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Kieran	Allen	

	

Fumbling	in	the	greasy	till:	Elite	strategy	in	post-Crash	Ireland	

One	hundred	years	after	the	1916	rebellion,	the	Irish	elite	have	nervously	embraced	its	 legacy.	The	
rebellion,	 they	 claim,	 gave	 birth	 to	 Irish	 democracy	 and,	 through	 that,	 laid	 a	 foundation	 stone	 for	
Ireland’s	economic	progress.	The	current	26	county	state	did	not	arise	from	the	ideals	embodied	in	
this	 insurrection	 but	 rather	 from	 a	 counter-revolution	 that	 developed	 alongside	 the	 Anglo-Irish	
Treaty	of	1922.	Although	they	split	during	a	civil	war	and	came	to	represent	different	fractions	within	
the	 dominant	 social	 class,	 the	 Irish	 elite	 eventually	 united	 around	 a	 strategy	 of	 building	 an	
independent	Southern	Irish	capitalism.	Over	the	decades,	the	strategy	shifted	from	protectionism	to	
free	trade	and	today	it	rests	on	forging	an	alliance	with	global	multi-nationals	as	junior	partners	and	
facilitators.	

This	paper	examines	two	specific	elements	of	this	strategy	in	post	crash	Ireland.	The	first	lies	in	the	
expansion	and	modernisation	of	Ireland’s	role	as	an	Atlantic	tax	haven	.	Ironically,	the	much	heralded	
OECD	 clampdown	 on	 tax	 havens	 has	 created	 new	 opportunities.	 Traditionally,	 the	 tax	 dodging	
activities	of	global	corporations	was	accompanied	by	some	real	manufacturing	activity	in	Ireland	and	
this	 lent	an	aura	of	respectability	to	these	ventures.	Despite	the	decline	 in	manufacturing,	the	Irish	
elite	 aim	 to	 maintain	 this	 respectable	 image	 while	 providing	 adequate	 scope	 for	 tax	 avoidance.	
Mechanisms	 for	 doing	 so	 include,	 use	 of	 ‘knowledge	 box’	 reliefs,	 acceptance	 of	 the	 practice	 of	
‘inversion’	and	tax	advantages	for	Special	Purpose	Vehicles	in	the	financial	sector.	

Second,	the	Irish	elite	have	maintained	their	traditional	love	of	property	speculation	–	even	after	the	
crash	of	2008.	Their	principle	mechanism	has	been	to	forge	new	alliance	with	vulture	funds	and	Real	
Estate	Investment	Trusts	to	revive	the	Irish	property	market.	In	an	astounding	development,	many	of	
the	 Irish	 developers	whose	 borrowings	 triggered	 the	 crash	 have	 returned	 as	 junior	 allies	 of	 global	
investment	funds.	The	writer	suggests	that	the	elite	are	engaged	in	a	high	risk	strategy.	Their	efforts	
are	 leading	 to	 less	 social	 cohesion	 and	 do	 not	 provide	 an	 avenue	 for	 stable	 long	 term	 economic	
growth.	

	

Kieran	 Allen	 is	 a	 senior	 lecturer	 in	 the	 School	 of	 Sociology	 in	 UCD.	 He	 has	 written	 extensively	 on	
Ireland’s	 political	 economy	 and	 its	 rebel	 tradition.	 His	 book,	 The	 Celtic	 Tiger:	 The	Myth	 of	 Social	
Partnership	 (2000)	 challenged	 the	 neo-liberal	 philosophy	 that	 underpinned	 Ireland’s	 economic	
boom.	After	 its	 collapse,	he	wrote	 two	books	on	 the	 subject,	 Ireland’s	 Economic	Crash	 (2009)	 and	
Austerity	 Ireland:	 The	 Failure	 of	 Irish	 Capitalism	 (2013),the	 latter	 	with	 Brian	O’Boyle.	 Rather	 than	
simply	 analyse	 the	 failings	 of	 Irish	 society,	 he	 has	 sought	 to	 examine	 the	 country’s	 revolutionary	
tradition	with	a	view	to	devising	strategies	for	change.	His	first	book	The	Politics	of	James	Connolly	
(1990)	examined	the	Marxist	outlook	of	one	of	the	key	leaders	of	the	1916	rebellion	while	his	most	
recent	 book	 1916:	 Ireland’s	 Revolutionary	 Tradition	 (2016)	 challenged	 the	notion	 that	 the	 country	
was	a	naturally	conservative	society.	Alongside	an	active	engagement	in	debates	about	Irish	society,	
he	has	 intervened	 in	 classical	debates	on	 social	 theory	with	books	on	Marx	and	 the	Alternative	 to	
Capitalism	(2011)	and	Max	Weber:	A	Critical	Introduction	(2004).	He	is	currently	working	on	a	book	
about	the	French	sociologist,	Emile	Durkheim.	
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Stuart	Aveyard	
The	memory	of	1916	and	British	parliamentary	debates	on	the	Northern	Ireland	conflict	

