that ill an affidavit 1 With these few 
remarks, I would r~spectfully suggest that you do provide me 
with an opportunity of preparing my case, and I am Rure that 
a leading light like Serjeant Hanna would not stand in the way 
of truth ::md justice being arrived at. I have to leave matters 
in your hands, a.nd if you say so, I am prepared to go on, but I 
ask for at least a week's adjournment. 

The Master of the Rolls-Have you said everything you want 
to Bay 1 

l\Ir. Larkin-Oh, no. I have many things to say, but I am 
not going to occupy the time of the Court. 

l.\-Ir. Serjeant Hanna.-The only observations I have to make 
are these, that this seems a repetition of the application made 
yesterday for an adjournment. All the grounds mentioned by 
Mr. Larkin were mentioned by Mr. Conner yesterday, and I 
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think from Mr. Larkin's statement he has a very intimate 
knowledge of all that is necessary for defending the case. 

The Master of the Rolls-All I have to say i" tIlls: I made an 
order yesterday, and I cannot undo what ha., been done. I may 
have gone wrong, but the Court of Appeal is open to Mr. Larkin 
if he wishes to go there, but if he does not proceed with his action 
to-day, only one course will be open to me, and that is to dismiss 
the action. Unless by agreement, I cannot postone the trial, 
which was fixed three weeks ago. I have given ample time. 
Mr. Larkin may not possibly be responsible for the whole of tho 
delay which took place in the action, but he was responsible to 
a great extent, because instead of attending to the action, he 
appears to have been taking excursions to England-possibly 
on important business, but when a person comes into this Court 
he must prosecute the action with diligence and cannot delay 
proceedings by going out of the country. 

Mr. Larkin-That means I haye to continue, and I presume 
the ordinary proceeding is that I should open the case. 

Master of the Rolls-I understand you are not represented 
by counsel, and that you appear in person? 

Mr. Larkin-Yes. 
It was ruled that as the writ in the case ot Foran a.nd others v. 

Larkin was served first, counsel for l\Ir. Foran and others should 
open the case. 

THE CASE FOR THE PLAINTIFFS. 

Mr. Serjeant Banna, opening the case for the plaintiffs, said 
the question to be decidpd in this action of Foran and others 
v. Larkin lay within ;-cry limited compass, and could be disposed 
of in a very limited time. The plaintiffs were : Thomas Foran, 
William O'Brien, Daniel Clancy, l\fichael Duffy, l\1ichael Hill, 
Thomas Kennedy, Michael McCarthy, Thomas Ryan, Patrick 
Gaffney, and Patrick Stafford. They constituted the Officers 
and Executive Committee of the I.T. & G.W. Union, with the 
exception of the General Secretary, Mr. Larkin, who was the 
defendant. 

Master of the Rolls--Is he now the General Secretary? 
Mr. Serjeant Banna-He was Gem-ral Secretary up to 11th 

.June, 1923, on which date he was suspended by resolution of 
the Executive Committee. The claim the plaintiffs made was for 
a declaration that they were the lawful Trustees, Officers, and 
Executive of the LT. & G.W. Union, and that as such they were 
entitled to the premises, posses~ion of 35 Parnell Square, Dublin, 
and Liberty Ban, Dublin, and reasonable access thereto, and 
to carry on the management of the said Trade Union therein. 
Their second claim was for an injunction restraining the defendant 
and parties acting with him as his agents from preventing them 
from entering the premises and conducting the busIness as they 
were entitled to do it. The history of the matter lay within a 
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small compass. It wa.s general knowledge in Dublin that Mr. 
Larkin, with others, was the founder of the LT. & G.W. Union, 
and was a very active and leading member thereof, and General 
Secretary up to 1914, when he left this country and went to 
America. He remained in America from October, 1914, to 
April, 1923, when he returned. . 

During his eight and a half years' absence the Union had grown 
enormously in membership and financial status, and so far as one 
could judge from the figures, it seemed to have been carried very 
successfully by those who had been left in charge while Mr. 
Larkin was away. During the time he was away he still held, 
with the good will of the members, the position of General 
Secretary, and the salary due to him in respect of that office was 
paid under his directions to his wife for the support of his family 
while he was away. It would appear that when he came back 
in the month of April he took up at once an aggressive attitude 
towards those who had been associated with him, and during the 
month of June there were two or three very stormy Branch 
meetings in Dublin, at which Mr. Larkin attacked and made 
very serious charges again 'it the President, Mr. Foran, the 
Treasurer, Mr. O'Brien, and generally against the Executive. 
On the 11th June matters culminated. When the Executive 
Officers, who were the plaintiffs, went down to attend to their 
business and the management of the Society at 35 Parnell 
Square, which was the headquarters of the Union, they found 
representatives of Mr. Larkin in physical control of the building. 
They refused to admit the Executive, and the same state of 
affairs existed with reference to Liberty Hall. Mr. Larkin 
apparently claimed that he had some right paramount to that 
of the Executive Committee and Officers to exclude them from 
the management of the Society and from the Society's property. 

The ground he put forward in the pleading signed by his 
learned counsel was that they had been illegally elected, but he 
(Serjeant Hanna) could not see how that would give him any 
right to keep them out of possession, and he could not see where 
there lay in Mr. Larkin any superior right more than the others 
to control the buildings and the Society. However, so far as 
this case was concerned, there was little controversy about the 
facts. It was purely a matter of legal construction. Plaintiffs 
issued a ,\\Tit on 12th June for an interim order, until the writ 
was served. They got an interlocutory order. They obtained 
an interim order on 12th June, and then on 18th June, Mr. 
Justice Powell heard a fully argued motion for an interlocutory 
injunction which was granted on that date. With that, the 
plaintiffs were permitted to enter. They went into posRession, 
and had been carrying on the business since. But Mr. Larkin 
still insisted on his right against them, and sought to have a 
declaration from his Lordship that they were not entitled to 
go in; that they were illegally elected; that they had no right 
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on the premises, and that the only person who had any right to 
go in was himself as General Secretary. On what he based that, 
he( Serjeant Hanna) failed to discover in the pleadings. On the 
same day when he refused to give them possession, the Executive 
Committee held a meeting and passed a resolution suspending 
him. 

The Master of the Rolls-He might maintain that he is General 
Secretary in the legal appointment and made by a body properly 
constituted, that that body ceased to exist, and no other legal 
body took its place, and that the present body was not a legal 
one, and that he was the only person who had any legal claim. 

Serjeant Hanna-He does not make that claim. 
Counsel then read the Statement of Claim and the Defence, and 

said that the amended Rules were intended to give people in 
the country as much say in the management as the members 
in Dublin. The Union could no longer be controlled by a 
dictator in Dublin--

The Master of the Rolls-I would like to have from you a 
statement of what Rules you rely upon for your appointments 
to your present positions. 

Serjeant Hanna-The Rules of 1918. 
The Master of the Rolls-H by any chance, the Rules of 1918 

were invalid, do you say you are able to go back and rely on 
previous existing Rules 1 

Serjeant Hanna-We rely on the Rules of 1918. The Union 
was registered under the Trade Union Acts, and the rules were 
registered on 20th Dec., 1918; these were Rules amended in 
accord with the 1915 Rules; they were voted upon by the 
members, but were impeached now by the defendant. 

In reply to the Master of the Rolls, Serjeant Hanna said the 
Executive held that the election of the Officers and Executive 
was conducted and carried on under Rule 25, which he quoted. 
Plaintiffs relied on the Rules of 1918. They joined issue with 
the defendant on these Rules. 

The Master of the Rolls-You fall back upon the validity of 
the rules 1 

Serjeant Hanna-Yes. 
Having quoted extensively from the Rules of the Union, His 

Lordship asked-Is there any Rule relating to the dismissal 
of officers 1 

Serjeant Hanna-Rule 26. 
The Master of the Rolls-The General Secretary would have 

the right to vote on a question relating to his own dismissal 1 
. Mr. S. L. Brown-Probably he would. 

, Mr. Serjeant Hanna said he would call evidence to make it 
perfectly clear how the Rules of 1918 were made and registered. 

The Master of the Rolls-You must prove your Rules. You 
must produce your Officers and show from the books of the 
Union the working of the Union . ., 
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Evidence was then taken, when Mr. S. L. Brown ca.lled 
Alderman William O'Brien. 

EVIDENCE OF ALDERMAN WILLIAM O'BRIEN. 

THE RULES OF THE I.T. &: G.W. UNION. 

Alderman William O'Brien was sworn and examined by 
Mr. Brown, K.C. 

Have you been acting as General Treasurer of the Transport 
Union since Feb., 1919 1 I have. 

The Union is a registered Union under the Trade Union 
Acts 1 Yes. 

Mr. Brown-Now, my Lord, I propose to take Alderman 
O'Brien seriatim through the steps for the alteration of the 
Rules which resulted in the Rules of 1918. Prior to 1918, what 
were the Rules of the Union 1 Those registered in 1915. 

Master of the Rolls-Do the Acts provide for any mode of 
proving the Rules 1 

Mr. Brown-No, and the Act does not provide for any regis
tration of the Rules. It provides for regulations being made 
by the Home Secretary for the carrying out of the provisions of 
the Act, and he has made rules which the Court of Appeal in 
England has decided not to be statutory rules, and one of the 
rules is that every twelve months the Union must lodge with 
the Assistant Registrar of Friendly Societies or Trade Unions 
a statement which is a financial statement, and also a statement 
of any alterations that have been made in the rules during the 
twelve months. That has only to be done every twelve months, 
with the result that Rules may be in existence, and perfectly 
valid Rules, months before they are sent to the Registrar. It 
was so decided in the case of Osborne v. the Amalgamated Society 
of Railway Servants, which you will find in 1909, 1st Chancery. 
It is reported on page 163, and you will find the matter of the 
effective registration and the necessity of registration in the 
judgment of Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton at the bottom of 
page 180. 

Master of the Rolls-You must prove the Rules. 
Mr. Brown-Yes. 
Master of the Rolls-I suppose they are in some hook of the 

Society 1 
Mr. Brown-We will prove the Rules, because the book is 

lodged with the Registrar, and he has given us a certificate, 
which is some sort of evidence. In any case, the Alderman 
can prove that these are t,he Rules which were adopted. 

To the Witness-The Rules of 1915 are the Rules contained 
in this book with the white or yellow cover 1 Yes. 

Master of the Rolls (to defendant)-Do you object to this 
copy going in as a copy of the Rules of 1915 ! 
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Defenda.nt-No, my Lord. 
Examination of Alderman O'Brien was continued: 
How long had you been a member of the Union ~ Since 

January, 1917. 
You had been a member two years or more under those Rules 

of 1915 ~ Two years. 
In the month of April, 1918, did the Executiw Committee 

come to the conclusion that the Rules required alteration ~ 
Early in 1918. I would want to refer to the :Minute Book to 
get the exact date. 

Mr. Larkin-How is the witness going to prove this book ~ 
Did he write the book ~ 

Master of the Rolls-We take it that in 1918 the question of 
the alteration of the Rules came before the Executive Committee. 

Mr. Brown-On the 3rd April, 1918, was a circular sent out 
to all the Branches in existence at that date by directions of 
the Executiye Committee ~ Yes. 

Master of the Rolls-Was that directed by minute ~ I cannot 
say off hand. 

Mr. Brown-Read the minute of the 27th Feb., 1918, dealing 
with the alteration of Rules 1 

Minutes of Monday, 27th Feb., 1918: "It was agreed 
that the E.C. needed recasting, as did many other Rules. 
and that this work should be undertaken at next E.C. 
meeting, which was arranged for May 2nd, the day 
following Labour Day." 

Master of the Rolls (reading):-
"J. Lynch raised the question of the constitution of 

the Executiw, and advocated representation of three 
apiece from each Province. William O'Brien said the 
present system of Executive Committee election was an 
anomaly and anti-democratic-the basis of representation 
should be numerical, not a question of geography. 
T. Kennedy-Representation should depend on member
ship. It was agreed that the E.C. needed recasting, as 
did many other Rules, and that this work should be 
undertaken at the next E.C. meeting, which was arranged 
for May 2nd, the day following Labour Day." 

Mr. Brown (to witness)-In consequence of what was arranged 
at that meeting, was a circular dated 3rd April, 1918, sent out 
to all the Branches 1 Yes. 

The circular reads as follows :-" The Secretary of- ---
Branch. The General Executive Committee will meet on May 
2nd, at Liberty Hall, Dublin, and among the business on the 
agenda will be the question of alteration of Rules. Some of 
these are now unsuitable owing to recent changes in the fortunes 
of the Union. You are hereby requested to send in before the 
27th inst., any amendment to the existing Rules which your 
members deem necessary. These proposed amendments will 
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be considered by the E.C., and the necessary alterations will 
be afterwards submitted to the Branches for approval.-Yours, 
etc., J. J. HUGHES, Corresponding Secretary" ~ Yes, that is 
the circular. 

Do you know of your own knowledge that this circular was 
sent to all existing Branches ~ Yes. 

And you yourself took a hand ill sending it out! Yes. 
And in reply did you get answers suggesting amendments to 

the Rules! Yes. 
And have you the originals in Court! Yes. 
(Copies of these returns of the suggested amendments were 

here handed to the Judge). 
Are these the original rep1ies from the Branches for the 

alteration or amendment of the Rules ~ Yes. 
Were these amendments considered by the Executive Com

mittee ~ Th~y were. 
Master of the Rolls-I notice that the letter from a Secretary 

in Cork-Mr. Harrington-makes some suggestions! Yes. 
Mr. Brown-Yes, they run into three or four pages. 
Witness was handed the one from Sandyford. 
Master of the Rolls-"What is the date of that! 
There is none on the one I have. 
Mr. Brown-The next one is from S1igo. undated, signed 

John Lynch; next, Limerick, 26th April, Joseph Byrne, Secre
tary, and then No. 3 Dublin Branch, John Bohan, Secretary. 
(To witness)-These, any way, arc the amendments you got 1 
Yes. 

How many Branches were in existence at that time-there 
is a list of them 1 When the Rules were voted-upon there were 
39 Branches entitled to vote. 

On the 3rd May was there a meeting of the KC. to consider 
the alterations of the Rules and proposed amendments 1 Yes, 
there was. 

The 3rd of August was the next meeting 1 Yes. 
The Rules have been referred to "resident members "-who 

were the resident members 1 The Officers and Executive mem
bers resident in Dublin. 

Between the 3rd May, 1918, and 3rd August, 1918, were these 
Rules and alterations referred to the KC. and dealt with by 
the Rules Committee 1 Yes. 

And was a draft of the revised Rules prepared 1 Yes. 
And on 3rd August, 1918, was the draft brought before the 

E.C.1 
Witness (referring to the book), said-There is a meeting 

here on 2nd August and the next one is 23rd August, and on 
that date the minute is :-

"New draft Rules as revised were read. and ordered 
to be submitted to the KC. for sanction." 

"Were you present at that meeting 1 I was. 
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.1.~UW, u~lIw~en "IInll.ti ana tne month of November were these 
revised rules printed? They were. 

Master of the Rolls-There is a minute of 5th October:-
" Approved issue of 1,000 copies of the revised Rules, 

and order made to be printed in small type and circulated 
to the Branches and sold at 2d. each," etc. 

As I understand it, that was only the printing of the draft Rules? 
Mr. Brown-That is so. (To witness)-And was it resolved 

on that day that the draft Rules be sent to qualified Branches? 
Yes 

Master of the Rolls-And you will see a further minute of 
10th November:-

"Draft copies of new Rules were submitted and 
approved, and it was agreed that all benefit Branches be 
asked to vote on them by 1st Dec., and that registration 
be applied for." 

Witness-Yes, I have that. 
Mr. Brown-Are you personally aware that copies of the new 

Rules were sent to each of the Branches? Yes, and I have to 
tell you that there were 39 of them. 

Thirty-nine at the time the vote was taken? Yes, and you 
~ill find the names of the 39 on the first page of the document. 

Have you got the result of the vote? Have you the originals 
of the communications from the Branches in Court 1 Yes. 

Defendant-What dates? 
Mr. Brown-Various dates until 1st December. (To witness) 

-I should have asked you this. On the 11th November was 
a circular letter sent to each of the Branches with the draft 
copies of the Rules? (Mr. Brown read the covering letter 
referred to). At the foot of the letter, he asked, was there a 
form 1 Yes, for a return of the vote. 

And the result of that was returned from each Branch? Yes, 
it was, from those entitled to vote. 

And did you between that and the beginning of December, 
1918, get back from the Branches replies, with the form filled 
up? Yes. 

You have the originals in Court 1 I have 
Before you go through them, tell us how many Branches 

voted for the Rules 1 There was only one voted against them. 
You were present at the Executive meeting held on 22nd 

December? Look at the minute reading:-
"It was announced that the revised Rules had been 

passed with only one dissenting Branch, and it was 
ordered that they be printed and circulated at once? " 

Yes, that is correct. 
Were you present at that meeting? I was. 
Have you got there the letters of all the Branches which voted 

for and against 1 Yes. 
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As a matter of fact, which lirancn votea a.gamsli ~ i::IllgU. 

And the Branches who voted for 1 Tul1.a.more, Clara, Cork 
(No 21), Cork, Cork Builders' Labourers, Cork Corporation, 
Limerick (No 1), Tralee, Maughrow. Arklow, Blarney, Bray, 
Crumlin, Inchicore, Killarney, Killorglin, Roscrea, Waterford 
(No 1), etc., et.c. 

There were, in any case, twenty-four Branches voted for, 
and one-Sligo-voted against 1 There were twelve Branches 
which didn't vote at all, and there were two which didn't sign 
the returns 1 Yes. 

But you had a large majority of the Branches' Yes, that 
is so. 

And apparently 6,876 votes for, and 501 against 1 Yes. 
And the Rules, as revised, were printed and circulated 1 

They were. 
Master of the Rolls-Was there a resolution passing or 

approving them 1 
Mr. Brown-I have read that for you, my Lord. 
Master of the Rolls-Is there any formal resolution 1 
Mr. Brown-No, because if you look at Rule 33 you will see 

t.hat the final operation is the" vote of the members." The 
Executive announced the result, and recorded it on the 22nd 
December. 

Master of the Rolls-The Executive Committee were con
versant that the majority of the members were for the Rules 1 
Yes. 

Mr. Brown-And you accordingly ordered that the Rules 
be printed and circulated 1 Yes. 

And did you subsequently, and in accordance with the Rules, 
leave a copy of them with the Assistant Registrar of Friendly 
Societies 1 Yes. 

Master of the Rolls-Is there any order to the Secretary to 
get them registered 1 

Mr. Brown-No; there is a Home Secretary's order about 
the matter. 

(Mr. Brown handed in a copy of the Registration Certificate, 
signed by Mr. O'Connell1\filey, Assistant Registrar of Friendly 
Societies in Ireland.) 

Master of the Rolls-It is a copy, but is it certified by Mr. 
Miley himself 1 It is, and you cannot get any better proof 
than that. 

Mr. Larkin-I will ask for the attendance of Mr. Miley. 
Master of the Rolls-You can secure his attendance on 

subprena. 
Mr. Brown-Are you aware there was a written communica

tion to Mr. 1\filey protesting against the registration of these 
Rules 1 Yes; there is a letter to that effect. 
r Mr. Brown-The letter is dated November 13th, which was 
about two months ago, and says :-" With reference to your 
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letter of 6th h:,:t., I beg to enclose herewith copy of the objection 
received by this D('l'~lrtment on the 27th June ]919. This 
objection has rderelll:e to the alteration of Rules 'of December 
1918, and is prcsumabl:y the one \\hieh you require a copy of: 
I shall be glad to receIve P.O. for Is. 6d., the fee payable in 
respect of same," etc. 

(Copy of the letter referred to as sent to -'Ir. Miley was 
handed in.) 

Mr. Brown-As far as you are aware, was that objection ever 
followed up in any way? No. 

And the Rules having been passed, as you say, were they 
put into force? Yes. 

And they ha\c been acted upon unchallcnged up to the time 
of this action? Yes. 

May I ask at this stage, between the year 19H and the year 
1918, when the Rules were revised, did the membership of the 
Union very largely increase? Yes. 

Can you give us any idea of the growth? The membership 
in 1914 was about 5,000. 

How many members are in the Union now? Approximately 
100,000. 

And approximately there are 350 Branches? Yes, and there 
were 10 in 1914. 

When did Mr. Larkin leave this country? In October, 1914. 
And when did hp return? On the 30th April, 1923. 
Mr. Larkin-How does hc know when I went away or came 

back? 
Witness-I know a good deal about you. 
Master of the Rolls-You can cross·examine him about that. 

(To witness) '''as Mr. Larkin General Secretary when you 
became a member? He was, my lord. 

That was in January, 1917? Yes. 
And did he continue to be Secretary? Yes, he is still General 

Secretary, but suspended. 
He continued Secretary from 1917 to ,June, 1923? Yes. 
Mr. Brown-I am coming to the ('vidence in regard to his 

election in a moment. (To witness) When was the last election 
of Officers of the Union? In January, ]922. 

Turn to the Minute of the 8th February, 1922 :-" The 
General Treasurer" (that is, Aid O'Brien) "reported that the 
following nominations and returns had been made for the 
General Officers and Executive: General President, Thomas 
Foran; nominated by upwards of twenty Branches. C. 
O'Shannon, nominated for office without his knowledge, it was 
withdrawn, and Mr. Foran was re·elected unopposed. For 
General Treasurer, Wm. O'Brien, nominated by the same 
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Branches as nominated l\fr. FO:a.UI.l.l, cuuu..LI.U "010 .L\J-...,.l\..l\..ll.\..IU WY".llJ.LI.Vu.u 

opposition. For General Secretary, James Larkin and Ja8. 
Hughes were nominated The latter was withdrawn by the 
Branch which nominated him, and James Larkin was re-elected." 

Mr. Brown-So that the three General Officers were elected 
and the election noted under )linute of 8th February, 1922 1 
Yes. 

You are still in office under that election 1-Yes. 
There has been no election in 1923 or 19241 No. 
Pending the result of this action 1 Yes. 
The members of the Executive Committee, other than the 

General Officers, only hold office for one year 1 Yes. 
lI.Iaster of the Rolls-They are still in office 1 Yes. 
(A copy of the Minutes relating to the election of the E.C'. 

in 1923 was handed in.) 
Mr . Brown-They are the plaintiffs with the General Officers 

in one action, and the defendants in the other. 
Mr. Brown read Rule 25 dealing with the form of election to 

the Executive Council. These were, he said, done in groups: 
"The Branches shall be divided into electoral divisions," etc. 
If that were not the case, asked 1\1r. Brown, would it he possible 
to find accommodation for the members to vote 1 No. 

Where is the head office of the Union 1 At 35 Parnell Square, 
and we also have premises at Liberty Hall, which were branch 
offices, and also the headquarters of the National Health 
Insurance Department. 

What is carried on at Parnell Square 1 Purely executive or 
head office work. 

Master of the Rolls-You keep in touch with all the Branches 
from there 1 Yes. 

SEIZURE OF HEAD OFFICE AND SUSPEXSION UF GENERAL 
SECRETARY. 

On the 11th June last did you, accompanied by a number of 
other members of the Executive Committee, attend at 35 
Parnell Square for the purpose of conducting the businesJ of 
the Union 1 Yes. 

Were you able to obtain entrance 1 No; there were a number 
of men on the steps when we arrived and they refused us 
admittance. 

Did you see Mr. Larkin 1 Yes. We insisted on our right of 
going in. The men prevented us by force. While this was going 
on Larkin rushed downstairs into the hall and shut the door. 

Master of the Rolls-Did you get in 1 No, my lord. l\1r. 
Larkin closed the door. 

Mr. Brown-Who was in the doorway 1 A number of men. 
Where was 1H1'. Larkin when you :,aw him first 1 He was 

coming down the stairs. 



Did he come to the doo(1 Yes, and closed it in our faces. 
Did you know any of the people who were with Mr. Larkin 1 

One of them named Thomas Healy. 
Before you left the place, did you see any of your own officials 

in the premises? Yes; they crowded to the windows when 
they heard this melee going on. 

Did you give any directions to them? I told them the 
Executive of the Union were being refused admittance and tha.t 
they should leave the premises. 

What hour of the day was this? About 12 noon. 
Did your staff come out of the building ? Yes, they all left. 
On that llth June did you take legal advice? Yes. 
And in consequence of that advice was a writ issued a.gainst 

Mr. Larkin in this action? Yes. 
And we know that after the writ there was 'an interim 

injunction? Yes. 
And a motion for injunction some days later? Yes. 
And that injunction still continues? Yes. 

Was possession of Liberty Hall also taken from the Executive? 
So I was informed. 

On that occasion were you accompanied by :Mr. Foran and 
the rest of the Executive? Yes. 

And these are the people who were kept out? Yes. 
On the llth June, 1923, the same day, was Larkin's conduct 

brought hefore the Executive Committee? Yes. 
And is there a resolution of that date suspending him from 

his office of General Secretary? Yes. 
Have you got the minute? Yes. The position created 

by the seizure was considered, and the following resolution 
was unanimously adopted on the motion of M. Hill, Cork, 
seconded by D. Clancy, Limerick:-

" In view of the action of James Larkin, General Secretary, 
in making allegations of corruption, fraud, and robbery, 
against the members of the Executive Committee, and 
preventing any of the members attacked from replying at 
a meeting of Dublin No. 3 Branch on Sunday, the 10th 
June, which conduct is calculated to disrupt the Union 
and cause dissension amongst its members, and also in 
refusing admission to Head Officp of the duly elected Officers 
and Executive Committee of the Upjon, that the said 
James Larkin be hereby suspended from hi", position as 
General Secretary." 

One of the members of the Union who was elected to the 
Executive Committee in January, 1923, was Mr. Thomas 
Kennedy ? Yes. 

Is Michael McCarthy another? Yes. 
What position do Thomas Kennedy and Michael McCarthy 

hold in the Union-are they paid officials of the Union? No. 
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What work has Mr. Kennedy been doing for the Union! The 
work usually done by Executive members and officers. 

Was the work he was employed to do largely necessary because 
of the absence of Mr. Larkin 1 Largely. 

Master of the Rolls-He did not do work which in the ordinary 
circumstances he would do, but in consequence of the absence 
of Mr. Larkin 1 In Trade Unions it is usual for Executive 
members to do a lot of work, such as visiting branches where 
there might be organising work to be done, wages movements 
to be conducted, or irregularities in management to be attended 
to. He did a certain amount of that work and other work thrown 
on us owing to the absence of Mr. Larkin. 

Mr. Brown-Was he kept at work most of the time or all the 
time 1 All the time, six days a week. 

And how was he paid 1 The rate provided for under the 
Rules for Executive members, 20s. per day. 

Master of the Rolls-What Rule 1 
Mr. Brown-The bottom of Rule 25. 
To witness-The work he did was necessary work 1 Yes. 
You did not actually appoint an Acting General Secretary 1 

No. 
You could have done that 1 Yes, but we did not do it. 
Now, in the case of Michael McCarthy, what were the facts! 

Similar to the case of Thomas Kennedy. 
Master of the Rolls-How much was each of these gentlemen 

"\laid in the year 1 £6 per week for the whole year right 
~b.rough. 

Roughly, then, each got about £300 a year 1 Yes, my Lord. 
For how long did that go on 1 A couple of years. 
Mr. Brown-Someone had to do the work 1 Yes. 
And this is the rate prescribed for persons in their position 

in the Union 1 Yes, that is so. 
Mr. Brown-Now, my Lord, I have given you all the evidence 

as to the Rules of 1918. Mr. Larkin, in his defence, raises some 
questions with reference to the Rules of 1923. We do not rely 
in our action on any Rules but those of 1918. Therefore, I do 
not propose to go into evidence as to the Rules of 1923. 

Master of the Rolls-Mr. Larkin was away all the time while 
these payments of roughly about £.100 a year were being paid 
to these men 1 Yes. 

LARKIN'S SALARY. 

What was Mr. Larkin's salary as General Secretary! £8 per 
week since June, 1920. 

Mr. Brown-He went away in 1914 ! It was £2 lOs. then. 
Master of the Rolls-£8 per week since June, 1920! Yes, 

and l\fr. Foran and myself were paid the same rate. We were 
the three General Officers of the Union. 

Was Mr. Larkin paid £8 a week while in America? It was 
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pa~d to his wife by arrangements that he ma.de when he was 
gomg away. 

There was nothing deducted on account of his absence ~ No. 
Mr. Brown-How much was he paid while in America by the 

Union 1 Over £2,000. 
Mr. Brown-I am not going into the question of political levy 

or other funds . 
. Master of the Rolls-I know. You are confining your obser

bons to your own case. 

O'BRIEN REPLIES TO LARKIN. 

Now, Mr. Larkin, you are entitled to cross-examine the 
witness. 

Witness, cross-examined by defendant:
When did you join the Union 1 January, 1917. 
Have you got your card 1 Yes. 
Will you show it to me ~ 
Master of the Rolls-Is it material ~ 
Defendant-Yes. 
Witness produced his card, and handed it to defendant, who 

read the particulars. 
Defendant-I now ask for the Roll Book. 
Witness-I usually carry the card in my pocket, but not the 

Roll Book. 
Master of the Rolls-Do you question his membership 1 
Defendant-Certainly. He is not a member of the Union, 

and never was. This is part of the conspiracy. H you look at 
the Rule book of 1915 you will see by Rule 3, page 3, who shall 
join, etc., and they shall be those who are not eligible to join 
a skilled union. 

What trade are you 1 I am a tailor. 
·Where were you working in 1917 1 I was in the North 

Dublin Union. 
What were you doing there 1 I occupied the position of 

master tailor, and was a member of the Amalgamated Society 
of Ta.ilors. 

Were you a member of the Irish Tailors' Union 1 There was 
none in existence. 

When did you become liable for the funds of the Union 1 
In January, 1918. 

Were you not an official in 19171 No. 
Mr. Larkin-I call for the Minute Book of 1917. 
Mr. Brown-No one knows better than Mr. Larkin that there 

were no minutes prior to 1918. 
WitnesR-There was a Minute Book for No. 1 Branch, but no 

Executive Minute Book, and I believe that this was one of the 
documents disclosed. 

There were no minutes for the Executive in 1914, '15, '16, or 
'171 No; not to my knowledge. 
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You joined the Union in February 1 No, in January. 
Mr. Larkin-There is no entry that I can see that this gentle. 

man joined on the date he says. 
Master of the Rolls-I have a note of the date-6th January. 
Mr. Larkin-We will turn to the 6th January, but I hold that 

he was never a member of the Union. (To witness)-Were you 
a member of the Executive-when were you elected to i.t 1 
In January, 1918. 

Master of the Rolls-You have heard that since January, 
1918, he was a member of the Executive Committee. 

Defendant-I want the Minute Book. 
Mr. Serjeant Hanna-I don't want to curtail the limits of this 

inquiry, but---
l\fuster of the Rolls-Have you the Minute Book of January, 

19181 
Mr. Brown-The first Minute Book of the Executive-from 

February, 1918. 
This was produced, and showed the following were elected :

Thomas Foran, Patrick Kelly, Thomas Cupples, Patrick Nagle, 
John Lynch, Sean O'Connor, Thomas Kennedy, William O'Brien, 
Patrick Stafford, with James Larkin. 

That, commented Mr. Brown, proves him a member of the 
Executive. 

Mr. Larkin-I want to know at what meeting he was elected 1 
Master of the Rolls-Can you say when you were elected 1 

In January, 1918. 
Mr. Larkin-Who was acting as the Secretary 1 Mr. James 

J. Hughes. 
Master of the Rolls-He was the Corresponding Secretary 1 

Yes. 
J.\.1r. Hughes was the Secretary 1 No, he acted as Secretary 

to the E.C. 
Does the Union keep a Secretary for yourself 1 No, it does not. 
And what about Mr. Kelly 1 He is not my secretary, and you 

know it. 
You had the formality gone through oi sending the draft 

Rules to all the Branches? Yes. 
Mr. Brown-And here is the list of the Branches the letters 

and draft Rules were sent to. 
Mr. Larkin-What, was the official standing of the Arklow 

Branch in the year 1917 1 It was in good standing. 
Master of the Rolls-I have to rise early this afternoon, and 

I think we will adjourn, and in the meantime, Mr. Larkin, you 
can collect your ideas and prepare your documents. 

l\1r. Larkill-My ideas are well set, my Lord. 
The Sitting was adjourned until Thursday morning at 11 

o'clock. 
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r!tu(J.I!.i.l!:!J!l\JUIS U.lf '!'!iURlSllAY, 14TH FEBRUARY. 

At the sitting of the Court on Thursday morning, 
Mr. Larkin-Might I call attention to a report of the 

proceedings yesterday appearing in a paper called the Irish 
Independent--

Master of the Rolls-What have I got to say to it ~ 
Mr. Larkin-I want to show how an aside of yours was brought 

in and put under heavy caps--
Master of the Rolls-I cannot help that. What do you want ~ 

Do you make an application ~ 
Mr. Larkin-I think the attention of the Press ought to be 

called to the matter. 
Master of the Rolls-I have merely to do my own business. 
Mr Larkin-It is your statement. 
Ma.ster of the Rolls-Well, I have no time to read the Inde

pendent in the morning. Now, continue your cross-examination_ 

O'BRIEN'S ELECTION ON EXECUTIVE. 

Cross-examination of Alderman O'Brien by Mr. Larkin 
continued: 

You say you are a member since January, 1917 ~ Yes. 
May I look at your card again ~ Here it is. 
This card is signed by John O'Neill-who is John O'Neill ~ 

I believe he is the Sccretary of No. 1 Branch. 
Did you pay this money to John O'Neill ~ Yes. 
In January, 1917 ~ Yes. 
You paid 18s. 4d. contributions and entrance of 2s. 6d. 1 I 

paid whatever is marked on the card. 
Mr. Larkin-I ",ill ask your Lordship to mark that card, and 

I now call for the Roll Book of the Union for 1917. 
Master of the Rolls-Is the Roll Book in Court 1 
Mr. Brown, K.C.-No, my Lord; we were not askerl for it. 
Master of the Rolls-If you wanted the book, Mr. Larkin, 

you ought to have served notice to produce it. 
Mr. Larkin-I will du that. 
(To the Witness)-You say that in 1918 the E.C. had the 

question of alteration of Rules before them 1 Yes. 
When were they elected 1 January, 1918. 
At what place ~ Different places. 
Where were you elected 1 In No. 1 Branch. 
By what means 1 By means of a ballot vote taken in Liberty 

Hall on four days. 
Have you any of the ballot papers ~ No. 
Was there any c'ount of these papers ~ Yes. 
Any record of it 1 Yes. 
Can you produce it ~ I have not got it. 
Who were the other members elected ~ Patrick Stafford 
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Patrick Kelly, Thomas Cupples, ,",onn Lyncn, ratncK .l."Iagle, 
Thomas Kennedy, and Sean O'Comlor. 

Are t.hey still members of the Executive ~ Two of them are: 
Patrick Stafford and Thomas Kennedy. 

The first meeting of the Executive was held on 26th Feb., 
1918 ~ I think so. 

There were present Thomas Foran and Messrs. Kelly-I 
a.ssume that was Patrick Kelly, of Belfast ~ Yes. 

When was I elected to the Executive ~ I think you were 
a.lways a member of the Executive, but there was no Executive 
functioning in your time. 

That is an opinion-your opinion ~ It is a fact. 
Will you prove there was no Executive in 1917 ~ I know 

there was none. 
Master of the Rolls-What do you mean by that 1 I was in 

close touch with the Union from its inception, my Lord, though 
not a member, and I know there was no Executive except Mr. 
Larkin. 

Mr. Larkin-Was there any Executive in 1916, HH5, 1914 ~ 
None that I know of. 

The question was repeated, and witness replied-I can only 
give you the same answer. 

Was there any in 1912 or 1911 1 No. 
Master of the Rolls-What does this lead. to 1 
Mr. Larkin-This is very important. 
Master of the Rolls-It occurs to me, Mr. Larkin, that you 

a.re not able to distinguish between what is important and 
what is lmimportant. 

Cross-examination continued-You were not a member in 
19171 In January, 1917, I joined. 

And during that year there was no Executive 1 No. 
You were not a member in 1916 1 No. 
And yet you say t,here was no Executive 1 Yes_ 
And so on from the beginning 1 Yes. 

THE AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

In April this Executive of which you were a member decided 
to a.mend the rules 1 That is so. 

And there were draft Rules sent out 1 Subsequently. 
Who drafted them ~ I helped to draft them. 
And you agreed with the suggested draft ~ I cannot say 

that I agreed with it all. 
Didn't you approve of the draft suggestions and alterations 

sent out by the Executive 1 I suppose so. 
And voted in favour ~ Possibly. I don't remember if 

there was any vote. 
Any replies to that circular that you sent out to the Branches 1 

Yes_ 
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Have you got these replies ~ They were produced yesterday. 
Master of the Rolls-It was clearly proved yesterday that 

there was a circular sent out and several amendments suggested 
hy several Branches. 

Mr. Larkin-Later on there were other suggestions sent out? 
I only know of one set. 

Don't you know that in Nowmber, 1918, you sent out a 
circular asking them to attend to the matter and vote? Yes, 
but that is a different thing from asking for amendments. 

Replies were to be received by December 1st, and upon these 
the Rules, as reyised, were passed and registration applied 
for? Yes. 

Amendments were to be voted upon in globo by December 
1st? Yes. 

This is a copy of the registration form from Mr. O'Connell 
Miley ? Is this a certified copy? 

Not at present? I would prefer to have it certified before I 
express any opinion on it. 

Master of the Rolls-Do you see William O'Brien written 
there-is that your hand"Titing ? 

Witness-No, my Lord, it is not. 
Master of the Rolls-Very well. Then it i,., not an original 

document. 
Mr. Larkin-~Iay we haye an order for production of the 

original document ~ 
Master of the Rolls (to witness)-Did you ever see that parti

cular document? 
Witness-No, my Lord, I never saw it before. 
Mr. Larkin-Did you apply for registration and sign a form 

of application? Yes. 
Amongst those who signed were Thomas Foran, John O'Neill, 

Thomas Kennedy, Patrick Stafford, and Sean O'Connor? Yes. 
What date did you apply for registration of the Rules? I 

don't recollect. 
Who made the sworn declaration? Thomas Foran. 
And the registration was issued on the 20th Decemher? Yes. 
You say 29 Branches were in financial standing and qualified 

to vote ~ No; 39, of which 24 voted in favour and 12 did not 
vote. One was against. 

What are the figures down this side of the list? The number 
of financial members. 

What was the result of the voting? 
Mr. Brown, K.C.-6,876 in favour and 501 against. In the 

cases where the figures were not given, we took the strength of 
the Branch where it was stated they were unanimous. Here are 
the original returns, and the page you have got there is an analysis 
of the result. 

Master of the Rolls-Here are the particulars, and you have 
got in a convenient form a summary showing the total for and 
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aga.i.nst. You must rememt -- .":.: .. -. '.:- ......... . 
given to counsel. I may tell you that is- nothlng more than a 
convenient summary of the votes that were taken at the several 
Branches. I have here before me the original returns from 
the several Branches. 

Mr. Larkin-':'That is taken from the E.C. books. 
Serjeant Hanna-It is compiled from the file before your 

Lordship. 
Master of the Rolls-I have the original returns from 

the Branches here. The first is from Sligo, and they were 
against the Rules, 396 votes. 

Mr. Larkin-You will see there is a discrepancy-
Master of the Rolls--There is not. 
Witness said the figures appearing on the list before the names 

of the Branches were the number of Rule books sent to the 
Branches, and not the number of financial members, as he had 
stated earlier in error. 

Mr. Larkin-Who sent them out 1 The office staff, under 
my supervision. 

And who were present 1 The whole of the staff. 
And the head of the staff was l\k Hughes 1 Yes. 
And you were helping 1 Yes. 
And you knew that I was the General Secretary from 1909 

'to 19231 Yes; I knew all about the Union. 
You knew more about it than myself 1 I think I do, anyway. 

LARKIN'S SUSPENSION. 

You say I am still General Secretary 1 Yes, but suspended. 
Master of the Rolls-You might recognise the situation, 

Mr. Larkin. 
Suspended 1 queried Mr. Larkin. And who suspended me 1 

The Executive of the Union. 
And who is the Executive 1 You will see the names in the 

Minute Book. 
Mr. Larkin-And I was suspended on June 12th 1 No, on 

June llth. 
Mr. !.arkin then read the resolution of June llth, 1923, 

suspending him as General Secretary, when the witness, amidst 
laughter, remarked-" You see, I am right again, Mr. Lar~n ! " 

Mr. Larkin-" Always 1" Yes, always" (more laughter). 
You are one of the members who suspended me 1 Yes, one 

of them. 
And the date of the meeting of my suspension was ll-6-'23 1 

Yes. 
And the meeting was held in the office of Mr. O'Connor, 13 

Westmoreland Street 1 Yes, that is correct. 
You are a member of No. 1 Branch 1 Yes. 
Were you invited to attend a meeting of that Branch on 
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Sunday, 4th June 1 No; I don't think Sunday was the 4th 
June. 

Were you called to a meeting of that Branch on the lOth 
June 1 There was no meeting of the Branch on that date but 
I believe there was a meeting on the 3rd June. ' 

Did you get notice from the Branch that you were suspended 1 
No, and I was not suspended. 

Turning to the incident at 35 Parnell Square, on 11th June, 
when Mr. Larkin and his followers excluded the members of the 
Executive from the offices, Mr. Larkin asked-You say on that 
date you were attending to transact your official duties 1 Yes. 

And you say you saw me coming down the stairs 1 Yes. 
How many doors are there between the outer one and the 

stairs 1 There are two. 
Two! Are there not three doors 1 No. 
Two doors in all1 Yes. 
Are. there not two doors entering into the hall and one near 

the stairs 1 There is a swinging door inside. 
Mr. Larkin-I'll swear there are three, and that from outside 

the front door it would be impossible for anyone to see me 
coming down the stairs. I would like your Lordship to see the 
place. (To witness)-And I refused to allow you to enter 1 
You closed the door in our faces. 

In whose faces 1 The faces of the Executive. 
Was anything said to you 1 No, I don't think so. 
Was anything said to any of the Executive 1 Not before the 

door was closed in our faces. 
Did you hear me invite the Executive to come to the offices 

and perform their duties 1 No. 
The staff came to the windows when they heard the com

motion, and you called them off 1 Yes. 
And you went away to Westmoreland Street, and held a 

meeting and suspended the Secretary 1 Yes. 
By resolution 1 Yes. 
When did Kennedy become charged with Executive duties 1 

When he became a member. 
In what year 1 Since January, 1918. 
And he has been paid for some years 1 Yes. 
Master of the Rolls-You need not pursue that matter any 

further, because witness in his direct evidence said that Thomas 
Kennedy was paid £1 a day. You don't want to establish 
anything more for your case. You want to establish that as a 
member of the Executive he was paid, and it is contrary to the 
rules for you to make remarks on it afterwards. 

Mr. Larkin-Thank you, my Lord. I am glad of that direction. 
(To witness)-You say that Larkin got £8 a week since 19201 
Yes. 

And you were paid the same wages from the same date 1 Yes. 
the same wages and from t,he same date. 
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When were you elected to t.he Dill! In June, 1922. 
And how long did you sit! Until August, 1923. 
And you got an allowance from the Dam Yes. 
How much 1 £30 a month. 
And you received £8 a week from t.he Union as well 1 I did 

not. 
During any portion of that time 1 I did not. 
Mr. Larkin-I call for the Wages Book. 
Master of the Rolls-I suppose it can be produced. 
Witness went on to explain t.hat during his membership of the 

Da.il his allowance as a T.D. was set off against his wages from 
the Union, so that at the end of his term of membership of the 
Da.il the total sum he received amounted to the same as if he 
continued his ordinary work as General Treasurer of the Union. 
His allowance from the Dail was £30 a month. 

Mr. Larkin-Did you draw any portion of the Union funds 
as well as the Dail allowance 1 No, I did not. 

Master of the Rolls-I quite understand-the wages were 
merged. 

Witness-I did not receive a single penny piece more through 
being a member of the Dail than if I wasn't a member of it 
at all. 

"I defy anyone," Alderman O'Brien said, with much emphasis, 
" to prove that I did." 

Master of the Rolls-I quite understand-I am sure of it. 
Mr. Larkin-You say you were master tailor in the North 

Dublin Union before you became a member of the Transport 
Union! Yes. 

And what were your wages! 
Master of the Rolls-What have we to say here to the question 

of the wages Mr. O'Brien was getting 1 
Mr. Larkin-There was an agreement to put certain people 

into office. His wages were 30s. a week--
Witness (warmly)-It was not 30s. a week; it was £4 a week. 
Master of the Rolls-I want to confine cross-examinat.ion to 

relevant matters. It is not relevant in this case to drag in the 
question of Mr. O'Brien's wages before he became a member of 
the Union. (To witness)-What wages were you receiving as a 
master tailor 1 £200 a year, my Lord. 

Mr. Larkin-Did you employ any men 1 No, I was in charge 
of the men. 

You were a wage worker 1 Yes, certainly. 
How long were you in the employment of the citizens! 

Fourteen years and four months. 
Are you receiving a pension! Yes, of £77 lIs. per annum. 
You sa.y Larkin was receiving wages while he was in America. 

-or at least my wife was 1 Larkin questioned. Yes. 
Did you pay my wages by direction of the E.C. 1 No; it 

was paid by an arrangement made with and by yourself before 
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you went a.way. In fa.ct, you were paid more tha.n your wa.ges. 
It can be verified. 

Did I direct the Executive from the t.ime I went away until 
I came home 1 There was no Executive in your time. You 
took good care of that. 

Did you take instructions from me while I was in America, 
and you were paying me £8 a week 1 There was no Executive, 
I told you, in your time. 

Witness, continuing, said they continued the arrangement 
as regards Larkin's wages, and they were to get the income 
from Larkin's tour, but there was no income (laughter). 

Did you take your instructions as Treasurer from the E.C. in 
all matters of finance 1 Yes. 

So you paid the monies officially according to minute 1 Yes. 
What was the membership of the Union when you were 

elected in 1919 to the Executive 1 67,000. 
What were the members paying per week 1 Sixpence. 
Under the 1918 Rules, t·he contribution set down is 6d. per 

week 1 There are different scales. But what is the quarterly 
levy for 1 You will see it in the Rules-in order to bring the 
quarterly subscription up to 7s. 

It is not for any particular purpose 1 No. 
Mr. Brown here quoted Rule 12 with regard to "Mortality 

BenefitEl . (To witness)-Does it say anything there about a 
levy being paid 1 No. 

Master of the Rolls-I don't see the relevance of this at all. 
There is no such issue raised in the action of Foran and others 
v. Larkin. I am not here to inquire into all the ramifications of 
the Union. I am here to decide on certain issues raised in the 
actions, and you must confine your evidence to matters raised 
in the actions. It is a great pity you have not got counsel to \ 
conduct your case. 

l\fr. Larkin-That is not my fault. May I make application 
for Branch Remittance Book and Branch Analysis Book for 
19181 

l\fr. Brown, K.C.-There was no notice served to produce all 
these documents. 

Master of the Rolls-As I underst.and, the Branch Remittance 
Book contains returns of money remitted from time to time 
from the Branches-what have these got to do with the cases 1 

Cross-examination continued: 
You were first elected to the Executive in 1918 1 Yes. 
The Rules say you shall sit for two years 1 No, for one year. 
In 1919 you were re-elected as an Executive member 1 No, 

I was elected as General Treasurer ill 1919. 
And you carried office until '21 1 No, I wa.s re-elected in 

1920, in January or February. 
By what form of election were you elected 1 The usual 

procedure was followed. There was a circular sent to the 
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Bra.nches asking for nominatL __ . _ .. _____ . ______________ . 
unopposed. 

Were you nominated at a meeting! I was nominated by 
about twenty Branches. 

You sat during 1920 and 1921! Yes. 
Your office would expire at the end of 1921! At the beginning 

of 1922. 
Were you elected in 1922 1 Yes. 
Any minute of it 1 Yes. it- is noted in the minutes of 8th 

February, 1922. 
The Master of the Rolls read the minutes ,and said-That 

shows that Messrs. Foran, O'Brien, and Larkin were all re-elected 
without opposition, and so, Mr. Larkin, the honours appear to 
be even. 

Mr. Larkin-His honour is unquestionable. 
(To witness)-When were the officers elected in 1918! I 

cannot give the exact date, but in 1919 the elections were carried 
out under the Rules of 1918. 

And you were elected under the 1918 Rules! Yes. 
And according to the Rule you were to carlY on the duties 

for two years ! 
Witness-Yes, but that was a bye-election. He was the only 

General Officer elected t.hat year, as the other General Officers 
had bee n elected in 1918 for a period of two years. 

When you were elected to the Dail did you give up your duties 
as General Treasurer 1 I did a certain amount of the work-
as much as I could do. . 

Did you resign the position 1 No; no more than you resigned 
when you were away for 8i years drawing your full salary. 

Did not you draw your salary while sitting in the Da.il! I 
did not. 

Master of the Rolls-He distinctly stated he did not. 
Mr. Larkin-He said he drew his salary and made up the 

amount short of his wages. 
Master of the Rolls-The evidence was that one wa.s set off 

against the other, and the amount he received was nothing 
greater than what he received before he became a member of 
the Da.il. 

Mr. Larkin-I will prove that that is not true by the wages 
book. 

Witness-These statements are calculated to do me damage. 
Your statement is correct, my Lord. I received not one penny 
more by going into the Dail. I was elected in June. The Dail 
did not sit until September. The allowance was not passed 
until September. In the meantime I received wages from the 
Union, but when the cheque was passed by the Dail, it was set 
off against my wages. 

You received wages up to September from the Union 1 
Yes. 
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And when you got yOUl' money from the Dliil you pa.id it ba.ck 
to the Union ~ 

Master of the Rolls-No; the wages stopped as from Sept., 
except so much as was necessary to make up the full amount. 

Witness-Yes. 
Mr. Larkin-You got paid to Sept., 1922 ~ Yes, from the 

Union only. 
You got paid £30 from the Dail and were paid in addition--1 

I got nothing in addition. I want to make it clear that I did not 
receive one penny extra through being a member of the Dail .. 

You got paid £30 per month from the Dail from Julv, 1922, 
to Sept., 1923 ~ I got paid my wages for the whole p~riod, in 
which the allowance from the Dail was merged, so that I received 
no extra payment because of my membership of the Dail. 

Did you get paid £30 per month from JUly, 1922, to Sept., 
'23 ~ I did. 

And you also took from the Union £8 from June to 22nd 
Sept. ~ Yes, and the total was no more than my full wages, 
t.he same as if I was never elected to the Dai1. 

Master of the Rolls-One was set off against the other. 
Quite so, my Lord. 

Master of the Rolls-The wages book will show that. This 
action is not concerned with that at all, and I allowed this to go 
on merely because a serious imputation was made against Mr. 
O'Brien, and it was only fair the public should know exactly 
how it stood. 

Mr. Larkin-How many members were at the door of 35 
Parnell Square when you were refused entrance ~ About five 
or six. I cannot say exactly. 

