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Foreword.

The: following article fé based on matters within
my personsl knowledge and on the use oﬂithevoff§cial
transeript of evidence made at the reguest of. the British
Authorities by Messrs.. Geb.walgole. Members of the:
Institute of Shorthand Writers, Portugal St. Bulldings,
Lincolns Inn, Eondon W.C. 2. |

It was published undenjtheetiﬁle “From Days of
Perror® by the Irish Press, Dublin, and appeared in
three sections: on llth, 12th and 13th November, 1952.

By'mi&;summer-of'lgzﬁithe Black-gend-Tan Auxiliary
Reign of Terror was mounting to its climax, To those
who did not live through those days any narration of the
facts will appear almost ingredible. Yet they are
conclusdively proved not: only by the evidence of living
witnesses, but also by the: mass of offiicial documents which
have since'eome to light, and by the public speeches end
admissions of English Cabinet Ministers. Fom beyond any
ye& or nay, the British Government under.ﬁloyd George had
settled on a policy otimurder; arson, locting and armed
terrorism of the civil population in Ireland: in eider %o
suppress the insurrectionaiy movenent. In the: words

of the Report by the-Amgrican Commission of Ingquiry:
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'Theréaexists peither under the: laws of war
nor-uidér»tne codes of Martfial Law in eivilised
States sny justification for assassination,
pillaging or terrorism, as & means of suppressing
fnsurrection, And yet this Commission is
reluctantly forced to the eonclusiqn that such

' forces are relfed upon by the Imperial British
forces in Ireland to bring the Irish people once

more under: the: control of the Imperial Crown®,

In cne week the terrorists sacked: the: towns of
Balbrigesn, Miltown-Melbay, Bnmistymon, lahinch, Mallow
and Trim, murdering "as often as not®. In the same
month of February, léZl.,im'which théz”trial" hereinafter
recounted was held, a force of thirty-one armed Auxiliaries
reided and robbed women shopkeepers in Trim. General
Crozier, the Commanding Officer of the Auxilisries, dismissed
twenty-six of the thirty-one, and ordered that the
rem&ining-ﬁive:bé put on trial, gver his head, nineteen
of the twenty-six whom he had dismissed were forthwith
reinstated, while: two of the five awaiting trial robbed
a bank at. the point of the revolver. Hamar Greenwood,
ﬁhen gquestioned in. the House of Commons why the men
awaiting trisl for the bank robbery had not been kept
in custody, emplaine&.that.thereewas ne prison accommcd ation
for them, “ﬁwing to the number of cadets Gﬁuxiliaries)

under close> arrest®.

As a result: of the countermanding of his orders
General Crozier resigned. '

As part. of the campaign of the British Authorities,

they posted a number of commissioned army; officers dressed



in mufti, and posing as ciwiliéns, under assumed names,

in lodging houses throughout the city of Dublin. The
assignment of these men was to act as spies, to mingle with
the people in the public: houses, the hotels, &nd wheresoever |
citizens were assembled, to join in conversation, hail-fellew-
well~met, &nd eollect Information as to the gersonnél of

the volunteers and! their future activities. They wWere
amg&w"éuppiied.with funds to pay for drinks, As a
conseguence: numbers of persons, many af whom had ne
connection: with the volunteers, were arrested and pﬁt in
internment camps without any sifting of evidence, without

any charge being formulated against. them, and without

triall,

One of these officer spies was Lieut. B. Angliss,
e lfeutenant in the: Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers. He
was shot dead: in his ledgings at No. 22 Lower Mount St.
at: nine: @'clock on Sundey morning, the twentieth of
November, 1920, At the trial of the men charged with

' shooting him, Mr. Travers Humphreys, K.C., Seniomr

Progecuting Counsel, described the: deceased as follows:

“Thg:deceased was Lieutenant H. Angliés. a8
Eieutaﬁanﬁ:in the: Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers.
He: was for good and sufficient reason liwing in -
Dublin liast Hovember under the name: of McMahon,
‘'which: was not his name, and he was known as