Perceptions	of	the	past	could	at	times	play	a	very	important	role	in	British	understandings	of	the	
Northern	 Ireland	conflict,	 in	 turn	affecting	 the	policies	 that	were	adopted	and	how	 the	British	
responded	in	general	to	the	Troubles.	Frequently	the	past	was	invoked	in	parliamentary	debates	
in	 the	 hope	 of	 strengthening	 arguments	 for	 a	 particular	 approach	 to	 Northern	 Ireland.	 The	
memory	 of	 1916	 was	 an	 especially	 powerful	 one	 to	 draw	 from.	 This	 paper	 will	 look	 at	 how	
British	politicians	understood	1916,	what	lessons	they	claimed	to	have	learned	from	it	and	what	
consequences	this	had	for	Northern	Irish	society.	One	area	where	it	was	most	often	cited	was	in	
death	penalty	debates,	where	 the	execution	of	 the	1916	rebels	was	used	 in	arguments	against	
capital	punishment.	 Such	debates	occurred	often	 in	 the	1970s,	 from	 the	abolition	of	 the	death	
penalty	 for	Northern	 Ireland	 in	1973	 through	repeated	arguments	about	whether	 it	 should	be	
reintroduced	for	those	convicted	of	paramilitary	violence.	These	latter	debates	occurred	usually	
after	 particularly	 violent	moments	 such	 as	 the	 Birmingham	 bombings	 of	 1974.	 References	 to	
1916	prompted	some	Conservative	MPs	to	cite	the	Irish	Civil	War	as	an	example	of	the	success	
that	 could	 be	 gained	 from	 carrying	 out	 executions,	 leading	 to	 further	 debate	 on	 the	 British	
handling	of	colonial	insurgencies.	Parliamentary	debates	saw	extensive	discussion	of	the	politics	
of	Pearse,	Connolly	et	al,	the	legacy	of	their	rising	and	the	consequent	impact	on	contemporary	
society.	 Rival	 memories	 of	 1916	 and	 the	 events	 that	 followed	 it	 played	 an	 important	 part	 in	
perceptions	of	the	Northern	Ireland	conflict	and	influenced	British	political	responses	to	it.	

	

Stuart	Aveyard	is	an	Irish	Research	Council	Post-doctoral	Fellow	at	the	Centre	for	War	Studies,	University	
College	Dublin.	He	was	previously	 a	 research	 fellow	and	Lecturer	 in	Modern	British	History	 at	Queen’s	
University	Belfast.	His	first	monograph,	forthcoming	with	Manchester	UP		this	year,	is	entitled	No	Solution:	
the	Labour	government	and	the	Northern	Ireland	conflict	1974-79.	He	is	currently	researching	the	uses	of	
other	conflicts	in	Northern	Ireland’s	Troubles.	
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�evin	Bean	
�ebatin�	the	�isin�4	The	politics	of	commemoration	since	1991	

This	 paper	 will	 consider	 aspects	 of	 the	 public	 and	 political	 debate	 surrounding	 the	
commemoration	 of	 the	 �aster	 Rising	 in	 the	 twenty	 six	 counties	 since	 1991.	 The	 Rising,	 in	 its	
various	 representations,	 has	 long	 proved	 problematic	 in	 Irish	 public	 life,	 providing	 a	
battleground	 for	clashes	about	 the	historical	 legitimacy	of	 contemporary	political	pro&ects	and	
the	degree	to	which	Jthe	ideals	of	1916’have	been	achieved.	During	the	Troubles,	these	questions	
were	posed	particularly	acutely	for	the	Irish	state	as	well	as	 for	constitutional	nationalists	and	
militant	republicans	on	both	sides	of	the	border.	