You recognised some of them ~ I recognised Thomas Healy 
and your brother-in-law, Colgan. 

Are they both members of the Union ~ I believe so. 
They were entitled to be in the hall of the Union ~ They 

were not entitled to keep me out. 
Did they prevent you from going in ~ They did. 
Why did you not arrest them for assault ~ 
Master of the Rolls-I think he was wise not to. 
Witness-When I got you to close the door I had enough. 
Are you aware that any protest was made against the Rules 

of 1918 by members of the Union to Mr. Daniel O'Connell Miley ~ 
I stated yesterday I was. 

Was anything done at the Union in reference to that 1 It was 
never made to the Union. 

Did it come up on notification from the Registrar to the 
Union 1 No. 

Was there any protest made against you sitting at any com
mittee meeting of No. 1 Branch by members of the Union 1 
No. 

Do you know Mr. Vicars of No. 1 Branch. and Mr. Bernard 
Conway 1 Yes. 
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Did they protest a.gainst you sittincr a.t a. Committee ! I 
don't remember. 0 

What Unions are you a member of now 1 I am a member 
of the I.T. & G.W. Union and a member of the Irish Union of 
Distributive Workers, in which the old Union that I was a 
member of (the Irish Tailors Union) was merged. 

You were a member of the D:iil, a member of the Port and 
Docks Board, a member of the Irish Lights Board, a member of 
the General Council of County Councils, and an Alderman of 
the City of Dublin 1 Yes. 

Do you hold any other official positions 1 A good many, 
but I only receive one wage. 

I am not speaking about wages-there are the emoluments 1 
There are no other emoluments. I am not in receipt of a single 
penny except my wages from the Union and the pension I have 
mentioned, and I defy you to prove the contrary. 

You were General Treasurer and paid £8 per week 1 The 
same as yourself. To look after the financial arrangements 1 
Yes, and I looked after them very well while you were a.way. 

Up to the period I left this country, you were fully cognisant 
of the machinery of the Union 1 Yes. 

How ma.ny Branches have been in default since you became 
General Treasurer 1 I cannot give you the number. 

One or a hundred 1 Not anyt,hing like a hundred. I cannot 
say the number of them. We have 350 Branches, and some 
irregularities cannot be avoided. 

How many delegates and shop stewards in Dublin have made 
away with the monies of the members during your time of 
office 1 Not very many. 

Did Mr. Crimmins, of Dun Laoghaire, take the monies 1 
Yes. 

During your office as General Treasurer there were monies 
taken by Branch Secretaries 1 Yes. 

There was a man named Maher, of Thomastown, Kilkenny, 
who was sued by you in court for the recovery of books, docu
ments, and monies taken over a period of five years 1 I don't 
think that five years is correct. 

Serjeant Hanna-We got judgment against Maher for £63. 
Witness-There are 350 Branches, and our income exceeds 

£100,000 per annum. 
Master of the Rolls-It seems to me, Mr. Larkin, that you 

are only trying to prove that Mr. O'Brien, as General Treasurer, 
wa.s properly supervising the work, and that when they made 
default he proceeded against them. 

Mr. Larkin-Did you hear me tell the E.C. members to come 
into the office on June 11th 1 No. 

Was there anything said to you by myself as regards the 
reasons you were not permitted to come in 1 No, you did not 
spea.k to me at all. 



Did 1 say you Were suspended by your nranch 1 No. and it 
would not be true if you did say it. 

You never heard me suggest to the E.C. members to come in 
and do their work 1 No, and I don't believe you did say it. 

You would not believe it if I proved it 1 Yes, but. I would 
want more than your word for it. 

Mr. Larkin-I am finished with him. 
Witness-Do you not want to ask me any more questions, 

Mr. Larkin 1 
Mr. Larkin-I will ask you a lot of questions before you die. 
Witness-I wish I had you in the witness box. I would like 

to ask you a few. 
Mr. Larkin-You will have me there, don't fear. 
Witness wa!'l re·examined by Mr. Brown, K.C. 
When you were elected to the Executive in 1918 were there 

any regular minute books in existence 1 No; no Executive 
had been functioning. 

From the time you joined the Executive was a minute book 
st.arted and kept 1 Yes. 

Has a minute been made of every meeting since? Yes. 
That analysis that his Lordship has of the election of General 

Officers and Executive has been made up from the original 
returns from the Branches? Yes. 

Is it accurately made up 1 Yes. 
The figure of votes given there is 6,8761 Yes. 
Several of t.heRe did not make a. return of the number 

voting, but merely stated the voting was unanimous? Yes. 
In cases of that kind what figure did you put in the ana!ysis 

as voting for? The total financial membership of the Branch. 
How IIlany qualified vot.ers were in all the Branches at that 

time, about? About 20,000. 
These payments to Kennedy and McCarthy, were they made 

weekly? Yes, they were passed weekly by the Executive. 
Not continuing salary? No 
You told Mr. Larkin that in 1919 the membership of the 

Union was about 67,000? Yes. 
How many Branches were there then? About 210 speaking 

froll memory, and there are now about 350 Branches and about 
100.000 members. 

l\fr. Larkin went to America for the purpose of raising money 
for the Union at that time? So he stated. He did not col~ect 
any, though. 

What amount did you receive from him from America? Mr. 
Foran jnforms me that he received £100. 

As Treasurer, you are not aware of his having sent any? Not 
a penny. He took all he could, though. 

Mr. Larkin-To your knowledge, were any other monies but 
£100 received for the Transport Union from myself? No. 

Was there a sum of £350 received by Mr. Foran? From 
whom ~ 
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From loyal friends ~ From a certa.in fund, but not from you. 
Who were the loyal friends ~ The Relief Fund in America.. 
Where is its office ~ I don't know. 
Was there any cheque sent ~ No. 
How was it given ~ By hand. 
By whom ~ By a Catholic clergyman. 
'What is his name ~ I don't know. 
Has he any existence ~ Witness-What do you mean ~ 
Is he living 1 Well, he was alive then, in August, 1916. I 

was in prison, and when I returned home I met a Mr. Gill, who 
. had come from America to relieve distress consequent on the 

Insurrection. I showed him over the ruins of Liberty Hall at 
his request. The following day he saw Mr. Foran, and told 
~m to go to a Catholic clergyman on the outskirts of the city, 
and he went there and got £350. 

Master of the Rolls-On the 11th June, when you went to 
Parnell Square and saw a crowd on the steps and were refused 
admission, and you saw Mr. Larkin, 1'10 far as you are aware 
was that crowd acting in concert with Mr. Larkin ~ Subsequent 
events proved it. 

Did they appear to be acting in concert with one another ~ 
Yes. 

EVIDENCE OF PETER ENNIS. 

Peter Ennis, caretaker, Liberty Hall, Dublin, sworn and 
examined by Mr. Serjeant Hanna. 

In June, last year, were you caretaker of Liberty Hall ~ Yes. 
And you are still in that position ~ Yes. 
Do you remember receiving on t.he 11th June a letter from 

Mr. Larkin ordering you to give up the keys of the premises ~ 
Yes. 

Did you keep that letter ~ Yes. 
What was its purport-was it instructing you to give up the 

keys of the premises to a Mr. Colgan ~ Yes. 
Did you give the keys to C'olgan ~ Yes. The letter also 

directed me to tell the Branch officials to go to Mr. Larkin at 
Parnell Square. 

Colgan was the man who brought the letter from Mr. Larkin ~ 
Yes. 

And you gave the keys to Mr. Larkin's agent ~ Yes. 
And when the Branch officials came down to the premises, 

did you give them the message you got from I,arkin ¥ Yes. 
I gave the message to the Secretary of No. 1 Branch. 

Mr. John O'Neill and other officials there were asked to go 
to Parnell Square, as Mr. Larkin wanted them ~ Yes, that i~ so. 

Mr. Larkin-I have no questions to ask this man. 
This closed plaintiff's case. Mr. Hanlla then put in the letter 

from Mr. Larkin to the caretaker of Liberty Ha.ll, and proofs of 
the interlocutory motion reE'ult, obtained by plaintiffs. 
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~'ll. .LJ"'UUll ~Htm tH,u,eu ne cnallcngea the bona fides of th 

application for the Registration of the 1918 Rules, and he 
intended to call Mr. O'Connell MilE'Y. He wanted to know-

Master of the Rolls-You can subpama Mr. O'Connell Miley 
if you want him to give evidence. 

LARKIN'S DEFENCE. 

Mr. Larkin-I will do that. The difficulties a person like 
myself have to face are that. I am not acquainted with the forms 
used in the legal profession-a great organisation, as I call it. 

Mr. Larkin then opened his defence to the action, and said it 
would be necessary for him to give a skeleton history of the 
LT. & G.W. Union and of what led up to this action. He was 
the founder of the Union; he organised it, and drafted the 
Rules of 1909. He hadn't proofs of all things necessary, because 
it was said they were destroyed in 1916--when the premises of 
Liberty Hall were bombarded-and he had to come to Court 
without these proofs. He cont.ended throughout that the 
plaintiffs-Foran. O'Brien, and the others-had control of these 
valuable documents-which they said were destroyed at Liberty 
Hall. It was clear to him (defendant) that plaintiffs after 1916 
had gone to the Castle and got from the British Government 
these documents, because they subsequently went to the Trades' 
Hall, Capel Street, and carried on there the work of the Union. 
There was no statement by the plaintiffs that any documents 
were destroyed by the British troops or by the Black and Tans. 
All the minutes and records though, Mr. Larkin commented, 
of the Union since O'Brien became General Treasurer had been 
carefully preserved. They failed to call the Secretary to prove 
the minutes and records kept up to 1916. During the years 
1909 to 1914, he continued, there was nothing but good-fellow
ship in the Union. It grew from a trifling number of members 
until it reached 22,000 to 27,000 members. Up to 1913 the 
trade unions were allowed to expend monies of the Union for 
political purposes. After that, expenditure for political purposes 
were only allowed under legal limitations--

The Master of the Rolls corrected Mr. Larkin in regard to the 
law on this subject. 

Continuing, Mr. Larkin went on to state that under the Rules 
of 1915 O'Brien was not eligible for membership at all, as he 
was a member of a skilled workers' Union. Having supervision 
over men-a Master Tailor-he was not eligible, but, he supposed, 
O'Brien had a weakness for joining Unions--

Alderman O'Brien-Not a bad weakness at all (laughter). 
Master of the Rolls-The Executive must have admitted 

Mr. O'Brien, and determined that he was a qualified member. 
Mr. Larkin-You must put your own interpretation upon 

that, my Lord, but I have my own opinion. I framed the rules, 
and I know what they intended. 
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Master of the Rolls-Go v'" 
Mr. Larkin-Very well. Continuing, he said it was arranged 

in 1914 that he should go to America. O'Brien didn't know of 
that. At no time did O'Brien assist him in any work, except in 
his public character and as a member of the Trades' Council. 
He didn't know of any of O'Brien's other activities. He (Mr. 
Larkin) never at any time had charge of the monies· of the 
Union, or the handling of the funds. These were in the hands 
of the Branch Secretaries or of the Treasurer. But while in 
America, O'Brien and others, he alleged, got control of the 
organisation, and arranged it so as to carefully conserve their 
own interests. Certain actions were taken that enabled them 
to do it. During the whole of the period he (LarkiIi) was away 
in America, he believed, Thomas Foran carried out his duties 
well, a.nd he deserved everyone's thanks. He (Larkin) could 
not have carried out the duties himself, because he was in 
America, or he would have objected to the alteration of the 
Rules. O'Brien had not proved that he was ever elected a 
member of the Executive. No documents were shown to prove 
that he was elected in 1917 or 1918 to the so·called Executive 
Council. Yet as such they sent out draft amendments to the 
Rules. According to the previous Rules, a person must be 
twelve months a member of the Union before he can become an 
officer, or do anything in connection with officership. But 
O'Brien becomes very active in 1917. 

The Court adjourned for lunch. 

JOHN O'NEILL CALLED. 

On resuming after lunch, 
Mr. Larkin.-I served notice on John O'Neill, Secretary of 

No. 1 Branch, and I call on him. I would like to put it to your 
Lordship that you have reserved my rights in reference to the 
political levy and the £7,500 1 

Master of the Rolls-That is right. 
Mr. Larkin-John O'Neill, Secretary of No. 1 Branch, has been 

served with an order to produce the Roll books and other docu
ments. 

John O'Neill, sworn and examined by Mr. Larkin: 
Did you bring all the books and documents you were called 

on to bring 1 No. 
Master of the Rolls-Was he subprenaed 1 
Mr. Larkin-Yes. 
Serjeant Hanna-When was he served "ith it 1 
l\1r. Larkin-To·day he was served with it .. 
Master of the Rolls-Ha.ve you got the Members' Payments 

Books of No. 1 Branch in Court 1 
Mr. Brown, K.C.-We were not asked for tbese. 
Master of the Roll'l-He asks for the Members' Payments 



Books and the Roll Books from 1914 to 1923, and" all oth-;r 
books relative to the Union and the membership of Alderman 
Wm. O'Brlen." That is very indefinite. He might have to hire 
a taxi to bring all these down. 

Mr. Larkin-1 saw these books in the office of Mr. O'COJmor, 
solicitor. 

Master of the Rolls-Have you custody of the Members· 
Payments Books? 

Witness-There are a large number of old books. At present 
I cannot say definitely. I can say positively that some of these 
books are not in existence. I was only served with the subpama 
now when I was going to lunch. 

Mr. Larkin suggested that the witness should be allowed to 
stand over until the following day. 

Master of the Rolls-1 may say, Mr. Larkin, that I cannot see 
what legitimate use you can make of all these documents you 
require-for instance, the Members' Payments Book from 
1914 to 1923. 

Mr. Larkin-1 am making this point, that if Mr. O'Brien 
illegally came within membership of the Union, and exercised 
rights without having a legal right, that therefore all acts done 
by Mr. O'Brien and his associates are illegal. 

Master of the Rolls-In other words, you want to show that 
Mr. O'Brien was never a member of the Union ~ 

Mr. Larkin-Yes, and that he was not a member entitled to 
vote or take part in any public work in the office at the time he 
said he was an Executive member. Mr. James J. Hughes is 
my next witness. He was in Court this morning. 

Master of the Rolls-Have you served a subpama ~ 
Mr Larkin-1 have sent it out for him now Then there is 

Mr. O'Connell Miley. I will telephone and ask him to come. 
Master of the Rolls-While we are waiting for him, what do 

you propose to do ~ 
Mr. Larkin-If you will permit me, I will call some members 

who were present at Bra.nch meetings. 
Master of the Rolls-Call whoever you like. 

EVIDENCE OF STEPHEN HASTINGS. 

Stephen Hastings, called and examined by Mr. Larkin:
He said he lived at 11 George's Quay, Dublin; he was a member 
of the Union since 1907. He was a member of the National 
Union of Dock Labourers before he joined the Transport Union. 

You have just come out of prison ~ Ye8. 
In 1917 did you take an active part in the Union? I did. 
Do you remember Mr. O'Brien from 1909 till 1917 assisting or 

taking any part in the work of the Union? No. 
Did you know O'Brien previous to 1917 ~ No. 
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You were on the Committee of No. 1 .Hranch ¥ 1:es, now 
1909 to 1911. 

What was the original rules as regards membership-- ~ 
Serjeant Hann&-I object to this as evidence. 
Master 01 the Rolls-It doesn't arise, and I disallow the 

question. 
Mr. Larkin-Was it the rule that members be proposed and 

seconded 1 Yes. 
And if there was any objection to the man, he could be 

excluded 1 Yes. there was that rule. 
You were an a~tive member from 1907 up to ]9171 Yes. 
Did you see O'Brien ever do any active work for the Union ~ 

No, I never saw him until I saw him on the platform at a 
meeting in the Mansion House in 1918. 

Was that a meeting of the Union 1 Yes. 
Wllat happened there 1 Mr. O'Brien wa& objected to as 

Chairman, because he was not an official of the Union, and Mr. 
Foran was nominated and put in the chair. 

What month was that ~ I think it was in February. 
There was an objection made by the members of the Union 1 

Yes. 
Mr. Serjeant Hanna-I am going to suggest that this incident 

never took place. 
Mr. Larkin-Did you hear anybody nominate O'Brien 1 

Yes. 
And there was an election in the hall 1 Yes. 
How did they take the vote 1 Bya show of hands. 
Cross-examined by Serjeant Hanna: 
How many years ago is that 1 In 1918. 
How do you fix the date of the meetjng 1 Because I was at 

the general meeting in the Mansion House. 
Did you consider it an extraordinary thing that Mr. Larkin 

should ask the question about that incident, when he was not 
here in 1918-when did you tell him about that 1 I didn't 
tell him. 

You never told Larkin any tales 1 No, I never told Mr. 
J.arkin any tales. l\fr. Larkin didn't know that I was going to 
state this. 

SerjeaI1t Hanna-Very well; I ask you no more. 

EVIDENCE OF MR. O'CONNELL MILEY. 

Mr. O'ConneU Miley, Registrar of Friendly Societies, was then 
called, and examined by Mr. Larkin: 

You remember December, 1918, Mr. Miley 1 H you remind 
me about any particular incident. I may. 

You have a copy of a document ID your hand-an affidavit 
as to rules-the Rules of 1918 1 Yes. 

Master of the Rolls-Is the original there! Yes. 
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Mr. Larkin-Will you compare the two, my lord. 
Master of the Rolls-It is dated 18th December. and this is 

the application for Registrat!on to complete the alteration of 
the Rules. 

Mr. Larkin-The 18th December is the date that the document 
was submitted for Registration. What I call attention to is 
paragraph 15--

Master of the Rolls-You can do that afterwards; you are 
examining the witness now. 

Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Who gave you that document 1 I 
don't know. 

Was it Foran 1 I don't know; it was received in the office 
on the 18th December, but who delivered it I cannot say. 

Can you tell us the ordinary requirements 1 
Master of the Rolls-That is provided for by Statute. 
Mr. Larkin (to witness)-These Rules were submitted to you 

for signature on the 18th December 1 Yes; that is the record. 
And two days afterwards you issued the certificate 1 Yes. 
The Rules have to be submitted and each of them has to be 

read over' Yes, that is our duty. 
And if they are not in conformity with the law you would 

reject them 1 Yes. 
And if they are not in conformity with the law, you give an 

opportunity of changing them 1 Yes. 
And you issued the certificate 1 Yes. 
Was there any exception taken by the members of the 

I.T. & G.W. Union to the issue of the certificate 1 I have no 
recollection of that. 

There may have been, so far as you know 1 Yes. 
Did a number of members call on you 1 I believe some men 

did call. 
And so far as you know, they may have been benefit members 

of the Union 1 I don't know that they were members. I have 
no means of knowing except by documents communicated to 
me by the Union. 

But if there was a letter written by members of the Union to 
you about this Registration! (Larkin handed witness a copy). 
That is such a letter as I would have written. 

And you took it that a number of members signed it 1 Yes. 
And this is the document referred to-(producing the copy) 

--and did these men produce their credentials to show that 
they were fulIy-paid-up members 1 That is not a matter that I 
can inquire into. I would accept their statement, but I couldn't 
vouch it. 

EVIDENCE OF PATRICK JOSEPH O'NEn..L. 

Patrick Joseph O'Neill, assistant in Mr. O'Connell Miley's 
office, sworn and examined by Mr. Larkin: 

Do you remember any members of the Transport Union 
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coming to your office and llU.aw~ i:Ioll uUJ""~~uu ~u ~ ... " .uu~v" V~ 
1918 to you 'J No. 

Would you, in the course of your work, have read this par
ticular letter signed by a number of men 1 This thing came 
by post. 

Do you ever remember any men waiting on Mr. O'Connell 
Miley, and in his absence being interviewed by you in reference 
to this matter' No .. 

Did a man named MichaellMullen ever come into the office 
and speak to you' Not to my recollection. 

Patrick Lennon 1 I don't think so; I would not know the 
names. 

At any time was any protest made against these Rules being 
registered 1 I don't think so. 

Or any Rules' No. 
Do you ever remember myself attending at the office 1 Quite 

recently. You called about three months ago and raised some 
objection. 

Would that not have been in June' It might have been. 
You recollect I did call' Yes. 
Serjeant Hanna-Can you tell us the date on which this 

document was received by you by post 1 No; one of the 
documents here appears to have been made out by one of Mr. 
Rishon's clerks. 

BERNARD CON WAY CALLED. 

Bemard Conway was called by Mr. Larkin, and entered the 
witness box. 

Mr. Larkin-We will dispense with your services this afternoon, 
Mr. Conway. I am afraid you called into too many p]aces on 
your way down town. These men, my lord, have got the 
usual weakness, and take what is called a pint or two. 

Conway left the box. 

EVIDENCE OF THOMAS O'LEARY. 

Thomas O'Leary was called and examined by Mr. Larkin: 
You are a member of the Union since 1911 1 Yes. 
You were a member during the years 1912, 1913, and 1914 , 

Yes. 
Did you ever know of a man in these years taking active 

part, named William O'Brien' Not till 1918 and upwards. 
Were you on the committee in 19171 No, I was only on 

it last year. 
Do you remember any general meetings of the Branch in 

1917' No; I was not here at that time. 
Where were you' In the Army. 
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Did you return in 1918 1 Yes, in May, '18. 
You don't know of any meetings of No. 1 Branch held in 

1918 1 Yes, ODe in the Mansion House. 
About what month 1 No, it was not in 1918. 
Do you know of any meetings of No. 1 Branch held in 19191 

Yes, I am sure there was a meeting in 1919. 
Where was that 1 In the Mansion House. 
Who was Chairman-Mr. O'Brien 1 I am Dot certain whether 

it was Mr. O'Brien or Mr. Foran. 
You know them 1 Yes. 
Are you certain which was Chairman 1 No. 
Who as a rule should take the chair at a meeting 1 I always 

thought Mr. Foran. 
Do you know of anything that happened at that meeting in 

1919--were there nominations of officers. etc. 1 Yes. 
Who was nominated as Branch President of No. 1 1 Mr. 

Foran. 
Was there any election took place 1 No. 
There was no one nominated for General Officer of the Union 

in 1919 at that meeting 1 Not that I know of. 
Mr. Larkin repeated the question, and witness said that the 

nominations were only for delegates. 
Master of the Rolls-I may tell you, Mr. Larkin, you are only 

wasting your time in calling in evidence of that character to 
prove absolutely irrelevant facts. 

The witness was not cross-examined. 

EVIDENCE OF l\fiCHAEL MULLEN. 

Michael MulleD, examined by Mr. Larkin: 
You are a member of the Transport Union 1 Yes. 
Do you remember the year 1918 1 Yes. 
Do you remember a meeting held in 1918 to pass the amend

ments to the Rules of the Transport Union 1 No; there was 
no meeting of No. 1 Branch. There never was any such meeting. 

Did you happen to be one of the members who took action 
and objected to Rules-or what purported to be Rules-and 
sent your objection to Mr. O'Connell Miley 1 Yes. 

How was that done 1 There was a small committee formed 
and it was I who drafted t'he objection. 

Did you go to Mr. O'Connell Miley's office 1 Yes. 
And who did you see 1 We saw Mr. O'Connell Miley. 
Do you remember anything characteristic about the meeting 

with Mr. Miley 1 Well, at the time, I protested against these 
amended Rules, and I told him that they were illegal-that 
there was no meeting to amend the Rules and that the law was 
not properly complied with. 

What was the usual way of summoning the members of the 
Branch 1 As far as I know, by poster and handbills. 
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Were handbills given out, or did you see any advertisements 
in the papers ¥ No. 

Were you often in or about Liberty Hall ~ Yes; I was 
employed as a clerk there in 1915. I was in the Farm Labourers 
Section, and was clerk in the National Health Insurance Depart
ment until 1919. 

So you were in the Transport Union offices until then ¥ Yes. 
And passing on your way to the office of the National Health 

Insurance Section all the time, did you ever see any notice about 
a meeting to amend the Rules ¥ No. 

Did you get a ballot paper ¥ Oh, never. 
And you made this protest to Mr. O'Connell Miley ¥ Yes. 

I cannot say if I signed it, but I drafted it, and here is its copy 
(produced). 

Mr. Larkin then read the copy of the document referred to. 
Was anything further done in reference to the illegalities of 

these Rules and the issue of them ¥ No; we had no money 
to go on, and we went as far as we possibly could--

Master of the Rolls-There is not a word of this legal evidence. 
All this is quite immaterial. If there was no meeting of the 
Branch at all, it does not in the least invalidate the Rules, 
because all the Executive Council had to do was to have the 
amendment submitted to the Branches and get their views 
on them. 

Mr. Brown-The minutes of the Branch show that the circular 
letter had been received. No. 1 Branch was one of the Branches 
that did not vote at all. 

Master of the Rolls-If the Branch did not vote on the Rules, 
it was their own fault. 

Mr. Larkin-The minutes doesn't say what action was taken 
on the letter re the alteration of the Rules. The membership 
of that Branch was 70 per cent. of the Union at that date, and 
my case is that they were not permitted to vote. 

Master of the Rolls-They were entitled to vote; if they 
didn't vote it is their own fault. 

EVIDENCE OF JOHN BOHAN. 

John Bohan, Secretary, Dublin No. 3 Branch, examined by 
Mr. Larkin: 

You are a member of the Transport Union since its formation ¥ 
Yes. 

And an official, I think, since 1909 ¥ Yes. 
Do you remember a man named John O'Connor ¥ There 

were two O'Connors. Which do you refer to ¥ 
Was there ever such a man as John Connor in No. 3 Branch 

at any time nominated for Executive position ¥ What period 
might it be ¥ • 
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J.n UHts to HlHI~o you ever remember a John ConnQr 
sitting on the Executive 1 No. 

Was there any Executive in the Union in 1909-'10-'11-'12-
'13-'14 1 There was. . 

Did you sit on it 1 Yes. 
What was the personnel of it-what section did you represent 

on it 1 I represented the Branch. 
There were representatives from Ulster 1 I believe two. 
What room did the Execut.ive occupy 1 One of the rooms 

on the corridor. 
Did you ever sit among the committee of No. 1 Branch 1 No. 
Did you ever see any minutes written by me, the Secretary 1 

I saw something done; I saw the work done as is done in an 
ordinary Executive. Up to the 1916 Insurrection the Executive 
carried on their work. 

Did you ever know Mr. O'Brien to have anything to do 
officially for the Union in your time up to the time I went away 
--did you ever know him except as a delegate to the Trades' 
Council 1 That is all. 

Was he a. member of the Union 1 No. 
Suppose he came to your Branch for membership under the 

Rules of 1915, would you have taken him in 1 Not at that 
time. 

Mr. Brown, K.C.-I object to this, my lord. 
Master of the Rolls-This has no legal effect at all. 
Examination continued: 
Did you get any circular letter from Mr. Hughes asking you 

to call a meeting to vote on the amended Rules on or about 
November, 1918 1 I would not say I did. 

You did not call any meeting 1 No. 
And you don't know of any ballot 1 No. 
What was the membership of your Branch ill 19181 Some

thing about 2,000. 
And about 90 per cent. of the Union lived in Dublin at that 

time 1 I believe so. 
You may have got the circular about the new Rules 1 The 

committee did get the notice, but there was no ballot of the 
members taken. 

You were sitting on the Executive in 19181 No. 
You were removed from the Executive and Mr. Kennedy 

took your place 1 I was removed before that. 
On what charges 1 Because I was a paid Secretary. 
Mr. Kennedy was a member of your Branch 1 Yes. 
And he was not a paid official 1 No. 
Was there any election for Executive officer in 1918 in your 

section 1 I could not say that now. 
At any time in your knowledge was Mr. Kennedy a paid 

officer of the Union doing clerk's or secretarial work 1 Yes, he 
acted as Secretary in my absence in Ballykinlar. 
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He was paid to do your duties ~ Yes. 
Did he then sit on the Executive ~ Yes. 
Mr. Brown, K.C.-What have we got to do with all this ~ 
Master of the Rolls-I cannot see the relevance of this at all. 

I repeat that again. 
Did the members of your Branch get an opportunity of voting 

on the amendments to Rules ~ There was a communication 
received, and there were some amendments proposed and 
forwarded to the Executive. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Brown, K.C. : 
In the year 1918 you were Branch Secretary of No. 3 Branch, 

having quarters at 17 and 18 High Street ~ Yes. 
Do you remember getting a circular letter early in the month 

of April asking your Branch to send in proposed amendments 
to the existing Rules ~ I believe I did. 

Did you on the 26th April in that year send in to the Executive 
proposed amendments from your Branch ~ How is it headed ~ 

It is headed "Re revision of Rules"? Yes. 
And you say the Committee of your Branch suggested proposed 

amendments to the Rules ~ Yes. 
Was that in response to the circular of the 3rd April ~ Yes. 
Some time in November did you, as Secretary, receive a 

circular asking you to hold a meeting of your Branch for the 
purpose of voting on the Rules? I cannot say. 

Would you say you did not ~ I would not be positive. 
Do you remember receiving a very large number of printed 

copies of these Rules in draft before they were adopted to be 
sold at 2d. apiece to your members, so that they would know 
what the new Rules were like? Yes, we got a number of copies. 

And did you not get a circular asking you to bring these Rules 
before a meeting of your Branch-don't you know you did ~ If 
I knew I did I would answer it right off. 

But don't you remember getting it ~ I do not. 
Do you suggest you did not get it ~ I am after giving the 

best answer I can. 
Master of the Rolls-What do you thinkJyou got all these 

copies of the draft Rules for ~ To circulate amongst the 
members. 

In order to get their approval-don't you know that ~ I 
don't. 

Can you tell me for what purpose you got them ~ To sell 
them to the members. 

For what purpose ~ Because it was the Committee decided 
on the amendments to be sent forward, and they were printed 
accordingly. The Rule Books were printed, not the draft Rules. 

To Mr. Larkin, witness said he could not say that he saw a 
red-covered copy of the Rules, but he saw grey-covered copies. 

Mr. Larkin read a letter addressed to the Executive saying 
that the Committee recommended certain amendments. 
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The witness said neither he nor the Committee called a meeting 
to vote on the Rules. 

EVIDENCE OF MICHAEL MCCARTHY. 

Michael McCarthy, called and examined by Mr. Larkin: 
What do you work at 1 I am an officer of the Society-I am 

a casual labourer, working for the Union from day to day. 
In reply to his Lordship, witness said-CC Whether casual 

labourer or officer of the Union, is all the same to me." 
His Lordship-You must tell me what you are ~ I aIllt,a 

member of the Executive Committee . 
In answer to Mr. Larkin, witness said he was elected, to the 

Executive in 1919, and kept office ever since. " 
Did you ever sit on the E.C. before 1919 ~ No. 
Who nominated you for it 1 I was nominated by a meeliing 

of No. 1 Branch in 1919.;~ 
Who was in the chair 1 The General President. 
Who was he 1 Thomas Foran. 
How were the members summoned ~ In the ordinary way, 

by poster and bills. 
And you were nominated there ~ Unquestionably. 
For what electoral area ~ No. 1 Branch was portion of a 

group. I believe that group was qualified to elect two or three 
members. 

Did you vote previous to 1919 for any Executive Officer 1 
I had the honour of nominating and voting for Aid. O'Brien 
in 1918 

And you elected him ~ I helped to, anyway. 
And where was the meeting held ~ In the Ma.nsion House, 

in January, 1918. I was nominated myself, but refused to 
stand for election. 

Did you ask any questions as regards O'Brien's qualifications ~ 
I had no occasion to. I knew his qualifications quite well. 

Witness was here referred to the date of Aid. O'Brien's joining 
the Union, and said: Sunday, 30th December, 1916. 

His Lordship-Is that date given here ~ Witness referred to 
the minute, and read :_cc The Chairman said that Mr. Wm. 
O'Brien would like to join the Union.-Agreed." 

Mr. Larkin-So that what O'Brien had said about January, 
1917, is not correct ~ It is quite correct. 

His Lordship-Surely this is not material. 
Mr. Larkin-I want to prove that what was said was not true. 
What date did O'Brien get nominated in 1918 ~ In January. 
Was there any objection to O'Brien taking the chair at the 

Mansion House meeting ~ I never knew of it until to·day. 
Was anybody else nominated ~ Yes. 
How many 1 A good many. I was nominated myself, but 

refused to stand. 



How long are you a member of the Union ~ I gave you a. 
hand to start it, Jim (laughter). 

And you are giving me a hand to break it, I suppose ~ Oh, no. 
Haven't you said on other occasions that I was trying to 

break up the Union ~ No; I don't think so. I said I didn't 
know what your game is. 

What game am I on ~ I don't know what your game is. 
His Lordship-You cannot tell ~ No. 
Mr. Larkin (to witness}-Did you ever know me to do a.nything 

derogatory or against the interests of the Union--
His Lordship-Your character is not in question at all. 
~. Larkin-O'Brien suggested that--
His Lordship-Go on, go on. This has nothing to do with 

the matter now. 
Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Did I establish the Union 1 Oh, 

Jim, no. Yourself, myself and a few others who sat in a room 
in 10 Beresford Place. 

Did not we succeed in keeping the members together 1 No; 
we had to conscript the members then (laughter). We did not 
keep the members of the Union together. Many a time we got 
our jaws broken trying to keep the members together, and the 
Union together, too (loud laughter). 

Your jaw has never been broken, has it 1 It has (laughter). 
Mr. Larkin-I didn't get my jaw broken, anyway, and I am 

sure he never got his broken either; not that he may not have 
deserved it (a laugh). 

His Lordship-Haven't we had enough of this now 1 
Mr. Larkin-This may be a sidelight on Dublin life that you 

have never seen. 
His Iprdship-I can see that though there is this public 

contest you are very good friends (laughter). 
Mr. Larkin (to witness}-Don't you know that there are 

prescribed notices about the passing of rules 1 Yes. 
Did you ever attend any meeting for the purpose 1 Yes; 

there were sectional meetings held. 
No general meeting 1 No. 
Do you remember a general meeting of No. 1 Branch being 

held at which these Rules were discussed 1 No, there never was. 
Did you ever get an opportunity of voting on the Rules at a 

general meeting 1 I attended a meeting of my own section
the Carters' Section-at which they were discussed and adopted; 
and I know that several other sections also met for the purpose. 

Serjeant Hanna-There were sectional meetings. A meeting 
of five or six thousand people would not be the place to discuss 
a. question of rules. 
~. (Here Serjeant Hanna read the minutes of No. 1 Branch, 
Dublin, of November 17th, 1918, to show the manner in which 
the Rules were dealt with as regards amendment). There was 
a minute :-" M. McCarthy moved that a Special General 
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Meeting be called for lit December to consider and approve or 
otherwise the newly-revised draft Rules for the government of 
the Union. Passed unanimously." For Sunday, December 
1st, there was this further minute ;-" The General President 
announced to the meeting that it was not possible to get the 
Mansion House for General Meeting for consideration of revised 
Rules, and suggested that Sectional meetings be ca!led imme
diately for above-mentioned purpose. W. Vickers moved and 
F. Cullen seconded that the suggestion be acted upon, and 
Sectional meetings called for same." (To witness)-Were 
Sectional meetings called 1 I can speak for two of the Sections, 
and say they were. 

Mr. Larkin-The Rules were discussed at the meetings? Yes. 
What were the dates 1 I cannot say now. 
In answer to Mr. Larkin, witness said that in 1916 and 1917 

anyone coming along could join and was admitted; that a 
considerable number of copies of the draft Rules were sent out 
hy him, and were also handed by him to members. 

Mr. Larkin-But you are one of the apostles! (Laughter). 
But, queried Mr. Larkin, members joining would come ·in 

in the ordinary way-get his card of membership? Yes, that 
is the usual course. 

Do you remember any elections to the Executive in 1913 
and 1912? No. 

You didn't remember Connolly or John Bohan sitting on the 
Executive? No. 

The Court adjourned until Friday, 15th February, 1924. 

PROCEEDINGS OF FRIDAY, 15th F,EBRUARY. 
JOHN O'NEILL RECALLED. 

On the resumption on Friday morning, Mr. Larkin recalled 
John O'Neill and examined him; 

You are Secretary of No. 1 Branch? Yes. 
Do you remember a Committee meeting on the 30th day of 

December, 1916? If I refer to the minutes I would know. 
"Mr. O'Brien would like to join the Union. Agreed,"-do 

you remember that? Yes. 
Who signed the minutes? They would be signed at the 

following meetmg. 
Was there a meeting of No. 1 Branch on Sunday, 21st Jan .. 

1917? There was a general meeting; I cannot swear to the date_ 
Mr. Larkin read the minutes of the Annual General Meeting 

held on the 21st January, 1917. 
To the witness-Do you remember Mr. O'Brien attending 

that meeting 1 I believe he did. 
Was he elected to any office at that meeting 1 Not that I 

remember. 
Was he nominated and elected Vice-President at tha.t meeting? 

I cannot recollect. 
Master of the Rolls-What does the minute say 1 
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Mr. arkin-That Mr. O'Brien was nominated and elected 
Vice-President. 

Master of the Rolls-That is of the Branch. 
Mr. Larkin-Yes, of No. 1 Branch. 
To the witness-Under Rule 15, no person is to be elected 

to any office unless he is a member of the Union for twelve 
months 1 

Witness-That was the Rule. 
Did you take exception to Mr. O'Brien being nominated and 

elected 1 I did not. 
,. Was there any objection 1 Not that I remember. 
~-~Was there disorder in the hall due to this nomination 1 I 
don't remember. 

Was there a ruling by the General President 1 I cannot say. 
Mr. Larkin read the minute. 
Master of the Rolls-Your point is that at that time Mr. 

O'Brien was not qualified to be elected 1 
Mr. Sullivan, K.C.-This was a Branch election and had 

nothing to do with matters in issue here. 
Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Mr. Foran declared Mr. O'Brien 

elected unopposed to the position of Vice-President. Was it 
not your duty to carry out your duties within the Rules and to 
record the business going on 1 Yes. 

Did you take any exception to his being nominated 1 No. 
Mr. Larkin-Is there any such office as Vice-President of 

Branch No. 1 1 
Witnees-No. 
Mr. Larkin-Then he was elected to an office that did not 

exist under the Rules 1 
Master of the Rolls-Then there was no offence. 
Mr. Larkin-I want to show you how things go on. 
Master of the Rolls-We are not concerned with that at all. 

We are only concerned with whether Mr. O'Brien was properly 
elected General Treasurer. 

Mr. Larkin-Did Mr. O'Brien attend a meeting in 1917 1 He 
may have. 

Mr. Larkin referred witness to minutes of No. 1 Branch Com
mittee of the Uth November, 1917, and said Mr. O'Brien was 
described there as Vice-President. He asked had Mr. O'Brien 
any right to be at the meeting, under the Rules 1 Not in an 
official capacity. 

Mr. arkin-If he took any part in the proceedings, was it a 
legal meeting 1 

Mr. Sullivan, K.C.-That is a matter for his Lordship. 
Mr. Larkin referred to Rule 22 of the 1915 Rules, which pro

vided that the General Executive should be elected in November 
and take office in January the following year. He asked witness 
if there was any election of Executive officers in his Branch 
in 1917. 



Witness said he could not recollect. 
Was there any meeting called in November 1 Not that I 

know of. 
Was there any convention of the Union called in the month 

of August at the time when the Irish Trade Union Congress met, 
and which, under Rule 35, should be held 1 I don't remember. 

But It was your duty, and could you not look at the book' 
The Rule says the NatIonal Convention should be summoned 
each year 1 I cannot say whether there was such a Convention. 

Was there any Executive meeting held to your knowledge in 
19171 I do not attend Executive meetings, and I cannot say. 

Mr. Larkin was proceeding to examine the witness regarding 
collection of subscriptions, etc., when--

Master of the Rolls-Mr. Larkin, I would like you to remember 
this is not a committee of inquiry into the conduct of the several 
officers of the Union. I am here merely to try certain issues 
between you and the plaintiffs. We have nothing whatever 
to say to the conduct of Mr. O'Neill. 

Mr. Larkin-I am:asking him did he carry out his duties. 
Master of the Rolls-We have nothing to say to that. I have 

to warn you that if you don't confine yourself to relevant matters 
I must only stop this examination. You have not _asked a. single 
relevant question now since,:'You commenced. 

Mr. Larkin-I asked him did he carry out certain duties 
dealing with the appointment of an Executive. I want to 
know was an Executive appointed-

EVIDENCE OF THOMAS FORAN, GENERAL PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Thomas Foran, General President of the Union was 
called and examined by Mr. Larkin: 

You have been General President of the Union since its 
formation 1 Yes. 

And you are fully acqua.inted with all the Rules 1 Reasonably, 
yes. 

You were elected in 1909 1 Yes. 
And at each election under the Rules every second year you 

were re-elected 1 Yes, and sometimes every year. 
To the Branch 1 Yes. 
And General President every two years 1 Yes. 
In 1916 there 'Was an Insurrection 1 Yes. 
Master of the Rolls-We all know that. 
Mr. Larkin-There is a point here: "The Acting-General 

Secretary. to the great loss of this country, was executed "
is that right 1 Yes. 

And you were General Officer with him 1 Yes. 
You were arrested and returned to your duties after some 

time 1 Yes. 
That would be in 1916 1 Yes. 
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And you found some members gathered together trying to 
get the threads of the Union together again ~ 

Witness-Do you want to know what I found ¥ 
Mr. Larkin-I am asking you a question: Did certain members 

come together to try toO draw the Union together again 1 
Witness-Am. I entitled to tell what I found, my Lord 1 
Master of the Rolls-In answering the question you can say 

what you found. 
Witness-When I returned after internment I found Liberty 

Hall in ruins, and I found the total funds of the Union, £90-
Mr. Larkin-You were very careful to rule out any question 

of irrelevancy on my part, my Lord. 
Master of the Rolls-You asked him what he found, though 

I don't see the relevance at all of this. 
Witness-May I go on 1 
Master of the Rolls-You may. It is irrelevant, but it is 

answering his question. 
Mr. Larkin-It is not, but I am not objecting to his irrelevant 

remarks. 
Master of the Rolls-I don't know who else is. 
Mr. Larkin-I am objecting to you ruling me as irrelevant 

and not ruling him as irrelevant. 
Master of the Rolls-I have given you a great deal of latitude. 
Mr. Larkin-Don't give me an inch . 

. l\Iaster of the Rolls-H I did not, I would tell you to sit down. 
Mr. Larkin-Well, I hope you will. 
Master of the Rolls-Get on now with something else. 
Was there a meeting to nominate a General Executive in 

1916 ¥ I cannot remember. What do the records say ¥ 
You informed me in an affidavit that all the records were 

destroyed in Liberty Hall 1 Well, J cannot remember 
I am asking you were you re·elected to your office in 19161 

H I was due for election 
You don't know 1 Of course, I was re·elected in 1916 if I 

was due for re·election that year 
You were charged with certain duties ¥ Certainly 
Were you elected to the office of General President in 1916 

at any meeting or by any form of ballot ¥ I cannot swear to 
it, but if I was due for election-if the time was expired-I 
naturally was elected, because I functioned 

Were you elected in December, 1917 ¥ I cannot remember. 
Do you remember any election for General Executive in 

1917 ¥ I dov't remember. 
Was there cl.ily minute book for 1917 ¥ I don't know. The 

records are all there. 
Master of the Rolls-I beg to remind you, Mr. Larkin, that 

we are not concerned with that period. You raised two questions 
of defence. The first was that the Executive Committee were 
not duly elected because the Rules of 1918 were invalid--
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Mr. Larkin-That is what I am going to prove. 
Master of the Rolls-You cannot prove t.hat by an examination 

of this kind. 
Mr. Larkin-I am trying to prove that this man was Genera.l 

President, charged with certain duties under the Rules. 
Master of the Rolls-It seems to me you have a mind so 

constituted that you cannot distinguish between what is relevant 
and what is irrelevant, what is important and what is 
unimportant. I cannot allow public time to be wasted by 
cross-examination like this. 

Mr. Larkin-I am not attempting to waste anyone's public 
time. 

Uaster of the Rolls-My time is public time. 
Mr. Larkin-And you are paid for it the same as the rest of 

puolic servants. 
Maflter of the Rolls-I am paid to serve the public. 
Mr. Larkin-I am sure you will do that, my Lord. 
To the witness-In November, 1918, it was mandatory you 

should elect a General Executive. Was there such an election 
or any Executive officer elected ~ Without the records I 
cannot speak to the dates. 

Did you not draft revised Rules and send them to the 
Blanches 1 Yes. 

Then you must have done that at an Executive ~ Yes. 
Did the draft copies of the Rules go out in November, 1918 ~ 

T~e draft Rules certainly went out to the Branches. 
Did you call a Convention in 1918 ~ I believe we had a 

meeting of delegates to the Trades' Union Congress. 
For the dual purpose ~ . Yes; we did not hold a meeting 

to elect an E.C. in November, 1918, and we never did-not even 
;n your time. 

You were responsible, and why did you not do it ~ Possibly I 
suffered from your teaching. 

I hope my pupils don't all develop on the lines you did develop. 
Did you call that meeting ~ Not in November. 

Then there was no E.C. in November ~ There was. 
And that E.C. sent out draft Rules ~ They did. 
Under what authority ~ Under the authority of the people 

then functioning as an Executive. 
Did you get any replies from the BraRches? The records 

are there- a considerable number. 
How many Branches were qualified according to Rule ~ 

Not many. 
Would there be 39 ~ About that. 
You never elected an E.C. in 1918, but you sent out a demand 

for a revision of Rules, and in that demand for a return you 
state there are only certain Branches qualified to vote. What 
right had the Executive to alter the Rules of this Union and 
send. out these particular amendments-what legal right ~ 

47 



Master of the Rolls-That IS a questlon ot law. ~ou have 
the facts on which you can found your argument when the time 
comes to address me. 

Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Do you hold you amended these 
Rules of 1915 according to Rule 33 ~ Yes. 

The new Rules created a new office of General Treasurer, 
and there was an election on that-where was the meeting held 
to appoint a General Treasurer ~ In the Mansion House or 
Liberty Hall. 

When making application to Mr. O'Connell,Miley for Regis. 
tration of new Rules you said you were instructed to do so a.t 
a meeting held on the 10th November, 1918. Was there any 
8uch meeting held ~ I took advantage. of all the Sectional 
meetings that were being held at that time to put these Ru:es 
before the meetings. 

Where were those Sectional meetings held ~ In Liberty 
Hall. . 

Witness detailed the procedure at these meetings, and said 
he asked the members opinions on the Rules. 

Do you know any man or intellectual who could retain ~ll 
these Rules in his head after having them read out to ~ I am 
not acquainted with any intellectuals. 

Let us take a man who has been elected to a legislative 
assembly. Was it for any reason because Mr. O'Brien wouH 
not be eligible for nomination for General Officership thr.t 
meetings were not called to elect an E.C. ~ None whatever. 

EVIDENCE OF JAMES rJ. HUGHES. 

James J. Hughes was called by Mr. Larkin. 
Master of the Rolls-Are you the gentleman who was called 

the Corresponding Secretary ~ Yes. 
Mr. Larkin-You kept the minutes from 1918 until compelled 

to leave the service of the Union ~ Yes. 
What year was that ~ July, 1921. 
When you left, what occupation did you follow ~ 
Master of the Rolls-What have we got to say to that ~ 
Mr. Larkin-It is very important. 
Master of the Rolls-For what purpose do you ask it ~ 
Mr. Larkin-To the credit of the witness. 
Mr. Hanna-This is his own witness. 
Master of the Rolls-We will a.llow him toO treat him as a 

hostile witness, but as a rule a person is not asked a question 
as to his Cl'edit before other questions are put to him, inasmuch 
IJ,S you asked him nothing and got no answer it is rather unusual 
to put a question as to his credit. 

Mr. Larkin (to witness)--Were you ever 1\ member of the 
Criminal Investigation .:Department since you left ! 
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Master of the Rolls-I won't allow that question, and I may 
say that I have formed a very strong opinion that it is not put 
here bona fide. 

Mr. Larkin-We can see that by following the train of thought. 
Master of the Rolls-You are abusing your position. 
Mr. Larkin-I am not trying to make any suggestions-
Master of the Rolls-I will not allow you any more latitude if 

you proceed in that wav. 
Mr. Larkin-While a;ting as Secretary of the Executive of 

the Union you came into close touch witli the members of the 
Executive ¥ Yes. 

On what date did you become an officer or employee of the 
Union ¥ An employee as clerk about October. 1917. 

Who engaged you ~ I think Mr. Foran did the actual 
engaging; Mr. O'Brien did the interviewing. 

On behalf of whom ¥ On behalf of lVIr. Foran and the 
Executive. 

Did you meet the Executive in 1917 ¥ I believe there was 
an Executive meeting towards the end of 1917 or very early 
in 1918. 

Was Mr. O"Brien present 1 I cannot swear positively, but 
I believe he was. 

::'IIr. O'Brien did interview you in 1917 in reference to an 
engagement in the Transport Union 1 Ye::;. 

Did he tell you he" held any office ¥ Not that I remember. 
You acted as Secretary in 1918 1 Yes. 
And attended the meetings held 1 Yes. 
You took I),ll the minutes ¥ Yes. 
On April 3rd you were instructed to send out a request to 

the Branches to consider amendments to Rules? Yes. 
In November, 1918, were you instructed to summon meetings 

of the Branches for nominations and election of General Executive 
under Rule 22 ¥ 

Master of the Rolls-That is Rule 22 of 1915. 
Witness-To the best of my recollection, I had nothing to do 

with elections of Executive except in .January of each year. I 
never recollect the business of election of Executive coming up 
except in January. 

You were never instructed to get nominations for the election 
of E.C. in November ¥ No so far as I recollect. 

Witness, replying to further questions, said the instructions 
about voting in globo instead of individually on the amendments 
were given to him by Mr O'Brien No ballot papers came to 
the office. He only got the returns from the Branches. ·Wituess 
was a member of No. 1 Branch. He was not aware if any ballot 
was taken of any~Section. He was classified as E.C. official in 
the BranchlRegister. Hetwas notfoffered a ballot paper by the 
Secretary of the Branch. Roughly there were about 10,000 
members in No. 1 Branch at that time, and in No. 3 Branch 
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3,000 or 4,000. He did not know whether ballot papers were 
issued to No. 3 Branch. 

Did you discuss these suggested Rules with Mr O'Brien t 
Yes. 

He was one of the gentlemen who drafted them t He 
instructed me about drafting them, but I think I did most of 
the drafting myself. 

Master of the Rolls-Mr. Larkin, I must stop you now per
emptorily. This is absolutely irrelevant. If you came to 
consider an Act of Parliament you might as well cross-examine 
a Parlia.mentary draftsman as to how he drafted it. 

Witness, answering Mr. Larkin, said he knew that members 
of the Executive sat and discussed the Rules. 

Did Mr. Johnson sit and discuss them! 
Master of the Rolls (to witness)-You need not answer that. 

It is absolutely irrelevant. 
These draft Rules were sent out in November t I should 

say about November. 
Master of the Rolls-We have had this already. 

EVIDENCE OF NUCHAEL CONNOLLY. 