"ir. McMahon®t,

The: *trial' of the men charged was held In the
City Hall which hadi been seized, and commenced on February
21, 1921. The sccused were: Frank Teeling, Hilliam;Conway,



' Edward Potter and Daniel Healy. A nollé prosequl was
entered in the: case of Daniel Healy as there: was no
evidence forthcoming &gainst him. The: Crown was
represented by Mr. Denis Henry, K.C., Attofnew-ﬁeneral
(who, however, took little part), Mr. Tfavers.Hnmphreys,
K.C., who had been a prosecutor in the *trial® of Roger
Casement, and Mr, Bowlandrbliver. Theée two-Iatter=
were not members of the Irish Bar. They were conveyed
from England in a destroyer and escorted to the Castle in

armoured cars.

Frank Teeling was fepresented by Mr. Chariles
Bewley, William Conway was defendedi by Mr. Thomas Broﬁn, KeCey
and the writer as his junior, and Edward Potter by Mr.
klbert Wood, K.C, asnd Mr, Samuel Porter, Counsel for
the: prosecution and we: for the accused were: closely seated
togethér-aﬁ:one table. The: Court Martial composed of army
officers and a Judge: Advocate sat on a raised dais facing

us, thefr six Webley revolvers within reach af thedir hands®.

Mr, Brown and the writer held our consultation on
the eve: of the: %trial®, We were then told that a little
girl, Nellie_Eiﬁnegan; aged elght years, on the: morning of
theishoatiné of *Mr,. McMahon'® had been to Westland Row
Church at, elght o'clack Massfmmkigg her first Commnion,
and on her way back to: her home in Verschoyle: Place, Lower
Mbunt-étreemm had met Willfam Conway with his brother on
tﬁeir*way tq nine: o'clock Mass. The hour of the shooting’
was nine o'clock, and if her evidence was accepted, then
William:@oﬁWaxrwas in Westland Rew Church at the time: when
the shoating toeolk: place. In the course of the: trial we
produced & number of witnesses who depo&ed.td seeing him‘

with his brother in the: church before Mass began.



The ehild¥s mother, Mrs. Mary Finnegan, worked
around the neighbéurhoo&.of mornings &as a.chérwoman, and
some: day or two after the sheoting she told a lady, one
of her emplloyers, of her little &aughter~hawing met the
Conways on their way to nine o'clock Mass on that Sunday
morning{".Hen-employen'réportéd this to a British officer
who lediged .in her house; and he, realising the Importance:
of this evidence for the defence of William Conway, went
to Dublin Castle and reported to the police, requesting
that the mother and child should be sent; for, and statements
taken from them. This was done, thelr statementé béing
teken by & g%lice:éﬂficera '

I expressed & doubt as to whether in the then

- prevailing atmesphere: the prosecution wouldi produce these:
witnesses or inform us of their statements. Mﬁ; Brown
replied that of course they must inform us and make the
witnesses available. On the foilowihg morning, being the
opening day of the "trial", as we entered the: Lower Castle
Yard on our.way to fhe Cify Hall, we saw &8 number of
witnesses 1ined up against the wall, and among them,ﬂrs.
Finnegan and her daughter were pointed out to us. Mr.
Brown said to me: ®Now didn*t T tell you they would have

those two witnesses here?W

At the luncheon interval on this first day of the
nearing, we: passed through the Lower Castle Yard., Within
the exit gate a group oﬂfﬁuxiliariesg ten or twelve in
number, in their Glengarry caps, hung, about. As we
passed them by, one éf their number stepped forward and,
with a flourish of his arm, pointed to Mr. Brown, saying te

his comrades: "That's Brown'®. With another flourish,
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he named mé, and then our solicitor. We were puzzled to:
k:no;r he was able to identify us, for none of thege 'men

had been admitted: to the COurt even the: witnesses being
admitted only one at a time. The ineident took & sinister
significance when on the: final day of the "trial", Sir
Henry Wynne, the Crown Sollcitor, seat for Mr. Brown and
said to him: *If your eiient is ge:quiﬁted, you and your

junior should not stay in your own houses to-nightf.