The	paper	will	suggest	that	the	peace	process	and	the	constitutional	revision	of	the	Irish	state’s	
national	 pro&ect	 in	 199]	 have	 not	 lessened	 the	 impact	 of	 these	 questions	 of	 legitimacy	 and	
historical	 achievement.	 Indeed,	 if	 anything,	 the	 debate	 has	 been	 amplified	 since	 then	 by	 the	
political	 fall-out	 from	 the	 collapse	 of	 the	 Celtic	 Tiger	 and	 wider	 changes	 in	 Irish	 society.	
Consequently	the	current	politics	of	commemoration	are	not	simply	the	re-fighting	of	old	wars,	
but	 are	 instead	 attempts	 to	 resolve	 the	 very	 contemporary	 problems	 of	 political	 authority,	
ideological	legitimacy	and	citi6en	alienation.	In	conclusion,	the	paper	will	show	how	all	sections	
of	 the	 political	 class	 from	 Fine	 �ael	 through	 to	 Sinn	 Fein	 try	 to	 QreR-create	 new	 narratives	 of	
legitimacy	and	meaning		through	QreR-presentations	and	myths	of	the	past,	designed	to	restore	
authority	and	re-engage	with	a	sceptical	and	increasingly		hostile		electorate.	

	

�evin	 Bean	 teaches	 Irish	 politics	 at	 the	 Institute	 of	 Irish	 Studies,	 University	 of	 Liverpool.	 His	 research	
interests	 include	 theories	 of	 nationalism	 and	 national	 identity,	 state	 counter-insurgency	 policy	 and	
practice,	and	the	contemporary	politics	of	Northern	Ireland.	He	has	written	on	the	Peace	Process	and	the	
political	 evolution	of	 the	Provisional	Republican	movement	 in	newspapers,	maga6ines	and	 &ournals.	His	
publications	include	�he	Ne/	�olitic+	of	Sinn	�4in	QW007RD	 J�ndings	and	BeginningsI	Republicanism	since	
1994’,	in	Studie+	in	�onflict	and	�errori+m	Q37,	9,		W014RD	JLeaving	the	soundbites	at	homeI	Tony	Blair,	New	
Labour	 and	 Northern	 Ireland,	 1993-W007’,	 in	 L.	 Marley	 Qed.R	�he	 �riti+h	 Labour	 �art1	 and	 �/entieth	 B
�entur1	Ireland,	QW01ZRD	and	JNew	Roads	to	the	RisingE	the	Irish	politics	of	commemoration	since	1994’,	in	
R.	�rayson	and	F.	Mc�arry	QedsR,	�eading	191M:	�he	�a+ter	�i+ing9	the	Somme	and	the	�olitic+	of	�emor1	in	
Ireland	QW016R.	
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Andrea	Binelli	
�emory	of	the	�isin�	and	�)t)rolo�y	in	the	�ame6�e,	�arria�e	�eferend)m	�ebate	