~Iichael (,onnolly, called and examined by Mr. Larkin, said 
he was a member of the Transport Union since 1911. He 
at,tended the Annual General Meeting in 1919. 

Did you take exception to the nomination of Mr. O'Brien 
and two others ~ Yes; two other men also made exception, 
and they were over-ruled. 

Later on in the year were you expelled from the Union ~ Yes. 
Because you took exception to the illegalities ~ Yes. 
Mr. Brown, K.C.-Wbat has this to do with it 1 
Master of the Rolls-I cannot see. 
Mr. Larkin-I now hand in Mr. Justice Powell's finding. 
Master of the Rolls-This is apparently an action brought 

by this man Connolly and two others for a declaration that they 
be declared still members of the Union notwithstanding their 
expulsion, and Mr. Justice Powell found they were. That has 
got nothing to do with this action. 

~Ir. Larkin-I want to show they were expelled because they 
took their legal right to object to irregularities. 

Serjeant Hanna-There is no evidence of that. 
Mr. Larkin-You would not permit me to give evidence of it. 
Serjeant Hanna-No, beca.use it is not a fact. 
Mr. Larkin was proceeding to address the Court, when the 

Master of the Rolls asked: " Have you closed your evidence t " 
Mr. Larkin-Yes. 
Master of the Rolls-You have no other witnesses ¥ 
Mr. Larkin-Not at present. 
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Master of the Rolls-Are there any documentary proofs you 
want to put in ~ 

Mr. Larkin-These Rule Books. 
Master of the Rolls-They have been all entered already. 

As you are not acquainted with the procedure, I want to inform 
you of it. If there are any documents you want to put in in 
evidence in addition to the documents already put in proof by 
the plaintiffs. now is your time to put them in. It will remain 
then for you to address me on anv matters of law or fact you 
think relevant. W 

Mr. Larkin said he was not going to express lus opinions on 
the law. What he based his case upon was the Rules of the 
I.T. & G.W. Union. 

Master of the Rolls-Lest you might have forgot.ten this, 
remember that you have not given any sworn te~t.imony. It 
is only fair to tell you that it has been sworn that by force and 
violence you kept the plaintiffs out of the offices in Parnell 
Square. If you wish to contradict that, now is your time to 
do it. 

Mr Larkin-I took it that you were going to deal with t.he 
1918 Rules. 

Master of the Rolls-This is not a question of Rules. It is a 
question whether you were guilty of trespass and acts of violence 
on that occasion on which it was said you forcibly prevented 
officers of the Union from entering the premises. 

EVIDENCE OF JAMES LARKIN, EX-GENERAL SECRETARY. 

Mr. Larkin-I will take the witness box, my Lord. 
Master of the Rolls-Very well. If you like, go into the 

witness box now. 
Mr. Larkin entered the witness box and was sworn. 
Master of the Rolls-You might be at a disadvantage in merely 

making a sworn statement, and if you like I will put the relevant 
questions to you. 

Mr. Larkin-I am in your hands, my Lord. 
Master of the Rolls-You heard it sworn that on the 11th 

June, 1923, when Mr. O'Brien and others appeared at the 
entrance to the offices in Parnell Square, you forcibly prevented 
them from entering 1 My Lord, I refused to allow Mr. O'Brien, 
Mr. Foran, Mr. Kennedy, and Mr. McCarthy to enter the offices 
of the I.T. and G.W.U., and I told them they were suspended 
member8 and had no right to enter in. 

Then you did prevent them 1 Yes, my Lord. . 
Well, do you wish to Bay anything else 1 Do you Wish to 

contradict the account they gave 1 I Bay the statement of 
Mr. O'Brien that he was physically opposed was untrue. The 
statement that he saw me running downstairs must obviously 
be untrue, because there is a physical difficulty in the way. 
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There are three doors on the office at 35 Parnell Square. He 
swore there were two. There is a heavy door, two swinging 
doors inside and a third door before you get to the stairway, 
and it would be impossible for any man outside to see anybody 
coming downstairs until they came outside the second door of the 
hallway. I came downstairs long before Mr. O'Brien appeared, 
and I was in the front office of the Union when the altercation 
occurred outside. There were two financial members of the 
Union then at the door-Mr. Thomas Healy and Mr. Patrick 
Colgan-who is my brother-in-law. I came down to the door 
and simply stood in the doorway, and told these men: "You, 
Thomas Kennedy, have been suspended by No. 3 Branch at a 
meeting yesterday." The other officers, O'Brien and Foran, 
were there, and I said: "You, O'Brien and Foran, and the 
other men, untll you answer the suspenslOn or the challenge 
laid by your own Branch, you are invalidated from entering, 
but you, calling out the names of Duffy, Hill, Ryan and Clancy, 
you can come in; you are the E.C., and I ask you to come in 
and discuss this issue," and they.refused;.to come in. 

It is right to call your attention.to this: one of the witnesses 
swore there was a crowd on the steps acting in concert with you 1 
No crowd. Two members of the Union with cards and myself. 

Have you anything else you would like to state 1 One of 
the office staff is in the Court. I would like to call him. 

Have you any further account,:,of the3proceedings to give 
yourself 1 No, there was no force and~violence used. I took 
what I thought was my legal right under the Rules of 1915. 

The Master of the Rolls-Do you wish to cross-examine the 
witness, Serjeant Hanna 1 

Serjeant Hanna-No, my Lord. 
Master of the Rolls-Now, Mr. Larkin, if you Twish to:fca.li 

any other witnesses to give an account of what happened on 
that occasion, you are entitled to do it. 

EVIDENCE OF CrABAN J. KING. 

Mr. Larkin called and examined Ciaran J. King, who said he 
was an employee of the Union to the 11th June. 

You came to your duties about lOIo'clock that morning 1 
Yes_ 

Were there a large number of people in or about the doorway 
at Parnell Square 1 No, there were one or two men present. 

There was nothing)aid to you about not allowing you in 1 
No_ 

After being in a certain time, do you remember a call from 
outside to the officials working ¥ I remember you coming in 
and ~when we he!l'rd an altercatioJl on the street below we 
crowded to the wmdows. 



What did I say when I came in ~ When you came to No. 3 
room you asked if all the staff of this department was there 
and you stated you wanted to inform them that a certain 
difference had arisen between yourself and certain members of 
the Executive, but that this difference did not interfere with 
the staff; that the staff were to carry on their usual duties in 
the usual manner, and the question would be settled by the 
members of the Union, but the staff had no connection with the 
matters in dispute. You then left the room. Shortly after 
that we heard commotion down in the street, and crowded to 
the windows. We opened the windows. Mr. O'Brien, who 
was in the street below pointed out to the staff that the General 
Secretary was acting illegally and called on the st.aff to len. ve 
the premises. Archie Heron then came rushing down the 
stairs in company with some of the staff and said: "Come on, 
boys; Bill is calling us out." 

To the Master of the Rolls-" Bill" meant Mr. O'Brien. 
To :i.\1r. Larkin-There is a heavy swing door at the bottom 

of the stairway, and further out in the hall another swing door, 
which is sometimes fastened back. Outside the second door 
there is a third door, and nobody coming in from the street 
could see anybody coming down the stairs unless the doors were 
held open. When I came down you were standing in the hallway 
at the arch of the doorway, and at that~time you were addressing 
the members of thc Executive out on the street, and you told 
the staff that any member of the staff that wished to return to 
work and carry out their duties that their work was there for 
them. 

Did I stand at the open doorway and invite the members to 
come in-did you hear me ask Duffy to come in ~ I heard you 
mention certain names at the time. 

And I said certain members had been suspended ~ Yes; 
when I went back I asked was my work there if I wished to 
continue to work, and you said "yes." 

Witness said he was called a scab after he was dismissed by 
"the alleged Executive." 

Cross-examined by Serjeant Hanna: 
I understand you are private secret.ary to .i\11'. Larkin? I 

hold 110 such position. I am a derk in his office. 
And I suppose you share his view as to .. the alleged 

Executive "~ I notice you used that phrase ~ Yes, certain 
members of it. 

Where was your office ~ No. 3 room. 
Is that in t.he front of the building ~ Yes. 
And you heard Alderman O'Brien on the front steps ~ Yes. 
How many storeys up are you ~ It is t,he second set of 

windows. 
How many people were making this altercation that drew 

your attention 1 Mr. O'Brien was there and other members 
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of the Executive, and we heard the voices between himself and 
Mr. Larkin-they were pretty loud. 

So Mr. Larkin had got the length of addressing Mr. O'Brien 
before you came down 1 He had spoken some words to him. 

How long did you stay at the window watching the altercation 1 
Hardly a minute. 

Master of the Rolls-There was an argument going on between 
thpm and Mr. Larkin before you went down 1 Yes. 

Serjeant Hanna-Did you know there was going to be an 
argument before you started work 1 No. 

Did you know the three men outside were on sentry duty at 
the door 1 No. 

When did you know they were there as Mr. Larkin's repre
sentatives t As I was coming in that morning I only knew 
Mr. Healy. 

Did he ask you what you were doing 1 No. 
He knew you 1 I don't know; he may have. 
You did not know there was going to be any row until you 

heard the row 1 No. 
What did you know 1 I was at the meeting in the Mansion 

House the previous Sunday. 
You got information there that Mr. Larkin was going to fight 

the Executive 1 No; all I knew was that Mr. Foran and Mr. 
O'Brien had been suspended at that meeting. 

By Mr. Larkin 1 No, by the members. 
Didn't you know when you went to the office that morning 

that there was going to be a difference between Mr. Larkin's 
representative and the Executive 1 No; I took it these men 
once they had been suspended, would not come to the office. 

When did you know they had come to the office! When we 
heard the voices. 

And then you knew the fat was in the fire 1 I don't know 
what you mean by that expression. 

It is a well-known Irish expression. After the row was all 
over, was the hall door shut 1 I cannot say; I went back to 
the office. 

But you didn't go away until Mr. Larkin gavc you his word 
that he would not look upon you as a blackleg 1 When I came 
into the hall, Mr. Larkin used that expression to me. He told 
me to go to No. 1 room. 

Did you go away from the hall until the row was over-didn't 
you see it out 1 We saw the staff and members of the Executive 
walking down the street. 

And then you went in and had the conversation with Mr. 
Larkin 1 Yes. 

And the door was shut 1 I could not say. 
You did not see Mr. Larkin shutting it ¥ No. 
You are not prepared to say he did not 1 I am not prepared 

to answer that. 
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Did you become aware when you went downstairs that Mr. 
Larkin had three sentries at the door-Michael Lyons, Thomas 
Healy, amI Patrick Colgan ~ I only knew one of the men. 

LARKIN ADDRESSES THE COURT. 

l\Ir. Larkin proceeded to address the Court. He said this 
case would have been a brief one if adjudicated on by those who 
should adjudicate on it, the members of the Union, but t.hey 
had been denied that right. What he had done he had done 
because of his membership of the Union and because of the 
duties which devolved upon him. When he came back to 
Dublin and met the Executive he found there were many things 
he did not approve of. The Rules had been outraged in every 
particular. He took issue with the Executive at the first meeting 
and resigned, and then, after long deliberation, they prevailed 
on h.m to w.thdraw h.s resignation and begged him to continue 
his work. He did undertake conditionally to carry on his work 
until there was a meeting called in November under Rule 15 to 
elect an Executive. He said he wanted to go away to Russia, 
but in the meantime he would do everything possible. He 
went to the country on an organising tour, and when he came 
back he found that many things that he had no cognisance of 
had occurred; that people who had been members for years had 
died, and when their relatives went to get that which they were 
entitled to under the Rules, they were denied the Mortality 
Benefit. Mr. O'Brien was a member of the Dail, and reading 
through the wages book one day, he found Mr. O'Brien had been 
receiving wages until September, 1922. He raised the questIOn 
and found that Mr. Corish had also been receiving money during 
his membership of the Dail. From June to September, 1922, 
Mr. O'Brien received, according to hiS own statement-no 
matter what ambiguous explanation he gave afterwards-he 
was receiving £8 per week from the Union. 

Master of the Rolls --1 want to remind YOll of this. 1 have 
. nothing to say to that in thi;; action, and I think it is only fair 
to Mr. O'Brien to state that there is not a particle of evidence 
that he received a penny that he was not. entitled to. 

Continuing. Mr. Larkin said the Rules had been so .written .up 
without the authority of the members that every nght which 
the Trade Union Acts gave to members had been filched ITom 
them. He said Mr. O'Brien ha.d never been a member under 
the Rules but that he, with others, usurped office. The Rules 
were arra~ged so that the E.C. could arrange their own wages. 
The first week he was offered his wages of £8 he asked was this 
the wages of the Executive, and they said yes. 

Master of the Rolls-1 have nothing to do with that, and 
there is no evidence regarding that. 

Mr. 1Jarkin said he held that the Rules of 1918 were not legal 
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Master of the Rolls-That is the case ma.de in your pleadings, 
that the election under wruch these gentlemen were elected 
members of the Executive Committee was held under Rules 
which were invalid ! 

Mr. Larkin said that was his point. They elected themselves 
by a bogus vote. The financial members of the Union were 
denied the right to vote. The members of No. 3 and No. 1 
Branches did not get the right to vote under Rul'! 33. He also 
held that the General Treasurer now was not a.t any time entitled 
to become a member or officer of the Union. and that the election 
of officers of the Union was deliberately delayed after the legal 
period for the purpose of enabling Mr. O'Brien and others to 
get nominated and elected. He held that Rule 33 was not 
carried out; that Rule 35 was not carried out; and, in fact, 
that not one of the Registered Rules that should have been 
binding on the members had ever been put into effect 
by these men. He relied on his I-ordship with full con
fidence that he would see that the law was strictly adhered to 
in this matter; that he would protect the members who gl' ve 
their money to these men. He said he had no ulterior motive 
in coming to an issue with these men. He refused to take his 
wages when he came home because be said they were paying 
money illegally. He had never taken any wages since he came 
home. Any monies his wife received was a reward for any 
services he gave this Union. He had earned it by service honestly 
and above board before he left for America. This Union owed 
him more than wages. Though this might be settled in a legal 
way, giving this Executive powers that they did not hold, he 
assured his Lordship they were only waiting until this matter 
was out of the way lmtil the members would resolve how these 
matters would be settled, and they would take control of their 
own Union. 

MR. BROWN, K.C .• REPLIES. 

Mr. Brown, K.C., replied. He said he intended to confine 
himself strictly to matters in issue. In the first action against 
~fr. Larkin, the plaintiffs claim was for a declaration that they 
were the lawful trustees, officers, and Executive of the I.T. and 
G.W. Union, and that as such they were entitled on behalf of 
the Union to possession of these premises in Parnell Square and 
Liberty Hall. The second claim was for an injunction restraining 
the defendant and others from unlawfully entering and taking 
possession of these premises, to the exclusion of the plaintiffs. 
The claim depended upon the validity of the Rules of 1918, 
because undel these Rules the property of the Union was vested 
in the trustees"of the Union, and under these Rules the~Executive 
Committee were the trustees of the Union. Therefore, in order 
to establish their right to the declaration which they claimed they 
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had to show, once they were challenged, that the Rules under 
which the plaintiffs were elected were valid Rules of the Union. 
The validity of the Rules of 1918 depended on Rule 33 of the 
Rules of 1915 and whether these Rules were carried out. 

Master of the Rolls-I may tell you, in order to save time, 
that I am not asking you to labour that point, because I am 
clearly of opinion that the Rules of 1915 were validly altered 
by the Rules of 1918. 

Mr. Brown, K.C.-That establishes our right to the declaration 
provided I prove the plaintiffs were duly elected. 

Master of the Rolls-The only objection made to the election 
is that they were Qlected under Rules of 1918 which had no 
valid existence. 

Mr. Brown, K.C -Yes, my Lord, and therefore I take it 
your Lordship will find as a question of fact that they were 
elected to the offices they state they hold? 

Master of the RolL'l-Yes. 
Mr. Brown said the only other matter waR whether they were 

entitled to an injunction ,and Mr. Lr,rkin admitted sufficient in 
the box to found their right to the injunction, because on his 
own evidence lHr. Larkin had admitted that he excluded Mr. 
Foran and Mr. O'Brien and other members 01 the Executive
that he excluded them from the premises in Parnell Square. 
That being so, they were entitled to their declaration and injunc. 
tion. As regards Mr. Kennedy and Mr. McCarthy, there was 
no relief claimed in respect of these in the statement of claim. 
The only relief that could be claimed would be a declaration 
that they had become disqualified to act as members of the 
Executive Committee. There was no such relief claimed, and 
that would not disqualify any other members of the Committee. 

Master of the Rolls-You ask for a declaration that the 
several people who constituted the Executive were duly elected 
members of the Executive ? 

Mr. Brown-We did. 
Master of the Rolls-If they were disqualified by receiving 

payment, I am not going to give you that declaration in respect 
of these two gentlemen. 

Mr. Brown-That may be, but that does not affect the action, 
because the remaining trustees have the property vested in them. 
Whether it is worth while discussing that question I don't know 
because it does not alter our rights, We are entitled to our 
declaration and injunction. 

JUDGMENT IN FAVOUR OF THE E.C. 

The Master of the Rolls delivered judgment. He said he 
thought he knew enough of this ca~e to be able to dispose of 
the action of Foran and others v. Larkin at once. He approached 
the case not from the point of view of the master or the worker, 
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but simply as a lawyer, who"" UU"Y '" .. "''' u" u'-'" ..... " .... ~u •• __ _ 

the legal rights as between the parties. The plaintiffs in the action 
claimed a declaration that they were the legal trustees, officers, 
and Executive of the I.T. and G.W. Union. They also asked 
for an injunction restraining the defendant from entering upon 
and taking forcible possession of premises in which the plaintiffs 
carried on business. He referred to the events of the 11th June, 
'23, which led up to the action, and said it was clear on the 
evidence that Mr. Larkin did forcibly exclude these gentlemen 
from entering the offices in which they had been carz<yi.ng on 
their business. 

" He may have been actuated by the best of motives," his 
Lordship continued. "He may have thought the plaintiffs 
had no legal right to go there, but I am bound to say this, that 
he acted not merely imprudently, but be acted most wrongfully 
when he took it upon himself to decide this question of law and 
to enforce his views by force. Now, I am sorry Mr. Larkin took 
that course, because he appears to be a man who has got very 
high ideals, and who is impressed by the idea that it is his duty 
to improve the condition of the working class. Well, it does 
occur to me that on that occasion he gave the working class a 
very bad example indeed, because the lesson he taught them was 
this: that when any man thinks hiR legal right is infringed he 
ought to adjudicate on the matter himself and have recourse to 
force and violence. If that is the example to be given to the 
working class it must result in chaos, and instead of being a 
society of civilised human beings we will revert to our original 
position of savages. I regret l.\'Ir. Larkin took that course. The 
plaintiffs, on the other hand, being well advised, in order to 
avoid a breach of the peace, went quietly away and determined 
to invoke the assistance of the Courts for the purpose of having 
their legal rights determined. Hence this action was brought 
mainly for the purpose of putting the plaintiffs in enjoyment of 
these premises, which they are of opinion they are entitled to 
enjoy by virtue of their office, and they ask for a declaration 
that they are the lawful trusteef', officers, and Executive of the 
I.T. and G.W. Union." 

Proceeding, the Master of the Rolls said Mr. Larkin's defences 
were set forth in his statement of defence, a document signed by 
three able counsel, so that he did not think defendant was badly 
advised when he came into ColU't. Had the case been conducted 
by these legal gentlemen, the trial of the action would not have 
ta.ken one quarter the time it did. 

" Mr. Larkin," said his Lordship, "is not to be blamed for 
the fact that he was guilty of irrelevance. Mter all, he is only a 
layman, and it was in consideration of his position that I gave 
him a latitude which certainly no counsel could get. He 
accused me personally of giving latitude to the plaintiffs here 
which was not given to him. I think that on reflection he will 
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come to the conclu<non that not merely did I give him latitude, 
but that I gave him indulgence which possibly no other litigant 
ever got in this Court." 

What were the defences raised by Mr. Larkin 1 The first 
and the main defence was this, that the plaintiffs were not 
properly constituted trustees and officers of the Union at all, 
and the reason he gave in his statement of defence was thiR: 
that the plaintiffs were elected under a set of Rules which were 
enacted in the year 1918, and tha.t that whole code of Rules 
was invalid because they did not comply with a certain Rule 
which previously existed, and under the authority of which 
only these Rules could have been altered. That, said his 
Lordship, was entirely a question of law once a few facts were 
established, and they had been clearly established in this action. 

How did the matter stand ~ his Lordship asked. It waR a 
common case-it was Mr. Larkin's case-that previous to the 
enactment of the Rules of 1918 the Union was governed by the 
Rules of 191fl, and that these Rules contained a special Rule, 
Rule 33. That Rule was this: "The Rules shall only be 
alter(·d by the General Executive after amendments have been 
asked for and sent in by the Branches, such amended Rules to 
be finally voted on by the members." If that Rule were more 
closely scanned it might be found not to be a very satisfactory 
one, because when they came to the words, " after amendments 
have been asked for," the question arose, in what manner these 
amendments were to be asked for ~ There was no mode of 
asking prescribed. It did not say the request was to be made 
in any form of petition or communication, so that when he was 
asked to consider what " asked for" meant, he must say asked 
for in the most convenient or possibly the only convenient way. 
The Rule also said that amendments must be sent in by the 
Branches. It did not say whether the amendments must be 
initiated by the Branches or not, but he would say that the 
commonsense reading of that would allow for this: that amend
ments might be 8ent in by the Branches after suggestions to 
the Branches by the Executive Council. Then, again, it was 
provided that such amended Rules should be finally voted 011 
by the members-that was by the members of the several 
Branches, Now, any person working under that Rule must 
be struck with this, that it was necessary to bring a little common
sense to bear upon it in order to see how it could be worked out, 
If each Branch was to vote for certain amendments, and if these 
amendments proposed by each Branch were to be insisted upon, 
why nothing but the utmost confusion would arise. There were 
thirty-nine Branches in Ireland, widely separated from one 
another and not in communication with one another. Each 
Branch might have a very different view as to what kind of 
Rules were wanted, so that unless there was some central 
authority to guide them, and give them suggestions as to wha.t 
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kind of amendments they ougnt to put Iorwara IOr r.ne PUl'PUtsl::' 

of making their Rules more perfect, the thing would be absolutely 
unworkable. Early in the year 1918 it wa" obvious there was a 
widespread opinion amongst the members of the Union in 
different parts of Ireland that the Rules required amendment. 
That was proved clearly by a minute which he would read. 
It was a minute of the 22nd February, 1918, and it recorded 
that Mr. J. Lynch raised the question of the constitution of the 
Executive, and advocated a representation of three apiece 
from each Province. Now, the constitution of the Executive 
had been prescribed by the Rules of 1915, and what Mr. Lynch 
meant by raising that question was that the Rules required 
amendment in that particular. That view was put forward by 
Mr. Lynch, and if his Lordship's recollection waS right, Mr. 
Lynch came from Sligo, a Branch far away. As soon as that 
question was raised, Mr. O'BriE-n, who was present, observed 
that "the present system of Executive Council elections was 
an anomaly and anti-democratic; that the basis of representation 
should be numerical, not a question of geography. Mr. Kennedy 
said representation should depend on numbers. It was agreed 
the Executive Committee needed re-casting, as did many other 
Rules, and that this work should be undertaken at Executive 
Committee meeting arranged for May 2nd, the day following 
Labour Day." His Lordship gathered from Mr. Larkin's 
observations that that was an entire inversion of the order of 
proceedings, because under Rule 33 amendments should be 
asked for and sent in by the Branches, and Mr. Larkin would 
say that in this case they had the amendments proposed and 
suggested by the Executive. But now, what was the duty of 
an Executive Council of a great Union like this 1 They were 
working the Rules every day. They were men full of eXp.3rience, 
seleqted on account of superior intelligence. They were the 
people who would know the wants of the Union better than any 
other people, and surely it would be their duty, if they found 
the Rules were not workable, to communicate their ideas to the 
Branches, not in order that they should impose a change of 
Rules on the Branches, but to give the Branches an opportunity 
of thinking the matter over and calling for amendments, as they 
were entitled to do under Rule 33. "Now, what happened 1 " 
his Lordship asked, and he proceeded to review the steps taken 
by the Executive, and read the circular letters sent out. These, 
he said, were merely a suggestion to the Branches that the 
Rules required alteration, and it remained for the Branches to 
send in their suggestions under Rule 33. No person could deal 
with the amendments from the several Branches except the 
Central Body. The suggestions were referred to a Resident 
Committee, and he thought it was a reasonable and proper 
thing to form a committee of people who were on the spot and 
who could come together for the purpose of doing their duties 
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as a ~Ules vomlllttee. It appeared that the Rules Committee 
proceeded to do its work, because several months after, on the 
?Oth August, there was another meeting of the Executive, and 
It appeared from the minutes that the draft of the revised Rules 
was read and passed and ordered to be submitted to the Executive 
Committee for sanction. On the 5th Octoher the matter came 
before the Executive, and the draft was approved and it was 
ordered tha,t 1,000 copies of the revised Rules be printed and 
circulated amongst the Branches qualified to vote, to be sold at 
2d. each. That the draft was circulated amongst the Branches 
could not be disputed. He read the letter of t,he llth November, 
1918, stating that the Rules had been re".ised and amended to 
suit the requirements of the present day; that the d..aft was 
submitted by th~ Executive to be voted on. and that the 
Executive unanimously recommended the adoption of the Rules 
as being well adapted for the purpose. There was, his Lordship 
said, nothing in the constitution of the Society to prevent the 
Executive from making recommendations to the Branche"l; in 
fact, he would say that ought to be a particular duty of the 
Executive. He read further extracts from the letter, and said 
it occurred to him it was a most businesslike letter. The result. 
of the letter was that several Secretaries proceeded to call 
meetings of the Branches, and the Central Office got the returns 
from these meetings showing the results of the meetings, and it 
appeared from these returns that the Rules were approved of 
with only one dissentient voice of one Branch, and that, he 
thought, was Sligo. Accordingly a meeting was held on the 
22nd December, 1918, and it was announced that the Rules 
had been passed with only one dissentient Branch, and it was 
ordered that they be printed and circulated at once, so that 
before the 22nd December the Rules had been passed. 

" Now it occurs to me," he continued. "that the course that 
was adopted for amending the Rules of 19Hi under the provisions 
of Rule 33, was in accordance with the Rules of 1915, and I 
think it was the only way in which Rule 33 could have been 
properly carried out. Now, I therefore must rule that the Rules 
of 1918 were validly passed, and, inasmuch as the only objection 
which is raised to the election of the Executive Committee by 
the statement of defence is that as they were elected under Rules 
which were invalid, the election was invalid also. I must rule on 
that point in favour of the plaintiffs, and against the defendant, 
Mr. Larkin. 

" Before I come to the next point, there is a matter I must 
notice very' seriously, and I regret I have to notice it seriously. 
Not merely- is the case made by the statement of defence that 
these Rules were invalid, but it is also alleged that Mr. Foran 
falsely and fraudulently signed a statutory declaration to the 
effect that the Rules of the Union had been complied with. 
Now, that is a very serious charge, and I must say in vindication 
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of Mr. Foran's character, and the character of the other members 
of this Executive Committee, that there was not a shred of 
evidence or anything whatever in the case to justify such an 
infamous charge as that. I can quite understand the defendant 
coming into Court with a certain view as to the construction of 
the Rules of 1915. I can quite understand his forming the 
opinion that these Rules were not complied with, and it would 
be quite allowable for him to attack their election on that ground 
but there was no justification or excuse whatever for preferring 
the charge of making a false and fraudulent declaration
none whatever." 

Mr. I.arkin, in his defence, also attacked the appointment of 
General Officers, Mr. Foran and Mr. O'Brien. The great point 
Mr. Larkin made against Mr. O'Brien was that he was appointed 
to some office (Vice-President of a Branch. he thought), within 
twelve months from the time he joined the Union. His Lordship 
said he had no concern with that. The only thing he was 
concerned with in this action was whether in the year 1922 
Mr. O'Brien was validly appointed to the General Treasurership. 
He was certainly a member of the Union for several years before 
1922, so that that point which Mr. Larkin made disappeared. 

Mr. Larkin had another point, that these officers ought be 
elected every two years, and he complained that time was 
allowed to elapse, and that in February, 1922, there was an 
appointment made which ought to ha.ve been made at an earlier 
date and that if it were made at an earlier date Mr. O'Brien's 
term of office would have expired whereas by making the 
appointment at the later date, namely, February, 1922, he 
secured for himself irremovability until 1924, and therefore 
debarred other people from the chance of getting into the 
treasurership at the end of 1923, or early in 1924. No doubt, 
under the Rules these officers should be appointed for two 
years, but, his Lordship said, supposing there was a lapse of 
time and that there was delay in making the appointment, 
surely the obvious course would be to make the appointment 
then as soon as possible. 

Referring to the minutes of the 8th of February, 1922, at 
which it was noted that the General Officers and Executive were 
elected, his Lordship pointed out that in addition to the other 
officels elected, Mr. Larkin was also re-elected to office, so that 
it came to this, that if Messrs. O'Brien and Foran were invalidly 
elected on that date, Mr. Larkin was also invalidly elected, 
and he would have no more title to the General Secretaryship 
than Mr. Foran would to the Presidentship, or Mr. O'Brien to 
the Treasurership, and that being so, Mr. Larkin had no more 
right than any other member of the Union who paid his sub
scription to go and take possession of the offices on that date 
in June, 1923. He could only say that he had got the election 
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of these two gentlemen recorded in the minutes of the 8th 
February, 1922. 

There was, his Lordship said, a special point made against two 
members of the Executive who were not General Officers-Mr. 
Kennedy and Mr. McCarthy-and the point made against them 
was this: that they were paid officials of the Union, and that 
Rule 25, Paragraph 1, prescribed that with the exception of the 
General Officers, no member of the Executive Committee shall 
be a paid official of the Union. "Now, what are the fact<;; ! " 
his Lordship asked. "Undoubtedly Messrs. Kennedy and 
McCarthy were receiving payment<;; as officers of the Union, 
and I must decide upon that that they were paid officials and 
when elected they were being paid. I do think that the appoint
ment of Mr. Kennedyand Mr. McCarthy, who were paid officials 
of the Union, was not a valid appointment, but, as Mr. Brown 
pointed out, that does not affect the action, because they were 
either paid officials or members of the Executive who received 
payments, and no matter what their chalacter was, they had a 
right to go there along with the General Officers whom they were 
assisting-they had a right to go to Parnell Square to their 
office on that day in June, and Mr. Larkin had 110 right to inter
fere with hem. But, when I come to frame the declaration as to 
who were the lawful officers of the Union, I must leave out the 
names of Mr. Kennedy and Mr. McCarthy. 

"Now, I have, as far as I can see, covered the whole case for 
the purpose of showing the reasons for my decision, which is 
this: that the plaintiffs are entitled , generally to the relief they 
claim. The declaration will be limited, as I have said, but I 
must grant an injunction unless I get an undertaking from Mr. 
La.rkin not to further interfere with the pla.intiffs in their manage
ment of this Union. I don't like, Mr. Larkin, to make an order 
for injunction against you, because it is derogatoq to any man's 
dignity to have an order for injunction against him, and the 
Court will be satisfied with your undertaking." 

Mr. Larkin-I am in a difficulty. An injunction interferes 
with liberty--

Master of the Rolls-No, it does not. 
Mr. Lal'kin-You are asking me to give an undertaking that 

I shall not deter certain individuals from going into Parnell 
Square and Liberty Hall-is that an injunction 1 

Master of the Rolls-That is the undertaking I am asking you 
to give. . 

Mr. La.rkin-Can I appeal against your findings! 
Mastel' of the Rolls-Yes, and that being so, I think it is better 

for you not to give an undertaking. You will be freer and more 
untrammelled when you go to the Court of Appeal if there is 
simply an injunction against you, and the injunction won't 
interfere with your liberty until you disobey it, but if you disobey 
it, they you may find yourself in an awkward position. 
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Mr. Larkin-I would like to know the terms of the injunction 
-what does it mean t 

Masoor of the Rolls-The terms of the injunction will be: 
restraining you, your agents, or servants, from unlawfully 
entering upon or taking forcible possession of the premises to 
the exclusion of the plaintiffs, and restraining you and your 
agents from by force and violence evicting the plaintiffs from 
the premises and preventing the plaintiffs from lawfully entering 
the premises and carrying on the trade and business of the 
Trade Union. 

Mr. Larkin-That means that I am still Secretary, and entitled 
to go into the offices t 

Master of the Rolls-You will have to consider that. 
Remember that you are under suspension. 

Serjeant Hanna-He is very lucky in having your Lordship 
to advise him. 

Mr. Larkin-I intend taking it to the Court of Appea.l, and I 
will have the injunction. 

Master of the Rolls-lam glad to hear the Court of Appeal 
will have the pleasure of your society. 

The injunction and declaration were accordingly granted in 
the terms mentioned. 

It was arranged to take the case of Larkin v. The I.T. and 
G.W. Union, Foran, and Others on Monday. 

P~OCEEDINGS OF MONDAY, 18th FEBRUARY. 

On resuming the hearing of the case on Monday, 18th February, 
ill the action of Larkin v. The Irish Transport and General Work
ers Union (Thomas Foran and others), Mr. Larkin again appeared 
to conduct his own case. 

Counsel for the defendants in this action were the same as 
in the former case. 

Mr. Larkin's claims and defendants' defences are given at the 
opening of this Report. 

At the sitting of the Court:-

LARKIN'S CHARGE AGAINST THE E.C. 

Mr. Larkin said the matters in dispute would come under 
several heads-one had been disposed of and had been decided 
by a decision of the Court already. He had now to deal with 
Section 15 in his Statement of Claim :-

" The said defendants, purporting to act as said trustees 
and ExecutiveICommittee, did unla.wfully make levies, 
andlthe funds· so collected and the funds of the Union 
have been applied by them for political objects without 
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me Iurtneranoe ot these Objects having been approved 
of as an object of the Union by resolutions for the time 
being in force passed by a ballot of members of the Union 
taken in accordance with the Trade Union Act, 1913, 
for the purpose, by the majority of the members voting, 
or ~der .the alleged Rules, or at all, and the payments 
recelved m respect of these levies were not paid into a 
separate fund, and the monies so levied have not been 
accounted for and were not paid out of a separate fund. 
but have been received and applied by defendants unlaw
fully, and for unlawful purposes, and payments for 
political objects have been improperly and unlaWlully 
paid out of the General Fund of the Union." 

Mr. Larkin added that in the prayer to the Statement of 
Claim he asked for a declaration that the defendants, purporting 
to act as an Executive Committee, had, since 1st January. 1913, 
been Inisapplying the funds of the Union by expending same 
on political and other unauthorised purposes. .( Other 
unauthorised purposes," he said, entitled him to subInit that 
~very payment made outside of those expressly stated and 
allowed in the Trade Union Acts were unlawful payments. 

Master of the Roll<3-1 have already expressed the opinion 
that you are not entitled to go into any question of Inisapplica
tion of funds, except those the purpose of which is mentioned 
in paragraph 15 of your Statement of Claim, and in addition 
the purpose for which you say money was paid under paragraph 
20, which deals with the sum of £7,500. There is no mention 
in paragraph 20 of a fund, except the sum of £7,500, and I hold 
that you are bound to confine yourself within the meaning of 
those paragraphs. There is no doubt a prayer in the Statement 
of Claim to the effect that there should be a declaration to the 
effect that they have been Inisapplying the funds of the Union 
upon political and other unlawful purposes, but the prayer in 
the Statement of Claim does not enlarge the scope of the action, 
which is strictly liInited to the Inisapplication of funds for political 
purposes, and also the Inisapplication of £7,500. It has always 
been the practice in this Court when the plaintiff comes into the 
Court and impleads the defendant with misapplying funds, that 
he should state definitely what the misapplication was. You 
have confined yourself-your statement-to misapplication for 
political purposes and also the Inisapplication of £7,500. 

Mr. Larkin-I understood you would consider an application 
for a broadening of the plea. 

His Lordship-There has been no such application made. 
Mr. Larkin-May I apply now to widen the scope 1 
His Lordship-I will not do it at this stage. I will allow you 

to amend your claim in one particular, so as to enable you to 
allege that the monies were paid to members of the Executive 
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Committee who were not entitled to receive payment. 1 
will allow you to that extent, but at present I am not going any 
further, and the reason I give you that permission is this: the 
defendants cannot be taken by surprise, because in the other 
actinn of Foran and Others v. Larkin, that matter was particu
larly mentioned--

Serjeant Hanna-It is covered by Section 19 in this action. 
Mr. Larkin-You will have to rule in this action that some of 

the Executive were disqualified. They were acting illegally. 
Proceeding, he said that he was proceeding with the trial under 
duress; he had asked for suffirient time to go into all these 
matters, and was refused. He wanted to prepare his case. 

His Lordship-That matter has been disposed of already and 
cannot be dealt with again. 

Having quoted from what he called "Greenwood," Mr. 
Larkin said-The rules of the Trade Unions cannot be in conflict 
with the law of the land, and anything done by these men in 
the matter of applying funds for political purposes was, in his 
opinion, illegal. He referred to Rule 5, in the Rules of 1918, 
which, he said, provided for a subscript' on of 6d.per week and 
a quarterly levy of 6d. That, hll held, was a political levy. 
The defendants held that was not fo.· a political levy, because 
ever since 1915 they had been taking this 6d. per quarter from 
unskilled workers, and did so up to the time this action was 
taken. The amounts so taken, he said, would represent from 
£50,000 to £60,000. That was a la.rge sum ot money, and w.th 
such a sum It would be possiblf' to set up a machnie which would 
prevent the members of any Un-on from funct.onlng within 
their Union. These men wcre always doing political work. 
They had paid workers going down to the rountry. It would 
be proved that there were members who had no right to function 
as officers. He went on to say that he wanted tu get from the 
Court-that honourable Court-a just finding on the issues 
He did not believe that his Lordship's reading of the Rules of 
1918 would be sustained in any Court, and would not rertainly 
be sustained outside in the Court of the Transport Union, and 
that was the only Court that to him (Mr. Larkin) was the most 
important Court--

His LordshIp-You need not hold over me any threats ot 
the Umon. 

Mr. Larkm-Surely you do not deny me the nght--
HIS LordshIp-1 want you to behave yourself 'hth proprlcty. 
Mr. Larkin-I have not transgressed, and I won't be bullied. 

If you do not allow me to speak I will sit down. 
His Lordship-I cannot say that I would be sorry. Continuing 

his Lordship said Mr. Larkin ought to address himself to the case 
he had made in his Statement of Claim, namelv, that the 
Executive Committee bad applied monies for politi~aJ purposes. 
All that he had to do was to show that the defendants had not 
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oomplied with the special provisions of the Trade Union Act 
of 1913. 

Mr. Larkin-I asked you to give me permission to get an 
accountant to show that they have taken money out of the 
general funds for political purposes. 

His Lordship-I reserved your right to recall Mr. O'Brien 
and the other officers, and you can cross-examine them for the 

. purpose of ascertaining whether any funds were applied for 
political purposes, and whether a separate fund was created 
under the Act of 1913, and so on. 

Mr. Larkin-You will not confine me, then, to the 1918 
Rules 1 

His Lordship-I want you to confine yourself to the action 
and what is claimed in your Statement of Claim. 

Mr. Larkin-Very good, my Lord. 

EXAMINATION OF THE GENERAL PRESIDENT. 

The General President, Thomas Foran, was called, and 
examined by Mr. Larkin: 

Did you attend an E.C. meeting on the 22-5'-22 1 I cannot 
remember, but if it is stated there, I was. 

His Lordship-That is the minute of a meeting purporting 
to have been held on 22nd May, 19221 

Mr. Larkin-Yes. 
The minute was handed to witness, and he read: "O'Brien 

Election Fund, £100." 
Were you present when that was passed? I cannot swear 

that I was, but I take it that I was. 
His Lordship--I see that it is marlmd "Sanctioned" 1 
Witness-Yes. 
Mr. Larkin-And it is countersigned" W. O'B." This is the 

Finance Rulings Book-the order for the payment of the money. 
The next minute is 796: "Thomas Kennedy and Michael 
McCarthy, paid £6 per week for Executive Officers' Duties." 
That, he commented, went on for years. 

His Lordship-That is not denied. A little further down in 
the book: "County Wexford Election Fund-request from 
P. White, Director of Elections, for an advance of £100 on 
account." I want to call your attention to that. There is no 
" sanction" against that. 

Mr. Larkin--The sanction for that comes a little later on in the 
index-No. 936, dated 31-5'-22-sanction was given to this 
amount to be paid. 

Serjeant Hanna-It may assist your Lordship, and also Mr. 
Larkin, if I say that there is no contest about these payments, 
and if Mr. Larkin gives formal evidence, your Lordslllp may be 
sa~ proving of all thes~iayments. 
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His Lordship-Do you admit these payments from the General 
Funds 1 

Serjeant Hanna-Yes, we do; from the General Funds since 
1911. It has always been the practice in the Union. 

His Lordship-Between 1911, and the passing of th,; Trade 
Union Act, 1913 1 

Mr. Larkin here interrupted-I have not asked about 
1911. 

Serjeant Hanna-But we want it, though. We do not admit 
that we at any time made a political levy. 

His Lordship (to Mr. Larkin)-If you prove that monies were 
illegally applied for political purposes, that would be enough for 
your case, and if you can prove that, I could direct an inquiry 
in Chambers--

Serjeant Hanna-There is no application made for that. 
His Lordship-The inquiry would only be necessary if it be 

decided that the payments were illegal. There are two questions 
involved: (1) if they were made, and (2) if they were illegally 
made. That will be enough for Mr. Larkin. 

Serjeant Hanna-You will hear us upon that question, my 
Lord 1 

His Lordship--Yes, I will. I merely now want to relieve 
Mr. Larkin from the labour of going through all these payments, 
and then I can direct an inquiry. Of course, he must establish 
the fact that they are illegal payments, and then I can direct 
an inquiry as to the amount of these payments. 

Mr. Larkin-I also ask for relief from these men--· 
His Lordship-As at present advised, I think you would be 

entitled to ask for an inquiry, always provided, of course, that 
you have proved that certain illegal payments were made. 

Mr. Larkin-I would call attention to the sneer of a very 
respected Senator--

His Lordship-Don't mind the Senators. They don't get 
any more rights in this Court than anyone else. 

Mr. Larkin-But apparently Serjeants do. Continuing, he 
said on the question of political levies, that personally he 
believed that Trade Unions were right to expend monies for 
politica.l purposes, but that under the law of 1913 he was 
scrupulous to observe tha.t the law of the land was observed. 

Serjeant Hanna-On behalf of the Union and those affected 
in this action, it is admitted that monies of the Union have been 
spent for political objects ever since the formation of the Union 
up to the present time. (To witness)-So far as you know, 
Mr. Foran, has the procedure of the Trade Union Act, 1913, 
been adopted by any Irish Trade Union 1 I don't know any 
Union in Ireland that has taken any a.ction in following that 
Act but one, and I think that is the Irish Municipal Employet"s 
Union. 

Serjeant Hanna-But your Rules of 1923--
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· Mr. Larkin-I object to the Rules of 1923 being introduced, 
Since I a.m not permitted to mention them. 

Serjeant Hanna-The Rules of 1923 were the first attempt on 
the part of the Union to comply with the 1913 Act 1 They 
are. 

His Lordship (to Larkin)-At the stage before that I referred 
to I would not allow you to refer to these Rules, it was not 
necessary for you then to do so, as at that time only the 1918 
Rules were impugned. Now you can make any use vou like 
of the Rules of 1923. • 

Serjeant Hanna (to witness)-Has labour representation on 
Municipal and other bodies at all times been an object of the 
Irish Transport Union ~ Yes. 

His Lordship-The Trade Unions here didn't act in accordance 
with the Trade Union Act, 1913, up to now ~ 

Serjeant Hanna-No, my Lord; but I want to give the 
history of the applications of these monies. Counsel then 
quoted from the Rules of 1912, 1915, and 1918, and of 1923, 
indicating how certain Rules were altered. Rule 23 of the 1912 
Rules, he said, empowered the E.C. to raise a levy for labour 
representation, and Rule 5 set out that the ordinary contri
bution of 3s. 7d. per quarter was for dispute pay, funeral expenses, 
labour representation, and legal assistance. In the 1918 Rules 
labour representation was included as an object of the Union, 
and Rule 28 gave the E.C. power to grant sums of money in 
support of labour candidates. The E.C. was also empowered 
to grant money for labour representation under the Rules of 
1923, and in compliance with the Act of 1913. (To witness)
The monies were applied to labour representation ~ Yes. 

And it has been applied in that way all these years 1 That 
is so. 

And there was no objection to it all these years 1 No. 
Serjeant Hanna-We raise the defence that it was done with 

the knowledge of Mr. Larkin. 
To witness-\Vas Larkin here until October, 1914 ~ Yes, 

be was. 
And in practical control of the Union? Yes. 
Mr. Larkin-I was not. I said nothing of the kind ~Ir. 

Foran ill on his oath, and knows it. 
When did you fll"St use the funds for political purposes ~ 

asked Serjeant Hanna. Do you remember 1911-the Poor 
Law Guardians election 1 Yes. 

And was that t.he first time money was paid for political 
purposes ~ Yes. 

Do you remember who was put in then~ Yes; Thomas 
Greene from No. 1 Branch. 

And the expenses were paid out of the General Fund of the 
Union ~ Yes. 

Do you remember the Municipal elections of 1912 1 Yes. 
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Do you remember the names of the candidates put up then 1 
Yourself, Larkin, Hopkirul, a.nd O'Brien 1 No, not O'Brien. 

Who was Hopkins? He was the delegate from No. 1 Branch 
of the Union. 

Were the expenses paid out of the General Funds of the 
Union? They were, yes. 

IHr. Larkin was unseated on petition? Yes, he was. 
And did the Union put up Mr. Brohoon in his place? Yes. 
That was in September, 1912? Yes . 
.And it seems Mr. Larkin took an active part in supporting 

his candidature in the campaign? Yes, he did, a very active 
part. 

In January, 1913, were you and Brohoon again put up by 
the enion ? We were. 

In January, 1914, were you and Mr. Daly put up? Yes. 
And were your expenses paid in the same way? Yes. 
In t he Poor Law Guardians' elections of 1914 were the following 

candidates put forward: Messrs. Daly, Brohoon, Hayden, 
Byrne, Foran, and Miss Delia Larkin-Mr. ·Larkin's sister 1 
Yes. 

And their expenses were paid in the same way 1 Yes. 

LARKIN'S PARLIAMENTARY CANDIDATURE. 

Do you remember l\1r. Larkin going to America in 1914-
do you remember the vacancy in the Harbour Division arising 
through the death of Mr. Abraham ~ Yes. 

His Lordship-That was a Parliamentary election? Yes, 
my Lord. 

At that time :i\Ir. Larkin was in America? He was. 
Did he send a cablegram about the election? Yes, he 

did--
Mr. Larkin--How can a cablegram be proved? 
His Lordship-You can see the cablegram. 
~Ir. Larkin (to witness)-What is the dat~ of it ? 
Serjeant Hanna-26th August, 1915. 
His Lordship-Who does it purport to come from? 
Serjeant Hanna-It is signed "Larkin," and came from 

San Francisco. It is addressed to 'Vm. O'Brien (To witness) 
-And you saw it, Mr. Foran? Yes. 

Serjeant Hanna (reading)--" Boys here think I should fight 
Harhour Division-money forwarded. Reply Hampton, 354, 
18th Avenue, San Francisco." (To witness)-What reply did 
you send to that ? It is tantamount to this--

Mr. Larkin-What is "tantamount" ? 
His Lordship-What was the reply? 
W~tness-That he would be nominated on receipt of the 

money. 
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Serjeant Hanna-I can a!!k you, was the money sent? No. 
There was no money sent from America? No, not for the 

election. 

And Mr. Larkin was not nominated? No. 
Was there anything further done by the Union in connection 

with the elections until the ] 918 elections-for the Briiish 
Parliament 1 

His Lordship-From that date, from 1915 to 1918, was money 
applied for political purposes 1 No, not that I am aware. 

Serjeant Hanna-Now, I want to bring you to 1918, when 
candidates were expected to give an undertaking not to sit in 
the British Parliament. Were the Unions and the Labour 
Party prepared to put forward candidates? They were. 

Did you cable to America to know if Larkin was prepared 
to stand? Yes: we had a cable sent that numbers of members 
were anxious that he should stand for this election (copy of the 
c?blC'gram read) :-" On Union nomination <;l'lected by Dublin 
Labour ConferC'nce for HarLour. Candidnttc; pkdged tu a,bstcn
tion from Westminstt'f until Specia.l Labour Congress deeHes 
otherwisc. Cable ItccC'ptance for Congress Executive, Monday 
next, fourteenth.-Fomn." 

Serjeant Hanna-And you got this reply, daL~d 14th Oct., 
1918 (reading): "Foran, Liberty Hall, Dublin-Larkin accepts; 
run labour candidate; only insists no compromise; no political 
trading; will promulgate Irish I.abour Party's d/)cision in all 
matters.-Jim Larkin." 

To witness-How were the expenses of the candidates to be 
paid for this election-was there any way other than from the 
General Funds? Ko. 

Do you remember all the candidates being withdrawn? Yes. 
His Lordship-And this included Larkin? Yes. 
Serjeant Hanna-There were no Parliamentary election 

expenses then, but all the expenses paid out had been p'1id out 
of the General Funds of the Union. I will now go to the 
Municipal elections of 1920 Were there some Union candidates 
put up at that election? Yes, there were 

Were their expensC's paid 1 Yes. 
How? From the funds of the Union. 
Do you know if these expenses were defmyed from the General 

funds or from the funds of the Branches? They were defrayed 
from the local Branches that ran the candidates. 

His Lordship-Were there any Labour candidates who were 
not Branch candidates, and if their expenses were paid under 
the sanction of the Executive Committee? I am not aware of 
that. I don't believe there were. 

His Lordship-That only applied to the 1920 elections 1 
Yes, only to the ] 920 elections. 
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DAIL ELECTIONS OF HI:!:!. 

Serjeant Hanna then took witness to the Free State election 
of 1922. 

The Union decided to take part in that ~ Yes. 
And was there an E.C. resolution passed as to the payment 

of expl'Jlses 1 Yes. 
Were the candidates put forward by the Transport Union

Cathal O'Shannon, Alderman O'Bril'n, and James Larkin 1 
Yes. 

Can you tell his Lordship what happened to Mr. Larkin toO 
show why he was not nominated 1 The reason was that Mr. 
Larkin was in New York. He was communicated with about 
being selected, and he cabled on the 5th June, 1922: "Decline 
emphatically. Charge you and all comrades to remember the 
purpose of the Union-an injury to one, etc. What of 
Ulster 1 Damn politics (laughter), and politicians (renewed 
laughter), espeoially careerists (laughter). Let. them clean up 
mess. Ulstermen's Defence Alliance formed here. We want 
ship. Remember 1913. Send us 20,000 dollars to furnish 
ship: ours. Volunteer crew of loaders ready. Will get food 
cargo here. Red Hand. Raise fiery cross. Be true to the 
principle of the dead and living nation. For the sake of the 
children of Ulster, fail not. Publish.-Jim." 