On the. third day of the hearing the evidence for
the: prosecution in Conway®s case: concludeds Nezithei-- Mrs.
Finnegan nor her daughter-- had been In attendance after the
first day; andj éontra;ry' to Mr. Brown's confident
expectation, no intimation had beém given to us that any
such witnesses were: available or that: statements of
evidence hadi beez; taken from then. The pollce had teken:
statements from them. 'rha.i:: mich we Knew. It was
presumably the poliee who had brought them %o the precincts
of the Court on the first day, bub not again, The:
problem was: Who was responsible for: the: conceslment of
 evidence: in favour of the: accused? Was 1t the Crown,
the: military, or the: police? Mr. Brown, in opening the
defence:;, proceeded to probe this question. Addressing
the Court Martial, he pointed out that the accused when he
was charged on January 5, had then and there made his
defence: by telling exactly where he had been at nine:
o'cloek on that Sundsy morning, November 20. Continuing,

he saidis

sThe jimportance: of that fis this, and T
emphasise it strongly: the military, or the
Crown, or the: police, - whoever had charge of

the: case - have had that statement of the boy
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- in their possession, and they knew. where hé'said
he: was. It was open to them to make inquiries,

" edither in Westland Row Church, or: in the:
neighbourhood and find out whether this was true
or not.’ T am sure my friends have not found any
such stiatement, or they would havé told us. I

mean my solicitors®,

Mr. Brown looked inquiringly towards prosecuting

Counsel, but no admission was forthcoming.

We were aware that the briefs: for prosecuting
Counseli were prepared by an officer known a&lthe Court
Marti&l'&-ﬁffiéer; He;was a uniformed officer named
Capmain‘Martin, and he obviously had been & lswyer in civil
life., . He sat at the back of the Court. I looked back
at, Captain Mertin. He: was leaning forward in his seat
an&.Ijthought-he looked: perturbed. I stood up,.and,
addressing the Court. Martisl, said: sParhaps Captain
Mertin, who prepared the briefs for p;osecuting Counsel,
cquldﬂinform the: Court whether there: are any such '

statements or not",

Captain Martin came forward to Counsel's table,
and spoke to the: junior prqsecntor, who pmocee&ed to turh
over some pages of his: brief. Captain Martin took the
brief from him, and quickly turned over what seemed like a
volume of pages; then, slowly, one by one, & few more
pages; then put his finger down on a page. It was the
statement of Mrs. Finnegan, and it was heavily underlined
in red and blue pehcil. At that moment The Attorney
Generel came in, and observing that there was some

commotion, he inguired what was the matter. Being



pointed out the: page in the: junior prosecutor's brief,
he tore the page from the: brief, and passed iﬁ over to
Mr, Brown. The: luncheon é&journment:followe&.imme&iately,
and Mr. Brown and I went to the cloakroom to fetchaoui
hats and coats. The Attorney General followed in, and
I went to him, and made a certain observation. He: |
replied: ®Travers Humphreys knew nothing about the
statementﬁ: "Would you like me: to prove to you that

ne: had it in his brief?® T asked, and on his saying that
"he: would, n'calle&.oven;Mr; Brown and saild to him:

“Ybu were: sitting beside: Mr, Travers Humphreys. Bid
}ou see: Mrs, Finnegan's st&tement;in his briefet.

"I did", he replied, ®end it was under-lined like his
Sunior;s“, The Attoiney General made: no reply, and

we wqré satisfied that the information took him by

surprise.

Mr. Brown, in the: course: of his speéch for the
&efehce, referred to the: fact that Mrs. Finnegan and
her daughterr hed been present at the: commencement of the
trial, haming been brought there by the police who had

taken their statements.