On receipt of that cablegram, said Serjeant Hanna, Larkin 
was not nominated 1 That is so. 

That was received the day before the nomination day 1 Yes. 
Counsel then read the resolution passed by the E.C. on 23rd 

April, 1922, in which it was decided to accept full financial 
responsibility up to a limit of £800 for each constituency in 
respect of the candidature of Messrs. Larkin and O'Brien for 
Dublin City, and Cathal O'Shannon's for Meath and Louth, 
and to grant £1 for each £1 raised locally up to a limit of £250 
in other constituencies. Counsel asked the witness how many 
national Labour candidates were put forward under that resolu
tion and at that election. 

Witness-Mr. O'Shannon and Mr. O'Brien. 
Were their expenses paid out of the General Fund 1 Yes. 
Do you know to what extent grants were given in support 

of other candidates 1 Exactly on the lines laid down in that 
resolution-£l for every £1 collected locally up to £250. 

To show the importance and value of the labour vote in the 
country, in Mr. O'Shannon's election did he get the second 
next biggest poll to Michael Collins 1 Yes, I think so. 

Master of the Rolls-What have I to say to this 1 
Serjeant Hanna-Does all this expenditure referred to appeal 

in the accounts as being expended in purliluance of Rule 2.3 (d~ 
"Labour Representation" 1 Yes. 

Re-examined by Mr. Larkin-You have a keen knowledge 
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of what occurred in the Union from 1909 to 1923? I ought 
to have. 

You are familiar with the Rules 1 A good many of them. 
You say you have a close knowledge of this money spent 

from 1909 to 1913 1 Yes. 
And you are prepared to prove your statement tha.t it was 

paid out of the Union funds 1 
Master of the Rolls-T understand it is admitted. Surely 

you don't question it ? 
Mr. Larkin-My Lord, I do queation it. 
To the witness-Surely there is some record of the Union 

from 1909 to 1913 1 There ought to have been. 
Master of the Rolls (to Mr. Larkin)-I want to understand 

you thoroughly. Do you dispute that these alleged payments 
were made out of the Union funds ? 

Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Do you know of any money being 
paid out of Union funds for political representation from 1909 
to the time I left for America ? 

Master of the Rolls-When you say you dispute that these 
payments were made out of Union funds, do you confine that 
to any particular period 1 

Mr. Larkin-From 1909 to the time I left for America, 
October, 1914. 

To the witness-It is true we did fight elections? Yes. 
And it naturally follows that we found the finances to pay 

the bill 1 Naturally. 
In the course of further answers, the witness said that any 

Trade Union seriously concerned about the improvement of 
the conditions of the working class must necessarily support 
labour representation, and as one of the objects of the Transport 
Union was to advance labour representation, witness followed 
in Mr. Larkin's footsteps. Like many Trade Unions in Ireland, 
they believed the Osborne judgment did not apply to Ireland, 
or at least they hoped it did not apply to Ireland. When they 
realised that it did, they immediately took steps to put them
selves right with that judgment. Hence the 1923 -Rules. 

Mr. Larkin asked was that what led up to witness going into 
the Seanad. 

Witness sa.id he did not enter the Seanad with any desire for 
self-aggrandisement. He went in there, not because he believed 
in Senates, but because he believed he ought to be there to do 
something for the class to whieh he belonged. 

:Mr. Larkin-Is this an apology or a confession 1 You 
asked the question and I answered it . 

.ALLEGED DENIAL OF BENEFITS. 

Mr. IJarkin asked witness whether in the years 1917 to 1923 
relatives of members who djI'd and who were 110'1; a penny in 
arrears were denied their £9 henefit 1 
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Witnes!! sa.id that no person not in benefit within the Rules 
of the Umon received a.ny benefits from the Union. 

i'.Jaster of the Rolls-What you want to bring out is this: 
whet.her any member of the Union was ever refused benefit 
because he W8S not in accordance with the political sentiments 
of t.he Unon. 

Witness-My answer to that is no. 
Master of the Rolls-Th!re was no one deprived of benefit 

for a political reason 1 
Witnes8-No. 
Mr. L8rkin-Was anyone penaliRed because he did not pay 

the political levy 1 There was no political levy. 
Master of the Rolls-I will put it this way-there was no one 

deprivcd of benefit on account of political reasons, or hecause 
he did not approve of the candidates' expenses being paid 1 
That is so. 

Mr Larkin-Supposing a man paid 6s. fid. and refused to 
pay 7s.-if he declined to pay the political levy 1 I don't admit 
there is an~ political levy. Witness denied that the 6d. quarterly 
levy was a political levy. 

Is It not true that hundreds of widows were denied benefits 
because of non-payment of that levy 1 No, emphatically no. 

In reply to a question as to whether there were other levies 
outside of this 6d., he said there was what was known in 1916 
as a rebuilding fund. Wag~s were commencing to move upwards, 
and the members of No. 1 Branch, at a general meeting, decided 
to hand over their first week's increase-anything from 3s. to 
IOs.-towards the rebuilding of Liberty Hall, which was then 
in rninH. The amount collected for that purpose was something 
in the m:;ghbourhood of £800 or £900. Mr. Larkin had intro
duced to witness a man named James O'Neill, wbo was a building 
contractor in a small way, and connected with a certain organisa
tion in Liberty Hall. That man was engaged by the Branch 
Committee to rebuild Liberty Hall at an expense of something 
like £600 or £700. 

Where is James O'Neill 1 It is generally believed he is in 
Mount joy Prison at present. 
A~e you a partner with James O'Neill 1 No. You made 

some arran~ement hetween James O'Neill and me to the extent 
of £120 or £130 to start as building contractors. but I never 
received any account whatsoever from it. Smyth and Sons, 
solicitors, t.'!.ve the cont.ract. 

Did you enter into partnership with O'Neill 1 Under your 
directions and instructions, yes. 

Asked as to whether be ever put monies of the Union in a safe 
place, Witness said thllt acting on James Connolly's instrnctions 
he withd!'P.w the total funds of the Union-something less t.han 
£loo--fr0111 the Hibcrnian Bank t.he wc('k before Easter Monday, 
HH6. and lodged it with Joe Kelly. 

74 



I.n the year 1918 did you take a. sum of money out of t.he 
Umon funds and put them away in another place ~ Not that 
I remember. 

Mr. Larkin read the minutes of the Executive of the 12th 
April, 1918, at which meeting it was agreed that in "view of the 
possibility of Liberty Hall being raided by military and the 
books and funds seized, that £1,000 should be withdrawn from 
the Bank and placed for safety whenever the General President 
and Mr. O'Rrien decided. 

To the witness-Are you sure that money was returned and 
put in the Bank 1 

Witness-Was the money withdraVl-"'1l at a1l1 Have you 
any record that it was 1 

Mr. Larkin-That is a ruling Gf the Executive. 
\Vitness-It was a suggestion, but it does not follow that 

the money was withdrawn. 
Master of the Rol.l..3-The Court is not concerned with this at 

all, but will you ~tate, Mr. Foran, whether in accordance with 
your recollection, the money was withdrawn 1 

Witness-I cannot remember, but if he gives me any more 
information I might recollect it. 

Master of the Rolls-Was it misapplied in any way afterwards 1 
No. 

Mr. Larkin-I am not suggesting that the money was not 
put back, but were the documents brought back 1 I suppose 
they were. 

You swore documents wpre destroyed in 19161 Everybody 
knows they were destroyed. 

Strange to relate, it was only documents connected with this 
trial that were destroyed 1 That is not so. 

On resuming after lunch, 
Mr. Thomas Foran, addressing his Lordship, said: Before 

Mr. Larkin asks me any more questions, I want to say that we 
have taken advantage of the luncheon hour interval to look up 
the question of the £1,000 point in 1918, when the funds were 
removed for safe keeping. You will remember, my Lord, that 
in that year there was a conscription menace, and the KC. of 
the Union realised-owing to the position that they took in 
this matter-that there would be a possibility of the funds 
being seized, and I was to see to it that these funds would not 
be seized (this £1,000), or withdrawn from the Union. They 
were placed in the custody of a Catholic clergyman, whose name 
I will give you, my Lord, if necessary. in confldence--

His Lordship-I don't want the name. 
Witness-Very well, my Lord. But the money was placed 

with him, and afterwards, when the clouds passed, the money 
was refunded, and was re-lodged to the credit of the Union. 

His LotciJ'.l-_~p-That is quite satisfactory. It is right for 
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me to say that Mr. Larkin never suggested that it was IDlsappnea 
01' that it was not rc-lodged. 

Mr. Larkin-It will come into qucstion in anot.her may,ter. 
His Lordship-You can ask witness any questions on matters 

of fact. 
Mr. Larkin-·According to your minutes, did the Executive 

Committee by resolution allocate a sum of £100 to establish a 
military force in this country , 

HIS Lordehip-That is beyond the scope of this action. I 
won't allow the qUl.'stion. 

THE CHARGE OF WITHHOLDING £7,500. 

Mr. Larkin-All right. (To witness)-You remember the 
Mansion House Meeting on 22nd June, 1919 ~ Yes. 

Many matters were discussed at that meeting in reference 
to the Insurance Section, etc. 1 Yes. 

You did say this-That you, Thomal Foran, and John O'Neill 
withheld and had s'l.Ved a sum of £7,500 in 1913-portion of 
which was expended on the purchase of Liberty Hall 1 Ycs, 
that is substantially correct. 

And that you did it unknown to I.arkin 1 Yes; decidedly. 
For the purchase of property lmown as Liberty Hall 1 Yes; 

that is substantiallv correct. 
In 1913 were yo; in charge of the administration of the funds 

of the Union 1 No; not entirely. 
You had control, as Chairman of the Committee, in refcrence 

to the distribution of what is called strike funds 1 Yes; John 
O'NeiU and myself. 

And John O'NeiU had the distribution of these funds and was 
in close touch with you 1 Yes, with others. 

You had charge of this fund with O'Neill, and unknown to 
Larkin 1 Yes. 

You saved £7,500, which was lying in the safe in Liberty Hall 1 
Yes. 

And portion of it, you say, was utilised for the purchase of 
Liberty Hall ! 

Mr. Larkin here asked that John O'Neill should leave the 
Court while this evidence was being given. 

Serjeant Hanna-I say that is a most unusual application. I 
don't know exactly what Mr. Larkin refers to, but I don't see 
what can be gained by asking a witness to leave the Court while 
documents are being read. 

His Lordship-There is no necessity for it at all, and I refuse 
the application. 

Mr. Larkin-Very well. (To witness)-That is a. true account 
of your speech 1 It IS slightly inaccurate, but substanually 
true. 
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Who took down the minutes of that meeting 1 I think it 
was Seamus Hughes. 

His Lordship-He says it is substantially correct. 
You ma:de the statement that you had a sum of £7,500 in the 

~afe at LIberty Hall- and unknown to Larkin 1 Yes; that 
lS true up to a certain point. 

Mr. Larkin-Up to what certain point 1 
Witness-May I make a statement, my I,ord 1 
His Lordship-Yes; go on. 

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE £7,500. 

Continuing, witness said-In the interests of all parties, it 
"\\-as absolutely necessary that hp. should make a detailed state· 
ment regarding the whole thing. In 1913, he add,.d, he was 
charged with the duty of bringing the funds required for dispute 
pay from the Central Lock·out Committe~ ill the Trades Hall, 
Capel Street, to Liberty Hall. 

The amounts so received were paid into the general Union 
funds, as also were subscriptions received direct in response to the 
Union's own appeal. The amount received from the Cent!'al 
Fund each week generally exceeded the sum required for pay· 
ment, and as a result of this, together with the other subscriptions 
referred to, the total Union Funds in D'lcember, 1913, amounted 
to approximately £7,500. 

A good deal of the time of the dispute Larkin was away in 
Great Britain addressing meetings, and he was also in prison for 
a period. Some time before Xmas, 1913, Larkin returned to 
Dublin, and shortly afterwards he asked me how did the Union 
stand financially. I answered: "Well, John O'Neill and I 
have discussed the situation, and we have agreed not to tell you 
what the state of the fund is." Larkin replied: "I don't want 
to know the actual position; I only want to know is the Union 
safe." I replied: "Well, as to that, I am not breaking any 
confidence with John by telling you that the Union is quite safe." 

The reason for this attitude was: the response to the appeal 
was steadily declining, the income from the Union was very 
small, the dispute was likely to soon come t.o an unsuccf'~sful 
end, and the future was very doubtful for the Union. Larkin 
had been squandering the Union funds lavishly in the upkeep 
of Croydon Park (a mansion and pleasure grounds rented by 
him at Fairview, and used as a sports ground, etc., by the 
members), and it was feared that if he knew thIS sum waf; in the 
Union funds he would squander it away. Furthermore, the 
Union was in danger of eviction from Liberty Hall, and we were 
anxious to safeguard the Union's future by purchasing the 
premises. I kne,,: tha~ if Larkin pressed me, he must g~t full 
information on this pomt as General Secretary, hut he dId not 
do so. The Union applied to the Central Fund for a special 
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extra grant to be made for Christmas. This was refused. 
Notwithsta.nding this refusal, I.arkin announced that the payment 
would be made, and it was accordingly paid out of the Union 
Funds. Tlus redu(Oled the Union Funds by about £1,800 or 
£2,000. 

The dispute terminated about the end of January, 1914, no 
further financial assistance being available from the Central 
Fund. The termination of the dispute left a huge number of 
men and women unemployed and unprovided for. The Union 
continued to pay considerable sums each week afterwards in 
relief, although the Union had practically no income a.t all. 

A large number of men were assisted in travelling to Great 
Britain to obtain work. I refer to minutes of No. 1 Branch of 
this period. A huge bill of costs had been incurred against the 
Union by Messrs. Smyth and Son. I refer to original bill showing 
£2,781 lOs. 6d. due from July, 1913, to September, 1914. The 
bill of costs shows that payments were made to the solicitors 
from December, 1913, to the end of February, 1914, on account 
amounting to £600, and a further £100 was paid in June, 1914. 
Portion of these costs were incurred in connection with Larkin's 
Appeal in the Long v. Larkin case (brought to the House of 
Lords), "Which he embarked on against the wishes of all respon
sible officials. All these expenses greatly depleted the Union 
funds, which at Larkin's return at Christmas had stood about 
£7,500. As a result of these payments, O'Neill and I became 
alarmed, fearing the opportunity of purcha.sing Liberty Hall 
would be lost. ALout March, 1914, O'Neill and I saw Larkin, 
and insisted t.hat before any further expenditure was made, 
Liberty Hall should be purchased. As a result, negotiations 
were entered into, and fin'l.lly an agreement was signed on the 
15th April, 1914, for the purchase of the premises for £5,500, 
and a sum (If £500 was then paid on deposit. On the 23rd April 
a sum of £3,426 14s. 3d. (being practically all the balance of the 
funds except a small amount to carry on and meet current 
exptJnses), was lodg~din the depOSIt account of the llnion. I 
rcfe. to "Bank statf'Illent. At the end of August we were notified 
that the purcha~t, ehould be completed, and on the 28th August 
toe said deposit was cashed and £3,000 of ".ame lodged to current 
account, the balance Leing relodged on deposit. I refer to deed 
01 assignment dated b,t September, 1914, which shows that the 
said pnrchase was then completed, the said £3,000 being paid as 
part of purchase money, the balance of £2,000 bein~ secured 
by mortgage to the Northf'rn Bank. I refer to said mortgage 
dated 26th September, 1914. The said balanee of £447 9s. 6d., 
relodged on deposit, was subsequently withdrawn (see Bank 
statement), and used solely for Union purposes. 

That, said witness, accounts for it up to the end. During that 
period, Mr. Larkin'& lawyers, Messrs. Smyth and Sons, received 
from the Union a sum of £600. 
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His Lordship-That W.l.S for legal expenses 1 Yes. The 
Transport Union had to pay the costs, not only for their own 
members, but for p,a workers who were involved in the 1913 
dispute and rcquil'~'rl leg::!.l assistance. That is the explanation 
of the £7,500. 

LAnK~'s Owx SIGXATURE. 

Witness was then handed by Serjeant Hanna a deposit receipt 
relating to a lodgment of £3,426 148. 3d. in the Bank, and asked: 
"Is that not countersigned by James Larkin 1" Ye.;, answered 
witness, amidst laughter. 

Mr. Larkin-I want that document put in, because I will 
prove th'tt the money was paid out of the banlr. (To witness)
How did you come to get control of the Union funds-that 
large fund 1 I accumul~,ted it. 

How and in what way 1 From subscription.~ every week 
during the strike. 

Did you make application each week to the Central 
Committee 1 Yes. 

And you told the Secretary and Treasurer of the Trades Hall 
Committee how much was required each week 1 Yes. 

And did yon tell them about the surplus 1 No. 
And -when the dispute was settlpd, did you tdl the Spcretary 

of t.he Trades Hall Committee that you had £7,500 in the Union 1 
No. 

Did you tell me 1 No, but I told you tha.t the Union wall 
absolutelv secure. 

You s:i:y you spent in thp Xmas week, 1913, a moiety of the 
money you had in the safe, yiz., £1,800 on strike pay 1 Yes •• 

How was the money paid out 1 How do y01J mean 1 
Did the men bring th"ir card<1 1 Yes. 
And there was a number of them 1 Yes. 
Did O'Brien know that you had this £7,500 in the safe 1 Not 

to my knowledge. 
Don't vou think you :tre making rather too much of this 

., not to my knowledge" 1 No, but I don't expect Mr. O'Brien 
knew about it. 

\Vhat is the cubic capacity of the safe in Liberty Hall 1 I 
don't know: its size is about three ieet by four fect. 

Was the money there in large amounts ~ Yes; in £50 and 
£100 notes. 
~: Mr. Larkin then questioned witness about the way this money 
~as paid out for strike pay and for the purchase of Uben:Y JIall. 
'"fitness explained that the notes were changed as reqUIred for 
small amounts in notes, ~i1ver, etc. 

Was there any money in the Hibernian Bank in 19141 The 
record there will show that. 

But you said there were no monies there except what was in 
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the safe ~ I am not going to back my memory of ten years 
ago against the Bank records. 

His Lordship-You need not charge your memory with that. 
Mr. Larkin points out that in December, 1913, £1,746 6s. 9d. 
was in the Bank, but the Bank records don't show that sum. 

Mr. Brown. K.C.-There was £160 on current account. 
His Lordship-From June, 1913, to the end of the year there 

was not more than £200 at auy time, and it was reduced to nil. 
1\Ir. Larkin-There was an account in the Bank, and a sum 

to credit when the audited statement was made out. 
His Lordship-When this audit wafl made on 31st December, 

1913! On that date, according to the statement, there was 
£207 7s. 6d. to credit. 

Mr. Hanna, K.C.-That was lodged in April. 
His Lordship-Then, so far as I can see, there was nothing 

left at all. 
Mr. Larkin then asked for the Bank Book and statement of 

the Union's account. They had £7,500, they said, which was 
not disclosed in the audited statement. 

Wi1 ness-I want to protest against that. 
His Lordship-I have your statement on that point already. 
Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Do you say that there was money 

of thr Union- --~ What do you mean 1 
Don't you know this (produced) was the audited statement 

of the Union 1 Oh, my God, no. 
I don't know what sort of God you have, but we will see 

later. 
His Lordship-It is quite clear to me that this audited state

ment is not worth the paper it is written on. 'Why, one of 
the men who audited it was barely able to write hit! own name 
(laughter). 

Who was the other auditor 1 Joseph Casey. 
Serjeant Hanna-You said something about books in Liberty 

Hall being burned-when did that take place 1 Some time 
in 1913. 

How did they come to be burned 1 One morning when I 
arrived, I saw smoke, and enquired into the cause, and was told 
that there was an order issued for the destruction of the books 
in Liberty Hall by 1\ir. Larkin. The burning was done by 
O'Neill, Redmond, and others. . 

In any case, the burning was well under way when I got 
there. 

You said, in answer to Mr. Larkin, that no person 
was deprived of any benefits through payments made for political 
purposes 1 No, none. 

He ass:ed you about that· levy of 6d. per quarter. Was that 
levy in lony sense a political lcwy 1 No. 

You had a mortgage with the Northern Bank to secure Liberty 
Ra.1l ¥ Yea. 



And it was paid off on the 24th December. 1918, leaving it 
clea.r 1 Yes . 
. Just one general question: Did one penny of thiR £7,500 get 
Into the pockets of anyone except those entitled to it 1 
No, absolutely no. ~ 

Why did you aud John O'Neill object to let Larkin know the 
entire amou~t. of this money 1 We knew that he was not very 
f~nd of saVing, and we had in mind the ultimate purchase of 
LIberty Hall, and at that time another organisation '<Vas 
after it to secure the premises, and that meant throwing 
us on the street, and we wanted to secure the Union against that. 

What other organisation was that 1 It was the Ancient 
Order of Hibernians. 

Mr. Larkin-You say the place was on fire 1 I said the place 
was full of smoke. 

But there is no smoke without fire 1 There is a lot of smoke 
here, and I don't see any fire (loud laughter). 

But there was an order from rue, you say, to destroy the 
books 1 Yes. 

What was the purpose of that 1 I don't know. 

JOilS O'XEILL HECALLED AGAIN. 

John O'Neill wa~ recalled and examined by Mr. Larkin: 
He said he had heard the statement made by Mr. Foran 

regarding the £7,500, and it \Vab true. He worked in Kennedy's 
(Bakers) before he went to the Union. 

Why did you leave Kennedy's 1 I had to leave it. '''a,s there l'Lny charge against you 1 There wa'l, of being 
defiCient of money on two books. 

Speaking of the morning he got orders to burn the documents, 
witness said the orders were contained in a note brought by 
Mrs. Larkin. 

Will you produce that note 1 I cannot. 
To Serjeant Hanna-Mr. Foran's explanation ot how the £7,.'500 
was disposed of was quite correct. 

EVIDENCE OF GEORnE LEAHY. 

George Leahy, called and examined by Mr. Larkin,said he 
was a member of the Trades Council for many years. 

Were you on the Strike Committee of 1913 in the Trades 
Hall? I don't think so. 

Would it be true to Ray the b:reakdown of the Building Section 
in the strike was due to lack of funds 1 Undoubtedly. 

Ma.'lter of the RoJIs~That has nothing whatever to Ray to 
this action. 
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EVIDENCE OF JAMES SMYTR. 

James Smyth, sworn, examined by Mr. Larkin, said he was 
a member of the Union since its formation. 

In 1913 were you elected to audit the accounts along with 
Joseph Cssey! I don't remember being elected. 

Did you audit any accounts! I did not. 
Mr. Larkin-Is that your signature on this document! 
Master of the Rolls-Take the document in your hand and 

say whether the signature there-James Smyth-is yours! 
It is mine, my Lord. 

Mr. Brown, K.C.-How did you come to audit these accounts ! 
Mr. Larkin came along and said he had to get these accounts 
returned, and he said to sign that form, which is produced there. 

Did he suggest you should go through the accounts! No. 
Did he give you any opportunity of going through them! 

No. 
He told you where to sign where you see your signature ! 

Yes. 
And that is all you know! That is all. 
Master of the Rolls-Mr. Larkin told you to sign these 

acc01:nts! Yes. 
Din you ever audit accounts before! I think my name 

would be on two returns. 
Was the other filled up in the same way! Yes, I was at 

my work, and a message came from Mr. Larkin saying Mr. 
Miley was pressing for the returns, and to sign the declaration 
at once. 

Take this document--do you see your signature! Yes. 
Do you see the signature-James Larkin-above it! Yes. 
Did Mr. Larkin put his signature to the accounts before 

yours! I cannot say whether it was there when I signed. 
You see the return made of a certain amount of money 

being in the Hibernian Bank! Yes. 
Did you ask for any voucher from the Hibernian Bank to 

show whether that money was there 1 No. 
Did you ask for any voucher at all! No. 
What were you at this time! I was working in a grain 

stores. 
You are described as a warehouseman 1 That is quite right. 
Mr. Larkin-Can you read and write! Yes. 
As the witness was leaving the box, the Master of the Rolls 

said: "Mr .Smyth, do not audit any more accounts, no matter 
who tells you." 

Mr. Larkin-I can see it is practically impossible to get a 
witness here whose statement will be accepted. 

Master of the Rolls-I accept Mr. Smyth's statement 
absolutely. 

Th,,", Court adjourned till Tuesday. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF TUESDAY, 19th FEBRUARY. 

EVIDENCE OF l\T.RS. l\Lmy MURPHY. 

When the case was resumed before the Master of the Rolls 
on Tuesday, 19th February :-

Mr. Larkin called Mrs. Mary Murphy. 
Sworn and examined by Mr. Larkin: 
You are the widow of James Murphy who was a member of 

the Transport Union ¥ Yes. 
These (produced) are the cards he had 1 Yes. 
You made application for Mortality Benefit and were refused 

by the officers of the Union 1 Yes. 
When your husband died, he was alleged to be in arrears to 

the Union to the amount of 10s. 7d. 1 Yes. 
Did you go to the offices again, on my instructions, and 

complain that you were refused, and that you were entitled to 
the money 1 Yes. 

Did I tell you that your husband had paid political levies! 
Yes. 

Serjeant Hanna objected to this kind of evidence. These 
cases, he said, were quite irrlevant. 

l\Ir. Larkin-I have hundreds of such claims, and I don't 
want to take up the time of the Court with all of them. "These 
people," he said, " were deprived of Mortality Benefit and I 
want to put in the documents in connection with Mrs. Murphy's 
case. I also desire to put in as evidence a copy of the • Voice 
of Labour,' of February 9th, 1924-" 

His Lordship-You won't put that in. 
Mr. Larkin-It has reference to political funds. 
His Lordship-It is not evidence. 
Mr. Larkin-It is the official organ of the Union. 
His Lordship-I don't care what it is. It is not evidence. 
Mr. Larkin-I make the application anyway, and you refuse 

it. I will get it in as evidence. I now ask that the Branch 
Analysis Books, the Finance Rulings Books, the Payment 
Books, and the Annual Returns of the Union from 1917 to 1923 
be put in as evidence. 

His Lordship-These are the returns to the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies 1 Yes, my Lord. 

His Lordship-There are no returns for the years 1914, 1915, 
or 1916 ! 

Mr. Larkin-That is so. In the statement of assets, in the 
1917 return, there is no mention of any properties belonging to 
the Union, and in the 1918 one there if! no statement of any 
"accumulations," though the defendants were bound to put 
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them in, and in the statement there aro nu particulars o.r 
referenece to political expenditure. 

His Lordship-Very well. 
Mr. Larkin-I ask again that you admit as evidence the 

" Voice of Lahour." I tender it. 
His Lordship-You may keep it. I cannot hear the" Voice 

of Labour." 
Mr. Larkin-It is the official organ of the defendants, and I 

tender it. 
His Lordship-I refuse it. 
lVIr. Larkin-I think everybody else ought to refuse it, too. 

He then called the names of Executive officers Duffy and Michael 
Ryan. Neither of them answered his name. • 

His Lordship-Did you subprena them 1 No, my Lord; 
they are mentioned in the action amongst "the others." 

His Lordship-Go on now with your evidence, and closd it 
in regular form 1 

Mr. Larkin then asked to put in as evidence the partnership 
agreement between Thomas Foran and J ames O'Neill. 

Serjeant Hanna-We have no such document, and I object. 
The object.ion was upheld by the judge. 
Mr. Larkin-I will put it in another way. I now want to 

put in two affidavits ,one of John Bohan and the other of John 
Davis. 

Mr. Brownc-These were sworn, but they were on the inter-
locuto;:y motion~. 

Mr. Larkin-They were not used on this point. 
His Lordshin-These affidavits are not evidence at this trilll. 
Mr. Larkin=-Not evidence! Well, I tender them. He 

then called John Bohan. 

JOHN BORAX RE-ExAMINED. 

Sworn and examined by Mr. Larkin : -
You are Secretary of No. 3 Branch of the I. T. & G. W. Union! 

Yes. 
Did you sign a regIstratIOn form on the 2nd June, 19231 

Yes. 
Where wd you sign that document 1 At 74 Thomas Street. 
Were you instructed by the members of your Branch either 

by meeting or by baJlot vote to sign it ~ No. 
Was there a meeting called of your Branch in 1923 to revise 

the Rules of 1923 1 No. 
And you had no instructions to sign these Rules 1 No. 
You were requested to sign the registration form! Yes. 
By whom 1 By an Executive Officer-Councillor Thomal' 

Kennedy. 
He was alleged to be an Executive Officer ~ Yes. 
And you believed that 1 Yes. 
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Did Thomas Kennedy attend a meetina of the Branch Com 
mittee on 31st May, 1923? I calmot say~ 

Witness was here handed the Minute Book, and then said: 
Yes, he was present. 

Mr. Larkin read the minutes of the meeting referred to, a.nd 
!I.}so a furt,her one. 

(This was the meeting held in the Olympia Theatre on 10th 
June, 1923, and was attended by Mr. La,rkin and the 
Executi.e Committee, at whieh Thoillas Kennedy was refused 
a hearing.) 

His Lordship--It seems, Mr. Larkin, that Mr. Kennedv did. 
not get ps fair a chance there as you are getting here .. 

Serjeant Hanna-I ask to have that minute put in eVIdence 
and marked, because there are three slander actions arising out 
of that meeting. 

Mr. Larkin-Quite right, and they will be heard. 
The minutes were then put in and marked. 
Witness weut on: On the Friday before that meeting Kennedy 

::ame to the office of Xo. 3 Branch, and spoke to me about the 
signing of a certain document regarding the Rules. 

That was about the Rules. Did he say it was necessary to 
sign it? Yes, and he said it was only a mattt>r of form. 

Did Kennedy say it was a matter of extreme urgency? He 
said he had to get the document signed by hook or by crook 
(laughter). 

Mr. Larkin-No; by crook (renewed laughter). 
Ultimately, said witness, I and others were called upon to 

withdraw our signatures from the signing of the Rules. For 
years everything had been done by camouflage. 

You mean, Mr. Larkin asked, that the 6,000 members of your 
branch had no representation? Yes. 

There is a man named O'Connor? There are two O'Connors 
-which is it ¥ 

Mr. Larkin-He is not here now. Is he in the National 
Army? I don't know where he is, but he should be in prison. 

Don't make any of these remarks; they offend his Lordship. 
His Lordship--It doesn't offend me in any way. 
Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Was Kennedy also paid from the 

National He1.lth Insurance Section? He may have got payment 
from t.hat source. 

Do you know that he sent in a bill to the Branch, and that 
payment was refused because he was getting paid from. the 
National Health Insurance? There were one or two occasIOru., 
I believe, where sums of money were refused. 

Witness was handed the minutes of the meeting out of which 
the threatened actions for slander arose. 

Serjeant Hanna objected. This, he said, would be all rigbt 
in the trial of thc slander actions. 

The objection was upheld. 
85 



Mr. Larkin-In any case, none of the members of the Branch 
had any opportunit.y of amending t.he Rules or vot.ing upon 
them? No. 

BOH.AN C'Ro"s-ExAMINED. 

You nave been an official of the Union fQr a very long time 1 
Yes, since the formation of the Union. 

And how long we,'e you Secretary of No. 3 Branch 1 Well, 
since the Branch became No. 3 Branch. 

And the Branch relied upon you largely upon official matters 1 
I don't know, but. I did my duty to the best of my ability. 

You would not sign your name to a document or statement 
that was not true 1 What is the statement 1 

I repeat the question : You would not sign your name to any 
document that was not true 1 If vou refer to the document I 
signed rega.rding the Rules, I'll say" I signed it. 

Is this the only document you signed that was not true 1 
(Witnes~ hesitated., 

His Lordship-Would you put your name to a document that 
wasn't true 1 I might have done. 

Sergeant Hanna--I suppose it would depend on th·! document 1 
Well t cannot say. 

If you put your name to a document that wasn't true-that 
would he issuing a lie. You would not do that 1 I believe not. 

Look at that document, dated 31st May, 1923, in the following 
word!! :-_." This is to certify that the above Branch" (that is, 
No. 3) "of the Union adopted the draft of the proposed new 
Rules. "-Signed, J. Bohan, Branch Secretary." And the 
document is headed: "Revision of the Rules, 1923 ---Branch, 
Irish Transport and General ViTcrkers' Union." 

Witness said it was true that he sent that to the Head Office, 
but. this was accompanied by another document-the circular 
letter; but it was not true that the Branch meeting had con
sidered it. It was referred to a Branch Committee, and we were 
told that night by a gentleman that it was necessary to have 
it done and sent to the Head Office. 

Look at thi8 letter; it is dated 9th May, asking you to hold 
a meeting to discuss thc Rules--· 

His Lordship-Is t.hat wh'l.t is called the" circular lette. " 1 
Serjeant Hanna-Yes, my Lord. 
Witness then read the document referred to. 
Further questioned by Serjeant Hanna, witness said the 

Branch Committee that considered the Rules was composed of 
representatives of the different Sections. 

Were all Sections not representf'd 1 No. 
How many Sections were not represented 1 I cannot say. 
Presllcd on the point, witness still said he could not eay. 
Did you receive the circular letter of 21st December, 1921, 
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in conne-etion with the changing of the Rules of 19181 I wa.o; 
a.way at that time and never got the document. 

When did you return then 1 After Xmas, 1921. 
When did you first become aware that the Union wa3 about to 

change the Rules 1 'Vhen I got a circular Jetter in 1922, asking 
the Branch Committee to appoint a representative on an 
advisory Committee to re-draft the Rules. 

And when was that 1 That might be in Octob~r, 1922. 
Serjeant Hanna here read a circular letter sent by the Hef\d 

Office to the Branches-dated 6th April, 1923-having reference 
to the Delega,te Conference to be held in Dublin on 24th and 
25th April, 1923, at which the question of the new Rules WaR 

to be discussed. Did you sec that document 1 Serjeant Hanna 
asked. Witness-I believe I did. 

Serjeant Hanna-The Branch to which you belong was entitled 
to send seven delegates to the Conference. Do you know that 
Conference was held on the 24th and 25th April 1 I ca·nnot sav 
as to the 25th April. • 

Did you become aware afterwards that at the Conference 
Mr. Corcoran, of Cobh, moved: "That the rules as amended 
be passed by this Conference and recommended to the Branches 
for approvaL l\Ir. Duffy, }Iullillgar, seconded. Some dis
cussion followed, and the resolution was put and carried unani
mously" 1-did you become aware of that 1 No, I believed it 
was all wrong. and I believe so stillL 

Did you become aware that that resolution was passed 1 
No; I heard of it afterwards, but I was not present. 

Master of the Rolls-You disclaim all responsibility for that 
resolution 1 That is right. 

Serjeant Hanna--Mr. Thomas Brady was one of the members 
of No. 3 Branch at the Confercnce 1 Yes. 

What position had Brady in your Union 1 He was an 
ordinary member and Chairman, for which position he was not 
paid. 

Ma.ster of the RolIl-Brady, the Chairman of No. 3 Branch, 
was at that Conference 1 He was. 

Serjeant Hanna-In pursuance of that resolution of the 
Conference, did you receive this circular letter of the 9th May 1 
I cannot say. 

Did you ever protest against the funds of the Union being 
used for labour representation 1 Well, it would not have 
paid me. . . . 

I am not asking whether It would have paId you-you dId 
not, as a matter of fact 1 I did, but it was without effect. 

Were you not one of the men t~ey spent the money on for 
political purposes 1 Yes. but we dId that out of our own local 
funds-administration expenses. 

What is your opinion now-do you object to the funds o. 
the Union being used to get the workers representation f I do 
not but I want tha.t fund segrega.ted from a.ll others. 
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Did you ever object to it ~ I always did. 
l\laster of the Rolls-How did you make your objection ~ I 

have always objected to the way our contributions ,vere paid. 
Did you ever make any protest against the application of 

money for labour representation ~ The members did. 
Serjeant Hanna-Would you be offended if I suggested that 

Mr. Larkin domineered you ~ No; no one ever domineered 
me. Neither can you, Mr. Hanna, and you tried onc time. 

Serjeant Hanna-I don't think I did-that is not fair. 
Witness-Well, J withdraw that. 
Serjeant Hanna-You knew that the money was being spent 

as has been testified to by Mr. Foran ~ 
Witness-Everyone knew it. 
And your sole interest was to keep the monies for political 

purposes separated from the other ~ My sole interest was to 
see things done as they might have been done, but I was prevented 
from that . 

.Are you aware that under the 1923 Rules thc suggestion is to 
separate the fund for political purposes from the other! I 
have not read the Rules. 

Mr. Brown, K.C.-He is a. very useful delegate! 
Mr. Larkin handed in what he described as an official document. 

sent to the witness about election expenses. 
The Master of the Rolls, having read the document, said it 

seemed to him to be something like a revision of the accounts of 
No. 3 Branch, in which certain irregularitIes ill the keepmg of 
the accounts were pointed out to the Branch by the Executive 
Committee. Amongst other irregularities, attention was called 
to this: that the Branch took credit for a sum of £150, election 
expenses, and the note upon that by the Executive Committee 
was that it was irregular and must be refunded to Head Office. 
There was another sum of £20 also taken credit for for Poor Law 
elections, and the same note was attached to that-it was 
marked" must be refunded to Head Office." This, his Lordship 
said, was written by some gentleman belonging to the Finance 
Committee, whose duty it was to revise the accounts of the 
Branches, and who called the attention of No. 3 Branch to the 
fact that their accounts were not regularly kept. The letter 
wound up: 'The Executive Committee is determined in future 
to enforce the rule that there must be no deductions for any 
purpose from the General Fund." 

Having read the whole letter, the Master of the Rolls remarked: 
.. It seems to me to be a very business-like document." 

EVIDENCE aIr JOHN DAVIS. 

Mr. Larkin then called: 
John Davis, a member of No. 3 Branch, who was sworn and 

examined by Mr. Larkin, and said he signed a document 
presented to him on the 1st June by Mr. Thoma.s Kennedy. 
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Who requested you to sign it! Mr. Kennedy. 
What did he say t He said: "You will do to sign these 

Rules." 
And you signed them t Yes . 

. You did not get any instructions from the Committee of the 
Branch or the members of the Branch to sign them t No . 

• TORN O'NEn.L RE-EXAMINED. 

John O'Neill, re-called and re-examined by Mr. Larkin: 
You are Secretary of No. 1 Branch 1 Yes. 
McCarthy came to you from Head OffiCd and asked you about 

the signing of thp. requisition for Regist.ration of the Rul.~s 1 Yes. 
And you signed it 1 Yes. 
You did act on the instructions from Michacl McCarthy 1 

Yes. 
How many members are in your Branch 1 About 12,000. 
And you are charged with the safeguarding of the interests 

of the Branch and its members 1 Yes. 
And yet you sent in a document to the effect that the members 

of your Branch of 12,000 members had voted on the Rules. 
What reason was there for not calling the members together t 
Well. I don't know. The matter was before the Branch Com
mittee, and they gave me no instructions to call Il meeting. 
They adopted the Rules. 

At the Delegate Conference did you hear the Rules read out 
Rule bv Rule 1 Yes. Some amendments did come in before 
the RUles were drafted. 

What were the amendments 1 Some ot them had reference 
to people who had got too old for work. These amendments 
were dealt with by the Branch Committee. 

How many members were present 1 I should say twenty 
or thirty members. 

And these twenty or thirty members dictated to the 12,000 
members of the Branch 1 No, we were appointed to deal with 
the interests of the 12,000 members, and we did so. 

Mr. O'Neill's examination then ended. 

EVIDENCE OF JOHN DOYLE. 

John Doyle, another membcr of No. 1 Branch, was called 
and examined by Mr. Larkin: 

You are a member of the Dockers' Section of the Union t Yes. 
Do you remember a meeting called of the Branch in 1923 to 

revise the Rules of the Union 1 No. 
Or to elect delegates to the Delegates Conferenced 1 No. 
Did you know the delegate who is alleged to represent thc; 

Dockers' No 
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Did you ever make a protest against the enforcement of the 
levy, called the 6d. levy, or quarterly levy 1 I did. 

Do you remember the enforcement of the 9d. per week ~ 
I do. 

Did you protest against the refusal to pay Mortality Benefits 1 
Yes, and I was hounded down. I was told to shut up, or I 
would be kicked onto 

What happened about the 9d. per week business 1 I was 
told it would be carripd anyway, in arrears against me if I 
didn't pay. 

You had work at Rosa and Walpole's 1 Yes. 
And you found yourself dismissed 1 Yes. 
His Lordship-None of this is relevant at all, and I disallow 

any more questions on the point. 

EVIDENCE OF MRs. KENNEDY. 

Mrs. Kennedy was next called by Mr. Larkin, and deposed to 
claiming Mortality Benefit and being refused. 

You showed your husband's cards 1 Yes. 
Your husband was eleven years a member of the Union 1 Yes. 
And they said they could do nothing for you 1 Yes. 
Did you come to me afterwards 1 I first went to Thomas 

Street, and then went to you afterwards. 
Master of the Rolls-When did your husband die 1 On the 

2nd April, 1923. 

EVIDENCE OF MRs. CHRISTIAN. 

Mrs. Catherine Christian was called, and gave similar evidence. 
Her husband died on the 13th January, 1922, and she was 
refused Mortality Benefit. She was not cross-examined. 

EVIDENCE OF M. MELEADY. 

A man named Michael Meleady was then called by Mr. Larkin. 
You are a member of the Coal Workers' Section of the 

Transport Union 1 Yes. 
Do you remember a meeting called of your Section to elect 

delegates 1 No. 
Or to revise the Rules 1 No. 
Mr. Brown, K.C.-I wonder would it assist in any way if I 

adInitted that there was no meeting of the Branch 1 
Mr. Larkin (to witness)--You know nothing of the delegate 

Conference, or of the ComInittee 1 No. 
Did you make any protest against the quarterly levy 1 Yes. 
And you were told you would have to pay 1 Yes, or that 

the arrears would be carried against me. 
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EVIDENC1E OF PATRICK LENNON, Ex-R.I.C. 

Patrick Lennon was the next witness. 
Examined by l\:Jr. Larkin-Y ou were for years a carter in 

Dublin 1 Yes. 
Do y~u remember being called to elect delegates, or attend 

a Comrruttee meeting-an annual meeting of the Section 1 No. 
During the years 19~2 or 1923 1 No. 
Did you make any protest at any t.ime against the enforce

ment of the 6d. quarterly levy 1 Yes. 
You were asked to pay the 6d. levy 1 Yes, and I refused. 
That was brought forward in arrears 1 Yes, and I waR 

denied benefits. -
Have you your card on you 1 YI'S, I have the new one, 

a.nd perhaps the old one, too. 
You are an old member? Yes, for about thirteen vears. 
And you found you were not getting any employnient as a 

result of your protest 1 Yes, that is so. 
And you were relegat<·d to the Casual Workers' Section 1 Yes 
And now you get practically very little work 1 Ye,;. 
How long were you in the R.I.C. 1 Twenty years. 
And you always supported the Trade Union since you left 1 

Yes. 
Did you ohject to t.hese individuals, who set themselves up as 

an Executive, using the funds of the Union for theIr own social 
advancement and political advancement? I did, and I wput 
to the office to r!'gister my objection. 

And you protested 1 Yes, I did. 
On more than one occasion 1 Only once-in 1919. 
Is that quite true ? Yes. 
Cross-examined by Serjeant Hanna--What Section of the 

Union do you belong to now, in No. I Branch 1 I was in the 
Carters' Section, but I am now in the Casual Workers' 
Section. 

You were at one time a Sergeant in the R.I.C.? Yp.s. 
Were you diRmissed for fraud 1 I was called upon to resign. 

(a laugh). 
Ma,ster of tha Rolls-Have you got a pension? No, I have 

not (laughter). 
Serjeant Hanna-So much for credit. You are not ire the 

Carters' Section 1 No, I am in the Casual Section. 
That is not your true Section 1 No. 
Can vou say who represented your Section on the Bra.nch 

Committee ? No; I was idle at the time 
You came out of the R.I.C. and became a carter 1 Yes. 
Mr. Larkin-Thousands came out of the R.I.C. like Witness 

did. 
Serjeant Hanna-But he was not one of the thousands who 

came out of the R.I.C. in the way you mean. 
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EVIDENCE OF JAMES MITCHELL. 

James Mitchell was then called and sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Larkin-You are a motor mechanic and a 

member of the Motor Section of the Union ~ Yes. 
And you represent the Motor Section on the Branch Com

mit,tee. 
~tf>r of the Rolls-Are you a member of the Committee ~ 

Yes. 
You were ejected by a meeting 1 suggested Mr. Larkin. 

J was. 
And they voted upon you 1 Yes. 
And a ballot was taken 1 No, it was by open voting. 
How were you elected 1 By the members of my own 

Section. 
You represent a Section of a couple of thousand men ~ About 

1,000 members. 
Did you go to a meeting any time to elect delegates to the 

All-Ireland Conference ~ No; I was never asked. As a 
matter of fact" I raised a protest against these new Rules, as I 
considered the Motor Section had no representation by any 
one who knew anything about it. 

How many members were at the meeting to endorse these 
Rules ~ About twenty-two. 

Including Mr. O'Neill ~ Yes. 
Were any Executive officers there 1 Yes. 
Mr. Foran was there-he was in the chair ~ No, Mr. Butler 

WI'S in the chair. I never saw the Rules until I got to the 
meeting and they were put into my ha.nd. I did not look at 
them. I would not, he said, take any part in the discussion on 
the Rules without knowing all about them. 

There was a proposition put up that the Rules be passed ~ 
Yes. 

And you objected ~ I said I knew nothing about them, and 
I would not vote. 

Did you object to the 6d. quarterly levy 1 No. 
Did you agree to this political levy 1 I thoroughly under

stood the levy was a political levy, and I hold that it ought not 
to bc. 

Do you agree, or have you been told, that that particular 
6d. quarterly levy was a political one ~ I believe I was told 
that. 

Do you agree that certain individuals of the Union-of what 
they call Labour R~presentatives-used funds for political 
purposes 1 It is common knowledge that I don't agree with 
that, because I stated that I was against it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Brown: 
You were at the "meeting that passed these Rules 1 I was. 
How many others 1 About twenty-two. 
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And you were the only one to protest t I was the only one. 
Have you your card 1 No. 
~ow long are you a member 1 Since December, 1922. Our 

Uruon went 0.ver to the Transport Union in a body, tha.t is, 
the Motor Drivers' Union. 
Ho~ did you manage to get qualified to be put upon the 

Comllllttee 1 I went there qualified. 
Do you know that the Committee of No. 1 Branch sent in a 

number of amendments to the Rules 1 I am telling you honestly 
that I never saw the Rules until they were put into my hand at 
the meeting. 

Re·examined by Mr. Larkin: 
Did; your Union come over to the Transport Union along 

with tbe officers of it, under agreement 1 I was one of those 
who met the officers of the Transport Union at 35 Pa.rnell Square 
for the joining up of the Soc!ety (the Automobile Drivers), and 
had been a member of it since 1907. 

EVIDENCE GF JOHN NOLAN. 

John Nolan, Sailors' Section of No. 1 Branch, f-worn and 
examined by l\Ir. Larkin: 

You were a member of the Sailors' and Firemen'::; Union prior 
to its coming into the Transport Union 1 Yes. 

You understood when that took ulacc that the interests of 
your Section would be looked after~1 Yes. 

Did vou know the men who formed the Section to elect 
delegat~s to the Committee? Never. 

Or to the All-Ireland Conference 1 Never. 
You never knew that the men of your Section discussed the 

Rules or the amendments of the Rules for 19231 No; not 
BO far as I know. 

None of the members, as far as you know, made any protest 
against the Rules 1 No. 

Would you agree that sums of money should be allocated to 
individuals and a widow denied Mortality Benefit because of 
Id. arrears 1 No, I would not; I am up again!'!t that. 

Cross-examined by Serjeant Hanna: 
Have you a Secret,ary ~or your Section 1 No. The man 

who acts for us is lHr. O'Ncill. 
But for the Sailors' Section 1 There is no Secretary. 
Do you hold any meetings of the Sailors' Section 1 No; 

none except what Wp call ourselves. 
Who calls the meetings of the Sailors' Section? The Branch 

Secretary. 
Who represents the Sailor'" Section on the Committee 1 I 

don't Lpheve we hn.n· any onc. 
Why 1 Becam,c we ,\'QuId not get anyone. 
Did you not hear the evidence of Mr. Bollan-that there were 
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various Sections in his Branch-and is not your Branch the 
same t Have you no representative on the Branch Committee ~ 
Not that I know of. 

When did you come into the Union ~ About 2! years ago. 

EVIDENCE OF WM. FI'l'ZGERALD. 

Wm. Fitzgerald was called and sworn. 
Examined by Mr. Larkin: 
You are an original member of the Union and worked fOI 

years along the docks 1 For twenty· five years. 
You are a cro'ls·Channel docker 1 Yes. 
Do you know of any meeting of the cross· Channel dockers to 

elect members to the Committee 1 No. 
Or for the purpose of electing delegates to the All· Ireland 

Conference 1 No, never. 
Did you protest against the Rules 1 Yes. 
And what happened 1 Were you victimised-
Serjeant Hanna-I object. 
The objection wa;; upheld. 
This ended witness's evidence. 
Mr. Larkin-I could bring the whole of the membership of 

the Dublin Union to prove that they knew nothing about these 
Rules, but I am not going to trouble the Court with any more 
witnesses. 

EVIDENCE OF JAMES LARKIN, EX·GENERAL SECRETARY. 

Mr. Larkin then entered the witness box to give evidence. 
and having been sworn, said he left this country on the 14th 
October, 19]4, for a purpose, and on a mission in two parts: 
one to convey to the Union movement in America. the positlOn 
of the Irish working class--

Master of the Rolls-I have nothing to say to that. 
Mr. Larkin, proceeding, said when he was leaving, James 

C<>nnolly was given charge of the political and industrial side of 
the movement, Patrick Daly (P. T. Daly) was given charge of 
the Nati.onal Health Section, and Thomas Foran was General 
President. "During the years 1909-13 we went through 
great travail in this country, and I did my duty as 
an oiE.Jial of the Union." In 1913, the last time he made the 
annual return to the Registrar, he embodied in that document 
the findings of two men who were elected by the members to 
audit the books of the Union. James Smyth was one of the 
auditors, and a man named Casey was the other. All documents 
and bank books within the Union's knowledge were given to 
those two men to be examined, and they were paid for two 
days they "orked on them. The statement that witness sub· 
mitted to the Registrar, Mr. O'Connell Miley, wal' a true and 
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correct record of the expenditure and the assets of the Transport 
Workers' Union. 

Witness went on to say that after he went to America many 
things ha.ppened, and a law was passed by the Briti"h Govern-· 
ment. t~at he was not to be allowed to come within the King's 
D<;>numons, so that he waJ prevented from coming back. He 
s&ld that he 1eft Mr. Foran in charge of his son and his family. 
b~t from the hour he left, Mr. Foran injured his family, prevented 
Witness from coming back, and disrupted the Union. Witness 
den.ed that he was born in L. verpool. He was registered and 
christened in Patrick's Church there, but he was an Ulster man, 
and all belonging to him were Ulstermen, and he was born in 
Co. Down. 