] saw them: myself", he said: 'we ha&.ho
state&ent of their*ewidénce:of an& s;rt; but my
friend (Mr. Travers Humphreys) allowed me: to
fea&.from his brief & statement of the widow,
and here it is: ‘'Statement of lrs. Finnegan,,

) Verschoyle Gburﬁ, Dublin, on the 2lst Jamary,
192l. On the morning of. the 20th of 1llth, 1920,
my little daughter, ﬁellie Fiﬁnegan, who was at

eight o*clock Mass in Westland Rﬁw, told me when



‘shezcamezhomeﬁthatusheemethillwfand‘Paddy, meaning;
the two Conways, going to Mass. She did not say
which Mass, and it would have been nine o'*cloek

- as; she was coming from eight. We, she;ahd I,
knew them well from going in and out of Hynes's
shop where: they were: working for a?least;two'
years. Shortly after the: affray was over, that
is about 9.40, I was standing at my door, and I
saw the: two Conways passing my door, and I took.
notice of them because T knew them. They entered

~ Verschoyle Court from the: Merrion Squere end,
an@.wént-out:under’the:arch at. the bridge end of
Mount Street: into Mount Street. - Verschoyle
Court. runs at the: back of Mount St. and parallel
to it. The most. direct. way coming; home: from |
Mass: &t Westland Row would be: along; Mount Street
without entering Verschoyle Court. . T never saw
them coming through Verschoyle Court from Mass
before, I d4id not speak to the two boys theat
morning. Signed Mary Finnegan. Daﬁed 22nd
Jan,, 1921t,

Mr, Brown continued: "I have not seen that

statement before; it is a stétement teken by the Crown.

Tt was only given me now by the courtesy of my friend
(Mr. Traevers Humphreys), and I. thank him for it, and
would like to put it in. M& friend has put certain

marks on it. It is taken from his brief'_ but if I

could get a clean CePY -

Mr, Travers Humphreys: ®I will get a clean copy

made',

9.
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On thé?concluding day, Mr, Brown, addressing the
Judge Advocate, said: ®*You will remember, sir, that
on the last day when the learned Attorney-General wes
here: I spoke to him a&bout the evidencezof_anotﬁer witness,
who, I: understood, had made: a statement which had been
taken down. The: learned Attorney-General said that he
would have a search made: for it, and if any such statement

was discovered to be in existence, I might put it in®,

Mr. Travers Humphreys: "“That is the original

statement, sir%, (handing document).

Mr, Brown, referring to theastatemént, now
produced: for the firstitimex 8Tt is the statement of’
Nellie Finnegan, aged éight. "It says: "On the: Sunday
of all the shootings in Dublin, I was coming home from
8 o'elock Mass: in Westland Row. T saw Billy and Paddy -
the-boys out of Hynes'"s shop - in Merrion Square on the
side the trees are on; They were going towards the city,
and I met them in the middle of the: Square. After 1
was gone a bit past. them, I iooke&, and. T saw them
crossing the roadl towards Westland Row and. going round
the corner. After I had breakfast, I saw my mother
going to the door, and I went too, and I sew them passing
by the'house,andigoing out through the arch. It was
soon after my breakfast, but. I can"t know what time: it
was, OSigned, Nellie Finnegen. 2&/1/21."“5

‘HMr. Brown continued: %You will remember the:
mother made a statement, and the mother's statement is in

evidence saying that the child told her this when she:

’ arrived home, and the mother said it was nine o'clock

Mass the boys were going to. It is very unfortunate
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+that these: two witnesses, who have been actually present
while the trial has béen going on, in charge of the police,
were not called, or that notice was: not given to the: |
Counsel for the prisoner, that such evidence existed so

as to enable us to call these witnesses. However, I

have: received: these statements, and: F make the best. T can

of them now &t this late hour, and' I put them in evidence.*®

This protest was received in silence, and the: Judge:

Advocate passed to another subject.