Referring to the cables that passed regarding the proposed 
purchase of a steamer by witness before returning from America 
he said he was getting 25,000 dollars from a society in New York 
to purchase a steamer, and he asked his comrades to send him 
sufficient to complete the purchase. He could have bought 
the ship for 28,000 dollars., and his intention was to fill that ship 
with food and clothes and take it into Belfast as a gesture towards 
peace. He said he had remitted the monies he collected to the 
people of Belfast, and he held receipts for them. 

Proceeding to another phase of the case, he said YU". Foran 
and Mr. O'Neill kept £7,500 in a safe in Liberty Hall at a time 
when the members of the Union ware starving, and that Mr, 
O'Brien knew that money was there. He said he came into 
Court with clean hands, a clean heart, and a clean mind. He 
recalled that he was sent to jail for taking Is. 3d. from a man in 
Cork, and his release was ordered by Lord Aberdeen, W}lI) was 
Viceroy at the time. He had the honour of removing the 
Aberdeens from this country by publication of a certain letter. 

"I represent the City of Moscow in the Soviet of Moscow," 
witness declared, "and Mr. O'Brien knows that I have gOl 

communications even at the present time to go there." 
MaE'ter of the Rolls (intervening)--Mr. Larkin, you ale not 

to take the occasion on which yon are in the witness box as an 
opportunity for making a political speech. 

Witness-I will produce my credentials for the City of Moscow. 
Master of the Ro&-I have nothing to say to the City of 

Moscow. Confine yourself to the situation in Dublin. 
Continuing, Mr. Larkin denounced the altelation of the Rules 

as having been carried through by an organised junta, before 
whom the· members had no right to speak. There were defalca
tions, he said that were allowed to go on, and he challenged the 
payments for political purposes. He suggested a close super
vision of the books of the Union by a Chartered Accountant as 
necessary to ascertain the extent of these payments. Since the 
year 1913, he said, there had been no true statement of ac.counts 
returned by the Union. He wou1d charge those men ill an-
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other court-the only Court he cared about and the Only 
Court he recogni~ed-the Court of the Union-with the pay
ments of monies of the Union illegally and wrongly. 

LARKIN CRoss-ExAMINED. 

Cross·examined by Serjeant Hanna : 
You left 10 October, 1914 ~ YeB. 
Now, you have had produced here for inspection two accounts 

from the Hibernian Bank. Do you suggest that thero was 
another current account in which money was hidden ~ Do you 
still suggest that ~ I suggest that there is more money in the 
Bank than is set down there. 

Master of the Rolls-Your point is that these are the accounts 
of the Head Office and do not include monies in the hands of 
the Branches? Yes, my Lord. 

Do you suggest that there are any other monies in the hands 
of the trustees of the LT. and G.W. Union-other than the 
monies disclosed in this account? Absolutely I do. 

Where is it then ~ In my opinion, there is another account 
called No. 2 account, containing money for the National Health. 

Do you suggest that the trustees have any other account? I 
suggest that the Union officia·ls have othu monies. 

Where? I say in No. 3 Branch. 
I only want to clear up your statement that there was another 

account in the Union? In my opinion, there is another account 
-Ko. 2-for the National Helllth Section. that is the money of 
the Union. 

That is the money of the Approved Society? No, it is the 
money of the Union-our money. 

You say there are Branch monie" and now you say-
Mr. Larkin-I say there a,re both. 
And where do you suggest the money, other than the Approved 

Society's money. is got? In my time the Approved Society's 
money was kept in the Union account and was drawn by trustees 
of the Union. 

But where is the other money? You say that there was 
both ~ Yes, and by my God--

Now, I put it to you--
Master of the Rolls-We have documents before us that speak 

for themselves. 
Serjeant Hanna-To come to another topic. There was a 

lot of talk about money spent by the Union on law in 1913 and 
1914. Do you remember the case of Long v. Larkin and others 
that went to the House of Lords? I know all ,about it, and we 
paid you money in many cases. -

You did not pay me money in that case; I was against you. 
Have you any idea of the amount of money spent by the 

Union on the Long v. Larkin case-in conducting that case 1 
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How can I say 1 Whatever was spent on that wa..s spent legally 
and with the authority of the membel's. 

I will go to another aspect of the ('asp regarding the £7,500. 
Had you always the same opinion of Mr. O'Brien as you have 
now t I never at any time expressed any other opinion but 
that he was a cunning and a cute man 

Serjeant Hamla-Listen to this now It is a report of the 
Irish Trade Union Con~ss held in Cork in Mav, 19]3, and it 
appears in the" Irish Worker," the paper you said" that told 
the truth." Mr. Wm. O'Brien (Tailors, Dublin) was elected 
President, alld this is what Mr. Larkin said :-

"Mr. Larkin proposed that the best thanks of the 
delegates be extended to one whom he felt sure Corkmen 
must be proud of, and whom they all felt honoured to 
have occupying the chair-M!. Wm. O'Brien .... 
There was no man in the country who could excel the 
man sitting in the chair at the present moment. . . . 
He was one of the most intelligent, best-read, and most 
consistent tradc unionists in the country. . . . He 
(Mr. Larkin) was proud of the comradeship of Mr. O'Brien, 
and to be sitting under his direection that day. . . . 
That day marked an epoch in the upward march of 
Labour," etc. 

Witness-As far as I knew of Mr. O'Brien at that time, he 
was respected by men whom I respected, and, as usual, at the 
close or the opening of a Congress. you generally strive to speak 
the feeling of the members. Whatever opinion I had at the 
Cork Congress, it has been conveyed to me since that J was 
misled, and I am entitled to change my opinions and my con
victions. 

LARKIN'S FAKED "AUDIT." 

Scrjeant Hanna then read for witness minutes of an Executive 
Committee meeting of 4th May, 1923. at which Mr. Larkin was 
present and spoke. . 

Mr. Larkin-The minutes are only partially correct. 
Do you dispute the accuracy of that minute-is it a correct 

minute of what took place at the meeting 1 In part it is correct. 
Do you consider that the minute is a concocted one 1 No ; 

it is not concocted. It is unfriendly to me. 
You were at the meeting anyway 1 Yes. 
Master of the Rolls-I am bound to say of that account of the 

meeting that there is nothing prejudicial to you at all. I want 
to ask you a. :few questions. Mr. Larkin, give me that book of 
returns (returns made to the Registrar of Friendly Societies). 
When :vou signed this return to the Registrar of Friend1y 
Societie~, did you ask for any voucher showing that ther€> was 
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Bony money in the Hibernian Bank' No, it ~"3.S not my duty. 
Mr. Kelly was the Treasurer. 

But you were the Secretary and you signed that stawment 1 
Yes, and Foran had no other statement to givc me. I filled it 
in from statements given to me. 

Did you consider yourself under any responsibility when you 
signed that 1 Yes, I realised the responsibility. 

What was that ~ To check and see that the money was 
there. 

You were responsible for seeing that the money was there. 
Very well. I ask you did you ask for any voucher or document, 
Bank book or otherwise, to show that there was £1,746 6s. 9d. 
in the Bank 1 I believe I did inquire, and if I did I put it 
down honestly. 

You knew that according to this return there was £1.746 
6s. 9d. to the credit of the Transport Union on the 31-12·-'13 t 
I believe what I said there war-; absolutely truc. 

You said you did dema.nd a voucher 1 Y.cs, from Joseph 
Kellv. 

what voucher did you get 1 The Bank book would be 
shown to me, I expect. Whatever is there I am prepared to 
a.ccept. 

You heard the evidence of James Smyth describing the eircum
staliCes under which he signed 1 There is not a. word of truth 
in it. He was brought from his work for three days, and he 
got paid, and Joseph Caf'ey was a competent accouutant, though 
J!'oran says he is a thief. 

Master' of the Rolls-Do you say that James Smyth was a 
competent accountant '1 No; I say he was a man who, under 
the Rules, being able to tot up figures, was entitled to sUllervise 
a.nd check the books. 

Did he oupervise them 1 He did. 
Did he demand anv voucher in order to show whether this 

money was in thp. Hibernian Bank 1 H he was th9re and 
audited the books he must have done so. 

But were vou not there, Mr. Larkin 1 Ye~, 1 waH in and out. 
You say "Joseph Casey is a competent man--Ilo competent 

a.ccountant t He was recognised by the Nation::.l Health 
Insurance Commissioners. 

And it was hi~ duty before he pa.ssed the accounts to see that 
there was £1,746 6s. 9d. in the Bank t He assured himself 
th3.t there was this money t Yes. I knew this man; he was 
an officer of the Union. 

Would it not be a very strange thing if both of t11ese mell, 
Casey and Smyth, along with yourself, verified this account, 
showing that there was £1,746 6s. 9d. in the Ba.nk, and that 
money was not there at all t It would be a very extra.ordinary 
st.ate of affairs. But I AlloY there W3..1 money in the High Street 
Branch-No. 3. 



You think tha.t the money and the I!.Ccounts presented by 
the defendants are not complete accounts, and that there were 
monies deposited in other Banks? Yes, in other Bank!:. 

Very well. When the Bank official gives evidence you can 
abstract from him any information you want. Does that close 
your evidence now ? 

Mr. Larkin-My Lord, it does, and I must sav you have been 
very good to me. " 

Master of the RolIs-I am glad to get tha.t character from you 
Mr. Larkin (laughter). . , 

COUNSEL STATES THE CASE FOR THE UNIO~. 

ELECTION EXPENSES. 

Mr. S. L. Brown, K.C., opening the case for the defendants, 
said he would deal with the three matters raised by the plaintiff 
in his action. The first was with regard to the monies of the 
Union expended for political purposes. The Court had thc 
whole hi~tory of that from Mr. Thomas Foran, who concealed 
nothing; hp had nothing to conceal. But there was this to be 
said in justification of this expenditure: although it was illegal, 
it was expressly sanctioned by the Rules, and it was only decided 
to be illegal in the Osborne case, the decision in which case was 
given in the year 1910. Up to that, although the expeu_es for 
political purposes were illegal, every Trade Union in England 
believed expenses for political purposes were leg'),l, and most of 
them were spending these funds for political purposes. 

"Here in Ireland," remarked IVIr. Brown, "English legal 
necisions take a long time to filter through, and it was not, until 
L918 that they became suspicious that the expenditure of these 
monies for political purposes was not legal. The onlyexpendi
ture after 1915 was that on the 1922 elections, the particulars of 
which Mr. Foran gave the pTF~vious day." Here Counsel gave 
notes from Mr. Foran's evidence. , 

Continuing, he said ther'Cl was no expenditure in 1918. Counsel 
referred to the 1920 Municipal elections, the expenses of which 
"~r{) paid ont of Branch funds and not out of the General Funds. 
Therefore Larkin-evcn within the Statutes of Limitation
would be entitled to a declaration he had asked for, and he would 
be entitled to that, that certain monies were spent for political 
purposes, including monies spent upon his own and his sister's 
elections if they were illegally spent. He (CouniOel) respectfully 
suggested plaintiff was entitled to no more than that declaration. 
He would not be entitled to inquire further in this action, because 
his only object would be for personal liability. 

Pla.intiff's Sta.tement of Claim had been settled by three 
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eminent Counsel, who must have weighed well whether they 
would claim personal relief against the members of the Executive 
Committee or not. They had not done so, and he (Counsel) 
suggested that they deliberately omitted to do so. They 
probably recognised that their client was not a litigant who 
would be entitled to an order of that kind. 

As Mr. Bohan said, the members knew all about this expendi. 
ture, and although plaintiff was entitled to the declaration 
named, he was not entitled to any relief. 

Master of the Roll",-In the years 1913 and 1914 plaintiff was 
most clearly cognisant of this expenditure. He sanctioned 
a.nd took part in it, and, in fact, the money was spent for the 
purpose of his own election, as well as others. 

Mr. Brown-Quite so. Also in 1922, although he declined to 
stand in the electoral campaign, he knew the election wa..:. going 
on. 

Master of the Rolls-I cannot see that it would apply to 1915, 
for this reason. There was a telegram sent on 26th August, 
1915. from J..arkin to O'Brien, so that he knew they were 
putting him forward. 

Mr. Brown-And there was no money spent for political 
purposes from 1918 to 1922, during which not one penny of the 
Union funds was spent for political purposes. The election of 
1922 was for members of the Dail. 

Master of the Rolls-That was the Free State election, and 
you remember Mr. Foran describing the scheme for the financing 
of it 1 

Mr. Brown- Yes. And that almost on the last day, he 
(plaintiff) declined to stand. At no time did he protellt against 
the funds of the Union being used for political purposes, although 
these monies' were ille~ally spent for political purposes. It was 
perfectly ,futile for these witnesses to swear that they were 
deprived of their benefits. "This levy of 6d. is not," declared 
Mr. Brown. "a political levy. It is a levy that would have to 
be paid under the Rules whether the Union took part in the 
political strife or not. No m~mber of this Union has been 
deprived of benefit because he objected to this expenditure." 

Master of the Rolls-As I understand, the fund produced by 
this 6d. levy quarterly goes into the same fund as the weekly 
payments, and this fund is not subscribed for any particular 
pUllose, but is merely to supplement the General Fund of the 
Union. When I speak of the Rules I speak of the Rules of 
1918. 

Mr. Brown-Bevond a doubt, no member of this Union was 
deprived of a peniIy benefit by reason of the fact that certain 
monies were spent for pol tical purposes. H these people had 
any legal rights in the matter they had 11 remedy. 

Master of the Rolls-They were in arrear. 
Counsel went on to refer to the difficulty of carrying on any 
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benefit scheme, if the rules were departed from, and benefits 
paid when members were in arrear. 

Master of the Rolls-J cannot see what else the officials could 
do. H they were to disregard the rules, they would be making 
an illegal payment, and would be liable to surcharge. I have 
seen no rule giving authority to remit arrears or give an extension 
of time. 

THE £7,500. 

Mr. Brown-And you can understand how impossible it would 
be to work a rule of that kind. Now, with referenee to the 
£7,500. The facts were as proved by Mr. Foran. Counsel read 
from Mr. Foran's evidence; how in 1913 the affairs of the Union 
were in a critical condition as a result of a lock-out lasting more 
than six months, when the finances of the Union were almost 
exhausted, and how they preserved a reserve fund, and in the 
Christmas week of that year paid out about £1,800 of that money. 
They kept from Mr. Larkin the knowledge of the actual sum they 
h!lod because they knew the habit he had of spending money in a 
lavish way. "But," said Mr. Brown, "every penny of that 
money was spent for the benefit of the members of the Union." 
After paying the strike or lock-out money, he continued, there 
was left a sum of £5,700 in the fund. 

Counsel went on to explain how the balance was expended; 
how the balance of the money was lodged in the bank in April, 
1914, and eventually, with the interest that accrued on it between 
April and September, 1914, utilised for the purchase of Liberty 
Hall. Every penny of that money was properly expended. 
Mr. Brown said, and not for any illegal or improper purpose. 
There was no other banking account but this. The National 
Health Insurance Account was always kept separate, but the 
only account in the Bank was that kept in the Hibernian Bank. 
This (the Bank Account) is a correct copy of the account, and 
this does not show that at the time Mr. J..arkin says there was, 
a sum of £1,700 odd to credit. As regards the 1923 Rules, 
the defendants' ca.se is, they were perfectly new Rllles. passed 
under Rule 33 of the Rules of 1918. The procedure laid down 
by these Rules was absolutely carried out. 

At this point the Court adjourned until Wednesday. 

PROCEEDINGS OF WEDNESDAY, 20th FEBRUARY. 

THE £7,500 (CONTINUED). 

At the sitting of the Court, before the Master of the Rolls, 
on Wednesday, 20th February, 1923, Mr. Samuel L. Brown, 
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K.C., resumed his a.ddress for the defendants (Messrs. Foran, 
O'Brien, a.nd others.) 

Mr. Brown said he wished, before going back on the question 
CIf the Rules, to refer to the matter of the £7,500 that he gave 
his Lordship particulars of the previous day. His Lordship 
would remember that then he said that a sum of £500 had been 
paid as the purchase money for Liberty Hl,ll a.t the time of the 
conveya.nce. That was not quite correct. It was recited in 
the conveyance as having been paid, but it was paid as a deposit 
at the date of the agreement. 

Master of the Rolls-It comes to the same thing; it was paid 
in cash. 

1\Ir. Brown-But not out of the money deposited in the Bank. 
Master of the Roll!! -I take it that the £3,000 pa.id out of the 

money which was in the Bank was the purchase money of 
Liberty Hall , 

Mr. Brown-Yes, and another sum of £447 was still left on 
deposit receipt. So you ha~e the whole thing complete. 

THE ADOPTION OF THE NEW RULES. 

Turning to the Rules of 1923, Counsel said the procedure for 
their being carried out commenced on the 21st December, 1921, 
by a circular letter written by the Executive to the Branches 
then twelve months in existence. That letter asked for amend
ments from all the Branches. Replies were received from a 
number of Branches; nineteen of these Branches seut in amend
ments-the original replies were in Court. The Executive 
Committee determined before ultimately asking the Branches 
to pass them, to hold a delegate conference-a delegate copfer
ence of the entire Union, and to •. ubmit these Rules to the 
delegate conference, so that they would not only have the amend
ments propeIly considered, but to submit the entire draft Rules 
to the delegate body. Accordingly on the 6th April, 1923, 
another circular letter was sent out to all the Branches twelve 
months in existence. The Rules were very extensive and very 
comprehensive, and it was not until April of 1923 th'l.t they 
were put before the delegate conierence. Counsel read the 
copy of the letter sent to each of the Branches. Accompa.nying 
the circular letter of 6th April there was a statement showing 
the twenty-three groups into which the entire Union wafl divided, 
the number which each group was to be represented by, the 
place where the mceting was to bl) held. All that was carried 
ou~, delegates were duly elected, and on the 24th and 25th April, 
1923, the delegate conference was held in Dublin. It was 
attended by practically every delegate. Elabora.te minutes 
of the conference were taken, and were now put in for the infor
mation of the Court, and each one of these draft Rules was 
submitted, and the meeting was asked to discuss them, and 
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thp,y Were passed. The consideration of the Rules lastpo two 
days before the vote was taken. 

Master of the Rolls-The draft Rules were adopt€d ? 
1\lr. Brown-On the second day the Conference unanimously 

adopted and recommended them to all the Branches. His 
Lordship would appreciate the reason for that proccdure. It 
would have been futile to expect the Branches all over the 
country to go through these elaborate Rules, and thcrefore the 
delegates of Branches were asked to hold the Conference. It 
was a most wise and prudent thing for the Executive to have 
done. 

Master of the Rnlls-You say the holding of the Conference 
was not absolutely necessary, but the Executive C-ommittee 
recognised the futility of asking Branches to deal with Rules, 
and they invited the Branches to appoint delegates to do 80-

delegates who would be capable 0f going through them in a 
proper order? 

Mr. Brown--Ye" t.hat ia so. In the name of common sense, 
w hat would be the use of holding a meetmg of say 12,000 members 
to dISCUSS all these techrucal Rules? What would the result 
be? The Court would have before it the minutes of the pro
ceedings of that Conference, [Lnd would see that the Rules were 
discussed in order, and that No. 3 Branch had several repre
sentatives there, notwithstanding what 1\11'. Bohan stated the 
previous day. The Rules were approved of, and then there was 
a circular lettC'r sent out on 9th May, 1923, to each Blanch, 
enclosing copies of the draft Ruks (a~cording to Rule 33) for 
the purpose of adopting or rejecting these draft Rull's. The 
result of the voting, as carried out under the Rules of 1918--

Master of the Rolls-Copies of the draft Rules were sent out? 
Mr. Brown-Five thousand of these were printed. In any 

case, 122 Branches sent in returns. The originals of these 
would be submitted in evidence. 10::; of these were received 
in time (17 were received late), but of these 105 that were received 
in time, 98 adopt€d the Rules, and 7 voted against, and of the 
17 returns received too late, 16 were for the adoption of the 
Rules. and 1 against, so that out of the 122 Branchei? which 
voted, 114 Branches voted for the adoption of the Rules and 8 
voted again.st. The Court had the mil1utes of the Executive, 
so that so far as the Rulps of 1923 were concerned, they beca.me 
tpe Rules of the Society, though they are not yet in force or 
operation. 

Master of the Rolls-Is there any clause appointing the day? 
Mr. Brown-No, my Lord, but there is a more useful clause. 
Counsel went on to refer to No. 151 of the Rules-transitional 

provisions. These Rules, Mr. Brown said, were in suspense. 
Master of the Rolls-Validly passed, and v'tlid Rules, are two 

different things. All you ask is that these Rules were 
\'"alidly passed in accord with Rule 33 of the Rules cf 1918 ? 
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Mr. Brown-That is the entire ca.se. 
1\Iaster of the Rolls--You have not vet dealt with the way in 

which I should treat the payments to Mr. Kennedy and "Mr. 
l\IcCarthy. I told Mr. Larkin that inasmuch as he gave notice 
of objection to these gentlemen sitting on the Executive, that 
he would be allowed to amend his pleadings and Statement of 
Cairn so as to embl'acp. that mat·ter. What I propose to do is 
to make an order for the amendment of the St'ttement of Claim 
in this respect. A paragraph wonld be added accordingly. 

1\11'. Brown-I think he has that in paragraph 19 of his State
ment of Claim. 

1\Iaster of the Rolls-I am incorporating it in the Statement 
of Claim. 

Mr. Brown-He is entitled to a declaration in consequence of 
what your Lordship ha"! said, and what you have done. 

1\Iaster of the Rolls-I takc it that the claim embrace ~ the 
prayer for relief in respect of this matter. 

Mr. Brown, continuing his argument, claimed that on the 
construction of the 1918 Rules the two Executive members 
referred to were paid, but that did not invahdate the case of 
the Executi,e Committee of which they were individual members. 

Master of the Rolls-Can you give me any assistance in 
referencc torSection 3 of the Trade Union Act, 1913, that Section 
which provides for the application of funds for politiral purposes, 
especially Section 2, which says that for any breach of the Rule 
complaint may be made to the Registrar of Friendly Societies. 
Has that no effect upon this ~ 

Mr. Brown-I think it has. 
Master of the Rolls-Very well. 

Evidencc was then called for the defendants. 

EVIDENCE OF ALPHONSUS CONWAY. 

Alphonsus Conway, an official in the Hibernian Bank, was 
called'land examined by Mr. Hanna. 

Have you these copies of the two accounts taken from th ... 
Bank books of the I.T. and G.W. Union in the names of the 
Trustees-the deposit and current accounts 1 Yes. 

Are these correct copies 1 Yes. 
Have you verified them 1 Yes. 
There was also in the Bank at the end of 1913 a National 

Insurance account 1 I think there would be. 
Are you aware of any other accounts in the Hibernian Bank 

of the I.T. and G.W. Union than those two accounts, and the 
National Health Insurance account 1 No. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Larkin: 
Were vou in the employment ot the Bank in 19121 Yes. 
Do yo'U remember an account there for the Union to payout 
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weekly payments for National Health 1 Do I remember it 
being opened 1 

Yes' I cannot. 
Do you remember paying out 10s. weekly to people entitled 

to it 1 In 1912 1 I cannot remember. 
Did we do all our banking business through your Bank 1 1 

understand you did. 
Have you a Branch in Thomas Street and other Branches 

throughout the country' Yes. 
Do you know if money was on deposit and in current account 

in other Branches as well as the Branch you work in 1 I 
cannot say. 

Will you say tltere was no other account to the credit of the 
Transport Union in your Bank in December, 19131 Except 
those that have be~n produced here, and tlw Insurance account. 

THE, CH.<\.RGE AGAINST JOHN O'NEILL. 

John O'Neill, Secretary of No. 1 BrailCh, examined by l\b. 
Sullivan, K.C. 

You were examined yesterday and the day before' Yes. 
In HIl3 and 1914 you were a member of No. 1 Branch' Yes. 
You were an official 1 Yes, Branch Secretary. 
Do you know of any Bank account except the Bank account 

in the Hibernian Bank of which Mr. Conway has given evidence? 
I don't know. 

,"Vas there any other Bank account; that you know of 1 No .. 
M9.srer of the Rolls-At what Branch of the B'tnk was tIle 

account kept; ~ At the corner of O'COlmeJ StIl:et and Abbey 
Street. 

Cros~-examined by IVrr. l.arkin: 
Did you swear that you d')stroyed the rlocument,c; of the 

Union in 19]31 I said about 1913. 
And you destroyed them by my orders 1 Yes. 
And you got a written order 1 Ye/;. 
Rava you got that order ~ I ha.ve not. It was brought 

by Mrs. Larkin. 
Did you admit you were a thief when you worked in Kennedy's ~ 

I did not adIIDt I was a thief. 
Master of the Rol.1R-·.Are you aware of any other account 

which the Union kept within the Hibernian Bank except that 
which was k~pt at the O'ConneU Street Branch? No, my Lord. 

Mr. Larldn-When you were being cross-examined I asked 
you did you work in Kennedy'l", a.nd you said you we .. :e d smissed 1 
Yes. 

For what were you dismissed 1. For a discrepancy in twC' 
books. . 

Otherwise did you embezzle the money of the firm of Kenned~: 
and Co.' No. 
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Were you dismissed for so doing 1 1 was dismissed, as there 
has been many a bread van driver dismissed, for shortage in 
accounts, not for embezzling. 

Were you dismissed for not retUrning money paid to you by 
thE'! poor of Dublin for your employer 1 No. 

Did you destroy papers in Liberty Hall and burn documents 
belonging to the Union 1 Yes. 

Did you keep any documents 1 
Master of the Rolls-I must stop this. You have already 

cross-examined this witneEs about this. Now, Serjeant Hanna, 
a grave accusation has been mane against this man, and I give 
you an opportunity of asking him what he did. 

Serjeant Hanna (to witness)-You were a bread serveL' 1 Yes. 
And as such, there was a charge put against you in the books 

for any bread you took out 1 Yes. 
And you had to account .. or the monies for that bread at the 

end of the week or the fortnight, after you received it 1 Yes. 
An" there was a shortage on your book 1 Yes. 
And you were dismissed on account of the shortage in your 

book 1 Yes, because I would not lodge further security. 
It is not an infrequent thing for bread servers who have to 

run accounts with customers to be short on their books 1 Quite 
frequently. . 

And you are responsible for all the bread you take out whether 
the customer pays for it or not 1 Yes. 

Was there ever a charge of embezzlement against you 1 No. 
Did you ever keep a penny of your employers' money 1 No. 
Mr. Larkin-Am I ~ntitled to again cross-exemine him 1 
Master of the Rolls-You certainly are not. 
Serjeant Hanna.-I hope we have heard the end of this thing 

now. 

RE-EXAMINA'l'ION OF ALDERMAN WILLIAM O'BR!EN, 

GENERAL TREASURER. 

THE NEW RULES. 

Alderman William O'Brien was called and examined by 
Serjeant Hanna: 

I want you to go through the history of these Rules-that is, 
the Rules of 1923. Was there a circular letter dated December 
21st, 1921, sent out to all the Branches twelve months in 
existence 1 Yes. 

That was saying that the E.e. were proposing to amend the 
Rules and asking for suggestions 1 Yes. 

How many Branches had you at that time 1 About 350. 
From how many Branches did you receive replies and suggested 

amendments 1 I think the number is 19. 
Did you in April, '23, send out another circular letter 1 Yes. 
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• Had there been discussions at the E.C. 011 1 hese amendments 
sent in by Branches ~ Yes, wry frequently. 

That is during the year HI~:! ~ Y('~. . 
You sent out this circular letter of April 6th, 1923, for the 

purpose of convening a Delegate Conference 1 Yes. 
Will you explain why it was deemed necessary to have a 

Delegate Conference ~ The new draft Rules were very com
prehensive. They made many changes in the organisation 
and structure of the Union, and it was felt that the only adequate 
way of having them discussed wa,,; to have such a representative 
body as the Delegate Conference undoubtedly was. 

What, was the system adopted for the Delegate Conference ~ 
It was to be based on one representative for each 1,000 financial 
members, and in addition the members of the Executive. 

Was the Union divided up into groups 1 Yef.!, into 23 groups. 
And they sent a member or members in proportion to the 

number in the group ~ Yes, one per thousand. 
And the qualifications for delegates were that the employees 

of the Head Office were not eligible, but that full-time employees 
of the Branches could be appointed ~ Yes. 

The Delegate Conference was held on the 24th and 25th of 
April? Yes. 

Was there a full discussion! Yes, a very detailed discussion. 
You know the contents of this report of the Delegatc Con

ference ? Yes. 
Is it true in substance and in fact 1 Yes, it is a very accurate 

summary. 
Master of the RoUs-·-Do you propose to put it in ? 
Serjeant Hanna-Yes. It is headed" Report of Delegate 

Conference, 24th and 25th April." 
Serjeant Hanna quot-ed from the Report, showing that it 

was unanimously decided to recommend the adoption of the 
Rules to the Branches. Counsel also read from a R-eport of 
the adjourned Conference of Delegates held on the 14th May. 
About eighty delegates and the Execut.ve (.ncluding Mr. Larkin) 
were present. Mr. Larkin, addressing the members, said he 
did not know who drafted the Rules, but he had read them 
through, and, generally speaking, he was in agreement with 
them, but there were one or two things he took exception to, 
and he would deal with them at the right time, etc. He did 
not agree with the proposal to establish a Political Secretary, 
and if such a post were established, he thought the official should 
be a subordinate official under control of the General Secretary. 

Further examined, Mr. O'Brien said that on the 9th May they 
sent a circular letter to the Secretary of each Branch, enclosing 
the final draft of proposed new Rules, and requesting them to 
fill up a form stating whether the Branch approved of the Rules 
or not by June 1st. That gave them three weeks to hold the 
Branch meeting and return the form to Head Office. 122 

107 



Branches sent in returns, 105 of these being received in time. 
Seven Branches voted against the Rules, a.nd 98 for the Rules. 
Of the 17 that were received late, 16 were for the Rules, and 
one against. 

The original returns from the Branches were handed in. 
Witness told Serjeant Hanna that the Rules were registered 

on the 2nd June, 1923. This action was started on the nth 
June, and the Rules had not been acted upon as far as they 
could avoid it, pending the decision of the Courts. 

O'BRIEN ANSWERS LARKlN AGAIN. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Larkin: 
Did you swear an affidavit in an interlocutory motion in this 

Court on the 31st July 1 I swore so many I would not remember 
the date. 

Did you swea.r a truthful one ~ I always swear the truth. 
Master of the Rolls-When was this affidavit filed' 
Mr. Larkin-According to this, on the 31st day of July. 
Mr. Larkin read the affidavit, and called the attention of 

witness to a statement contained in it to the effect that the 
Trad·j Union Congress was a body which decided disputes 
between Trade Unions, etc. 

" Did you," he asked the witness, "as one of the aggrieved 
parties, and as an officer of the Trade Union Congress, bring 
this crisis before this body ~ " 

Witness-You did not give us an opportunity. You seized 
our offices, and forced us into the law Courts. 

Did you bring this matter before that body ~ I say you took 
the law into your own hands. 

Is it true that this particular Trade Union Congress did at 
any time spend money illegally ~ Every statement in that 
affidavit is true. ' 

Everything you swore in that affidavit is as true as what you 
swore previously ~ Everything I ever swore is true. 

We will test that later on ~ Test it now. Now is the time. 
Come on now, James; I will face you as I always did. 

Now, Field Marshal, don't get so warlike' 
Master of the Rolls-Don't indulge in personalities. 
Mr. Larkin-But he has invited me. 
Did you arrange these figures that you brought into Court , 

No. 
'Who did? Nobodv. 
Then they are not iiJ. existence, and the figures are fictitious ¥ 

What figures are they 1 
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Thev are the figures of the voting on the :mggested amendments 
ou sent out? The figures are a correct record, and nobody 

arra.nged them. 
Who mad", the record 1 Th; Branch Secretary made a record 

of each Branch. 
Who ma.de up the tot of these so-called figures sent to you 

by the Branches 1 I did, of course. 
Of course, you arranged everything ~ I did my duty and 

have 8lways done so. I faced the rifles when you were in 
security. 

And you were taken over to England ~ Yes and taken out 
of my bed by the Black and Tans on two occasions, when you 
were far away. 

Master of the Rolls-I have nothing to say to that, l.nd I m'.lSt 
ask Mr. Larkin to confine his cross-examination within proper 
limits. 

1\'lr. Larkin-I am going ovzr t.he exact questions put to him 
by Mr. Hanna. 

Witness-I am not complaining. 
Mr. Larkin-On the 22nd Decemher, 1921, you sent out a 

circular letter t No. 
You swore you did ~ No, I said December 21st. 
What made you wait such a long time between December 

21st. 1921, and April 6th, 1923.}o consider the matter further ~ 
I was not waiting. 

You were working all the time ~ Yes, while you were away 
and drawing your salary, I was doing your work, or a good deal 
of it. 

Mr. I"arkin-You waited till the 6th April, '23, before you 
took further action ~ No. 

What did you do in the meantime 1 Discussed the proposed 
Rules very fnlly with the Executive, and a number of other 
people. 

Who were these other people ~ Everybody we thought 
could give a useful opinion. 

Any Counsel brought into the matter? No. 
Did Mr. Porter, B.L., Belfast, ever discuss these Rules? He 

gave advice on certain point:,. 
Did he give advice on political action? Yes. 
What was It ~ That we were not in conformity with the law, 

and that we would be well advised to get into conformity with it. 
Did you not knovy- that you were, not i~ conformity ~~t~ the 

law previous to gettmg that Counsel s op-nwn ~ Not POSItIvely. 
Did you ever discu~s the amending of the Act in 1914 with 

anybody ~ In what way? 
At the Trade Union Congress? 1 don't remember. Refer 

me to the incident. 
I am not going to help you at all-do you remember discussing 
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the ma.tter with anybody ~ I suppose I did in all kinds of 
ways. 

In wh,lt years ~ It is possible I discussed it many times. 
In the years 1915, 1916, 1917 ~ I cannot say definitely. 
But you did discuss it previous to geWng t.he Rules amended 1 

I discusRed the Osborne judgment many times. 
And you knew the English Trade Union Congress in 1915 ha.d 

come to a decision on the matter 1 I cannot say definitely. 
Did they come to a decision 1 I don't know. 
You never kept in touch with the Labour movement 1 I am 

well in touch with it. 
You say this Dell'gate Conference was called under rule 1 I 

never said anything of the kind. 
Had you any legal right to call the Conference under the 

Rules of 1918 ~ Oh, yes. 
Master of the Rolls-It is quite immateria.l. The defendant's 

Counsel stated this was not part of the necessary or usual pro
cedure at all, but was a device adopted for the purpose of enabling 
the Union generally to fully inform itself as to the nature of the 
proposed new Rules, and also to advise the Branches, who were 
incapable really of forming an opinion t.hemselves. 

KEEPING THE RULES. 

Mr. Larkin·-You always live by the Rules 1 I try to. 
You were very definite about Rule 121 "Ye have to be. 
And wh('n a ';oman owed money over and above the arrears 

you declined to pay her ~ Yes. 
At the meeting that you decided not to pay Mrs. Christian, 

did you vote monies for political purposes ~ I have no 
recollection of the meeting you refer to. 

Master of the RollfO-Was there a meeting about Mrs. 
Christian's caze? Not that I remember. 

Did the Finance Committee ever rule on the case of an appli
cation by Mrs. Christian for mortality grant? I cannot say. 
Will you refer me to the book. 

I "\\ill r{·fer you to a letter. I don't talk about the dead. I 
will produce everything. 

Witness-Including the books that were burned in 1913, 
I suppose. 

Mr. Larkin-The books that were burned by you and your 
8.ssocia tes 1 

Master of the Rolls-Will you kindly keep yourself to what 
i s relevant 1 

Mr. Larkin--The pris-
Witness-Yes, the prisoner. 
Mr. Larkin-You may be bcfore many hours. 
The Master of the &lls read the letter handed in by Mr. 

Larkin. It was sent by the Executive Committee to Jl,tIrs. 
111) 



Christian, a.nd f;ta.ted tLey regretted they could not sanction 
her mortality claim, as tlwy had no explanation as to the altering 
of the card, and '",part :rol1l that, the member was 4s. Id. in 
arrears at the time of hi" death, a.nd was therefore out of benefit. 

To the \1'1' ness--Refreshing your memory by that, can you 
say what was the reference to the alteration of the card? I 
should think it would be altering the figures on the card. 

Master of the Rolls-I should have thought so too. 
Mr. Larkin handed witness the cards belonging to Mrs. 

Christian, and asked him to show where the alteration in the 
payments took place. 

Witness-The figures for the 21st January, IV:2:2, appear to 
have been altered. 

:'IIaster of the Rolls-The letter :·mys they had no satisfactory 
expla.nation as to the altering of this card, and certainly it does 
bear the suggestion that there was an alteration. Is there any 
book kept by which the accuracy of the figures on the card can 
be checked 1 

'Witness-Yes, the Branch books, my Lord. 
Master of the Rolls-I am allowing these questions to be put, 

inasmuch as serious charges are made a~ainst these officers, but 
they really do not come within the purview of the case at all. 

Mr. Larkin read Rule 12. 
Master of the Rolls-He is entitled to full }Iurtality Benefit 

if he is in benefit at th'3 time, but there is a rule to this effect, 
that if any member is in arrear to the extent of over eight weeks 
up to one clear week before his death he ceases to be in benefit, 
and the result is that the officers of the Union are not entitled 
to pa.y him. 

Mr. Larkin-I say that Christian paid this 6d. per week foe 
fifty-two weeks, and that Mr. O'Brieu and his colleagues took 
advantage of the ignorance of this woman, Christian, and refused 
to pay her mortality claim because she owed one penny, though 
her husband had really overpaid. 

To the witness-You kept rigidly to that Rule (12). Why 
did you not keep rigidly to the Rules of the Union when altering 
the Rules? We did. 

Is there anything in the Rules to permit you to put back the 
Congress which is to be called after the Irish Trade Union 
Congress? There is no such Rule. 

I 'hold the Rules of the Union a.re the 1915 Rules? Your 
holding it does not make it it fact. 

It may be that I will be sustained by another Court? We 
will see. 

But while that Rule is there, neithel' you nor the other mllmbers 
will rule by the Rules that I hold to be illegal? Don't threaten. 

LARKIX AND THE RULES. 

YOll sold copies of these Rules since you passed them! Yes. 
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And you acted upon them 1 Possibly, to some extent. 
And you spent money for political purposes under them 1 

Emphatically no, not one penny. 
Are you conscious, as an Executive officer, that the Transport 

Cnion is affiliated to the Trade Union Congress 1 
Master of the Rolls-I have nothing to say· to tht' Trade Union 

Congress. 
Mr. Larkin-·I respectfully suggest. you have. 
Master of the Rolls-I rule that 1 have Hot. 
Mr. Larkin-All right. I bow to your ruling . 
. Master of the RoUs-You are only entitled to deal with the 

matter!! in di!!pute in this action. 
MI. Larkin (to witmss)-When you called this Delegate 

Conference was anything else discussed except the Rules t Yes, 
your application for £5,000 to procure a food ship, so that you 
could come sailing up the Liffey and dispense good things to 
your trusty warriors out of the Union funds. 

Is it your gun-men you refer to as being paid 1 I paid no 
gun-men. I never had gun-men, but you boasted you started 
an army. 

Master of the Rolls-I have nothing to say to gun-men or guns. 
In reply to Mr. Larkin, witness said that when Mr. Larkin 

was attending the second Delegate Conference he sent to witnes" 
for a copy of the minutes of the first Delegate Conference, and 
he got them. 

Mr. Larkin said that was not true, and was proceeding to ask 
further questions when--

Master of the Rolls-If you do not confine yourself to proper 
cross-examination, I will have to stop this. 

Mr. Larkin (to witness)-Who was Secretary on the 14th 
May, 1923 1 James Larkin. 

Did he get supplied with these minutes or copies of them 1 
He did; I supplied them. 

The Master of the Rolls pointed out to Mr. Larkin that the 
witness was only rec~lled as to the Rules of 1923, and Mr. Larkin 
was going over the same grounds that he had traversed for days 
past. 

Mr. Larkin said if his Lordship ruled that he was not entitled 
to question the witness, he would submit. 

Master of the Rolls-I may tell you if you do not submit, 
you must sit down. 

Mr. Larkin-Very well, my Lord. When the occasion comes, 
if you think it right to tell me to sit down, do so, and I will sit 
down. 

Mr. Larkin questioned witness as to when he (Mr. Larkin) took 
up his duties. He read from minutes of the Executive Committee 
of June 5th, 1923, to show that he protested against Mr. O'Brien 
sitting on the KC. on the grounds that he was a member of the 
D&il and had vaca.ted his duties, and tha.t the position of General 
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Treasurer should be declared vacant, a.nd a.n election held. He 
said .he retired from th~ meeting after making that protest. 

Witness-After refusmg to allow the members to settle it 
by ballot. 

Mr. Larkin-After making my protest and proving that no 
such Rules had been authorised. Did Mr. Kennedy go to the 
Registrar's Office on the 2nd June and get these Rules registered ¥ 
No. 

Who went 1 I did. 
Did you tell Mr. Miley you were instructed to get these Rules 

registered 1 No, there was no necessity. 
You just handed them in and came away 1 Oh, no. I 

waited for the Certificate of Registration. 
Do you acknowledge that the statement in the application for 

registration was not in conformity with the truth 1 It was in 
conformity with the truth. 

Did that document say that these men were instructed by a 
meeting to submit these Rules for registration 1 Show me 
the document; I don't think these words are in the document. 

At the Conference on the 24th and 25th, did James Hickey, 
of Cork, say that the Rules passed by that Conference would be 
referred back with power to amend 1 Is it on the records 1 

Did No. 1 Branch vote on these 1 I was not present at any 
Branch meeting. 

Asked by Mr. Larkin why he did not show him the application 
for registration of the Rules, witnass replied-" Because you 
were not functioning as General Secretary, and besides you were 
too busy preparing for your trip to Moscow. You said on May 
4th that men's lives depended on your getting there imme
diately." 

Mr. Larki.ll-Ca.n you show me where that is in writing 1 No, 
but I can produce men who heard you say it, if his Lordship 
allows me. 

Mr. Larkin-I am sure his J"ordship is interested in it. 
Master of the Rolls-I am not the least interested in your 

visit to Russia or anywhere else. 
Mr. Larkin-Was I not in Head Office on Saturday, June 2nd, 

when you registered these Rules 1 
Witness-I don't know. I did not see you there. 
Larkin-Did you see me there any day that week 1 
Witncstl-Oh, yes. You ware certainly there on the 

Wednesday. That was the day I told you I knew your state
ment that James Connolly sent you on a mission to America in 
1914 to be untrue, and that I could prove it. 

Mr. Larkin referred to evidence the witness had given in 
connection with the doors in the hall of the Parnell Square 
offices, and said: "If the Court comes over to Parnell Square 
I will prove you are a deliberate liar." 

Master'of the Rolls--You have no right whatever to say that. 
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Witness-May I say a word, my Lord, rega.rding tIlls question 
-.If doors--

Master of the Roll!l-I have nothing at a.ll to say to the doors. 
Mr. Larkin-Mr. O'Brien and I win meet in another place 

later on. 
Master of the Rolls--Very well. 
Re·examined by Mr. Hanna, witness said Mr. Larkin refused 

to take a ballot vote of the members in reference to the dispute. 
The dispute was subsequently consider.:d af a special All
Ireland Delegate Conference. 

Mr. Hanna. -Did you get this document from them on the 
27th December, 19231 Yes. 

Mr. Hanna-.:\Iy Lord, this is a report by the Investigation 
Committee of the Delega,te Conference--

Master of the Rolls-I don't think I am concerned with that. 
Mr. La.rkin-AR you have allowed them to put in irrelevant 

things all along, why not allow them now 1 
Master of the Rolls-Will you please not make insolent 

observations? 
Mr. Larkin-Very well; I will withdraw tha.t. 
Before the "itness left the box he asked for permission to 

make a statement ahout charges made against him and other 
membef!l of the Executive. 

}Iastcr of the Rolls-1 don't think it is necessary for you to 
make any statement. There is nothing proved against you. 

Witness-These charges are very injurious to be made against 
my character. 

Mr. Hanna -What specific one 1 
Witness-Charges of misapplication of money. 
Master of the RoIIs--Y ou need not make any reference to 

that. There is no evidence of misapplication by you whatever. 
except that monies which were applied for political purposes 
were not applied under the terms of the Act of 1913. 

Witness-We admit that, of course. 
Master of the Rolls-Very well. You may leave the box now. 

(To Serjeant Hanna)-Have you anything to say, Serjcant 
Hanna ~ 

Serjeant Hanna-Subject to the list of documents, we close. 

LARKI~ LAUNCHES }IoRE ACCUSA'l'IONS. 

Pla.intiff then addressed the Court, and referred to the Judge's 
anticipating the judgment by the declaration that the Rules of 
1923 were valid. He (plamtiff) proposed to deal with the three 
matters concerned in the act.ion. The defendants had come to 
Court and pleaded guilty and acknowledged that they had spent 
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money illegally for political purposes since 1913, and their 
apology was that because James Larkin did it, they ('ould. He 
claimed that t.hey took those monies from the members of the 
Union-from illiterate poor men-not for the purpose of pro
tecting these men, but for their own political and social advance
ment. He was always in favour of Labour representation, but 
the kind of Labour representation they had in this country was 
a disgrace and a crime. They took the monies of the Union, 
plaintiff repeated, and used it without hesitation. Alderman 
o 'Brien , whom he described as the" Poo Bah " of the Union, 
had built up a huge machine, not to protect the Union, but to 
control it with this money of the widows and the orphans. He 
asked for a full inwstigation into the funds of the Union, which, 
he stated, were in the hands of these men. He was not bound 
by legal forms or legal procedure, but if bound to them in that 
Court he must find other methods to get relief. He challenged 
the 1923 Rules, and held they were illegal, and said he would 
make these men answer for them in tht} Court of Appeal. Plaintiff 
went on to refer to the return made to the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies in 1917, wherein assets of the Union were not shown. 
The amounts shown from the membership, he said, were 
ridiculous. The income from 68,000 members in subscriptions, 
entrance fees, etc., if it were in his hands, he would be able to 
cause an overthrow of the present Government. 

Dealing with the £7,500 que8tion, plaintiff alleged that there 
was a sum of £2,000 unaccounted for. The defendants claim 
that they ha.d spent £1,800 of the £7,500 reserve in payment of 
relief during the Christmas, 1913, was a deliberate and calculated 
untruth. Any monies spent in relief were given out by his 
(plaintiff's) own hand. He asked, in conclusion, for declarations. 
Money had been spent by the thousands-monies had been 
stolen out of the organisation. Johnston (a clerk in the Insurance 
Department) took £3,000 and was convicted. The unconvicted 
men could not be dealt with until they had got the books, and 
these books they would get. 

"I ask," said Mr. Larkin finally, "for judgment on the 
£7,500 issue and also on the issue of the political levy, and if 
there is justice to be had in this Court-give it to the members 
of the Union." 

Master of the Rolls-Have you concluded your case now 1 
Mr. Larkin-Yes, in this Court (laughter). 

JUDGMENT OF THE MASTER OF THE ROLI~S. 

In delivering judgment, the Master of the Rolls said-I have 
listened to Mr. Larkin in delivering his speech in reply, with all 
the care and attention that I could give, but I regret to say that 
he ha.s given me absolutely no assistance, because he seemed to 
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be so intent in calumniating and vilifying every person who was 
opposed to him that he left out of sight altogether too real issues 
in the case. In order that I may give proper judgment in 
this case, It is necessary to recall to my own mind the issues that 
have been raised, and it must be remembered that those are the 
only issues. Now, in the first place, Mr. Larkin's complaint is 
that the Rules of 1918 and the Rules of 1923 were not properly 
passed, that the Rules of 191R were not passed in accordance 
with Rule 33 of the Rules of 1915, and that the Rules of 1923 
were not passed in accordance with the Rule 33, or in accordance 
with the Rules of 19] 8. Now, that is the ficst claim he makes. 
The second matter which he deals with in his own Statement of 
Claim is that the monies of the Union were applied for political 
purposes, and he says, and says very truly, that the Union was 
not entitled to apply them or any monies for political purposes. 
The third part of his case deals with the payments made to 
Thomas Kennedy and Michael McCarthy, who, he says, were 
paid officials of the Union, and consequently were not legally 
members of the Executive of the Union. 

And lastly, he calls the defendants to account for a sum of 
£7,500 which was applied at the end of the year 1913, and in 
the ensuing year, 1914. Now, these are the only matters thl t 
I have to deal with, and when giving judgment I must confine 
myself to these matters in issue. I am not concerned with 
anything else. 

RULES OF 1918 AND 1923 PROPERLY PASSED. 

Now, I will deal, in the first place, with the claim which he 
. makes in respect of the Rules of 1918. I won't go over the 

ground which I have already traversed in the case of Foran v. 
La.rkin. I decided in tha.t case that the Rules of 1918 were 
properly passed; that they were Rules which legally bound the 
Society, but I have now to deal with the Rules of 1923, and I 
must hold that it seems to me, as I said in the other action, that 
these Rules were properly passed, and will, when the proper time 
comes, bind the Union. The case which Mr. Larkin makes is 
this: that again the Rules of 1918, which provided for an 
alteration of Rules, were not observed. The Rule is this: 
" The Rules shall only be altered by the Executive Committee 
after amendments have been asked tor and sent in by the 
Branches, such amended Rules to be finally voted on by the 
Branches twelve months in existence." 

Now, Mr. Larkin's case is that that Rule was not observed; 
that so far from the Branches being asked to vote upon these 
Rules, so far from asking for suggestions from the Branches for 
amendment, the Rules were, in fact, the Rules of the Executive 
Committee, and no (\t,her person. 

Now. as I have pointed out in the case 'of Foran v. Lal'kin, a 
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common sense. interpretation must be given to these Rules, and 
one Rule proVIdes that the Branches are to be asked for amend
ments to the Rules, and we havt} to consider how that can be 
carried out finally, and with advantage to the Union. Now, I 
can conceive no better method than that taken by the Executive 
~ommittee, because in the case of the 1918 Rules they sent a 
CIrcular letter to the Branches asking for their opinion on the 
Rules, and asking for amendments, and they got replies to them, 
and then. having got the Branches' views, they proceeded with 
the draft Rules. Then these Rules were afterwards sent back to 
the members, and copies were distribuu-d, and finally a vote 
was taken of the Branches, and there was an overwhelming 
majority in their favour. The numbers were given-122 
Branches sent in returns stating whether they were for the 
amendment of the Rules or against them. 105 of these sent in 
those returns in time--98 of that 105 adopted the Rules; 7 of 
the 105 were opposed. There was an overwhelming majority 
for the Rules. Again, some 17 of the retUJllS came in late, but 
out of those 17, 16 of them adopted the Rules, and only one 
against. The ultimate result was that 114 Branches voted for 
the adoption of the Rules and only eight against. Now, I must 
say that no better method of voting and getting the opinion of 
all the Branehes of this Union, on the amendment of these 
Rules, could have been adopted than the way it was adopted, 
but having regard to the great importance of the Rules of 1923, 
and that the Union was commencing a new chaptJr in its exis
tence on account of the obligations imposed on it by the Trade 
Union Act of 1913, and seeing that they would have to comply. 
with legal status, this extraordinary course was t:>ken: the 
Executive Committee suggested that there should be a Con
ference of Delegates, and that was ca.lled together. It met in 
solemn conclave on 24th and 25th April, 1923. The Rules which 
had been drafted in a.ccordance with the suggestions sent in by 
the Branches were adopted by that Conference of Delegates of 
the Union unanimously. That being so, it seems to me that the 
Executive Committee did not only what was their duty, with 
the utmost care and diligenc!, but with the utmost care and 
solicitude devised the very best means they could for the purpose 
of ascertaining what was the opinion of all the members of the 
Union before these Rule were made the Rules of the Society. 

GENERAL OFFICERS' CHARACTER VINDICATED. 

Now, Mr. Larkin not merely challenges the validity of the 
procedure "hich was followed in order to get these made Rules 
of the Union, but he goe;· so far as to charge the members ot the 
Executive Committee, and particularly Mr. Foran and Mr. 
O'Brien with making false and fr:JUdulent declarations for the 
pnrpose' of having these Rules registered. It was very difficult 
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indeed for Mr. Forp.n and lVIr. 0' Brien to remam calm in the box 
with charge's of that kind hurled at. their heads, and it only 
surprised me that thr·y w('re so cOTllposed as they \,",:I'e. They 
were anxious to have their characters vindic'tterl. I asked 
them to restrain themsJlves for the time. The time has now 
come when their character is to be vindicated, and I must say 
that there was not I) shadow of foundation for this gross charge 
that was made against them of falsely making a declaration for 
the purpose of having these Rules registered, and I may go 
further and say this, that it brings the utmost discredit on the 
name of l\Ir. Larkin that without any cause whatever he makes 
a charge of this kind against these two respectable gentlemen. 

Now, I will go into the next matter-the portion of the 
plaintiff's case which deals with t.he application or rather the 
misapplication of the funds of the Union for political purposes. 
Now, the defendants came into Court and said they have to 
admit that in applying the money of the Union for political 
purposes they did offend against the Statute of 1913. They 
don't dispute it, but what surprises me is this-if l\Ir. Lal'kin 
really wanted that relief, and if he wanted nothing else-what 
surprises me is tlus, that he found it necessary to bring this 
action at a time when he knew that the Union, that is, the 
Executive Committee, were taking the only steps they could 
take for the purpose of setting that matter right. The principal 
purpose of the Rules of 1923 was to regularise the position of 
the Society by so recasting their Rules that they would comply 
with the Act of 1913. It does occur to me as strang,' that an 
action should be brought for the purpose of setting the Uluon 
right upon that matter, when steps had heen taken, and taken 
to the knowledge of Mr. Larkin, to take the powers which were 
conferred by the Act of 1913, but I need not deal further witb 
this matter becll.use the defendants, both the Executive Com
mittee and the Union, adnut that there has been an irregularity 
in that. But let me say there was no dishonesty, and further
more, let me say this, that it was not a thing that was done 
secretly. I suppose there was not a mt mber of the Union that 
did not know that the funds of the Union were applied for the 
purpose of supporting people who were candidates both for 
Parliament and other representative bodies, But now it is 
alleged that by reason of the levies that were made, and the 
application of the funds for political purposes, funds which wert:' 
properly applicable to the discharging of claims of the members 
of the Socidy were misapplied, and that these claims were 
not met. 

MORTALITY BENEFITS. 

That is alleged particularly m connection with the claims for 
mortality benefit. Now, I wish it to be clearly understood that, 
in my opinion. having heard all the evidence in the case, there 
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has been no evidence whatever that any member of the Union 
was deprived of any benefit whatever that he was entitled to by 
reason of this political expenditure. Now, certain cases have 
been referred to in which claims for mortality benefit were put 
forw~ by the widows of deceased members, and were rejected, 
but It must be rem~mbered that under the Rules of the Society, 
if a member dies who has ceased to be in benefit, it would be 
unlawful for thc officers of the Union to pay anythinO' whatever 
on account of mortality benefit. There is a Rule of the Society 
to this effect, that if a member rues and if his subscriptio~. 
either for the weekly subscription or for levies, or for special 
levies, are in arrears for more than eight weeks, up to one week 
before he dies, h<l is out of benefit and has no claim to mortality 
benefit. Now, that being so, when the widow of a poor man 
who has died, and has faJed to pay up his subscription and who 
is in arrears more than eight weeks-when she comes forward 
and makes a claim, the officer of the Union has no alternative 
in the matter. He cannot pay the claim; if he did he would be 
breaking the Rule!:! of the ~ciety, and would be liable to make 
good the amount himself by way of surcharge. Now, it is not 
proved in any of the cases referred to that anyone of these 
people was entitled to the benefit. The only thing we know is 
that the claims were rejected, and presumably for the reason 
that the member was out of benefit at the time of his death. I 
do not think that the Rules of the Society have been framed to 
meet said cases. Take the case of man who has possibly had a 
long illness. He has been for years and years, possibly, a 
member of the Society. So long as he is in health he pays his 
subscription continually; he becomes ill, is disabled, and is not 
able to work. He receives no pay, and during his illness his 
weekly contributions fail to be paid, and under the Rules of this 
Society, then, if he were more than eight weeks in arrears, his 
widow would not be entitled to any benefit. I do think a case 
of that kind is a very hard one, and 1 would suggest now-I am 
going possiblv beyond my province when 1 make the suggestion 
-I do suggest that the Rules of the Society might be amend 
so as to covcr cases of that kind. I know this perfectly well 
that even a member being in arrear, if he is not in arrear for 
eight weeks, the amount of his default may be set off against 
his claim, but under the Rules, as they stand, if he is more than 
eight weeks in arrear he has no rights at. all-~ do sugg~st that 
the Executive or the members of the Uruon mIght conslder the 
advisability of having some such Rule as this: "It is provided 
always that in the case of any mp.mber who shall die after a 
protracted illness, and that it shall be proved to the satisfaction 
of the Branch officers that his failure to pay hi.: contributions, 
levies, fines, and special levies, was solely due to such illness, his 
mortality benefit shall be paid, after deducting therefrom the 
amount of his arrears, notwithstanding that he shall be more 
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• an eight weeks in arrcars, one clear week before he dies." I 
thinlt if somc such plOviso as that were adopted it would relieve 
~ he very hard cases of people who were victims of the Rules as 
they stand, but let me say thi~, that the Executive Committee 
are not responsible for the hard application of these Rules at 
all. It is the members of the Society themselves who passf'd 
these Rules, and it does occur to me that Mr. Larkin, who 
profcss"s to have the interests of [the working. class so much 
at heart, and who has got such high ideals--if h~ had directed 
his attention to amending the Rules, say iu that particular, he 
would have done a great deal of good. 

No MrSAPPLICATION OF THE £7,500. 

There is one other matter which has to be dealt with, and that 
is the part of the case which deals with the alleged misapplicatlOll 
of £7,500. Let me commence hy saying that thl~ is a very old 
matter indeed. It goes so far back as the year 1913, and it is 
very hard indeed for people to be ~allenged to give a full and 
accurate account of a matter that occurred ten years ago, and 
what surprises me is this, that although this matter is so old, 
and although the books of the Union have been destroyed, and 
although the materials which would enable people to give an 
accurate account have disappeared, a fairly accurate account 
has been given of the application of this sum of £7,500. Let 
me say at the outset, that Mr. Foran has been charged with 
misapplying this money. In fact, he is indicted in this Court 
as a common thief and robber in connection wit,h this business. 
As in the case of the chargo against him of falsely and fraudulently 
making a declaration-so in this case, too, there is not a shadow 
of evidence that this money was misapplied by him, and there 
is no justification for the charges made against him or the 
vilification with ~hich he was visited afterwards, and so far as 
I am concerned, I feel bound to say that Mr. Foran will leave 
this Court to-day without any imputation on his character, 
and can always claim to be an honourable man. 

What is the story of this £7,500? There was a strike going 
on. It was necessary to have money on hands to carry on. 
This money accumulated, and was "in the safe, available for 
distribution. Mr. Foran and someone with him knew the exact 
amount, and they say that they deliberately kept from :Mr. 
Larkin the knowledge of the exaet amount which they had, 
but that they told him the Union was perfectly safe. the only 
meaning of which was that they conveyed to him that there 
was ample money at the back of the strike. Now, why did they 
keep that particular information as to the amonnt of money 
from him? Apparently it was because they had not got very 
much confidence in Mr. Larkin's talent for husbanding money 
-conserving money. But any person who was .conducting a 
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strike must have before his mind that it is absolutE>ly necessary 
to be as economical as possible in the distribution of the fund, 
because once the fund is exha.usted the workmen are absolutely 
at the mercy of the employers. So it would appear to have been 
Mr. Foran's object to be as economical as posslble in the distri
bution of that fund in order that he might be a.ble to support 
the strikers until a successful issue was rai!'ed. Now, what was 
done with the money ~ A very fair account has been given of 
it. During the last month of 1913, about £1,800 was distributed 
in strike pay. Later on the sum of about £600 had to be paid out 
to people who expected to be paid--that is, lawyers (both 
branches of the legal profession have to live)-£3,500 was paid 
in two different sums for the acquisition of the property in 
Liberty Hall, and in the early part of 1914, £1,600 had to be 
expended. That makes £7,500, and I think that that is a very 
fair account which has been given of that money. Having 
regard to the fact that ten years have gone by; having regard 
to the fact that since that time Liberty Hall, where the business 
was carried on, as we-all know, was laid in ruins, and documents 
were destroyed and taken away and scattered-how is it possible 
to expect them to give an accurate account after such a lapse 
of time1 But the account given, so far as it could be, lS borne 
out by the documents furnished by the lIibernian Bank, and 
here wc find the sum of £3,003 lls. 9d. paid at one time, and 
£500 another time, so that what is stated by Mr. Foranis amply 
borne out by the only documents that have survived. So much 
for this "um of £7,500. 
LARKni's OWN MISSTATEMENT ON THE FAKED" AUDIT" OF 

1913. 

It does surprise me that a man of Mr. Larkin's intelligence 
would launch such a desperate invective against these people 
for irregularities in their business, for misapplication of funds, 
and for the falsification of documents, when I have before me a 
certain document which bears the name of James Larkin, which 
has been proved to be a mis-statement. Now, let there be no 
doubt about that. This document, which i' the return of the 
funds for the year ending the year 1913, bea.rs the signature of 
James Larkin, who was the Secretary, and whose duty it was to 
see that the document was accurately filled up, and I find in it 
this statement-that there was £1,746 6s. 9d. in the Hibernian 
Bank. It has been proved conclusively that there was no such 
money in the Hibernian Bank. Now, I would like to relieve 
Mr. Larkin from the accusation of his deliberately making a 
mis-statement. A mis-statement was made, but I am rather 
inclined to attribute it to an entire want of business capacity, 
to an entire absence of a sense of duty, to an entire absence of 
any sense of responsibility of the duties of his office. I cannot 
go further, but there, he signs a document absolutely false and 
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atpparently he does not seem to recoQ;nisc the lact that once that 
document is shown he is a discredited witness in the case. How 
can he with any fairness attack men for irregularitie' in business 
when he is guilty of such an llTCgularity himself 1 Now, I am 
satisfied with the account which was given by that man, James 
Smyth, who was put down as the second auditor d the accounts. 
He swore he did 110t audit them at all; that he was called on by 
Mr. Larkin and told to sign the document; that he merely put 
his signature to it; tha.t it never occurred to him that he was 
to vouch the document, and tha.t his attention was not called 
to the sum of money in the Hibernian Bank. 

Well, now, if that is so, it seems to me that Mr. Larkin is 
absolutely devoid of business capacity, and that being so, such 
being the revelation which is made by tllls document, I can quite 
understand Mr. FOl'an taking the management of this sum of 
£7,500 into his own hands and not allowing: Mr. Larkin to touch 
it, not that I suggest lIr. Larkin would apply it for any improper 
purpose, but that this money would have been ladled out here 
and there without any regard for the wants of the people or the 
Union, or of the purpose for which the Union was formed, 
namely, to preserve the funds by mean... of which the members 
of the Union would be able to protect themselves. Now, I 
have before me here a very interesting document. It is the 
foreword to the Rules of 1918, and I find in very large letters : 
.. The unorganised worker is in truth the slave of his employer." 
Well, he only becomes organised if he has got an organised 
Union behind him, but if the Union behind him is disorganised, 
if its Rules are disregarded, if its business is not prope.rly carried 
on, if there are not I.J.ble and bnsiness-like men at the head ot it 
who will see that the Rules are strictly enforced, it would be 
just as well for the poor workmen not to haV"c a. Union at all. I 
can see plainly from the evidence given in this case that this 
Union is managed by men of great business capacity, and as far 
as I can see, managed by men who are highly honourable and 
who have got a strong sense of duty to the members of the 
Union. I ha.ve got nothing whatever to say to the Labour 
policy or any other policy, but here is a Union recognised by 
law and entitled to take its stand amongst the other great 
Corporations of the country. 

POSITION OF THOMAS KENNEDY AND MICHAEL MCCARTHY. 

Now, there is only one other matter, and a small one, and that 
is the status 04 Thomas Kennedy and Michael McCarthy. The 
only relie. claimed in the..r case is that they should be declared 
to be not legal members of the Executive Committee, and, as I 
understand, Serjeant Hanna. and Mr. Brown never contended 
that they were, once it was proved that they had been receiving 
these payments. They admitted that they held the position of 
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pa.id officers, and therefore I must declare, as indeed I ha.ve 
&!rea.dy done' in the other case, that t.hey were not lega.lly 
appointed, and not legally entitled to act as members of the 
Execut.ive Committee. Now, I ha ye gone over everyvhing 
presented by the plaintiff in his Stat.ement of Claim, and there
fore depart.ing from the case, I must expres~ my very great 
regret that the plaint.iff found it necessary in this cause to launch 
all the accusations he did against these men who were opposed 
to him. 

LARKIN'S L1."ING STATElI1E);T ABOUT JOHN O'NEILL, 

I would like once more to say that Mr. Foran, Mr, O'Brien, 
and Mr. O'Neill leave this Court without any just imputation 
whatever against their characters. I would like to say further 
about Mr. O'Neill-who was called by Jl.ir. Larkin a thief-that 
there is no evidence whatever that he was guilty of a.ny dis
honesty when in the employment of Messrs. Kennedy, He 
occupied t.here the humble position of a man who wag in the 
management of a baker's cart. We all know what the duties 
of such a man are. He has to dispense bread at every house 
that deals with him, Sometimes he gets paid, sometimes he 
does not. Sometimes he is paid daily, sometimes by the week, 
but necessarily there are things which have to be made up, and 
I can understand the honestest man in the world fallinf[ into 
arrears with his employers in this way. A man is asked to 
give credit by a poo!' woman who says her husband is out of work. 
Th~ man may be a soft-hearted man and give it, and afterwards 
he does not receive payment. That is an unsatisfactory thing 
to the employer, and be do~s not want such a man, and so far 
as the evidence in this case goes, we have got nothing more 
than that Mr. O'Neill was dismissed from his employment 
becausa he was in default in paying up t.he price of the bread 
delivered to him for distribution. That does not at all involw 
him in anything like a criminal offence, and I regret very mU('.1 
that very strong accudations are made in this Court by Mr. 
Larkin and levelled against him. 

FINAL JUDGMENT IN FAVOUR OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 

Now, Serjeant Hanna, I will tell you the judgment I am 
prepared to give: (1) W!t.h regard to the prayer. in ~aragraI?h 
(a) asking for a declaratIOn that the Rules are Invalid, I wIll 
give you this ;-

"It appearing to the Court that the Rules of the 
defendants, the I.T. and G.W. Union registered on the 
20th December, 1918, were made in compliance with Rule 
33 of the Rules previously existing, and that the registration 
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of the said Rules registered on 20th December, 1918, was 
not procured by any false or fraudulent representations as 
alleged in the St2.tement of Claim. the Court must refuse 
to make the declaration asked for in paragraph fa) of the 
prayer and Statement of Claim." 

Then a like paragraph as to (b) dealing with the Rules of 1923. 
Now as to (c), which deals with the misapplication of monies 

for political purposes :-

"It appearing that the defendants have not heretofore 
complied with the conrutions prescribed by the Trade 
Union Act, 1913, for the application of the funds of a Trades 
Union for political purposes, to declare that any application 
.)f the funds of t.he defendants, the I.T. and G.W. Union, or 
any part thereof, for such purposes, was illegal." 

Now the next will be:-

" To declare that the defendants, Thomas Kennedy and 
Micha.el McCarthy, have been, and are paid officers of the 
defendants (the I.T. and G.W. Union), and. as such, were 
not duly appointed members of the Executive Committee 
of the said Union, and are not entitled to act as such, and 
shall not be ent.itlt'd to so act or be appointed as such, so 
long as they shall be paid officers of the aforesaid." 

I "ill make no order for an injunction, becautie I see no 
necessity for it at all. Now, Serjeant Hanna, what do you say 
I am to do with the costs 1 

THE QUESTION OF COSTS. 

At the close of his Lordship's judgment, and on tIle question 
of costs, plaintiff rOfle and asked if his Lordship would hear his 
late Counsel's views on the matter. 

His Lordship-No, Mr. Larkin. I cannot allow that. You 
dismissed your OWll Counsel. 

Plaintiff was understood to say he was forced to do that by 
his Lordship. 

Again rising from his seat, he asked -Would you repeat what 
you said in your judgment outside, and I would be very glad 1 

His I.ordship-You had better remember thc obligation you 
are undf-r in this Court-

Plaintiff-To speak the truth--
The Jlldge--To conduct yoursdf and respect the Court. 
The Plaintiff-I will respect the Court when the Court speaks 

the truth. 
The Judgt'-If you don't conduct yourself I will order you to 

leave the Court. 
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Plaintiff-All right, sir. 
His Lordship-H you think you can be guilty of contempt 

with impunity, you are making a mistake. 
Plaintiff-I am not tre'l.ting the Court with contempt. 
His Lordship-Leave the Court now. I will deal with the 

question of costs afterwards. 
Plaintiff then gathered up his papers and left the Court. 
Serjeant Hanna, on the question of costs, said Ais clients had 

succeeded in the first two claims in this case. As regards the 
third, they admitted expending the monies for political purposes; 
there wad no necessity for calling evidence upon it. The only 
other matter was as regards Kennedyand McCarthy, and on 
that his Lordship should give defendants costs in the second 
action. "We," he said, "should get cost" in the main portion 
of the action." . 

His Lordship-The costs as regards Kennedy and McCarthy 
are a very small portion of it. 

The Order of the Court was, the Master of the Rolls said, as 
to costs: the effect was, that Mr. Larkin should pay all the 
costs in both actions except such portion as may have been 
incurred by reason of his claim that Messrs. Kennedy and 
McCarthy were not qualified to act as members of the Executive 
Council. 

In making that order, his Lordship said he did so because a 
great deal of unneccessary expense was caused by plaintiff in 
his apphcations for discovery, and because of the method he 
pursued after he got the orders for discovery. A great deal of 
time was waste-d by plaintiff, and a great deal of costs added by 
the way he conducted the case. He must also bear in mind that 
plaintiff made charges of fraud against several of the defendants 
that were absolutely unsubstantiated, and though he had 
succeeded in his issue on the application of funds for political 
purposes, the action was not justified at all, because Mr. Larkin 
knew perlectly well that the Union was setting up its house in 
order in that respect. 
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APPENDICES. 

APPENDIX A: EXTRACTS FROM MINUTE BOOK OF No. 
BRANCH, LIBERTY HALL, DUBLIN- FROM 1914 to 1916. 

I. FINANCIAL DIFFICULTIES, 191~-1915. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE MEETING, FRIDAY NIGHT, 27TH FEBRUARY, 1914. 

THE CHAIRMAN, in opening the proceedings, stated the object for which 
the meeting was called, namely to consider the question of Branch expen
diture, and to devise some means of curtailing same, owing to present 
financial circumstances. 

Sunday, 3rd January, 1915. 
MR. CONNOLL Y then addressed the Committee, and explained in ... few 

words the present position of the Union, and his position at present repre
senting Mr. Larkin during his absence; he said he wanted to take the 
Committee into his confidence, along with the older members with regard 
to the finances of the Union at present. and explained the heavy expendi
ture they had bt'en under lately through purchasing the Hall and through 
the appeal case in the House of Lords. These things left them at the 
present time very short of funds, and he wanted them to understand that, 
in order that they would assist in every way to avoid trouble or disputes 
that would lead them into financial difficulties. 

Wednesday. 14th July, 1915. 
MR. CONNOLL Y informed the Committee that he had occasion to appeal 

to the different Branches to forward to Head Office any money they could 
possibly spare, in order that he might be in a position to payout dispute 
pay to the men on strike. 

21st July, 1915. 
MR. CONNOLLY made a statement to the meeting anent the railway 

dispute, and said he saw no prospect whatever of paying dispute pay on 
next Saturday, and considered it would be advisable to declare the strike 
off. 

Wednesday, 28th July, 1915. 
THE CHAIRMAN informed the meeting that the Brick and Stonelayers 

Society had given the Union a loan of £40 (forty pounds). and said they 
deserved the best thanks of the members of this Union for their friendly 
act. [See also App. A. VII., January 2, 1916, and A. VIII., January 9. 
1916.] 

II. CROYDON PARK, 1914-1\115. 

I. 

Tuesday night. October 27th, 1914. 
P. DOYLE raised the question of Croydon Park, and suggested that 

some steps be taken to raise funds to defray expenses of same. 
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Sunday, 27th DE'ccmber, 1914. 
P. MURRAY appeared before the Committee to ask for a statement of 

accounts re Croydon Park. The Chairman informed him they wonld do 
their best to get the information asked for. 

3· 
14th March, 1915. 

MR. CONNOLL Y also spoke in reference to Croydon Park ar.J the expense 
it was on the Union. The Committee agreed that a special meeting be 
called to deal with same. 

4· 
24th June, 1915. 

The question of Croydon Park was next discussed at some length, 
when it was finally agreed that under present circumstances they (the 
Committee) had no option but to give up Croydon Park. It was formally 
moved by Wm. FairtIough and seconded by J. Dunne that the required 
six months' notice be given on the first of July, terminating the agreement. 

5· 
24th November, 1915. 

The question of reducing the expenditure was gone into and discussed 
at considerable length, and instructions given to surrender Croydon Park 
as soon as possible. All arrangements for the disposal of stock and fittings 
to be left with the officials; Chairman to report to next meeting. 

It was also decided to dissolve the Aungier Street Branch on the same 
conditions. 

6. 
1st December, 1915. 

The sale of the cow and calf was next considered, when the Chairman 
explained the offers he had been made. John Farrell moved and Thomas 
Duff seconded that the sale be closed with the highest bidder. Agreed. 

Ill. THE AMERICAN TOUR. 

13th October, 1914. 
The question of the General Secretary's tour to America was next 

discussed at some length, when it was agreed to grant £to towards his 
expenses. 

27th October, 19Q. 
MR. MCCARTHY raised the question of the levy to defray the expemes 

of the General Secretary's tour to America. It was decided to get out 
printed handbills calling the attention of the members to same. 

IV. No. I BRANCH AS EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 1914-[915. 

Sunday, November 22nd, 1914. 
M. CUNNINGHAM raised the question of outside Branches sending in 

weekly reports. It was agreed that all Branch Secretaries be instructed 
to forward all weekly reports to Head Office by first post on Tuesday 
of each week. 

Wednesday, February 3rd, 1915 
MR. CONNOL!.Y complained that he was getting no returns or weekly 

statement from J. Bohan, Secretary of No. 3 Branch. The Secretary was 
instructed to write Bohan asking for weekly returns. 
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V. TliE R.EVOLUTIONAR.Y PRINTING PRESS. 

Wednesday, loth February, 1915. 
P. MURRAY appeared before the Committee to ask a question in reference 

to portions of a printing machine he was informed had come into the Hall, 
and said he was deputed by the members of the Union working in the firm 
along with him to protest against the use of same for the production of' 
::ny illegal printing that would be the means of bringing the notice of the 
authorities on the place and having the Hall closed, and he would alsq, 
like to know was it the money belonging to the members of the Union was M 

going to pay for same. 
TBE CHAIRMAN informed Mr. Murrav that the Committee would consider 

his protest, and instruct the Secretary as to their decision and have an 
answer for him next dav. 

After discussing the matter at some length, the Committee finally 
endorsed the action of Mr. Cop-nolly in the matter, and declared they had 
full confidence in Mr. Connolly not doing anything detrimental to the 
interests of this Union. Unanimously agreed. , ,.;- d 

VI. GRANTS TO LARKIN FAMILY. 
(a) PETE LARKIN. 

17th and 19th March, 1915. 
The case of Peter Larkin was next introduced for consideration. The 

Chairman explained how he had been arrested under the Defence of the 
Realm Act, after landing from America. he being a member of the crew 
of the SS. Lusi1ania. He was brought before the Court of Justice and 
remanded for a week. At the expiration of the week he was brought up 
again and remanded to the following Tuesday. On Tuesday he was 
brought up again and sentenced to a month's imprisonment. He had a 
wife and child depending on him, and he considered it was up to this 
Committee now to say whether they would do anything to assist her while 
her husband was in prison. 

It was then formally moved by M. McCarthy and seconded by Wm. 
Fairtlough: .. That the Secretary be and is hereby instructed to forward 
thirty shillings each week to Mrs. Larkin while her husband is in prison." 
The Chairman, in putting the motion to the meeting. asked all who were 
in favour of the motion to say" Aye." He then asked anyone who were 
opposed to the motion to say" No." There being no dissentient, he 
declared the motion carried unanimously, after which the meeting 
adjourned to Friday night .. 

(b) MRS. LARKIN. 
28th April, 1915. 

THE CHAIRMAN informed the meeting that under certain circumstances 
Mrs. Larkin had decided to go to America, and would require travelling 
expenses. 

WM. FAIRTLOUGH moved and P. FORDE seconded that £40 be advanced 
ior same. Unanimously' agreed to. 

(c) JAMES LARKIN IN AMERICA. 
9th June, 1915. 

THE PRESIDENT next informed the meeting that a cablegram had arrived 
Irom America asking for two hundred dollars to be wirt"d at once to pay 
medical fees, etc., as Mr. Larkin was seriously ill. Signed Donnelly~ 
After dUicussing the matter at some length, Wm. Fairtlough moved and 
P. White seconrled that the money be forwarded, providing that the 
General Secretary, Mr. Connolly, is satisfied as to the bonafides of the 
wire and signature. Passed unanimously. 

128 



VII. DELEGATE CONFERENCE AND EXECUTIVR 
COMMITTEE, 1915'1916. 

I. 

. . 19th May, 1915. 
ArIsmg out of .the minutes of previous meeting, an arrangement was 

made for ~he holdmg of a Conference of Delegates of the different Branches 
of the Umon, ~ form an E.C.,.same to meet at least four times a year, to 
conduct the bu~mes~ of the Umon on a proper basis. The said Conference 
t-> take place In LIberty Hall on Whit Monday. 

2. 

DELEGATE CONFERENCE. 
Z4th May, 1915. 

MR. THOS. FORAN, General President, occupied the chair. 
. The .following members were present representing the different 
Rranches:-

No. I;-Messrs. Connolly (Acting-General Secretary), John Farrell, 
M. Cunmngham, P. Stafford, P. Forde, J. Metcalfe, and J. O'Neill, Branch 
Secretary. 

No. 3 Branch-Messrs. John Bohan and Thomas Burke, 
No. 16, Aungier Street-Mr. Robert de Couer. 
Inchicore Branch-Mr. MaTIon. 
Kingstown-Mr. P. Crimmins. 
Bray-Mr. S. Mulvey. 
Waterford-Messrs. John Power and John Murphy. 
Cork-Mr. Riordan. 
Sligo-Messrs. Alderman Lynch and Councillor Keely. 
Wexford-Alderman Corish. 
Belfast-Messrs. J. Flanagan, T. Couples, and J. Clarke. 
J. O'Neill, Secretary, No. I Branch, acted as Secretary to the meeting. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT, in opening the proceedings, said he felt it 
was his duty to tender to the delegates present a hearty welcome from the 
members of No. I Branch and from the members of the Union in general. 
As this was their first actual Conference of Delegates, and never since the 
first inception of the Union was one more needed, he would conclude by 
asking Mr. Connolly, the Acting-General Secretary, to address the meeting 
and explain the position in whIch the Union stood at present. 

MR. CONNOLLY then addressed the meeting at some length, and explained 
the objects for which the meeting was called according to rule, namely, 
to elect an Executive Committee to look after the interests of the organisa
tion, said Executive Committee to meet at least four times each year. 
Also to have a general Convention of Delegates once a year, same to be 
held the day following the close of the Irish Trade Union Congress meeting. 
He would also suggest to the Delegates present that they would invest 
the E.C. of No. I Branch with power to act in cases of emergency arising 
in the intervals of the three months between the General E.C. meetings, 
as very often disputes may suddenly arise amongst dockers, when it would 
not be convenient to summon the General E.C. In cases of this sort he 
wanted the Delegates to give power to No. I E.C. to deal with such cases. 
He next explained the financial position of the Union and the extra
ordina.ry difficulties they had to contend with, and the enormous expenses 
that had to be met. He said he did not intend to hide anything from 
them, as he wanted every man of them to understand the true position of 
the organisation financially. At the same time he did not want the public 
to know anything about their financial circumstances, as it would be 
detrimental to the interests of the Union, because if the employers were in 
possession of all the facts it would be an incentive to them to make another 
attack on us, in the hope of crushing us altogether, and with a very good 
prospect of success attending their efforts. 
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The election of members of the E.C. was next proceeded with, and, 
according to rule, it was agreed to have one representative to Munster, 
one to Connaught, one to Ulster, and four to Leinster. 

J. Keely proposed Alderman Lynch for Connaught. J. Bohan 
seconded. Agreed. 

J. Power proposed Mr. D. Riordan to represent Munster. J. Murphy 
seconded. Agreed. 

J. Flanagan was proposed by J. C. Clarke, seconded by T. Couples, to 
represent Ulster. Agreed. 

The following were nominated to represent Leinster :-Michael 
Cunningham, John Bohan, John O'Neill, and Patrick Stafford; Mr. 
Connolly (Acting General Secretary). and Mr. Foran (General President). 
as Executive Office members of E.C. All those elected are subject to 
ratification by the members of their own Branches. 

The first meeting of the E.C. to be held on the Sunday before the first 
Monday in August. Was agreed to. 

3· 
MEETING OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 

January 2nd, 1916. 
Mr. Thomas Foran, General President, in the chair. Also present:

Mr. Flanagan, Belfast; Mr. O'Riordan, Cork; Mr. Bohan, High Street; 
Mr. O'Neill, No. I, and Mr. Connolly, General Secretary. 

MR. CONNOLLY said that since last they met they had passed, and were 
still passing, through trying times, not only for the members of the Union, 
but for the people of Ireland in general, as the European War now in 
progress had raised all the necessaries of life to such an extent that it was 
almost impossible for the workers to exist. He said it was only by organ
isation that the workers could hope to obtain anything like a living wage, 
and it behoved the officials of the Branches of the Transport Union to 
exert themselves as much as possible iu organising the unskilled workers 
throughout Ireland, in order to maintain a decent standard of living. He 
was proud to say that they were the only Union in Great Britain or Ireland 
who had not sold themselves body and soul to the capitalist class since 
this war started. 

VIII. ELECTION OF GENERAL PRESIDENT AND GENERAL 
SECRETARY, 1916. 

IRISH TRANSPORT AND GENERAL WORKERS' UNION. 

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING HELD ON SUNDAY, 9TH JANUARY, 1916. 

Mr. Thomas Foran, General President, in the chair. Also present :
Mr, Connolly, Acting General Secretary, and John O'Neill, Secretary, 
No. I Branch. 

THE PRESIDENT explained the object of the meeting. 

MR. CONNOLLY addressed the meeting, and in a few short words explained 
the position of the Union, also the enormous difficulties the Union as a 
whole had to contend with, also the amount of debts that had been incurred 
during the lock-out of 19I3 and I9I4; mostly law courts expenses 
defending members, aye, and even non-members were defended, and the 
officials and Committee for the past year have been taxed to the utmost 
trying to payoff this accumulated debt, which they were in no way respon
sible for incurring. They were taxed with one thousand pounds, to be 
paid to Smyth and Sons, which they were now paying off at £40 per month. 
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They: also h~d to meet a heavy bill of costs in connection with the Long '1. 
Larkin case 1n the House of !-ords, which was practically speaking, money 
thrown away. He would Just refer to Croydon Park, which was .. big 
source of expense. Consequently the Committee were obliged to notify 
~. Bradshaw, the landlord of Croydon Park, that they were goinG" to 
gIve up the place, as they were not in a position to pay rent any lonOger. 

Wm. Vickers proposed and James Byrne seconded that Thomas Foran 
be re-elected General President. 

There being no one else nominated in opposition to the General 
President, b:e was re-elected amidst much applause and clapping of hands. 

The election of General Secretary was next proceeded with. J. Nolan 
moved and M. Turner seconded the election of Mr. James Larkin. 
Unanimously agreed to. 

The election of a Treasurer was next proceeded with. The Chairman 
explained that owing to P. Smith having allowed his membership to lapse, 
it was necessary to elect someone in his place. 

B. Conway moved and James Traynor seconded that Joseph Kelly be 
elected Treasurer. Unanimously agreed to. 

IX. THE GENERAL SECRETARY, 1914. 
(a) RESIGNATION. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE MEETING, 19TH JUNE, 1914. 
Mr. Thomas Foran presiding. Also present: P. White, S. Gilligan, 

S. Kelsh, B. Conway, J. Byrne, D. Heffernan, M. McCarthy, J. Gannon, 
Thomas Duff, P. Doyle, W. Fairtlough, M. Brohoon, M. Cunningham, 
J. Kelly, E. O'Toole, L. Redmond, P. Nolan, P. T. Daly, and J. O'Neill, 
Secretary. 

THE CHAIRMAN explained the object for which the meeting was called, 
and stated he had received a very extraordinary letter from the General 
Secretary, tendering his resignation to the Committee. He (the Presi
dent) had received this letter from Mr. Larkin on Wednesday night, and 
he had kept it to himself until he had tried all the means in his power to 
get him to withdraw it, and not put it before the Committee. When he 
had failedin his purpose, there was no course open to him but to place the 
matter in the hands of the members present and let them deal with the 
case. 

M. MCCARTHY moved and B. CONWAY seconded the following 
resolution :-

" Resolved :-That we, the members of this Committee, 
refuse to accept the General Secretary's resignation, and that 
a deputation consisting of the whole Committee 'Yait oIl: Mr. 
Larkin to-night at Croydon Park, and try to pr~vall on him to 
change his mind, and, failing that, appeal to him to meet the 
general body of the members and place his resignation in their 
hands, and explain his reasons for so doing." -Agreed 
unanimously. 

The meeting then adjourned to await the return of the deputation. 

(b) POWERS OF COMMITTEE. 
23rd June, 1914. 

A discussion arose on the result of the General Meeting in the Antient 
Concert Rooms. B. Conway moved and E. O'Toole seconded: "That 
the General President be instructed to confer with the Ge?eral Secretary, 
and get him to put it in writing what powers the ComInlttee .had under 
the present conditions existing as a result of the General Meeting." 

(c) As ALL-HIGHEST AUTHORITY. 
Tuesday, 30th June, 1914. 

A deputation from the band appeared before the Committee in reference 
to the uniform, and suggested the same colour of uniform as the Citizen 
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Army, with the addition of gold facings, stand-up collar, and glazed peaked 
oap with lanyard and tassel. 

The Committee decided to place their suggestion before the General 
Secretary for his sanction. 

8th July, 1914. 
THE SECRETARY read an application from the Secretary of the Citizen 

Army for use of Croydon Park to hold a display under the auspices of the 
Citizen Army Council to raise funds to defray expenses incurred in con
nection with the equipment of Army. 

After due consideration, it was agreed to defer the matter until the 
General Secretary was consulted. 

X. MISS DELIA LARKIN. 

(a) MI'5CHIEF-MAKING. 
5th September, 1914. 

THE CHAIRMAN explained the object for which the meeting had beeD. 
called. He said it was a very delicate question, and one which he con
sidered very difficult to deal with. It referred to Miss Larkin and the 
large front room. He said it appeared to him that Miss Larkin was out to 
cause trouble, and to cause disruption amongst the members of the Union. 
He explained how she had broken the lock of the piano, which she had 
refused to pay for, and which the Union had paid for. He also explained 
how he had asked the General Secretary to attend the Committee to
night and have some understanding with the members on the matter, 
and he absolutely refused to do so, and told him (Foran) that whoever 
started the row could settle it. He (the Chairman) said he also asked 
Mr. Larkin to go and look at the piano where it was after being broken 
open, and he also refused to look at that or go near it; so it was up to the 
members now to say what they were going to do in the matter. After 
giving the case careful consideration, the following resolution was adopted 
on thl" motion of John Cunningham, seconded by M. McCarthy :-Resolved 
-" That the Branch Secretary be and is hereby instructed to notify Miss 
Larkin that this Committee consider it desirable in the interests of the 
Union that she (Miss Larkin) should look for some other premises to carry 
on the work of the Women Workers' Union." Unanimously agreed to. 
After which the meeting adjourned. 

(b) GENERAL SECRETARY'S ACTION. 
8th September, 1914. 

THE CHAIRMAN read a letter he had received from the General Secretary 
informing him that he was calling a General Meeting on next Sunday to 
deal with the Committee in re their action at the Special Meeting the 
previous Saturday night. 

After hearing the letter read, Wm. Fairtlough moved, and Thomas 
Mills seconded the following: .. That we, the members of this Committee 
assembled here to-night, welcome the letter from the General Secretary 
notifying us of his intention of holding a General Meeting on next Sunday, 
and take this opportunity of tendering our resignation. Branch Secretary 
to communicate same to General Secretary." 

(e) LEAVES WOMEN'S CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETY. 
28th July, 1915. 

MR. CONNOLl Y informed the meeting that Miss Larkin had severed her 
connection with the Women Workers Co-operative Society, and left 
Dublin, in consequence of which action the Society was now closed and 
no work being done. 

XI. PARLIAMENTARY VACANCY, 1915: LARK IN 
NOMINATION. 

September 1st, 1915. 
TI!E SECRETARY read correspondence relative to the Harbour Division 

vacancy. Some discussion ensued re the nomination of Mr. Larkin as a 
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candidate. It was decided to nominate Mr. Larkin provided the money 
was forwarded from America, Mr. Connolly to cable re same. 

APPENDIX B: CROYDON PARK, 1914. 

IRISH TRANSPORT AND GENERAL WORKRS' UNION. 

Head Offices: Liberty Hall. 
D Beresford Place, Dublin. 

BAR BULLEY, . 2nd April, 1914. 
We are runnIng a Co-operative Hostel here in Dublin. We have some 

3 acres of gardens. I want to interest our people in the culture of vege
tables and flowers, and window-box display. 

The gardens have been neglected for some years. We have vines and 
hot houses. I myself have not had the experienr.e I would like in these 
matters. We have two gardeners employed I want to get good results, 
so ~s to encourage our people. Would it be too much trouble to ask you 
to mterest yourself in the matter by sending me the best seeds, plants, 
etc., up to the value of £20 os. od., delivered in Dublin, and also any infor
mation you could send me ? 

It is now some time since I saw you. I hope you are keeping in good 
form. I should be glad to hear from you. 

Yours fraternally. 
[The correspondent to whom Larkin addressed the above letter was a 

seed merchant in Liverpool.] 

APPENDIX C: EXTRACTS FROM CORRESPONDENCE 1'e JAMES 
LARKIN IN AMERICA, 1915 TO 19[~. 

I. WM. O'BRIEN, Dublin, to CON. LEHANE, N3w Y'Jrk. 
DEAR COMRADE,- Dublin, 27th November, 1915. 

We are in a complete fog about Larkin, and I am writing in the hope 
that you might be able to clear it up. It is about six months since anyone 
we know of here had a line from him. The last word was a cable to me on 
August 26th: .. Boys think I should fight Harbour Division. Money 
forwarded." Connolly received your cable at the same time urging him 
to act. The message was considered immediately, and a cable sent in 
reply that we were prepared to nominate him on receipt of money. No 
reply was received to that, although the nomination was not until Sept. 
28th, and we avoided coming to any decision at the Trades' Council so as 
to be free to act up to the latest moment. Since then no message of any 
kind has reached us. On October 29th, Tom Foran, President, Transport 
Union, received a draft for £100, presumably from Larkin,but without a 
word of explanation as to what it meant, then or since. On same date, 
Mrs. Larkin also received a draft for £100, and a few days later a cable 
asking her to go out to the States. What all this means is a complete 
mystery to all of us here. Can you throw any light on it? The Transport 
Union people are very uneasy about it all, but don't care to ask him 
bluntly for an explanation. Considerable changes in the organisation 
are necessary in view of recent events here, and the prevailing uncertainty 
about his actions makes a difficult situation still more difficult. Reply 
to these queries as soon as possible. 

Have you met Sheehy-Skeffington yet? 
Fraternally yours, 

WM. O'BRIEN. 

H. CON. LEHANE, Chicago, to WM. O'BRIEN, Dublin. 

December 15th, 1915. 
DEAR COMRADE,-

I received your letter, and showed it to Larkin. No doubt, he will 
himself communicate with you, if he has not already done so. . 

Larkin is getting up a big mass meeting here in Chicago, and the proceeds 
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will go to the Union boys in Dublin. This may be a big thing. He also 
has in hand arrangements to publish .. weekly paper here. 

Yours always, 
CON. 

Ill. J AMES LARKIN TO MRS. LARKIN 

[Undated.-Received in November, 1916]. 
There has been an enquiry from Dublin addressed to Nockels, Sec., 

Fed. of Trades, ye monies forwarded. I have written T.F. twice since 
you left i~forming him as to the amounts I had sent on; they should 
have receIved £275 or 1,375 dollars-not much, I know, but you can 
explain how difficult it was to raise that out of my tours considering 
r was engaged on more important work for friends. 

One hundred pounds was forwarded to T.F. for Union; then £50 
to Daly and J .C. for Trades Congress; a further £50 to the Union; then 
draft on Munster Bank, credit Daly and J .C., and £25 last remittance 
J .C. A draft credited schoolmaster was returned here from Bank of 
Ireland for £25. Nockels has written officially. I cannot understand 
T.F. and the Boys: do they think I was laying down on the job. If 
my advice had been followed, there would have been another result
advantage was taken of my position and difficulties; of this, more anon. 
Tell T.F. I am doing my utmost to compel friends to act square; he 
3hould have received £375 from bricklayer . 

• * * * * * * * 
I did not think T.F. and the rest of the boys would forget !l0 easy 

what we achieved together. Well, there is a good time coming.-Thine, 
SEUMAS. 

[The above letter, written to Mrs. Larkin, was obviously intended 
for the Union, and was handed by her to the General President, as will 
be seen by the letter next following]. 

IV. THOMAS FORAN TO JAMES LARKIN. 

nth December, 1916. 
DEAR JIM, 

Mrs. L. has shown me your letter with reference to money sent, 
I have already written through post, and now send this so that it will 
be certain to reach you. All the money I have received is £100 through 
Bank of Ireland, same time as Mrs. L. received the same amount, and 
£350 from a friend, who did not say who it was from, last August. No 
other money has reached me from any other source. I have only received 
one letter from you shortly after you arrived-that is nearly two years 
ago. You can see from that who is forgetting. As to the advice you say 
you sent, none reached me, and I wanted some badly. No letter from 
anyone about funds has reached Congress. Daly was home last week 
on leave, and hl' says he received no money. Send particulars of Bank 
and we can have drafts traced. The Union is going on fairly well 
considering everything. 

Fraternally yours, 
THOMAS FORAN. 

V. JAMES LARKIN TO THOMAS FORAN . 
.. The Irish Worker," 

Temporary Office, 
1046 North Franklin Street, Chicago, Ill. 

THOMAS FORAN, January 22, 1917. 
Liberty Hall, Dublin, Ireland. 

TOM, 
I received your letter. One cheque for $250 has been returned. 

There are still two missing. One of $200 in notes and the other $300 
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in notes. One was addressed Daly and Connolly, care of Jim O'Brien, 
Trades Hall, and the other was addressed care of Miss Mulhall. I know 
they left her~ on or about the early part of April. I sent moneys to 
Mrs. L.-;C~stmas week. I'd ~e glad to know if she got it. I want you 
to see 0 Bnen, and get from hlm an authentic statement as to whether 
Skeffy delivered my message to Jim, and to give me reasons why they 
moved, when told not to move. Also see McPartland and the boys, get 
them to send me credentials to act for them officially. Gompers got my 
old credentials and I am handicapped without them. Look up the 
addresses from Australia, where you see, of course, that Peter's gone 
over the. road along with his pals, and issue an appeal to the boys out 
there. Slg!l my name and demand help to rebuild the Hall. I am sending 
out a cham letter here for that purpose, but await official credentials 
from your side. Tell the boys in the Union not to lose heart, and tell 
Daly from me to turn in and do his work properly. Show this to Bohan 
and tell him to quit his fooling, and to stand by you and take advice from 
you. It is useless-them writing to me, whoever they are-asking me 
to come home. Surely they know that if facilities offered-of any sort
I would be with them long ere this. 

I'm going to make a determined effort to get money to rebuild the Hall, 
so don't spend too much money repairing it. Tell the boys and girls 
they're ever in my thoughts,-Yours always, 

SEUMAS. 

VI. JAMES LARKIN TO THO:\:IAS FORAN. 

[The following letter from New York, ordering in the most peremptory 
anguage that the General President should reverse the decisions of the 
Executive Committee and ... Delegate meeting of the insured members, 
was delivered to Thomas Foran on September 15, 1919. It was delivered 
without any envelope by Eamon MacAlpine, a messenger whom Larkin 
sent to Ireland and who described himself as .. Larkin's Ambassador." 

The circumstances were these: Larkin had left P. T. Daly in charge 
of the Insurance Section of the Union in 1914. Daly had acted 
as Acting Secretary of the Insurance from 1914 until 1919. In 
1919 the Annual Meeting of the Delegates of the insured members did 
not re-elect Daly to the Acting Secretaryship of the Insurance Section. 
Miss Delia Larkin, Daly and some others immediately began a violent 
campaign against the Union and its leadership in Ireland. These 
disruptionists were evidently in commuuication with Larkin in America. 
Larkin's letter was an outcome of these proceedings. 

The Executive Committee of the Union considered Larkin's letter, 
and decided that it could not reverse a decision of the Delegate Meeting 
of the Insurance Section, properly convened and acting within its rights. 
See Appendix E.!., p. 137.] 

[Undated.-Received Sept. 15, 1919]. 
FORAN, 

I desire that you come to your senses, and that at onc.e. I gave you 
instructions leaving. I left myself in your hands, entrnstmg tCl you the 
duty of preventing a cleavage between thE' two factions fighting for power. 
Whv then did you invite this; why did you not a'.vait my return and 
allo~v this fire to smQulder. You know that I will extingui.,h it within 
a few hours of my arrival. Tom, you are aware I have in every case 
supported you, acting as official head of the Union. Ye~ you ?ave failed to 
realise that the Union comes first. Remember how this Umon was born. 
Remember that some of those who seem so energetic in the quarrel have 
no blood relation to the I.T.W.U. Remember the tears that have been 
shed, the suffering endured, and sweat, agony and lives sacrificed that 
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this Union might live. Remember we who were responsible for its birth 
and upbringing have given the best years of our life to this Union -
a Union upon which the whole future of the Irish working class depends. 
Remember it ill becomes one who was builder to become one to help 
sinister forces to destroy the edifices that one assisted to erect. Tom, 
from the first day you joined the Union I tutored you and, you will admit 
trained you and trusted you. Therefore, I have some right to command 
you and admonish you. I don't know whether you will repudiate my 
orders or not, but they are issued now to you and all others concerned 
in this regrettable business. This quarrel must cease-a truce must be 
carried out between both parties until I land, which may be sooner than 
you think or some folks welcome. That no further pUblicity given to the 
quarrel, that the Voice of Labour, as far as the Union is connected with 
it, instruct the Editor to that effect. The Red Hand will cease publica
tion at once, or I will publicly denounce it. That Daly return to his 
duty; that is, that he submit to the Executive orders without demur; 
Mullen, Delia and all others to do likewise pending my return and 
investigation into the whole matter. Tom, your handling of this arrange
ment will prove your fitness for the office you hold. Remember, he only 
can lead who knows how to serve. Do the job of conciliation in a 
generous manner, Tom, remembering that you who are quarrelling 
fought together, while those, who behind the scenes are awaiting what 
they hope is the disintegration of the Union, the only thing they fear, 
were always our enemies, they have their agents provocateurs in the 
Union to-day as they had during the struggle, then they attacked us 
secretly and in the opening, don't lend yourself unconsciously to their 
purpose. The Union, Boys; the Union-not leaders. Principles-not 
ambition-service. Remember the children of the men and women who 
founded the Union look to you and me to preserve the Ark of the Covenant 
of their class. This Union, this Liberty Hall. is theirs and their children's 
children. Remember, Tom, we went out not to advertise ourselves
make a name in the Roll of Fame for ourselves. We set out to save our 
class-to save a Nation. We started at the base; let us then remember 
our task and build to that purpose. Tom, go to Daly : tell him my 
instructions to you-talk like a man that I have always found you to 
be-tell him this quarrel must stop until Jim returns. Come back, let 
us work together until the matters at issue between us are submitted 
to those who have a right to decide the fate of the Union-The Old Guard. 
I am writing all concerned-Daly, Mullen, Delia, etc. The bearer has 
my full confidence and will act on my behalf. 

JIM. 

[The" Voice of Labour" was the official organ of the I.T. & G.W.U. 
and the .. Red Hand " was a. weekly paper established by Miss Delia 
Larkin for the purpose of vilifying the Union and its Executive Com
mittee and officials.] 

APPENDIX D: FINANCIAL DIFFICULTIES, 1915. 

I. 

IRISH TRANSPORT AND GENERAL WORKERS' UNION. 

Head Office: Liberty Hall, 
Beresford Place, Dublin, 

To Sligo Branch of I.T. & G.W.U. 
DEAR SIR, 

5th July, 1915. 

As this Office is at present hard hit fGlr funds to meet the drain of the 
Railway Strike, I am instructed by my Committee to ask your l.:Jdy to 
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send on at once a sum equal to half your balance, as shown on the offici 
Balance Sheet of the week ending July, 3rd, 1915. 