‘At ‘the conclusion of the ad;fresse_s of Counsel
for ﬁhe defence: the: Judge Advocate summed up, and dealing
with the case against Conway, saidi: "Although there is
only’ one: witness the Court is not onl;. jus-tified but
bound to act upon the evidence: of that witness if they are
satisfied that she is an honest witness.®

We for the defence at no time: suggested that: she
was not an honest witness, but only that she was mistaken

in her identification.

Referring' to the nany wit,_ness;esa whom we: had called
as to seeing William Conway 1n W'estlaﬁdi ,R‘oﬁ Church and-
on his way home, and: in the: case: of none of whom, with
one: exception, was it even suggested that they had any

connection with any arganisation, the Judge Advocate sald:

s

kTf ybu can find y-oung-men who are wicked enough
or pe;verted-_ enough im their notions of what it is
right and proper to do to get rid of those forces

of law and order to whieh they are: opposed, 1f

you can find them ready to commit erimes of murder
and violence: of a;l]I. sorts to effect thelr object,

can you doubt that there would be no difficulty,



for' them: to Ffind people: who sympathised with them, and
who would be willing to heip,them to carry out thedr
designs by coming forward to give: evidence: which they
know to be untrue: in order to help the people who
commit the murders to ascape having to pay the penalty

of thelr crimea”

Mr. Brown addressing the: Judge Advocate, sald:
"You did not mention the statements of the two extra
witnesses which were: put in at the end, which corroborated

the story as elicted by the defence.®

The Judge Advocate made no reply. The Court
. elosed to consider its findings, and after a short
ad journment, reassembled. The accused were asked if

they wished to address the Court,

William Conway said: - %I am innocent of the
charge brought against me. Ifkncw nothing of the
traﬁsactions whatsoever, I fired no shots. I have
never been in 22 Lower Mount Street, or seen theagirl
(the one witness against him), or amny of the occupiers

of the: house: in my life. 'ﬂihave never had a revolver,*

Mr, Brown, asked if he wishedi to say anything,
replied: “I can say nothing further than the: statement
he: has madé, that there has been no evidence that he was,
in fect, connected with any politicai organisation.
He: is not a Sinn Fééner, or in any way connected with it;
and further than that, only to say that. a most unsatisf&dmgry
portion of the trial was the fact. that two important
witnesses not known to us were not produced until only

their statementSrﬁere;put down at. the: eleventh hour.



T am sorry; it would have been much more satisfactory
if that. evidence had been given to us, and they had

been produced before the: Court.™

The three accused being convicted there could be
only one sentence for them - the: sentence of death,

subject to confirmation by the Confirming Authority.

Mr. Travers Humphreys in his closing address

13,

used all the arts: of the practised prosecutor to discount

the evidence for the: defence. He went on to state
that, it was only on Saturday night that he had the
information that any girl of the name of Nellie Finneéan
had ever made a statement. He: wisely refraiped from
giving the: date: on which lMrs. Finheggn“s_statement had
been briefed to him, On the éonvicti;n of the: three
accused], he turned ﬁo:meaand sajd: “Iidbn“%:thinktyour

client Conway should have: been convieted."

When later the: Court Mertlal re-assembled for
another case, T applied for & copy of the shorthand note
of the evidence andi of the entire record, and was: advised
to apply to the General Officer Commanding-in-Chief in
Ireland, This: we 4id and in due coprsg- the: t inscript
e weryd oo wm £ the  Shboment OF the |
various: incidents: already described - the suppression
of the evidence. of Mrs. Finnegén; the: fact that the:
statement of her evidencéawas=in fact In the briefs ef .
prosecuting counsel, and was heavlly underlined in them,
this latter circumstance satisfying us that the statement
had been discussed in consultation; ther fact thap lMrs.
Einheganxand her daughter had been brought by the police

to: the precincts of the: Court on the first day, but not
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ag&in;: the fact that Mr. Brown nad satisfied the Attorney
General that he had seen Mrs. Finnegaﬁ“s:statement in Mr.
Travers Humphrey's brief - all the amaﬁing features of the
travesty of justice that was c&lledia,trial._ Mr, Brown
had’ meanwhile gone to Belfast, and our solicitor brbught
my recital to him for his signature, if he agreed with it.
We were aware that Mr, Henry was on thezeve'oﬂfbeing
appointed Lord Chief Justice of Northern Ireland, and that
Mr. Brown was to succeed him here as Attorney General.