We have to payout over £125 os. od. each week the strike lasts and on 
the .last occasion we paid, Saturday, July 3rd, we exhausted our'balance 
available at Headquarters . 

. A ready response to this appeal to enable us to meet the call on Saturday 
wlll be much esteemed, and be a good service to the cause of the Union. 

Yours fraternally, 
(Signed), JAMES CONNOLLY, 

Acting General Secretary. 

IRISH TRANSPORT AND GENERAL \VORKERS' UNION. 

Head Offices: Liberty Hall. 

Secretary, Executive Committee, 
Dublin, October 14th, 1915. 

Dublin United Trades and Labour Council. 
DEAR SIR, 

As you will see from the accompanying paper, this Union has now a very 
big and important strike on its hands, involving many hundreds of men. 
It would be a great help to us if your body could arrange to let us have the 
sum of money lately received from England in connection with the 1~13-14. 
lock-out. 

We have been paying £40 os. od. per month for legal expenses incurred 
during that dispute. and in ten months have paid £400 os. od. (four hundred 
pounds). which is what makes us in financial difficulties to-day. We will 
scarcely be able to pay our first week's strike pay without your aid, and as 
the men now out have been the backbone of the Union all along, we feel 
that it would be shameful if they were left in the lurch now. 

Yours fraternally, 
(Signed). JAME<:: CONNOLLY. 

APPENDIX E: EXTRACTS FROM MINUTE BOOK OF 
EXECUTIVE COMJI.UTTEE, 1919 AND 1923, 

1. 

MINUTE OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 

November r.th, 1919. 
,. That we, the members ofthe Executive Committee ofthe LT. & G.W.U., 

protest against the tone of the letter addressed by the General Secretary to 
the General President. T. Foran. and that we deny the right of any official 
of the Union to reverse a decision arrived at by the duly elected representa
tives of the members." [See Appendix C. VI., p. 135·j 

2. 

LARKIN'S TRIAL. 

1st December, 1919. 
T. FORAN urged I'P- the proposed Defence Committee being put forward 

by the Dublin Trades' Council to rai,c money for the Larkin trial, that 
the Union should take on the responsibility of the defence, and not leave 
it to outsiders to deal with. W. O'Brien read the wires that had been sent 
to New York for information as to the position there. This attitude 
was approved. 

13th December, 1919. 
On the question of James Larkin's trial, the Chairman announced. Jle 

had received a wire from him asking that his son Jim be sent out to hIm. 
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It was agreed tha~ the General President should go at once to New York 
to see J ames Larkin and see what help could be given him and come back 
without delay. ' 

20th December, 1919. 
THE CHAIRMAN announced his probable departure for New York on 

the following Monday, December 22nd. 

31st December, 1919. 
THE CHAIRMAN announced that permission to travel had been refused 

to him and young Jim Larkin by the American Consul. 

Ill. 

OLD DEBTS. 
15th December, 1919. 

THE CHAIRMAN reported his interview with Smith and Sons, Solicitors, 
re old bill of costs. The firm had agreed to settle for £850 in one payment. 
This offer was accepted, and it was agreed to pay same on- 1st January 
prox. 

APPENDIX F: THE GENERAL TREASURERSHIP, 19[9 AND [<:,'22. 

JOHN O'NEILL to J. J. HUGHES. 

I. 

NOMINATION FOR GENERAL TREASURERSHIP AND 
EXECUTIVE MEMBERS, 1919: No. I BRANCH. 

Irish Transport and General Workers' Union, 
No. I Branch. Address: Liberty Hall. 

Date: 4th February, 1919. 

MR. J. J. HUGHES. 

DEAR SIR,-

Herewith I enclose the result of Ballot of above Branch, for Nominee 
for the position of General Treasurer-and also for three members to 
repre'lent the Branch on the Executive for the current year. As a result 
of Ballot, Mr. Wm. O'Brien has been nominated by above Branch for 
the position of General Treasurer, and Messrs. Joseph Kelly, Patrick 
Stafford, and Michael McCarthy have been elected to represent No. I 

Branch on the Executive. 

Fraternally yours, 

JOHN O'NEILL, Branch Secretary. 

II. 
J. BOHAN to J. J. HUGHES. 

NOMINATION FOR GENERAL TREASURERSHIP AND 
EXECUTIVE MEMBER, 1919: No. 3 BRANCH. 

Irish Transport and General Workers' Union, 
No 3 Branch, 31st January, 1919. 

J. J. HUGHES. 

DEAR SIR,-
I am to inform you that at our General Meeting held on the 19th 
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lOst., Mr. Wm. O'Brien was proposed for the position of General Treasurer 
of our Union, and his candidature endorsed. 

Mr. Thos. Kennedy was nominated as Executive Officer to act on 
N.E.C. 

The Committee members are being appointed sectionally, and when 
possible I shall furnish names. 

Yours fraternally, 
J. BOHAN, Secretary. 

III. 

COPY OF LEAFLET OFFICIALLY ANNOUNCING CANDIDATURES 
FOR OFFICE OF GENERAL TREASURER AND EXECUTIVE 
MEMBERS, 1919. 

IRISH TRANSPORT AND GENERAL WORKERS' UNION. 

No. I BRANCH. 

ELECTION OF GENERAL TREASURER AND EXECUTIVE 
MEMBERS, 1919. 

A Ballot,for the Election of above, will take place in Liberty Hall, on 
the following dates:-

Friday, January 31st; Saturday, Sunday, and Monday, February 
1st, 2nd, and 3rd; between the hours of 10 a.m. and 10 
p.m., on Friday, Saturday, and Monday; and between 
10 a.m. and 2 p.m. on Sunday. 

The following Candidates have been nominated for General Treasurer 
of the Union:-

1. DALY, PATRICK THOMAS (Proposed by Wm. Hollway, Seconded by 
F. Wall). 

2. O'BRIEN, WILLIAM (Proposed by Thomas Foran, Seconded by 
J oseph Kelly). 

For three members of Executive Committee :-
1. BROHOON, MICHAEL (Proposed by Patrick Murray, Seconded by 

W. Hackett). 
2. CONWAY, BERNARD (Proposed by James Gannon, Seconded by 

R. Nash). 
3. KELLY, JOSEPH (Proposed by F. McGrath, Seconded by Joseph 

O'Neill). 
4. McCARTHY, MIcHAEL (Proposed by P. Byrne, Seconded by J 

Connolly). 
5. STAFFORD, PATRICK (Proposed by James Smith, Seconded by James 

McDennott) . 
6. VICKERS, WILLIAM (Proposed by William Fairtlough, Seconded by 

J. Dillon). 

(Signe1), JOHN O'NEILL, Branch Secretary. 
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IV. 

COpy OF CIRCULAR: ELECTION OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
1922. 

Irish Transport and General Workers' Union, 
Executive Offices, 35 Parnell Square, 

Dublin, December, 29th, 1921. 
To the Secretary, 

of the Branch named in the address. 
A CBARA,-

Herewith please find list of Electoral Groups for the election of 
Executive Committee for 1922. 

Each Branch is entitled to nominate for:
General President; 
General Treasurer; 
General Secretary; and 
One Member of E.C. 

All persons nominated must have been members of the Union for not 
less than twelve months at time of nomination, and be in good financial 
standing. 

Subject to above, all members are eligible to be nominated for general 
officerships, but those nominated as member of E.C. must be members of 
a Branch in the group for which they are nominated. 

Nominations should take place at the Annual General Meeting of the 
Branch, which should be held in January. 

All nominations (in writing\ should be forwarded at once to the Executive 
Offices, 35 Parnell Square, Dublin, but not latef' than Tuesday, Januaf'Y 31st, 
1922. 

Yours fraternally, 
WILLIAM O'BRIEN. 

P.S.-Only Branches at least twelve months in existence are entitled 
to make nominations. Lapsed Branches, reinstated within the year, 
rank as new Branches. 

V. 

NOMINATIONS FOR GENERAL OFFICERS, 1922; No. I BRANCH. 

Irish Transport and General Workers' Union, 
Dublin No. I Branch. Address: Liberty Hall, 

Dated 31st January, 1922. 

ALDERMAN WM. O'BRIEN, General Treasurer, 
I.T.G.W. Union. 

A CHARA, 
At the Annual Meeting of the Dublin No. I Branch, the following 

were unanimously nominated for the General Officerships of the Union: 
General President-Thomas Foran. 
General Secretary-J ames Larkin. 
General Treasurer-William O'Brien. 

Yours fraternally, 
JOHN O'NEILL, per J.F., 

Branch Secretary. 
VI. 

NOMINATIONS FOR GENERAL OFFICERS, 1922; No. 3 BRANCH. 
Irish Transport and General Workers' Union, 

No. 3 Branch. Address: 74 Thomas Street, 
Dated 31st January, 1922. 

Annual General Meeting of Branch No 3, LT. & G.W.U., held in Round 
Room, Mansion House, Dublin, on Sunday, the 29th January, 1922. 

140 



ELECTION OF GENERAL EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 

Mr. Thomas Finnigan (Regtd. No. 12908) proposed the names of Messrs. 
Thom~ ~oran,', Ge.neral President; James Larkin, General Secretary; 
and Wllliam 0 Bnen, General Treasurer, for re-election as General 
President, General Secretary, and General Treasurer. On a show of 
hands, the motion was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Thomas Dalton (Regtd. No. 9545) proposed Mr. Thomas Kenneciy 
to be appointed as E.C. representative from Branch. Mr. F. Cluskey 
(Regtd. No. 10441) seconded the motion, which was carried. 

(Signed), J. BOHAN, Secretary. 

VII. 

NOMINATIONS FOR GENERAL SECRETARYSHIP, 1922. 

H. O. to W. J. RVAN, Bruff. 

W. J. RVAN, Bruff. 
A CHARA, 

G/E.C. 
1st February, 1922. 

In the list of Branch Officers and Committee which you sent us we 
notice included nominations for the General Officerships and E.C. member 
for your area. The nomination for General Secretary is given as .. J' 
Hughes." Kindly inform us by return if this is a member of your Branch, 
and, if so, has he given his consent to stand. If this is so, please send us on 
his membership card. We think it possible that your Branch may be 
labouring under a misapprehension in respect to the General Secretaryship. 
The present occupant of that post is James Larkin, and he has been 
re-nominated by a large number of Branches, including Dublin, Cork, 
Limerick, etc. Please let us know definitely if it is the intention of your 
Branch to put forward another candidate for that position, as immediate 
steps would have to be taken to obtain do vote of the Union. 

A reply by return will oblige, as the matter is urgent. 

H. O. to WM. J. RVAN, Bruff. 
A CHARA, 

VIII. 

G/E.C. 

Yours fraternally, 
WILLIAM O'BRIEN. 

6th February, 1922. 

We have your letter of 3rd inst. re nomination of .. J. Hughes" for 
position of General Secretary. The Mr. Hughes you refer to left the 
employment of the. Union in .June last, an~ since then he .has n.ot held any 
position whatever In the Umon. Please Inform us defimtely if you have 
his consent to stand for the position of General Secretary in opposition to 
James Larkin, the present General Secretary, and who, as we have already 
informed you, has been re-nominated by a very large number of Branches. 

Yours fraternally, 
WILLIAM O'BRIEN. 

P.S.-A reply by return will oblige. 

APPENDIX G: THE £5,000 FOR THE .. FOOD SHIP." 

I. THE CABLES. 

I. 
6th February, 1923. 

LARKIN, 53 Jane Street, New York. 
Union Executive meeting yesterday expressed satisfaction at you: 

release, and requests information of date of your return.-FoRAN, 
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2. 

23rd n[arch, 1923. 

FORAN, Liberty Hall, Dublin. 
(Recd. 24th n[arch.) 

Require five thousand pounds complete purchase steamer means one 
hundred thousand dollars worth food, etc., other values, ship's ownership 
yours, accept responsibility for refusal. 

3· 

LARKIN, 53 Jane Street, New York. 
26th n[arch, 1923. 

Unsigned cable received asking that five thousand pounds be forwarded. 
If you are sender, Union Executive no official knowledge oi your proposal, 
and cannot vote Union funds without full information. Executive 
surprised no reply received to its cable of 6th February asking when you 
proposed returning, and now requests definite information.-FoRAN. 

4· 
28th n[arch, 1923. 

FORAN, Acting Secretary, Irish Transport and General Workers Union, 
Liberty Hall, Dublin. 

Cable signed name, appointed you; information for Executive, ship 
purchase can be completed, Union first mortgage, ownership transferred 
Union. When purchased placed on berth here loaded with food, clothing, 
etc., for victims of fratricidal strife, volunteer crew work ship across, 
loaded free, have monopoly contract certain Eastern Government, after 
relief work done. Suggest money withheld you, O'Neill and another 
nineteen thirteen without my knowledge might furnish amount requested. 
Who are your Executive? Cable their names, districts, what mean you 
last portion of message? What do your Executive request-definite 
information about ship or my return? Each member Executive sign 
cable message for record.-JIM LARKIN, Secretary, Irish Transport 
and General Workers' Union. 

5· 
31st March, 1923. 

LARKIN, 53 Jane Street, New York. 

Cable received. Have called special Executive meeting to consider 
same.-FoRAN. 

6. 
9th April, 1923. 

LARKIN, 53 Jane Street, New York. 

Executive cannot sanction application for five thousand pounds. 
Executive request reply to information asked for in cables of February 
6th and n[arch 26th as to date of your return.-FoRAN. 

11. THE GENERAL SECRETARY'S SECOND RESIGNATION. 

EXTRACT FROM n[lNUTE BOOK OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 1923. 

4th n[ay, 1923. 
Present :-T. Foran, General President; W. O'Brien, General Treasurer; 

J. Larkin, General Secretary; T. Kennedy, n[. n[cCarthy, n[. Duffy, T. 
Ryan, n[. Hill, and D. Clancy. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT informed the members that the meeting had 
been called for the purpose of according the General Secretary an oppor
tunity of meeting the members of the E.C. after his long absence in America. 
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and having welcomed the General Secretary home on behalf of the other 
members. the General President invited him to make a statement. 

The General Secretary. in the course of his statement. referred to the 
cables whIch had passed between the E.C. and himself recently. in which 
he had ~equested t~at £5.000 should be forwarded to him for the purpose 
of secunng a food sh,p. and stated that he was disappointed that the money 
had not been sent to him. as he thought the members of the E.C. should 
ha:ve known ~i~ suffi~iently well to trust him. He said he proposed 
gOlDg to RussIa Immediately. where he had important work to do. and he 
wo?ld not allo~ t~e E.C. or any other body to prevent him doing the work 
whi.ch he felt It h,s duty to do. He would. therefore. hand in his resig
nation as General Secretary. and from the following day (Saturday) he 
would cease to hold any official position in the Union. and would be simply 
an ordinary member. 

A discussion followed, in the course of which the General President and 
some other members suggested that the General Secretary should make a 
tour of the Branches. and ultimately the General Secretary agreed to 
withdraw his resignation and to tour the Branches for two months. and at 
his request it was agreed that no public mention should be made of his 
having any difference with the E.C. 

It was agreed to hold a public meeting in commemoration of the 
execution of James Connolly. and to convene the adjourned Delegate 
Conference. and on the suggestion of the General Secretary, it was decided 
that the Delegates should meet on Monday. the 14th May. and the com
memoration meeting be held on Sunday. the 13th May. so as to give the 
country Delegates an opportunity of attending the latter. 

APPENDIX H: EXTRACTS FROM REPORT OF THE DELEGATE 
CONFERENCE HELD AT 35 PARNELL SQUARE ON APRIL 24 

AND APRIL 25. 1923. 

(a) THE £S.oco FOR THE" FOOD SHIP." 

April 24th, 1923. 
[The General President and General Treasurer, seven members of the 

Executive Committee. and seventy-five delegates were present from 
Dublin. Balbriggan. Blanchardstown. Deansgrange, Dun Laoghaire. 
Belfast. Cork, Cobh. Charleville. Ballyhea, Dunmanway. Blarney, Tullow. 
Carlow, Enniscorthy. Wexford. Dungarvan. Portlaw, Waterford, Clonmel. 
Nenagh. Drogheda, Newry, Nobber. Trim, Dunboyne. Mullingar. Edge
worthstown. Naas, Droichead Nua. Birr. Edenderry, Bailickmoyler. 
Tinahely. Bray, Kilrush, Ballina. Ballinasloe, Limerick. Co. Limerick.] J 

• * ~ * • ,. * * 
THE GENERAL PRESIDENT. . . The Executive felt that the time had 

now come when changes should be made in the government of the Union. 
as a result of which the members would be brought more into touch with 
the affairs of the Union. It was proposed to make the Conference an annual 
affair. and in the future it would be the Parliament of the Union. .. . . 
From the draft supplied to them. the Delegates could see that It was 
proposed to make drastic changes. . . . If the new Rules were adopted. 
the Annual Delegate Conference would have absolute pow~r to control 
the entire Union. and the J;lroposals were the most d~mocrabc that could 
be devised. . . . Power 10 the future would be 10 the hands of the 
Delegate Conference, and they could deal with any person or any thing 
in the Union as they thought fit . 

• * • * • * • * 
The GENERAL PRESIDENT read the cables which had passed between the 

E C and the General Secretary since the release of the latter from prison 
in· America. [For text of cables see page 141). The General Secretary ha.d 
not replied to the Executive's request for information as to the date of h,s 
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return, but had asked for is,ooo, presumably to purchase a ship with 
clothes, food, etc. The E.C. had felt that they could not assume respon
sibility for sending is,ooo of the members' money. The cables seemed to 
set up the position that one man could be a law to himself, and he hoped 
that that was a proposition that would never be accepted. The E.C. had 
been in power since 1918. They had built up the Union, and they held 
that no officer or member of the Executive had power to make laws for 
himself. He referred to the cable addressed to himself as .. Acting Secre
tary," and explained that he had been General President of the Union 
since its formation. When Larkin was going abroad in 1914 the position 
with regard to the officerships was somewhat obscure. The reference 
seemed to presuppose that because certain arrangements had been made 
in 1914, when the membership was not 10,000, they should remain 
unaltered, and the members were not to have any Bay in the matter. His 
name had gone forward to the members every two years since then, and 
he had been re-elected General President. Only the members had the 
right to say who should govern the Union. He referred to the reference 
in one of the cables to money withheld by himself, John O'Neill, and 
another m 1913, and explained how this arose. The money referred to 
had gone to the purchase of Liberty Hall, and Larkin had agreed to this. 
H Liberty Hall had not been purchased at the time, there might be no 
Union there that day. Full wages had been paid in respect of the General 
Secretary all these years. When the E.C. had heard of his release, they 
were anxious to know what his intentions were with regard to returning 
to his work. No reply had been received on this point. Hence it had been 
agreed to put the whole position before the Delegate Conference. 

• • • * * 1= • • 

FXARoN, Newry. moved :-" That the consideration of the matter be 
deferred until Larkin's return.'· 

• • • • ,. ,. • :1= 

LARKIN, Wexford, seconded the motion. 
JOHN O'NxILL, No. I Branch, Dublin-It was the duty of the Delegate 

Conference to say whether or not they approved of the attitude taken up 
by the Executive. If this was done, the other question could be deferred. 
He moved: .. That the Delegate Conference approves of the action of the 
E.C. in refusing to send £S,ooo as requested in cables from the General 
Secretary." 

O'DRISCOLL, Baile Luindin, seconded. 
CURRAN, Balbriggan, said if the E.C. had agreed to send this money 

it would be equivalent to robbing the members' money. 
SHEEHAN, Limerick, said there was no other course open to the E.C. 

but the one they had adopted. 
CLARKE, Belfast, stated he wished to emphasise the point that this 

Union was not Larkin's Union or that of any other person. It belonged 
to the members. Larkin was the servant of the workers, and it was 
right that he should be asked to come here at once and do his work. 

FXARoN, Newry, said Larkin had always been working on behalf of the 
Irish workers. 

LXNNON, Clonmel, said in his opinion the Executive was right in the 
attitude they took up. 

HICKEY, Cork, agreed, and said it was the duty of the Delegates to say 
if they approved of the E.C.'s action. He suggested that the two motions 
could be amalgamated. 

The movers and seconders of both motions having agreed to this 
suggestion., 

The motion: .. That this Delegate Conference approves of the action of 
the Executive, and that further consideration of the matter be deferred 
until Larkin's return," was then put and carried unanimously. 

THX CHAIRMAN stated that in pursuance of this resolution, the Delegate 
Conference would be again summoned after the return of the General 
Secretary. 
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(b) THE NEW RULEs. 
April 25th, 1923. 

On resuming on the following day, 
THE CH.IRMA~ stated that in view of the short time at the disposal of 

the Conference, It was thought desirable to proceed immediately to the 
discussion of the new Rules. . . . 

THE GENERAL TREASURER stated that the E.C. was aware that the 
Delegates had not had sufficient time to study the draft new Rules in 
detail. It was not, therefore, proposed that every Rule should be gone 
through, but he had made a hst of those new Rules which materially 
altered the old ones, or which brought in new matter, and he would suggest 
that these should be taken up and discussed. He pointed out that the 
old Rules had been drafted when the Union was more or less in its infancy, 
a!ld th~y were quite i!ladequate now that the Union had grown to such 
dimenSIons. The National Health Insurance Commissioners also required 
that the Rules governing the Approved Society should be incorporated in 
the Book of Rules, and they had been pressing for this for a long time. 
Once the new Rules were passed, the Annual Delegate Conference any 
year would have power to amend same in any way it thought fit. 

The Rules referred to by the General Treasurer were Nos. 7, 11, 13/20, 
37/39,44,46/49,50/58,59/62,63/67 (Delegate Conferences),68/74 (Business 
for Delegate Conferences), 75/77 (Executive Officers), 78/82 (Method of 
Appointment of Executive Officers), 83/84 (Tenure of office of Executive 
Officers), 85/92 (National Executive Council), 121/122, 128 (Political 
Fund), 138/142, 147 (Alteration of Rules), 148, in draft of new Rules . 

• • • • • • • • 
SHANNON. Wexford, enquired if the new Rules would have to be passed 

at the meeting without having same submitted to the members. 
THE CHAIRMAN, in reply, stated that the new Rules would be submitted 

to the Branches to be voted on before they would be put in force. 
LARKIN, Wexford, thought the Rules should be submitted to the 

Branches first before the Delegates were asked to vote on same. 
HICKEY, Cork, enquired if the Delegates could move amendments. 
The GENERAL TREASURER explained that under the present [1918J 

Rules, same could only be altered by the E.C. and submitted to the 
Branches to vote for or against. Instead of submitting the draft first 
to the Branches, as might have been done, the E.C. was giving the Delegates 
an opportunity of discussing same. 

MORRISSEY, N enagh, said the Delegates had not had time to consider 
what amendments might be necessary. 

THE GENERAL TREASURER pointed out that the Branches had been 
asked to send in amendments to the old Rules twelve months ago, and 
any amendments sent in were duly considered by the E.C. in drafting the 
new Rules. 

* • • 
BRADY, No. 3 Branch, Dublin, moved that the Conference proceed to 

discuss the Rules mentioned by the General Treasurer • 

• • • • • • • • 
THE GENERAL TREASURER explained that even if the Conference had 

never been called, the Rules could have been amended, and the new Ru!e£ 
submitted to the Branches by the E.C. After they had been considered 
by the Conference they would be submitted to the Branches, alid: f a 
majority of the Branches voted against them, they would be discarded 
and the old Rules remain in force. 

T. KENNEDY, Executive Committee, stated the procedure adopted was 
in accordance with the present Rules. If there was anything in the new 
Rules which Branches objected to, they would subsequently have an 
opportunity of moving to further amend same. 
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G. SPAIN, No. I Branch. Dublin. moved that the Conference approve 
of the draft Rules. and recommend same to the Branches for adoption. 

BUTLER. No. I Branch. Dublin. seconded this. 
SHEEHAN. Limerick. moved an amendment that the Conference could 

not consider the new Rules. as they had not sufficient time. 
OSBORNE. No. I Branch. Dublin. spoke in favour of considering the 

Rules mentioned by the General Treasurer. 
After further discussion. 
It was moved by SHANNGN. Wexford. seconded by CAR ROLL. Naas. that 

the Conference proceed to discuss the Rules mentioned by the General 
Treasurer. and that the other Rules be gone into afterwards if there was 
sufficient time. 

On this motion being put to the meeting. it was carried unanimously. 
The discussion on the Rules mentioned then proceeded. 

* * * * * * * .. 
]At the adjourment for lunch the Rules mentioned. up to Rules 63/67 

(Delegates Conferences). had been adopted. some with amendments. some 
unanimously. and some with one or two dissentients.] 

On resumption. 
Rules 68/74 (Business for Delegate Conferences) were adopted on 

motion of BYRNE. Dun Laoghaire. seconded by DUNNE. Bray. 
Rules 75/77 (Executive Officers). 
BRADY. No. 3 Branch. Dublin. moved adoption. 
BVRNE. No. I Branch. Dublin. seconded. 
HICKEY. Cork. enquired if it would not be dangerous to appoint a 

Political Secretary. as the Union dealt only in industrial action. 
The GENERAL TREASURER stated that the activities of the Union were 

not confined to industrial action. and explained the necessity of the office. 
O·SULLIVAN. Cork. said that the appointment to this office was to be 

approved. but that perhaps the name might not be the best that could 
be found. 

BUTLER. No. I Branch. Dublin. said he could not understand the 
objection to this office. having regard to the discussion which had taken 
place on the necessity of political action the previous day. 

BVRNE. Dun Laoghaire. said the Union should confine itself to industrial 
action. and that the office was unnecessary. 

MCCANN. Newcastle West. agreed with the last speaker. 
HANRATTV. No. 3 Branch. Dublin. approved of the office. It was 

common knowledge that a very large number of political matters arose 
within the activities of the Union. and it was necessary that there should 
be some officer to deal with these questions. 

THE CHAIRMAN said that the industrial weapon would always be the 
principal one of the Union. but in his opinion political action was also 
required. and for that purpose an official would be necessary to look after 
that department. 

These Rules were then put to a vote and adopted without dissent. 

* * * * • .. • • 
[After discussion and adoption of the Rules mentioned.] 
. . . . A general discussion on other Rules then ensued . 

• • • • • • ... .. 
[After discussion.] 
CORCORAN. Cobh. moved: "That the Rules as amended be passed by 

this Conference and recommended to the Branches for approval." 
DUFFY. Mullingar. seconded. 
BARRY. CORK. said he hardly thought it fair that Delegates should be 

asked to commit themselves to approval of the draft Rules; 
HICKEY. Cork. said it would be better to approve of them now. as there 

would be full power to amend same later on as found necessary. 
The resolution was then put and carried unanimously. 
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APPENDIX I: EXTRACTS FROM REPORT OF THE ADJOURNED 
DELEGATE CONFERENCE HELD ON MAY 14, 1923. 

(a) THE ALLEGED AMERICAN ,. MISSION," 

The GENERAL PRESIDENT having taken the chair, the roll of Delegates 
was called, and the following answered their names:-

Thomas Foran, General President; William O'Brien General Treasurer' 
James Larkin, General Secretary. ' , 

[In addition to E.C. members and delegates,] 

• • • • • • • • 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY stated he was not cognisant of the purpose 

of this meeting when he came to this country. He had read the history 
of the Union since he went away. He saw around him many old faces 
and many new ones, and if the new ones proved as good members as the 
old ones had done, it spoke well for the continued progress of the Union. 
There were some statements in the Annual Reports of the Union which 
were not true, and which he had to take exception to. It was not true to 
state that he had left Ireland to get money to rebuild Liberty Hall. He 
was asked to go to get money to carry on the Union. He had left this 
country on the appeal of J ames Connolly, and at the suggestion of Clarke 
and Pearse, in order to get arms and ammunition. The rebuilding of 
Liberty Hall was an important matter, but he had gone out to rebuild a 
Nation. No other person in the world knew the full facts in connection 
with this except the three men he named. He bore letters from these men 
to John Devoy. 

(At the request of the General Secretary, the remainder of this portion 
of his address was not recorded.) 

Subsequently, dealing with the draft new Rules, the General Secretary 
stated he did not know who had drafted the new Rules, and he did not 
enquire. He had read them through, and, generally speaking, he was in 
agreement with them, but there were one or two things which he took 
exception to, and which he would deal with at the right time. It was 
essential that the members should understand the purport of the 
Rules. 

• • • * • * • • 
(b) THE .. FOOD SHIP," 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY stated that he had omitted in his [first] 
address to deal with the question of the cable correspondence between 
himself and the E.C. When he had got out of gaol last July in America 
he had read about the condition of affairs in Belfast. Belfast had always 
been dear to him. The American papers were boycotting the new,>, and 
he tried in vain to get them to publish the facts. He then took up the 
question of the relief ship. Subsequently he had been i~prisoned agai~, 
and on his last release, some months ago, he had agam taken up this 
matter. He detailed the efforts he had made in connection with the 
purchase of a suitable ship and the offers of the usE' of a steamer by different 
lines which he had refused, as these offers were meant to advertise the 
particular companies concerned. Ultimately he had an offer of a suitable 
ship for 65,000 dollars. It was not possible for him to give details of the 
scheme openly in a cable to the E.C., and if the money asked for had been 
advanced. he could have repaid the amount in one week. The E.C. had 
considered they had not sufficient particulars !Jefore them to warrant 
their sending the money, and he made no complamt on that score. There 
might be other business which they had dealt in, and which would not 
have been so good. He had arranged a monopoly of trade between 
Ireland and Russia, and he was going to Russia shortly with the permission 
of the Union, but would not be very long away. 
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BRADY, No. 3 Branch, Dublin, said that of all the meetings he had ever 
attended he had never been better pleased than here to-day. The people 
who had been prophesying about what Larkin would do on his return 
would evidently be disappointed, having regard to his speech here to-day, 
and it was evident that he was going to do his best for the Union . 

• • .. .. • • • .. 
HICKEY, Cork, said they were not concerned here with personalities, 

but with the position of the Union. He would like that the implications 
contained in the cable from the General Secretary with regard to the 
money withheld by the General President and others should be considered. 
He nnderstood that it was in connection with this that the Delegate 
meeting had been adjourned in order that the Delegates might hear the 
General Secretary thereon. 

THE CHAIRMAN then repeated the statement which he had already made 
to the first meeting with regard to these monies (see Page 143), and the 
manner in which he had dealt with same. 

TilE GENERAL SECRETARY said he had never had anything to do with 
the cash or handling the funds of the Union. At the time referred to by 
the General President, he had toured England and Scotland to raise funds, 
but the monies had been sent on direct to Dublin, and he did not handle 
them. At the time he sent the cable in question he had remembered that 
this balance of money was due, and the collection of some of it at least 
was due to his efforts. When he saw there was no other means available 
for raising the necessary funds for the relief ship, it occurred to him that 
it would be well if this money could be got for the purpose. 

.. .. .. .. .. • .. • 
(c) THE NEW RULES. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY said before the meeting ended he wanted 
to say a few words with regard to the new Rules. He did not agree with 
the proposal to establish a Political Secretary, and if such a postwasestab
lished, he thought the official should be a subordinate official under the 
control of the E.C. He would ask the Branches to alter that Rule. 

THE GENERAL TREASURER suggested that this proposal Inight be 
considered at il. future Delegate Conference. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARy-That might be done . 
.. .. • .. .. .. .. .. 

Concluding, the GENERAL SECRETARY said . • . Don't submit your 
minds to anyone man. Think these problems out for yourselves. A 
leader who can lead you out of the wilderness can lead you back again. 
If there is a thinking, intelligent movement, no leader can mislead you . 

.. .. .. • .. • .. .. 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY . • . As to the criticism from the Com

munists and others, why take notice of these little wasps? Let them 
remember that some of them were working in their offices there some 
months ago. He knew about people using his name, but he would be 
the first to defend his friends who were working for the Union. 'Vhen 
men were libelled they should trace the lie back to its source, and they 
could say: .. This is a deliberate lie." 

Let them always be loyal to each other, but above all to principle. 
Principle was the one thing which would never fail. Let them not get 
into their Ininds that they (the speaker and his colleagues on the E.C.) 
were heaven-sent leaders. He quoted for them the guiding principle of 
the Jesuits: .. In things essential, unity; in things doubtful, liberty; 
but in all things, charity." Let them not get into the habit of saying that 
this individual or that was greater than the rest. Let their guiding 
principle be loyalty and determination, and let them not be satisfied 
until they had the earth. 
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APPENDIX J: THE LA SCALA MEETING. 

REPORT OF GENERAL MEETING OF No. I BRANCH MEMBBRS 
LA SCALA THEATRE, DUBLIN, ON SUNDAY, JUNE 3, 192 3. 

(REpORTED AT THE REQUEST OF JAMES LARKIN.) 

AT 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said this meeting of No. I Branch had been 
called so that the Branch members could meet the General Secretary. He 
was sure they were all delighted to have him back again. No. I had 
been the cradle of the Union, and now it was the heart of the Union. He 
thought they were confronted at the moment with a real war. The 
employing class was organising its forces to try to take from the workers 
w~atever advantages they had secured, and in view of that, it was a good 
thing to have the General Secretary here to take his part in the fight. He 
then called on the General Secretary to address the meeting. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY said he was speaking that day as a member 
of No. :;: Branch. It was essential that they and he should understand the 
position they were in. He wanted to speak to them of many things. He 
was deeply gratified at their cordial reception, but regretted that out of 
11,000 members only about 2,500 were present. 

He had been asked in Cork if he were still the same Jim Larkin of 
1908 ; he was still the same Jim Larkin. The heart was still as young 
and the determination still as great as in the old days. Many statements 
had been given verbally and in writing about his reasons for going to 
America. He wanted to relieve their minds of any feeling that he was 
trying to bring a feeling of antagonism into the Union. He had always 
spoken the truth, and had always been one of themselves. 

He founded the Union and if anyone challenged that statement, now 
was the time to step forward. He came into this country as an Organiser 
of the N.U.D.L. In July, 1908, he was pleased with a call from a few 
men in Dublin, and he came there. They got a few men together in 
Townsend Street, and formed a little group and went out to challenge 
the foulness of the city, which was destroying the bodies and minds of 
their men, women, and children. There was no one with them at that 
time but a few dockers. He never used the members for his own purpose, 
he took their risks, and lived with them and slept with them on the floor 
of 10 Beresford Place. In 1909 they had 3,000 men out, and they were 
let down by their Union. .• Did I let you down? " he asked. (Cries 0 

.. No.") He had £5 a week for his job, and it went in strike pay. He 
had £9 a week while attending on a Dock Commission in London, and he 
handed that to the strike fund on his return. In 1909 he joined company 
with his friend there (the General President), and though the latter was 
now General President, he could never have had his job only for his 
(speaker's) permission. He had stood by John O'NeiIl. too. He always 
believed in the rank and file, but never in an official class, and he had no 
better friends than his friends on the Trades' Council then. They had 
occasional meetings, and they decided to ask J ames Connolly home to 
help them in building up the working class movement. Could ConnoUy 
ever have come home only that he knew the men on that platform were 
willing to stand by him ? (" No. ") ConnoUy refused to come on getting 
a note from O'Brien, and then he (speaker) wrote him that he would work 
with him, live with him, and starve with him. He went 01:'- to describe 
his first meeting with Connolly in gaol, and said that after a time ConnoUy 
was sent to Belfast, and whenever money was wanted in Belfast, it was 
sent immediately. 

He was told they were defeated in 1913. If they were, it was a peculiar 
thing that the employers and their enemies did not take advantage of it. 
He was told he starved women and children in 1913. (" It's a lie.") In 
1913 they had paid £3,000 for the purchase of Liberty HaU. In 1914 the 
crime of the centuries came upon them. 
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In Cork, in 1908, they organised a military force and called it .. Civil 
Army, James Fearon organised 500 Cork mE'n. Then the Citizen Army 
came into being. He happened to be the Commanding Officer of that 
Army; .James Connolly was second in command, and Captain White was 
still in the city. Monies for it were raised, but not one penny of the Union 
members' money ever went into the Army. 

In 1913 he bought the lease of Croydon Park, which was a tremendous 
asset to the Union. Yet he was told that he bought Croydon Park as a 
place to live in for himself. (" A lie.") He lived in Auburn Street, took 
part in the No Rent Campaign, and got put out, and although men there 
had tried to get him a house, he could not get one from a landlord in Dublin. 

During the ea.rly perilous period oh914 a change came. James Connolly 
was sent to the Trades' Hall to take part in the formation of a 
Neutrality League under Arthur Griffith. He (speaker) came home from 
London, went to the meeting, asked Griffith to read out the minutes, and 
when this was done, told Connolly to leave the meeting, for he (speaker) 
said: "We are not neutral in this war," and the Neutrality League died. 
Referring to the Mansion House meeting called by John Redmond, he 
said the British Empire had there heard the voice of the organised Irish 
working class. 

Later on they got into communication with certain parties in America, 
and he was asked to go there. He said he would not go as representative 
of the Labour Party. He went as Jim Larkin. He did not go to get 
money to buy Liberty Hall as was stated in an official (Union) document 
there. He went to get money to rebuild the Nation. That was not a 
question of his word; it was a question of documents. He had been told 
within the last few days he had been using Connolly's name for self
aggrandisement. In April, 1914, in No. 1 Branch Committee, a resolution 
was moved ordering the dismissal of James Connolly, and some of those 
who were shedding tears for Connolly now were there. 

GENERAL PRESIDENT (to John O'Neill)-Get up and contradict that; 
it is not true. 

JOHN O'NEILL was understood to say he did not remember it, and 
asked the General Secretary' "When was that? " 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY said he had documentary evidence, and, 
continuing, said he told the Branch ComInittee: "If Connolly goes, I 
go." It was also moved to remove WaIter Carpenter, the so-called Com
munist, because he had expressed certain opinions, but he (speaker) held 
there should always be liberty in the Union for any man to express his 
opinions. Connolly was his (speaker's) comrade, and he stood by him. 
He saw P. H. Pearse in St. Enda's for four hours, and Pearse besought 
him to go to America. He wE'nt, taking letters from Connolly, Tom Clarke, 
Sean MacDermott, and Pearse, to people there in the Irish movement. In 
the letter from Connolly, he was advised to get in touch with the Clan-na
Gael of America. Every hour he spent in America was spent in their 
(the members') service. George Russell (AE.), Joe .McGarritty, Pat 
McCartan, Frank Robbins, and others could prove that his time and work 
in America were devoted to their service and the service of Ireland. Some 
day the whole world would know. The documents would be produced. 
The British Government knew it. Yet he was told that he had been 
working in America for himself. The first money he got, he sent £500 to 
James Connolly and P. T. Daly. He later ordered £330 to be sent to 
relievE' the debt on Liberty Hall. He had heard things were not going all 
right and he told McGarritty and the others that this money was to go 
at once. He had an agreement with these people that 50 per cent. of the 
money was to be sent to the Union. He sent 500 dollars, which, he 
believed, !Tommy (Foran) got. He founded the Friends of Irish Freedom 
in America. Throughout his time there, he had been visiting and holding 
meetings in Inining camps and industrial centres, organising and working 
for the Irish Movement, and O'Brien, the Organiser, could certify that. 
Meanwhile there had been some little trouble in the Union between certain 
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people for place and power. He had been told he took half the Union 
funds when he went to America. John Nolan bouaht his ticket, and he 
had only £25 i~ addition. .. Was I," asked the :peaker, .. worth that 
much to the UDlO~? I brought. £9,000 from England in one trip." He 
asked who had wIthheld money lD ~,trike pay in 1913 ? 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said that it was public knowledge now that 
he and J?hn O'Neill had laid this money aside. He referred to the attacks 
at the time by the employers, the A.O.H., and other enemies of the 
Union, and said these people contemplated buying Liberty Hall. When 
the strike was over, the money which the General Secretary referred to. 
£3,000, was portion of the money withheld in 1913. John O'Neill and 
he never enriched themselves one penny of that money, and he challenged 
the General Secretary or any other man to say that one penny of it ever 
went into their pockets. 

No. I BRANCH SECRETARY (John O'Neill) endorsed what the General 
Presid.en~ said. £3,500 was paid off the Hall at that time and £130 
comIIllSSlon. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY referred to a document in his possession 
and said that this contained a report of an illegal meeting held in the 
Union. They had Delegate meetings held in the city in April and May 
which were ab;olutely illegal, and money was paid illegally to these dele
gates who came to formulate new Rules for the Union. These Delegates 
should have been elected by the members of the Branches, but in Cork, 
Clomnel, Newbridge, and other places he had been told the Delegates were 
not appointed by the members. Reading out the names of the No. i Branch 
Delegates at the Conference, he asked his hearers if they elected these 
Delegates. (Cries of .. No.") Proceeding, speaker said that Rule No. 
33 stated that no Rules could be changed except by the members voting 
on them, or by the Executive sending proposed amendments to the 
Branches for the members to vote on. A campaign had been carried on 
at these Delegate meetings. They packed that place for a rertain purpose. 
He did not blame these two men (General President and Branch Secretary) 
but there was another-the man who was behind this, but he was not 
there that day; he was in Sligo (Voices: .. O'Brien,") and he would not 
speak of it then. 

On the suggestion of the GENERAL PRESIDENT, the GENERAL SECRETARY 
then read the Head Office Report of the Delegate Conference on the 24th 
and 25th April. In the course of the reading, he referred to a passage 
stating that the Union's assets in 1913 were only £100, and turning to the 
General President and Branch Secretary, remarked: .. On your statement 
a moment ago, £3,500 was spent on the purchase of the Hall." Referring 
to another remark in the Report re his wages, he said: .. I am prepared 
to give you an explanation about my salary; I have not got to give an 
explanation to an illegal assembly." 

Proceeding after reading the Report, he said: .. I make this charge 
definitely, that money was deliberately paid for corruption in this Union 
to organise a machine so that one man could be thrown out." Continuing, 
he asked who gave these two men (General President and Branch Secretary) 
authority to withhold £7,500 in strike pay. If they could withhold that 
much how much further could they withhold? 

Referring to his return to Ireland, he said Tommy (Foran) came to 
meet him. Where was this man O'Brien? Where were the thirteen 
members of the Union belonging to the Labour Party? Let them 
remember it was sitting in Dublin at that time. Who preventeci them 
from meeting him ? 

Pointing to a document, speaker said these were the new Rules of the 
Union. They were passed illegally. He was going to take this ~atter to 
another place where it ,"ould ce f.ettleJ. He went to the Executive Com
mittee and he saw things which he did not like, and he said: .. I am 

oing to leave; I resign; go ahead, and good luck." He want~d to go 
fo Russia, anyhow. He didn't blame these people for not sendmg the 
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money to America to him for the food ship. He wanted that money to 
buy the ship and bring food to Dublin and Belfast. Would that not have 

een a great thing to establish peace and understanding in Ireland? 
They asked him for details, but he could not send details of such a matter. 
He did not blame these people. It was according to rule. But why did 
hey not stick to the rules all the time? He referred to the case of a woman 

who had been refused mortality benefit because her late husband's card 
was ten weeks in arrears at the time of death. The Rule said the card 
must not be more than eight weeks in arrears, but the refusal of benefit 
was not in the spirit of the Union. 

Speaking of T. Johnson, the General Secretary said Johnson was on 
their Executive in 1914. He had left when the peril came. In his office 
they now had Mortished, the ex-Civil Servant; the man of many names
Andrew E. Malone--who used to write pleasant things about them'-:" 
and Ca~sidy. 

Tammany Hall never had a machine like these people. All to down one 
man. He never kept back £7,500. He was the man, with Joe Kelly, to 
pay the first money for Liberty Hall. 

He agreed that it was the sacrifices of James Connolly that built up the 
Union, but who sowed the seed? 

The employers were massing for an attack on them now, and how were 
they going to fight it with this spirit of antagonism in the Union? 

Mick McCarthy and Tom Kennedy were sitting illegally on the Executive 
because they were paid officials. He was not going to sit on this Union 
with one individual whom he believed to be the cause of all this disunion 
in the Union-a man with a Machiavellian mind. He was going to ask 
the members to deal with the Committee. They had passed these Rules 
tentatively last Thursday. They passed them illegally. .. If," he asked, 
" they do these things in the day, what will they do in the dark? If 
they are false to you in peace, what will they be in war ? 

A MEMBER-" They will tell us they will resign, like they do when we 
won't take a ballot." 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY asked why the members allowed this, and 
said they were the members, and they alone had the power to alter and 
re-arrange the Rules. They had got to have a meeting of the members 
to decide between himself and the man who made these statements against 
him. 

There was no one he had more respect for than Tommy Foran. He 
came to him when he (speaker) was in Dannemora Jail with the late Harry 
Boland. They were only able to stay twenty minutes, because they said 
they had important business to attend to. He believed that Tom Foran 
acted straight, but thought he (T. Foran) should say why he took this 
part against him (speaker). He knew T. Foran had trouble with Daly, 
and it was a disgrace in this Union. If Daly was not going right, he 
(speaker) would be the first to tell him so. He always felt affection for 
this man (General President), and now to come home and find this quagmire 
facing him! When he left Ireland, he gave instructions that Foran was 
to act for him, and that Daly was to take charge of the Insurance Depart
ment. He (speaker) asked permission to go away to America to do certain 
work. The Canadian and Australian Governments passed a law never to 
allow him to enter the British Dominions. He was the only man against 
whom such a law had been passed. That would show how the 
British Government loved him. But how did his friends at homt' 
love him? 

He again suggested that meetings of the members should be held, under 
penalty of fine, to deal with these matters. He had held great meetings 
in the country, but how could he go into the country while these things 
were going on? He came into this country to work for them and for his 
people. He wanted peace; he wanted to see the jail gates opened, and 
he wanted to see t.heir lads in jail get b('~A It did not matter whether 
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~ey agreed with these men's views or not. He met members of the Union 
10 the Free State Army, and he loved them as he loved the men on the hills 
He wanted to know why their people there had not collected a copper for 
the. w?men dependents. of their prisoners. 

SItting on the CouncIl was a man who hated him, and who wanted to 
break him and his family-this man who was passing money illegally. 
He (speaker) was told he would be dealt with if he interfered with these 
people, but he feared no man on earth. He recently had got two dozen 
threatening letters, but what did he care? "If," he said .. the people 
,,!ant to take me out and crucify me, here I am. When you want to get 
nd of me, I am ready to go." 

Tl?-e only thing h~ w.ante~ to charge these people (pointing to General 
PresIdent and J. 0 Neill) WIth, was want of judgment, want of loyalty. 
He wanted to work for the Union, but what could he do when men 
went back and passed Rules designed to prevent him from doing 
anything? 

One of their best men in Mallow had applied for a vacant position in the 
Labo.ur Party Offices, and did not get it. Why had they given it to 
Mortished, the man of many names, L. P. Byrne-(" What did he do 
for the Union? .. asked the speaker) and Malone. 

He (speaker) was a member of the Union, and they had the power to 
get rid of him any time they wanted. O'Brien got into the Union, and 
he had no legal right to be a member, because he was a member of another 
Union. He paid twelve month's subscriptions, and after a few days he 
was Vice-President of No. I, but he (speaker) knew that No. 1. would rise 
in its majesty and assert itself. 

Someone had written him to America about Sean Connolly's father's 
action against the Union. That was the unforgivable thing, because any 
such action should be taken inside the Union and not outside it. 

What about Barry, he asked, and the people belonging to the Union, 
who went around in a motor with him? Barry stood now where he stood 
in 1913-against the Union. 
Turning to the question of demands for reductions in wages, the speaker 

said he had asked Dr. White, of Waterford, to request Joe McGrath 
Minister of Labour, and the Government to prevail on the employers to 
have no demands for reductions till the end of the year, the Union to ask 
no increases before that time. That would give all parties seven months 
to work for Peace and Reconstruction. They want to get the industrial 
machine built to get work for the men to be discharged from the Army, 
for the 15,000 prisoners when released. All they asked was seven months. 
He believed there was vision and power enough in the Union to get that, 
and if the employers wanted to fight after that time, they could 
have it. 

But how could they do these things while this spirit of antagonism was 
abroad? He had told Tommy (Foran) he could no longer work with 
this man O'Brien. 

A MEMBER remarked that O'Brien was drawing about £25 a week. 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY said members should !lot be making such 

statements. O'Brien had £30 a month from the Dail, and he also had a 
pension. He went on to say he had refused his salary. He did not want 
it. Tommy (Foran) had taken his (speaker's) money to his wife; he had 
always been good to his family; Tommy did not know he had handed 
back the money, but he gave it back to the officer, Mr. O'Leary. He 
had left his faInily in their (the members') care, and if the Friends of Irish 
Freedom did not send the money, it wall not bis fault. At one picnic 
which he attended, £6,000 had been collected, and half that, £3,000, was 
to come home. If it did not, it was not his fault. 

After repeating that he could not send det~ls re the fo~d ship to t~e 
Executive owing to the natnre of the transactIOn and the dIfficulty of his 
getting away cablegrams, he stated he was willing meanwhile, if he had 
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the members' confidence, to resume his work in the office until they had a 
meeting to deal with the matters in question. If anything he had said 
there was untrue, they need not ask him to retire; he would retire without 
that. 

A MEMBER suggested that these matters should be put before a general 
meeting of the Delegates from the Branches all over Ireland. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY replied that the only people who could decide 
were the members of No. I and the general body of the members. There 
was no such thing as a general meeting. Proceeding, he said the Chairman 
was General President of the Union and Chairman of No. I Branch. Tlmt 
was not right, because he should not hold the two positions. It would be 
necessary for himself and O'Brien to appear before a meeting of the 
members and produce their statements and documentary evidence. 
Whatever trouble there was between the officials, he hoped that the 
members would be as good as they were in the old days; the old guard 
and the new guard must stand together. If they wanted any of the 
officials to go, or all of them to go, all they had to do was to tell them to go. 
They must be loyal to the organisation, and he appealed to them to keep 
these matters to themselves. 

A MEMBER suggested that the Delegates should be brought there, and 
replying to the General Secretary, said he meant the Delegates who had 
passed the Rules. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY asked George Spain who had appointed him 
from No. I Branch on the Delegate Conference. 

GEORGE SPAIN said he was elected by No. I Branch Committee. 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY pointed out again that according to the 

Rules no change could be made except by the members themselves. Were 
these people justified under the Rules in paying these Delegates' expenses 
to the Conference and giving them a dinner in a restaurant while members 
of the Union were starving? Regarding the £7,500, they might explain 
that, and if the Auditor certified that the papers show that the money was 
expended, he was satisfied. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said he had nothing to apologise for. He had 
told him the story of the £7,500. It might be in some of their minds, and 
many of them would be glad to circulate in another crowd, a story that 
Tommy Foran and John O'Neill were accused by Jim Larkin of robbing 
the Union of £7,500. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY said he had not made any such charge. 
THE GENERAL PRESIDENT agreed, but said there were many in that hall 

who had never spared any effort to vilify him and other officials of the 
Union. When that money was there the General Secretary knew about 
it. .. I told him when the strike was over what we had done, and the object 
we had in doing it. If we robbed the money, that was the time to deal 
with it." If they believed that he or those acting with him had done 
anything against their interest, let them not hesitate a minute. He had 
never been in the Union for a job. He had worked harder, if possible, for 
them when he was getting no wages from the Union than when he was 
getting them. Wages or job did not matter to him, and self-aggrandise
ment did not enter into it. If the members told him there was another 
man for his job, he was ready to go back into obscurity. The General 
Secretary had struck a note there that might mean a rift in the Union. 
He (speaker) had told them they were facing either a glorious opportunity 
for the Union or else to have the Union destroyed. If they were come to 
the parting of the ways let them do it, but let the Union remain solid. He 
had done his best, and spared no effort in their interests, and, like Larkin, 
he had suffered his share of vilification and abuse. But he challenged 
any man there to say he had ever done anything to injure the members 
or destroy the prestige of the Union. If there was going to be ... row 
amongst themselves, they could not help it; but he would much rather 
have a row with the employers. Regarding the Delegate Conference, if 
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the E.C. had been wrong, who was to blame? It was they, the members. 
SOME MEMBERS-You are responsible. 