I+t appeared obvious that if he signed he might pre judice
his prospects of promotion here. Having carefully read
the statement, hées&i@.to our solicitor: "EBvery word

of that is accurate;% and signed it. copies of it were
sent to the: General éfficer=Gommanding—in-chieffin Ireland,
the: Prime: Minister, the: Chief Seeretary for Ireland, the

Kttornewr@enerdl. the Judge Advocate.

While ¥, Brown was still in Belfast, I met the
Attorney General in the: Lew Library, and he said to me:
] am doing my best to get your client Conway reprievedt,

®And’ what about Potter?® I asked.

-

"You have nothing to do with Potter", he replied,

*T have: this much to do with Poﬁter*, I said;
*T was, ﬁresent-all through the trial Whichﬁwas a disgrece
%o the: administration of justice. I am making an
affidavit éemting out the whole sthy, and Brown and I

intend to: bring a motion before the Court of King®s Bench®.

*The King*s Bench have no power to interfere®, he

repﬂied;
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®] know that,®™ I said, "bBut the newspapers have
the right to ,Qublish- what I swear, and that will be a nice
revelation to the: world of the way in which j'us;ticer is

perverted here,®
A few days later Conway and Potter were reprieved.

A woz;d in conclusion on the attitude of the Irish
Bar in cases Where they prosecute. They do not allow
personal feellings to influence them. If they have any
information in their possession in favour of the accused
which: is not known to the defencez; they consider it their
bounden duty to disclose it.

Mr. Travers Humphreys had been Junior Prosecutor
in the: "trial"® of Roger Casement. He was raised to the
Bench in England in 1928 - that is, eight years after his
activities on the 'IE'ri'sh scene, In the year 1945 - that is,
29 years: after the execution of Roger Casement - he:
published a volume: of his “Recollections and Reflections."
It is not tw be: wondered a{; that 'héz héé nothing -tc..v -s-,ay. W
in it about his activities in Treland; but he could
bring himself to write:

T was glad when I saw 1n the newspaper
thet: Casement had: been hanged... The Southern
Irish are adepts at imparting & px:]lilt‘icalL flavour
to what in England would be called by its real

name - murder ar treason,®

In 1959 he presided over the: triml of some Irishmen
charged: with conspiracy to use: explosives in England.
In nhis summing-up to the jury, he said, addressing one of
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the: accused: "You are a rebel against all constituted
suthority. You are: a member of a gang which committed

marders of’ British officers. and others up to 1g22%,

This outburst was too mich for the: English Court
of Criminal Appeeal, which quashed the conviction.

Sir Patrick Hastings - one time: Atftorney General
in Englend, in his: Autcebiography, blesats abéut the: fairness
of English justice. Describing & trial for murder in
which he was; engaged, fhe trial judge being Mr, Justice

_ Humphreys, writes::

“The case for the prosecution was outlined
by Sei_ut-on' Counsel for- the Treasury, and, in
accordance with & tradition which in recent
years has become universal in our eriminsl courts,
it was pi-ese;xted with absoluté: fairness; the
strong points: against the: prisoner were propérlj;
brought to light, while at the same: time, the
 ewidence: or arguments whieh might- tend to‘ assist
him #n hiis defence were placed frankly before the
Court.. . Thg summing~-up of Mr., Justice Humphreys
wasg, as in his case It always wras,- a masterpiece...
His examination of the evidence: was careful,
accurate, and strictly fair.®

This paean to English justice was written after the
' 8trial* and execution of William Joyce

Siignedi:

(v%zxcent Rice)
=

s, 1953

Fosn Hay 1953

Date:

Witness: %f M
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