THE GEN~RAL PRESIDENT-If I.am, I am a marvellous man and possess 
powers far m excess of what I beheve I had. In this hall there are 2,000 
members, and there are 100,000 in the Union and yet I am told I am 
responsible. ' 

A MEMBER-Why didn't you take the men out for the half day to 
meet Larkin ? 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT-Because I did not want to do Larkin or 
the U?ion har~. (GENERAL SECRETARY-" Hear, hear.") Replying to 
other 1Oterruptions, the GENERAL PRESIDENT asked if they were children or 
lambs, and if anyone could drive them, and asked if they obeyed every 
order he gave? 

A MEMBER-We have to. 
THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said if that was so, they must have 

the most disciplined Union in the world. What would they do if 
Larkin died ? 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY silenced some other interruptions, and stated 
he had sent a wire from America that no strike was to be called there 
unless the British comrades struck. Nothing could be said to the General 
President about that. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT, continuing, said whether it was Larkin 
Foran, or O'Brien, the Union must go ahead, and the members must stand 
together. He was the first President of the Union, and had rema10ed so 
till then. His conscience was clear. Many of them had tried to put him 
in the wrong, but they had not succeeded. The only people who could 
kill the Union were the members themselves. The officials might injure 
it, but so long as the members took a proper interest in it, the officials 
could do no wrong. If there was an allegation of fraud, or any other 
charge against him, he wanted an opportunity of defending himself, and 
he wanted the Union to be his tribunal. He hoped that whatever had 
taken place there that day would be faithfully and accurately represented 
to the people who were not there, and not distorted in any way. Let 
them remember that these matters had not been fully gone into. Mention 
had been made of money and false dealings, and he was ready to go into 
that, but the other matters had not been decided yet. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY asked when the General President had first 
told him about the £7,500. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT replied that he believed, but was not sure 
that it was the morning in 1913 the General Secretary came back from 
Manchester. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY said that on the official records it was stated 
the Union had 100 dollars in 1914. He had made the definite statement 
that he knew nothing of any money being withheld from the strike pay. 
He said definitely that the £7,500 had not gone to pay for Liberty Hall. 
He had paid £3,000 in the presence of Joe Kelly. 'Nhy was there any 
need for evasion when the lawyer could be got, and when the documents 
were there or should be got? The hall cost £5,000 and the lawyers' fees. 
If these people, as they said themselves, paid £7,500 for it, why should he 
have to go to America to collect more ~oney? The Executive Com~ttee 
had sufficient power to destroy the Umon. When four men could Slt and 
make Rules and payout money illegally, corruption was bound to creep 
in. How could he work with people who were out to destroy men? 

He would ask Tommy Foran to say with what authority he had called 
the Delegate Conference. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said the Rules had been under consideration 
for nearly twelve months. All the Branches had received a circu~ar, and 
every Branch in the Union was asked for amendments or suggesbons for 
the new Rules. When the amendments came along they were embodied 
in the new Rules, the new Rule Book was compiled, and copies sent to the 
Branches. The Branches were asked to have meetings to discuss the 
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Rules, and to send Delegates to the Conference. He could not give the 
exact dates, as he had no idea this thing was going to be raised. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARy-We are bound to carry out the Rules. The 
rule is definite that Rules can only be altered by the E.C., after amend
ments have been asked for and sent to the Branches. Did your (the 
members') Branch meet and discuss them and send in amendments ? 

A NUMBER OF MEMBERS-No. 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY declared that monies had been paid illegally 

to the Delegates to the Conference, and it would have to be paid back. It 
had been proved, on the admission of their General President, that they 
(the members) knew nothing about these things. The General President 
had asked them what would the Union do if he (speaker) died. If they 
~ad only acted honestly by the Union, the Union would never die. He 
had got plenty threats against his life within the last week, but what did 
he care about them? He had been told that people with influence in the 
Government would get him put out, but he cared nothing about that 
either. It was not, he said (pointing to the Chairman and John O'Neill), 
these men who were responsible for the attacks on him; they were simply 
the mouthpiece for another. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said he had never been a mouthpiece for 
anyone. He had always stood on his own legs. If O'Brien had a quarrel 
with them (the members) or with the Union, that was a matter for O'Brien. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARy-It is not; it is a matter for the Union. If 
you frame the Rules to be abrogated, you are the responsible men. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said he never shirked his responsibility. 
O'Brien was a member of the Dail--

A MEMBER-He is not a member of the Dil.il; the third Dail was never 
held. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT, continuing, said O'Brien had not been doing 
his work as Treasurer since he went on the Dail; Tom Kennedy had 
been doing it. 

SEVERAL MEMBERS asked what power the E.C. had to appoint Kennedy 
Treasurer. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY explained that the E.C. had power to appoint 
a temporary Treasurer, and that Tom Kennedy was so acting. He asked 
the General President what authority O'Brien had to sign cheques. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT stated that four or five people were authorised 
to sign cheques, three signatures were necessary, and if any of these men 
happened to be away when the cheques were being sent out on Thursday 
mornings, advantage would be taken of O'Brien's presence to get him 
to sign. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY remarked that O'Brien had gone to Sligo 
that day to investigate the accounts of the Branch there. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT said O'Brien had gone to Sligo to investigate 
the management of the Branch, owing to letters received at Head Office 
from members of the Branch. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY repeated his statement that O'Brien had 
gone to investigate the Branch accounts. 

A MEMBER asked if O'Brien was doing his work. 
THE GENERAL SECRETARy-He is doing his work in the Dail, and doing 

some work for the Union. 
A MEMBER-Why is he getting paid? 
THE GENERAL PRESIDENT-He is not getting paid. 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY endorsed this statement, but said these 

offices should have been declared vacant and other men called in. That 
would have been the honest thing. These men (the E.C.) were over
burthened with work. Tom Kennedy was overburthened. But what 
could be expected when three men were out against one? He was going 
to call a full meeting of the Executive immediately. 

The meeting terminated, the dockers being requested to remain behind 
to discuss the employers' demand for .. further wage reduction. 
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APPENDIX K: LARKIN'S REJECTION OF ANY SETTLEMENT 
ON QUESTION OF NEW RULES. 

EXTRACTS FROII! MINUTE BOOK OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 192 3. 

5th June, 1923. 
Present :-Thomas Foran, General President; William O'Brien, 

G~neral Treasurer; James Larkin, General Secretary; Thomas Kennedy, 
Michael McCarthy, M. Hill, Michael Duffy, T. Ryan, D. Clancy. 

At the outset, the GENERAL SECRETARY stated that he wished to object 
to the presence of Wm. O'Brien, as he held that when Wm. O'Brien was 
elected to Dail Eireann, he should have resigned his position as General 
Treasurer, and that the E.C. should have declared a vacancy for the 
position . 

• • • • • • • • 
THE GENERAL PRESIDENT pointed out that Wm. O'Brien had not 

resigned his position as General Treasurer . 

• • • .. • .. • * 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY then handed in the following protest :-
.. That I protest against Mr. William O'Brien sitting on the E.C., that 

he having chosen to accept a seat on the Dail, he perforce could not accept 
or act in a paid capacity as General Treasurer, and having vacated his 
duties as General Treasurer, his office should have been declared vacant 
and an election called to fill the vacancy." 

W. O'BRIEN asked the Chairman if the General Secretary recognised 
the authority of the E.C. 

In reply, the GENERAL SECRETARY stated that his presence there was 
an answer to that question. 

In connection with the new Rules, the GENERAL SECRETARY stated 
that they were registered without the authority of the E.C., and were 
therefore illegal. He further stated that no meetings of No. I, No. 3, 
No. 5, Limerick, or Newbridge Branches had been held for the purpose 
of considering the new Rules; that the special Delegate meeting held for 
the purpose of discussing the draft Rules was not called in conformity 
with the Rules passed in 1918, and therefore was an illegal body. 

At this stage the General President went over the Ballot papers received 
from the various Branches, which showed that 97 Branches had adopted 
the new Rules and only seven had voted against. He reminded the 
General Secretary that at the Delegate Conference held on the 14th May, 
he (the General Secretary) had stated he had read the new Rules carefully 
and in general approved of them, and that the only matter he took excep
tion to was that the Political Secretary was made a member of the National 
Executive Council. The General Secretary denied having made this 
statement. The Gem'ral Treasurer stated that the members of the 
Conference were well aware that the General Secretary had approved of 
the Rules at that meeting, and that further, with regard to the question 
of the Political Secretary, he seemed to be satisfied with the suggestion 
that the question of alteration of the status of this official could be con
sidered at the first Delegate Conference held under the new Rules. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY stated that the men who signed the new Rules 
had come to him and told him that they had not the authority of their 
Branches in putting their names to the Rules, and, in his opinion, the E.C. 
ought to withdraw the registration of the Rules until the Brancht's got 
an opportunity of approving or rejecting same, and that unless this was 
done, the Rules would be illegal. 

T. RYAN stated that the Waterford Branch Committee had instructed 
the Branch Secretary to call a meeting 01 the Branch members, but owing 
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to the strike there this had not been possible, but that the members were 
quite satisfied that everything had been done in (rder. In his opinion, 
if no meetings of the Dublin Branches had been called, that was the 
fault of the Branch officials and not of the E.C. 

MESSRS. RYAN and HILL expressed themselves as satisfied that the 
Rules were passed and registered in a proper manner, and with the 
authority of the E.C. 

THE GENERAL PRESIDENT stated he would move the following 
resolution :-

" That the E.C. are satisfied that the Rules have been properly passed 
and registered, but that no action be taken under them pending a Ballot 
vote of the members being taken and the result received at Head Office." 

This was seconded by M. Hill. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY moved the following amendment :-
" That the Rules submitted to the Registrar are not the Rules of the 

Transport Union; that they are not valid, and should be withdrawn 
until such time as the members of the Union vote thereon." 

This amendment was not seconded. 

THE GENERAL TREASURER read the following, which he stated he would 
move as an amendment to the resolution :-

" That a special Delegate Conference in accordance with Rule 65 be 
held at the earliest possible date to consider the objection raised by the 
General Secretary, and to take such action thereon as may be decided." 

This amendment was seconded by T. Ryan. 
THE GENERAL SECRETARY said that the amendment read by the General 

Treasurer was illegal, as the Conference would be called under the new 
Rules, which he held were not the Rules of the Union. 

At this stage the meeting was adjourned until 7.30 p.m. 

On resumption-the same members being in attendance:-
THE GENERAL SECRETARY asked the Chairman if he had accepted the 

amendment moved by W. O'Brien. The Chairman replied that he had, 
as there was no doubt in his mind that the new Rules were now the Rules 
of the Union. 

THE GENERAL SECRETARY stated that tbe Chairman and the E.C. were 
acting in an illegal manner, and having handed in the following statement, 
he retired from the meeting:-

" Mr. Chairman, Members of the Executive-I am compelled to withdraw 
from your meeting on the grounds that you have accepted for discussion a 
set of Rules purporting to be Rules passed by the members of the Irish 
Transport Union, these Rules having been submitted to the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies on the sworn statement of the Chairman, Executive 
Officer Thomas Kennedy, and six other members of the Union. Said 
Chairman, Thomas Foran, Thomas Kennedy, and six members had no 
instruction to submit such and acted contrary tn "ud in defiance of Rule 
33. I have other reasons, which I will subL·,. , writing.-J AMES 
LARKIN." 

The amendment moved by the General Treasurer was then put to the 
meeting and declared lost-two voting for and six against. 

The resolution moved by the Chairman was then put and carried 
unanimously. 

The E.C. having considered the position further, it was agreed to publish 
the following statement in tbis week's Voice of Labour:-

" Official.-Alteration of Rules.-The vote of the Branches on the draft 
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of Rules as unanimously approved of and recommended to the Branches 
for ~doption by the All-Ireland Delegate Meeting held on 24th and 25th 
Apnl. closed on the 1st June, and resulted in 97 BranchE'S voting for their 
ad~ption and seven against. and these Rules have now been duly 
regIstered • 

.. The General Secretary (J ames Larkin) has taken exception to the 
procedure adopted. contending that the Rules have not been approved of 
in cOl;llpliance with the terms of Rule 33 of the old Rules. He has also 
questic;lned the legality of the position of certain members of the Executive 
CommIttee. and of the authority of the Executive Committee as a whole . 

.. In these circumstances. the Executive Committee has decided to 
su~mit the q~estions ~aised to a vote of the entire membership of the 
Umon. Particulars will be published in next week's Voice.-ExECUTIVE 
COMMITTEE. I.T. & G.W. UNION." 

• * * * * * * * 
APPENDIX L: THE OLYMPIA MEETI~G OF MEMBERS OF 

KO. 3 BRANCH. 

MINUTES OF GENERAL MEETING HELD ON SUNDAY. JUNE 10. 1923. 
IN THE OLY~!PIA THEATRE. 

[As writteJ;1 by John Bohan. Secretary of No. 3 Branch]. 

MR. THOMAS BRADY, Chairman, presiding. Also present :-Messrs. 
T. Foran, W. O'Brien. James Larkin, Thomas Kennedy. M. McCarthy. 
E.C. Officers. and J. Bohan. Branch Secretary. etc. 

THE BRANCH CHAIRMAN. in opening the meeting, informed the members 
that Mr. J. Larkin. General Secretary, would address them. and as Mr. 
Larkin had to attend another meeting in the Mansion House of the members 
of No. I Branch at 2 p.m., he (the Chairman) wanted the members to try 
and keep order. He (the Chairman) then called upon Mr. Larkin, General 
Secretary, to address the meeting. 

MR. J. LARKIN. who received great applause, said how he had to attend 
another meeting in the Mansion House at 2 p.m., and that he wanted 
those present to understand that some time ago the Union Rules had been 
changed. which was illegal. He also referred to the question of some 
members paying threepence per week in contributions over and above 
the amount which they were entitled to pay in. Mr. Larkin read a long 
list of documents alleged to be a copy of his affidavits concerning officials 
and Executive Officers for maladministration of the Union funds, and for 
having been responsible. with others. of submitting to the Registrar. Mr. 
Miley. documents which bore the signature of Messrs. Foran. Kennedy 
O'Neill, Nolan and Butler. members of No. I Branch, and Messrs. J. Davis, 
Bohan. and Hanratty, of No. 3 Branch. He also said how he had proof 
that members who should have received membership benefits were deprived 
of their money, and that the relatives of members were also cheated out of 
same, and he mentioned the case of Mrs. E. Kennedy, who was rE'fused 
benefit which she should have received. He also referred to the documents 
which he held in his hands, and said' that a sum of £tSI had been subscribed 
by the members for hospital treatment, and that only £25 had been paid. 
Mr. Larkin read out from the affidavit several charges which he was about 
to bring against certain Executive Officers .. 

He (Mr. Larkin) did not want the issue settled outside the Union. He 
wanted an Investigation Committee to be appointed to go into the whole 
matter, and proposed that the three men, Messrs. Bohan. Davis. and 
Hanratty, who had signed the affidavit for the Registration of the new 
Rules. which was an illegal document, be suspended from membership of 
the Branch, No. 3. if any of them failed to attend the Registrar's Offices 
for the purpose oiwithdrawing their signatures on to-morrow (Monday), 
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at ~ p.m., a:lld that .Mr. T.ho~as Ke~nedy, E.C.O., be suspended from the 
Umon pendmg full mvestlgations bemg made regarding his charges. 

MR. T. KENNEDY said how he claimed that he should get a hearing. 
MR. LARKIN called on the Chairman to put the motion to the meeting. 

who hesitated. Mr. Larkin informed the Chairman how Mr. Kennedy 
and his colleagues could state their case elsewhere, and Mr. O'Brien 
endeavoured to address the meeting, but could not get a hearing. 

MR. LARKIN asked for a mover and seconder for the resolution. 
MR. DUCIE proposed and [a] MR. O'BRIEN seconded the resolution as 

read by Mr. Larkin. 
MR. T. KENNEDY, amidst uproar, claimed that he was entitled to a 

hearing; his honour was at stake, and he was not going to allow any man 
to prefer charges against him which were false, and which would be proven 
to be untrue. 

MR. LARK IN said how if the Chairman would not put the motion he 
should leave the chair, and he (Mr. Larkin) would put the motion to the 
meeting. 

MR. BRADY, Chairman, left the chair, whereupon Mr. Larkin asked the 
mover and seconder for their membership cards. Mr. Larkin, having 
received the membership cards, put the motion to the meeting, and asked 
for a show of hands. 

Almost every member present put their hands up, and Mr. Larkin 
declared the motion carried. 

APPENDIX M: REPORT OF THE INVESTIGATION COMMITTEE 
APPOINTED BY THE UNOFFICIAL RANK AND FILE 
DELEGATE CONFERENCE. 

IRISH TRANSPORT AND GENERAL WORKERS' UNION. 

COMRADES,-

All-Ireland Delegate Conference, 
Investigation Committee, 

29 Eden Quay, Dublin. 

We submit the following report:-

The Special All-Ireland Delegate Conference which met on Friday 
August 31st, was, as you are aware, held with the object of settling the 
dispute in the Union arising out of the charges made by James Larkin 
against other officers of the Union, and also to impress on the parties to 
the dispute the serious effect the matter was having on the Union through
out the country and to express the desire of the rank and file to have tile 
dispute settled 'within the Union. j,\' \ 

We, the Investigation Committee elected by Conference, acting on the 
resolution of Conference, sought a written undertaking from both parties 
to the dispute to abide by the considered findings nf Conference. 

Jamcs Larkin, when approached by us, stated 't"'" , he would not give 
the undertaking asked for, but would submit ris -ges in writing for 
investigation without prejudice to any legal statu~ oossessed. 

The members of the E.C. were willing to give l'le undt.ctaking asked for, 
but pointed out that a similar undertaking from Mr Larkin was essential, 
as without it the Conference had no power to deci1e the matter. 

We again approached James Larkin, who still declined to give the 
undertaking asked for. 

In the meantime we had set up the machinery tp deal with the matter, 
having obtained all available documents necessary for our investigations, 
including the charges made by J ames Larkin. 

We then approached the E.C., who stated tlIat before submitting to 
our investigations, they must be assured that . of the other 

160 



party had been obtained to abide by the decision of Conference, as mutual 
consent by both parties to the dispute was the only basis on which Con
ference had power to decide the matter. 

The E.C. added that they would submit to but one Court, preferably 
the Delegate Conference elected by the rank and file of the Union. 

Despite the difficulties confronting us, we determined to explore every 
avenue, seeking a basis on which to settle the dispute within the Union. 

The Rules were of no assistance to us, they being subject to the decision 
of the Law Courts, as their yalidity is challenged. We realise that if 
CPnference has no power to decide in the matter in view of the Law Court 
proceedings, no useful purpose can be served by pursuing our investigations 
any further. 

in view of the expense of re-summoning Conference, and considering 
the facts as above outlined, we are of the opinion that any further expendi
ture would be but a waste of money now needed for other purposes. We, 

• therefore, submit this report, which we trust will meet with your approval. 
Dated: 27th September, 1923. 

M. USHER, Chairmallt 
THOMAS H. REDMOND. 
GEORGE NATHAN. 
JAMES FLANAGANj 

PATRICK BROPHY, Secrdarya 

APPENDIX N: FINANCIAL POSITION ON DECEMBER 31ST, 
1913. 
[COpy] 

O'Connell Street Branch, 
The Hibernian Bank, Limited, 

12 and 13 Lower O'Connell Street. 
13DfM. Dublin, 9th day of May, 1924. 
The Financial Secretary, 

Irish Transport and General Worker~' Union. 
35 Parnell Square, Dublin. 

DEAR SIR, 
Referring to your letter 01 2nd inst., I have now made enquiries ill 

our Thomas Street and Inchicore Branches, and Bray, Cork and Sligo 
County Branches, and I' annex. report in. each case. We have no 
iBranches at Be1fa~t;'Wateifoi:d, Wexford or Kmgstown. 

Yotirs faithfully, 

B
The 

.. ,.,. 
·-h. 
!:>treet 

Inchicore 
Bray 
:::ark 
5ligo 

(Signed), G. M. MACKEN, 
Manager . 

, Report. 
Had Deposit. Accou~t during year 1913. N,) 

balance.outstandmg 31st December, 1913. 
No accouns: 
No accoq~~.icon 31st December, 1913. 
No accqF,;b oR. 31St December, 1913. 
No accc., " PPs 31st December, 1913. 

~or I·' d' 
.. ' ~PPENDIX 0: EXTRACTS ·1~9.M LETTERS WRITTEN BY THE: 

. LATE lAMES CON:t¥O!=fr1, IN REFERENCE TO TAMES 
LARKIN, 19II TO 1914 

1. JAl\1ES CONNOLLY, Belf£t, to WILLIAM O'BRIEN, Dublin . 

. [In May, 19II, Wm. O'Brien approach~d J.ames Larkin and urged that: 
lames Connolly, "l/l'ho had lately g.q' !">, to !lve m Belfast, though not a~ t~e 
ime an official of. the !,o··'?cln" ·,lUW.U., should be one of the Uillon s 
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delegates at the forthcoming meeting of the Irish Tradii Union Congrc'" 
Larkin, in reply, said that there would be no difficulty about it, as Connol1y 
could easily get selected as delegate by the Belfast :j3ranch. Larkin 
complained, however, that Connolly, while resident in Dublin, did not 
take any part in the Union's work. This w'!s Connolly's reply :~] 

SOCIALIST PARTY OF IRELAND. 

5 Rosemary Street, Belfast, May 24th, IYIl. 

DEAR COMRADE, 
Do not pay any attention to what Larkin says. He is simply stringing 

you. He knows perfectly well that ::'.icKeown is going to Galway, and he 
himself wrote a personallelter to lYlcJ{eown urging him to get the nomination 
jar delegate. As to what he says about me not taking part in the Union in 
Dublin, you know that he organised a dozen demonstrations in Dublin 
while I was there, and invited all sorts of hybrids to speak for him, bnt 
never invited me at any time. Did you notice that while in Glasgow, he 
claimed, at the May Day demonstration, to be a member of the 5.1'.1. : 
The man is utterly unreliable-and dangerous because unreliable. . 

I attended the Irish Transport Workers' meeting in Belfast whlch 
appointed the delegate. There were seven members present, and .1t1cKeawll 
was the only one nominated. 

Fraternally yours, 
JAMES Cm'WaLLY. 

n. JAMES CONNOLLY, Be1Jast, to WILLIAM O'BRIEN, Dublin. 

[In June, 1912, ·Wm. O'Brien wrote to James Connolly, forwarding a 
report of a meeting of the ::'.laynooth Union at which the Rev. M. J. 
O'Donnell, D.D., had read a very thoughtful and sympathetic paper .oil 
the Labour Movement, and suggested that ConnoUy should deal Wlta 

Dr. O'Donnell's paper in an article in tl~e " Irish \Vorker." The follo\\'ln:; 
was Connolly's reply :-] 

BelIast, June 29th, 19 12 . 

DEAR COMRADE, 
Your letter with enclosure arrived to-day. I saw the report in tile 

.. Irish News," and was much struck with It. The exhibition of relll 
sympathy and understanding made me marvel. As far as the request far 
an article is concerned, the first question that arises to my mind is: "In 
what capacity do you make the request?" Is it made with Jim's authOrIty 
and sanction? For, of course, 1 know that unless it is so made, there 
might be a doubt as to it appearing. 

I may mention that I wrote to ]im stating that I had still two chapters 
of the "Re-Conquest of Ireland" to write, and as there had been a 
suggestion, originating with him, that they might be published as a Labour 
Party pamphlet, I would be obliged if he would let me know if that was 
his desire, as in that case I would phrase those two chapters accordingly. 
I have received no acknowledgment even of the letter; hence the non
appearance of the two chapters in question. 

So I am in a quandary as to how to receive this latest request from you 
for an article for the" Irish \'Vorker." 

While answering that question, perhaps you would find out if anything 
is to be done over our Labour Party resolution at the Congress. If the 
Parliamentary Committee is simply going to meet the statutory number 
of times, and arrange for the usual deputations, and make no effort to 
rise up to the level of the new situation, it would have been better had WC 

been defeated. The Committee has now the chance to create a great 
Labour movement on sound political lines, and should not hesitate to ga 
out of the beaten track and create precedents instead of tollowing old ones, 

162 



. T~e Committee should no~ have separated at Clonmel without instruct
mg Its ~ecretary to ~raft a cIrcular to all the trades bodies in Ireland asking 
for actIon on the hnes of the resolution. and another to all the Trades 
Council<; urging the holding of public meetings in furtherance of the 
mov~n;tent for Labour representation. Even now that should be done. 
and If It costs t.oo'IIlUch to call the whole Committee together often enough. 
~hy not appomt a sub-committee at Dublin to push the matter in the 
mtervals of ~he f~ll Parliamentary, Committee meeting? I am convinced 
that energetIc action, though it may cost money, will also bring in money 
and arouse the working class. But without such action we will die amid 
the jeers of the reactionaries. I feel this matter deeply, and implore you 
to try and push matters on. 

Fraternally, 
JAMES CONNOLLY. 

Ill. JAMES CONNOLLY, Belfast. to WILLIAM O'BRIEN, Dublin. 

. [At the annual meeting of the Irish Trade Union Congress at Clonmel, 
m 1.912~ Connolly: attended for the. first time as a delegate, and on his 
motion It was decIded to form an IrIsh Labour Party. The Executive of 
the Congress (then called tll.e Parliamentary ComInittee) decided to 
inaugurate a campaign for an Irish Labour Party by a series of meetings, 
the first to be held in the Antient Concert Rooms, Dublin. Larkin, 
who was elected Chairman of the Congress Executive following the Clonmel 
Congress, resigned at the first meeting that he presided over, because the 
members of the Executive differed with a ruling which he gave as Chair
man, and despite all appeals he declined to withdraw his resignation, or 
to speak at the Antient Concert Rooms meeting. Connolly's comments 
on the situation are given in the following letter :-] 

DEAR COMRADE, 
Belfast, September 13th, 1912. 

Your very distressing letter just arrived. I begin to fear that our 
friend Jim has arrived at his highest elevation, and that he will pull us 
all down with him in his fall. 

He does not seem to want a democratic Labour movement; he seems 
to want a Larkinite movement only. The situation will require the 
most delicate handling. I would have been in favour of cancelling the 
Antient Concert fixture, of informing Larkin that as he will not attend. 
you do not see your way to go on Wlth it, and that pending and awaiting 
his co-operation. you feel it unwise to go further with the movement. 
This seems tame and slavish advice. and it is. but it is. J fear. the only 
way to get him on the move again. He must rule. or will not work. and 
in the present stage of the Labour movement. he has us at hIS mercy. 
And he knows it. and is using his power unscruplIlously, I regret to say. 
We can but bow our head. and try and avert the storm. 

It is impossible that I should be there. He would have too much of a 
grip on me. as he would be able to appeal to my own me~bers .agai.nst 
me. on the plea that I neglected my duty to go there agamst hiS WISJ:!. 
At present my strength in Belfast is that no one knows whether his 
influence counts for much amongst the Transport Workers h~re. Th~re 
is a strong feeling against him in the Union here. and the feeling for him 
IS summed up in the phrase that" He was a great fighter. but too re~kless." 
So a fight by him upon me would wreck the bra.nch agam. and he IS head
strong enough to make it. He knows he coul~ not o~st m~ •. and save the 
branch. but in the case of too flagrant a flouting of his pOSltion. he would 
not consider that. . 

I am sick of all this playing to one man. but am prepared to adVise It 
for the sake of the movement. 

Fraternally. 
JAMES CC?NNOLLY. 
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no J AMES CONNOLL Y, 13elfast, to WILLIAM O'BRIEN, Dublin. 
July 29th, 1913. 

To make matters worse, I confess to you 10 confidence that I don't 
think I can stand Larkin as a boss much longer. He is simply unbearable. 
Hf: is forever snarling at me and drawing comparisons between what he 
accomplished in Belfast in 1907 and what I have done, conveniently ignoring 
the fact that he was then the secretary of an English organisation, and 
that as soon a.<; he started an Irish one his union fell to pieces, and he had 
to leave the members to their fate. He is consumed with jealousy and 
hatred of anyone who will not cringe to him and beslaver him all over. He 
tried to bully me out of the moneys due to our branch for administration 
benefit of the Insurance Act, and it was this that brought me to Dublin 
last week. He did not succeed, and had to pay £37 which was due my 
staff as wages. I told him that if he was Larkin twenty times over he could 
not bully me, that I was charging for no one cent he had not contracted to 
pay for, and that I was not going to bire clerks and leave them without 
their wages to suit him. . . . I would formerly have trusted to his 
gEnerosity in financial matters, now I would not trust him at all. Larkin 
seEms to think he can use Socialists as he pleases, and then when his end 
is served throw them out, if they will not bow down to his majesty. He 
will never get me to bow to him. 

V. JAMES CONNOLLY, Belfast, to WM. O'BRIEN, Dublin. 

DZAR BILL, 
September 5th, 1914. 

• I gave Jim a hint in case it might reach him otherwise-nothing 
de Write. But he says he is going to America in three weeks. . . . 

Yours fraternally, 
JAMES CONNOLLY. 

VI. TELEGRAM from JAMES CONNOLLY, Belfast, to WILLIAM 
O'BRIEN, Dublin. 

October 5th, 1914. 
Jim is appointing Daly in charge of Union. See Foran. Am writing 

you. 
CONNOLLY. 

711. JAMES CONNOLLY, Belfast, to WM. O'BRIEN, Dublin. 

Dn~R BILL, 
[Undated. Received in Dublin, Oct, 6th, 1914.] 

• . • Another very important matter I wish you to act on immediately 
is this: Larkin spoke to me to-day about his going to America. He said he 
would want me to come down and take charge of the paper and the Insurance 
and that Daly would be in charge of the Trade Union. I said that I hated 
the Insurance end of the work, but expressed no opinion about Daly. But 
you know as well as I do that such an arrangement would be unbearable 
and unworkable. For one thing, we could never hope to maintain an 
understanding with the Nationalists if Daly was in command of the Trans
port Union. They would not trust him, have him, or co-operate with him, 
and the Transport Union would become a mere dues-collecting Union if a 
man with the character of Daly for evading difficulties was in charge. Other 
reasons you will readily see. I think you should at once get hold of Foran 
and tell him Jim's proposition, and get him to see that the Committee 
makes it clear that they Wlll not agree to any such proposal. The danger is 
that Larkin will publicly announce it first, and that would make it as 
difficult to alter as it would be to carry out. The Committee could avoid. 
this by meeting immediately and raise this among other questions before 
any public announcement is made. 

Yours in haste, 
JAMES CONNOLLY. 
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VlI!. JAMES CONNOLLY, Belfast, to WM. O'BRIEN, Dublm. 
Octob~r 7th, 1914. 

DEAR BILL, 

Y <?ur letter to hand. At present I feel like declining the .. honour .. 
of ~ervIng under Daly, even if it meant losing entirely my position in the 
Uruon. 
~s I see things now, there is a magnificent chance for the Transport 

Uruon all over ~rela~d ~ the one Labour organisation aggressively active 
on the true Na~onallst SIde. It has an opportumty of taking and keeping 
the lead. But 1£ a man who is distrusted bv both Nationalists and Labour 
~en is i!1 c~arge of that Union, I see nothing before it but decay and 
disorgarusatlOn, and the absolute loss of Labour support to the Nationalist 
cause as of Nationalist support to the Labour catlse. 

And as you know, Daly is as little trusted by the Labour men as he is 
by the Nationalists. 

That the control of the Insurance Section should be left to me is incom
prehensible, except on the supposition that it was given me in order to 
concentrate upon me the unpopularity which that nasty job entails. 

1 shall anxiously await word from you of the intentions of Foran and 
the Committee. 

Yours fraternally. 
JAMES CONNOLLY. 

[When writing above, Connolly did not know, though he subsequently 
learned. that the affairs of the Health Insurance Section were in such a bad 
condition that, a few months after Larkin's departure, the Insurance 
Commissioners decided to hold an enquiry as to whether they would be 
compelled to withdraw approval; and it was only on the earBest appeal 
of Connolly that the Commissioners agreed to permit the Section to continue 
under conditions laId down by them.] 

APPENDIX P: EXTRACTS FROM LETTERS WRITTEN BY 
JAMES LARKIN OR RELATING TO HIS VISIT TO AMERICA. 

1. JAMES LARKIN, Dublin, to CON. LEHANE, New York. 
July 1st, 1914 . 

.. Dear Lehane, 
• . . I intend to cross over the big stream about August. Daly is 

writing the Party in America to fix up dates for m~. I am going out to 
represent the new Irish Labour Party and our own Union. I would be 
glad if you could do anything in the way of fixing me up for meeting in or 
about New York. If you come across Paddy Quinlan, you might inform 
him that I intend to go ov~r. I am not going to speak for any Section; I 
am prepared to speak to any Section. SubjectR:" The New Industrial 
Movement; Labour Movement in Ireland; What the Worker Wants," 
and other subjects. I am wri~ng you h~lrriedly so .that )"o.u may kno.w 
what my intentions are. Keep In touch WIth us here In Dublin, and I WIll 
expect a reply upon you receiving this. . . . Don't f<;lrget about the 
arrangements for meetings for me, and send me all the mformatIon you 
possibly can, and we hereby appoint you Ambassador for the movement 
over there ..•. 

Wishing you good luck. 
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11. JAMES LARKIN, Dublin, to P.&TRICK L. QUINLAN, New York. 
August 18th, 1914. 

DEAR QUINLAN, 

O'Brien has handed me vour letter. .. I intend coming across 
to God's own country. I have written Lehane and have asked him to 
arrange meetings for me. I think that possibly some good might come of 
a talk at first hand. ConnoIly and O'Brien and the Labour Party in Ireland 
wanted me to come out as a sort of deputation from the Labour Movement 
here, but I had intended previous to the request submitted to me going out 
as a .. free lance," and, if opportunity offered, putting the case as I can see 
it from the Irish working-class standpoint, and to explain in words the 
constitution, methods, and the spirit of the Transport Union. Anyhow, I 
am coming across, whether it be in a week or a month, to see what the real 
position is in America. I have not had a holiday for years, and I am not in 
love at present with the work here, and maybe the change would do good 
all round. I have had invitations from Canada, New Zealand, and Australia, 
and I was proposing taking a run right round with a view to collecting 
monies in advancement of the movement here at home. .. I cannot 
expect a reply from you before I leave, but you might notify the comrades 
that I intend coming across. Give my regards to big Bill Haywood If you 
meet him .. 

Ill. WM. O'BRIEN, Dublin, to CON. LEHANE, New York. 
August 21st, 1914 . 

. . . We have been thinking of making an appeal for funds in the 
States to enable us to put forward Labour Candidates in the first election 
to the Home Rule Parliament. . . . Also the sending over of a man or 
two, and it was the desire that Larkin should be one. . . . The matter 
was discussed at a full meeting of the National Executive of the Irish Trade 
Union Congress and Labour Party on Saturday last, and it was decided 
to send two men out to collect funds. But what was our surprise when 
we proposed Larkin: he said quite definitely that he would not have 
anything to do with the proposition, and that he intended to go to America 
as a Free Lance. 

IV. JAMES LARKIN, New York, to THOMAS FORAN, Dublin. 
JAMES CONNOLLY SOCIALIST CLUB. 

Headquarters : 
43 West 29th Street, New York. 

[Received in Dublin, April, 1918. Undated]. 
My DEAR TOM, 

I want to congratulate you and bhoys on the magnificent work you to
gether have accomplished. I received a copy or two of certain English Lab
our papers; it was good to read their reports. I have been with you in 
spirit all the many moons that the seas and those who rule the seas have 
divorced us. I have just returned to this village from parts unknown. 
You have no doubt read many strange rumours about me. The Press 
here has got just as vivid an imagination as your putrid capitalist Press; 
when they know nothing they lie the more readily. 

l\Ty Purgatory continues. To bid good luck continually to exiles 
returning, and yet to be denied that inestimable pleasure, hurts more 
than you can appreciate. May the curse of thousand years rest on those 
who prompted me to this undertaking. The comrade who brings this is 
one good soul. Safe and true as steel. I see by the news report.~ that 
the old ship, I.T.\V.U., seems to have been refitted. Keep her head to 
the wind, spokes hard down; steer a straight course no matter what 
storms you may ha\'e to encounter; don't veer a point. You don't know 
how I rejoice to hear good news. I watch to importune any and everyone 
who can bring me news. My life is one constant fret, fume, and fever. 
The many dangers I have undergone are as nothing I feel to those you and 
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boys and girls in ~he movement have had to experience. Tom, I never 
~oubte~'ye ! I sincerely hope all the other trojans are working with you 
In a ~pmt of «:mulatlOn, loy~lty, and fellowship. I was glad to know the 
old citadel (Liberty Hall) still shelters the noblest hearts in lirin. May 
your stout ~e~ and stro~g arm still prevail. I was cheered by reading 
of the me~ting In the ManslOn House, when that historic edifice rang with 
the undYing streams of the" Red Flag." I hope Its echoes were heard 
by our, de~d co~rade~, the Connellys, Jim and Shaun, Partridge, MaIlon, 
and 0 Carroll In. their glo~ous sepulchres. Next to dying for a cause, 
the next best thing IS to live and struggle for its success. Our dead 
comrades, though dead in the flesh, live in the spirit, and speak in no 
uncertain voice, ever reminding us of our du.ty. 

I hope that O'Brien and the others are not to be led astray by the prop
aganda of fellow-Irishmen of the Sinn Fein movement. 

Mrs. S. [Skeffington] is coming home. She travelled here under the 
control of the best people-Moryah! Made some money and a reputation 
as a safe and sane person. \\'as received by the President. Oh, my! 
yes. I was received by the proletariat, thank God for them. Our 
Envoy Extraordinary from the Provisional Government also is persona 
grata with the best families in Washington. What are O'Bnen and the 
rest dOing in allowing the Griffith gang to monopolise all the credit for the 
effort. They call it the Sinn Ff'in R. here. I wish O'Brien and 
the others would declare themselves. Are they all turned Sinn Fein ? 
Why cannot they state officially their position? Ask them to write 
explaining what line of procedure they are adopting". The work of" the 
Irish Labour and Socialist movement is deliberately ignored by the Sinn 
Fein envoy and his group. Have our Section any representation on the 
alleged Provisional Government? This is important. Is there a Pro
visional Government, and, if 50, who is represented thereon? Have we 
any representation or not? This matter should be dealt with at once. 
You are aware that I have notified our comrades in RUSSia not to accept 
any delegations or agents pending advice from your side. ~ly instructions 
will have reached Petrograd ere this. I may yet succeed in getting across. 
I hope they acted on my urgent representations in my last communications 
to elect delegates to act as agents in Russia, Stockholm, or any part of 
Europe they may be able to reach. I would thank them at home to 
credit me with credentials, which may be forwarded by the bearer or other 
safe person, and that any delegates leaving home should carry duplicate 
credentials. Send me all the news, and you ask the boys in the Union. 
I know you don't require asking to see to my wife and little ones. I wii. 
repay all of you by service. What I have done here will be told in the 
days to come. I have never missed a day or night in giving service to the 
cause; of that you may be assured. Take no notice of Press reports as 
to my whereabouts; no one knows that but myself. New York will 
find for some time. Maybe the Far East will know ere you receive this. 
but aet credentials sent for me to both places. If O'Brien and Congress 
do n~t supply me with credentials, let our Union and the Socialist Move
ment send me them. Our Union's credentials are good anywhere. Tell 
the boys to keep a stout heart for a stiff ~ae. I hope soon to bid old 
Ireland the top of the morning. 

Thine to the last turning. 

With reference to Connolly's works, you remember I paid the Maunsell 
Co. for the copyright of .. Labour in Irish History." I wrote Mrs. 
Connolly on the matter, but I understand Nora ",:rote her mother defaming 
me. Nora has been making statements derogatory to me up and down 
this country. She, like Mrs. Skeffington, has been travelling under the 
auspices of the political job-seeking Irish. You know, if anyone knows, 
that I supported Ji~, stood by him through thick and ~hi?; even took 
his side against Deha. She wrote to the papers here clalnllng her father 
founded the Union, signed his name as Secretary; in fact, they went so 
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far that I was oft-times tempted to open out on them. They or she spread 
a story that I bought Croydon Park for my own residence; other charges 
which I will some day ent('r into. I am writing to lVIaunsell warning 
them against the action of which they have been guilty and the advantage 
they have taken. If l\lrs. Connolly is getting the profits from the book, 
good; that is all I want; but when one has experienced the exploitation 
that has taken place here of the blood of the men who died by the creatures 
here who were not fitted to lace their (the dead heroes) shoes, it gives one 
pause. I am having a 1. of time with official gang of them here, petty 
bourgeois. This note is hurriedly written; more follows. 

Good luck, old son. Messenger waiting to go to his ship. 
Pay bearer's expenses, Tom. Treat him good. [Received April 6, 

1918]. 
V. JAMES LARKIN. U.S."\., to THOMAS FORAN, Dublin. 

(Undated). 
FOR~N, 

The bearer is one of our own boys. He is acting under instructions. 
He will assist in any way. See to my wife and kids. See Jim and the 
other three kids are looked after. I will not forget. 

Other men will arrive. 
Thine to the end, 

JIM. 
VI. JAM1'.:S LARKIN, New York, to THOMAS FORAN, Dublin. 

JAMES CONNOLLY SOCIALIST CLUB. 
Headquarters: 

43 West 29th Street, New York. 
DEAR FORAN. 

Why are the Party not demanding recognition and representation? 
Are they willing to do all the work and then suffer themselves to be 
ignored? I am writing this in haste. Tell O'Brien and Daly we here 
are incensed at the apathy they exhibit in neglecting to send information. 
The other section are monopolising all tbe credit for the work done. Have 
they forgotten that there are men here who represent something in Ireland ~ 
Insist upon them send us credentials.. . Give my regards to Mayor 
O'Neill. Send information through him. I will see him on arrival. 
Why not send a Labour man with him. Again I demand from you that 
you insist upon a Labour man being put up for the first vacancy. Send 
the paper out here. 'Ye want to see copies of .. Public 0plOion," also 
any other papers published. Ask the wife to send the news, also photos 
of the kids. I have tried every means to get home; may succeed any 
day, but for the sake of the future of the cause, insist upon recognition. 
I repeat, tell Daly and O'Brien; mistakes now may be irreparable. Tell 
O'Brien to see Mrs. Conuolly and get her view-point as to publication of 
Jim's work. I am informed that some rather peculiar stories have been 
told her in correspondence from this side. 'Ve are doing all we can to 
make this mob move here. I must close. Bearer sails in an hour. 
Good luck, lad, but send me word, and keep your eye on my kids, Tom. 
I will repay. Again I send my love and congratulations to the crew of 
the old ship. 

Thine to the last turning, 
JIM. 

VII. JAl\1ES LARKIN, New Yor..;:, to THOMAS FORAN, Dubhn. 
JAMES CONNOLLY SOCIALIST CLUB. 

DEAR FORAN 

Headquarters: 
43 West 29th Street New York. 

. (Unda.ted). 

I never doubted ye. I see you have some of the real Mc. Boys with 
you. Tom, tell O'Bricn, McPa~tlan, Campbell they ale Il:0~ making 
enough publicity. They are gettmg overshadowed by ttle Bntlsh move
ment. They must make themselves felt as a separat ~ and distinct move
ment. Furthermore in any negotiations with the other parties in Ireland 
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they ';must express the in~viduaJ.ity of the movement. . The gang over 
\. here 19nore them. They (lid not even mention the names of the Labour 
t.-.representatl'ves .at the Mansion House Conferetlce. They should insist 
;' and .have a deleg~ to accom~y Larry O'Neill if he getspleTmlssion to 
l' .cross. I mU50t agamcall attention to the fact that Mrs. S-- is iust an 
,&palClg:is.t £01' the Siun Fe,in. crowd. She never speaks of the Labour 

c, mO¥ement nor of the SOCIalist Party. She leaves the impresiion that 
o.Skeify and herself were members of the Sinn Fein movement at home. 

Nora C [ConnollYJ follows the same lines. We herE' are wart;ching with bated 
• meath the struggle you are making. "The Irish World" aDd G.A. 
sjpapels never mentioned a word about Henderson; Anderson ,aDd Thomas 
-rhave voted against conscription, nor have they carned the story this 
(j,week about the Labour Party having made a 'Prote~t; in fact the gang 

here are more fearful of our mo-vement getting ahead in Eire than if 
- Johnny Bull played the same game as ion '98. McCllrtain is a rank 
_!reactionary; struts about J.i,ke a stage hero. We here cannot afiord'to 
"expose them at present. They make out Arthur G. as a God-given saint 

and statesman; nobodv in Ireland done anything but Sinn Fein. Connolly 
and the other boys all recanted Socialism and Labour, and were good 
Sinn Feiners., My God, it is sickening. Let ye over there insist upon 

_ respect. I may manage to cross. I am going to get home if it is at all 
'possible. I must again thank you personally for the care of my kiddies 
J and my woman, a1so the boys. But, Tom, insist upon them sending me 
";credentials. Ten WaIter Carpenter I could do with a Card. I will pay 
.~:np some day to the Party. I cannot get one from the I.L.P., where I 
-'am paid up to 1920. I want the card retroactive \? retrospective) ; 
J'also send me a membership card of the Union. Any literature is 
welcome. 

d 
Yours as always, 

J1M. 

VIII. lAMES LARKIN, n.S.A_, to THOMAS FORAN, Dublil' 
(This is written in haste. Bearer waits.) Reliable 

·My DEAR TOM, [Undate1l 
Greetings and congratulation on the result of your loyalty and work. 

May I extend to you and the boys my heartfelt sympathy on your 
'magnificent work for the Irish proletariat, and my regret that I cannot 
-$hare in your labours directly. I need not say that I am with you in 
;spirit, and when freedom of the seas is a fact, and the power of despotism 
!Shattered far ever, may I hope to rejoin you and your comrades in the 
-,truly great work you ·have set your minds, hearts and bodies to accomplish. 
'Don't be led astray by the ephemeral political move.ments of a moment. 
-Our work is fundamental. Not only do we want an mdependent Ireland, 
,but we demand a free Ireland of free men and women. I realise the 
'tortuous paths you an~ yom colleagues must. walk. :Certain f~rces ~n 
Eire seem to have explOIted the struggle for theIr own ends. Don t be In 
anv wav deterred: hew suaight to the line, let the chips fall where they 
-may. Be assured we are on the side that must ultimately prevail. 
,Leaders, moryah! and parties rise up and pass away in n ~ight, ~ut men 
,live on forever ,and princIples are permanent. I see that Smn Fem wants 
.. Republic in Ireland now. What is to become of Arthur's King, Lords 
and Commons? Does he not want the foreIgn capitaltsts to come and 
start up industries in Ireland because land is cheap and labour cheap and 
unorganised? May I again ask rou to send me bo.o~s, papers, reports 
of Trades Union Congress, both Insh, Scotch and Bntlsh; also a copy of 
\\'ilson's play of 1913 Strike and Connolly's play. Send me any pro
paganda. Let me know how the old ship sails. Tell O'Brien, McPartland 
to let me know. 1 trust to you not to let my woman and kiddies go short. 
I will repay Why not send. out an appeal fo~ help to t~e Colonies? 
Australia would re~pond. I wlll 'iend you Amencan papers m my next. 

Your comrade, 
JIM. 
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APPENDIX Q: LARKIN'S RESIGNATION, JUNE, 1914. 
In June, 1914, James Larkin resigned his position as General Secretary 

because of a dispute between Miss Delia Larkin and the Committee of 
No. I Branch of the Union regarding the use of a room in Liberty Hall 
(sea page 131). As a result, a meeting of Dublin members was held in 
the Antient Concert Rooms, which is fully reported in the Irish Worker 
of June 27th, 1914. From that report we cull some extracts from Larkin's 
speech, which show very clearly what his conception was of the relations 
which existed between the members and himself. This speech of Larkin's 
is valuable in many respects. It bears out the fact that no E.C. funcroned 
in those days, ac;, of course, it would be that body that would deal with the 
resignation and not the members of one district. Note Larkin's con
tinual reference to the" Committee of the Union" when in fact it was the 
Committee of No. I.-Branch he was referring to. 

As a result of this meeting, Larkin secured the mandate he a~ked for' 
" His men must take his orders," and, as can be seen on pages 131-2, even 
the colour of the Band uniform had to be sanctioned by him before the 
Branch Committee could act. 

From Irish Worker, June 27th. 1914:-
" The outcome of the talk which he was now about to have with them 

would be whether or not he and they were going to continue as comrades 
and workers together. . . . He was prepared to accept the verdict of 
the meeting as to what was going to take place in the future .. 
He had not. however, contemplated resigning because of the existence 
of traitors like these, for they were not worthy of consideration. The 
Great Omnipotent chose tweive men, and one of the twelve betrayed Him. 
It would be too much to expect that an humble man like himself would 
not find a Judas in the ranks.. . The Committee of the Union 
had not been doing their duty as they ought, merely because some of the 
rank and file were not domg theirs. . . . None of them could realize 
fully what his intentions were and what he had in his mind. Night after 
night he had tramped the roads and fields trying to realize what would be 
the best way to re<.lize the great aim of life. .. During the period 
when he lay in jail he had handed over control of the organisation to the 
man whom hp thought best fitted to take his place. . . . But he would 
;repeat that the Committee of their Union had been wanting in its duty. 
. . . He had ideas which he hoped to carry out, and God alone in His 
wisdom knew whether they would fructify or not. . . • The Committee 
of the Union were actually interfering with him. . • . This Committee 
was penny wise in regard to funds. . . . He regletted that he had found 
the Committee of the Union apathetic and disinclined to carry out their 
responsibility. • . . He had l:een denounced from the Press, the 
pulpit and.the altar. but all this had no effect on him. He and his family 
had always belonged to the One Church. . . . He had always walked in 
the fear of God. but never in the fear of any man .... He now wanted 
their mandate approving of his work and their declaration that be was the 
man in charge of their Union. . . . It was also intended that in the 
near future Croydon Park should be thrown open to the members and their 
children for recreation purposes. . . . If he was to take up their work 
again he was taking it up as commander. . . • If he were to take the 
wheel his men must take his orders." 