During	 a	 State	 ceremonial	 event	 of	 this	 year’s	 �aster	weekend	 and	 following	 a	wreath-laying	
tribute	to	�ames	Connolly’s	statue	on	Beresford	Place,	President	Michael	D.	Higgins	claimed	that	
many	of	 the	 ideals	of	 those	who	fought	 in	the	�aster	Rising	have	not	yet	been	achieved	by	the	
Republic	of	 Ireland.	 In	his	speech,	 the	President	made	 it	clear	what	 ideals	he	was	referring	 toE	
wealth	redistribution,	eradication	of	inequalities	and	progressive	positions	on	women’s	rights	as	
the	basis	 for	 the	country’s	social,	economic	and	cultural	 transformation.	The	 idea	that	 the	task	
taken	on	by	the	1916	Rising	is	yet	to	be	accomplished	is	actually	widespread	in	Ireland	and	such	
conviction	 is	 often	 turned	 into	 a	 premise	 and	 a	 rhetorical	 strategy	 in	 argumentative	 texts	
addressing	 very	 different	 topics.	 This	 is	 especially	 the	 case	 when	 features	 of	 a	 typically	
nationalist	discourse	are	being	exploited	and	often	re-semioticised	in	order	to	tackle	a	range	of	
social	 issues.	 The	 aim	 of	 my	 paper	 is	 to	 investigate	 how	 the	 futurology	 inherent	 in	 today’s	
collective	memory	of	1916	was	revisited	99	years	later	by	�es-side	as	well	as	No-side	supporters	
in	the	mainstream	&ournalistic	debates	prior	to	the	same-sex	marriage	referendum.	In	particular,	
I	 have	 employed	 the	 critical	 tools	 of	 Corpus-Based	Discourse	 Analysis	 and	 have	 focused	 on	 a	
corpus	of	articles	published	on	the	websites	of	the	main	national	newspapers	QThe	Irish	Times	
and	The	Irish	IndependentR	in	Spring	W01Z.	Accordingly,	I	have	analysed	the	range	of	metaphors	
and	 rhetorical	 strategies	 through	 which	 the	 potential	 outcomes	 of	 the	 referendum	 were	
reflected	by	both	sides	into	ideal	accomplishments	of	the	nationalist	agenda.	

	

Andrea	Binelli	 	 teaches	Lingua	e	 tradu6ione	 inglese	at	 the	University	of	Trento,	Department	of	Lettere	e	
Filosofia.	He	has	 translated	 several	 Irish	 authors	 into	 Italian	 including	Donal	Ryan,	�lske	Rahill,	 Patrick	
McCabe,	Andrew	Fox	and	�ohn	�elly.	He	has	also	published	essays	and	volumes	on	the	history	of	language	
in	 Ireland,	 Irish	 sociolinguistics	 and	 the	 representation	 of	 the	 economic	 crisis	 by	 the	 Irish	mainstream	
media.		
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Carmen-�eronica	Borbely		
�)t	of	the	�rypt4	The	�pectres	of	�aster	1916	in	�ebastian	Barry9s	No*els	

As	 sepulchral	narratives,	 gaining	 substance	 from	beyond	 the	brink	of	death,	 Sebastian	Barry’s	
LautoNbiografictionsM	 QSaunders,	 W010R	 amount	 to	 life-writing	 gestures	 that	 broach	 the	
unspeakability	 of	 individual	 and	 collective	 guilt	 and	 the	 ambivalent	 loyalties	demonstrated	by	
participants	 in	 traumatic	 historical	 events	 like	 the	 �reat	War	 or	 the	 �aster	 Rising.	 Striving	 to	
chart	 authentic	 articulations	 of	 their	 inner	 selves	 along	 fictional	 lines	 that	 simulate	 the	
conventions	of	the	autobiographical	contract,	protagonists	like	Willie	Dunne	in	�	Long	Long	�a1	
QW00ZR,	 Roseanne	 McNulty	 in	 �he	 Secret	 Scri(ture	 QW00]R	 or	 �ack	 McNulty	 in	 �he	 �em(orar1	
�entleman	 QW014R	 engage,	 in	 the	 very	 act	 of	 performing	 their	 stories,	 in	 transgressing	
prohibitive	taboos	surrounding	the	spectres	of	history.	In	particular,	�	Long	Long	�a1	addresses	
what	 Decland	 �iberd	 has	 described	 as	 a	 crisis	 of	 QselfRrepresentation	 and	 incommunicability	
that	ensued	the	foundational	sacrifice	of	the	nation	carried	out	in	the	battlefields	of	Dublin	at	the	
time	 of	 �aster	 1916.	 This	 paper	 starts	 from	 a	 Derridean	 understanding	 of	 Irish	 modernity’s	
hauntological	 rapports	 with	 history	 and,	 adopting	 the	 cryptophoric	 instruments	 of	 Lspectral	
criticismM	 QPunter	 W00WR,	 examines	 Barry’s	 biografictional	 discourses	 constructed	 around	 the	
spectres	 of	 history	 as	 the	 ontological	 sites	 where	 the	 narrators’	 work	 of	 mourning	 fosters	 a	
reconciliation	with	loss,	effacement	and	disfiguration.	Ultimately,	it	is	through	the	visor	opened	
byNto	the	melancholic	characters	in	Sebastian	Barry’s	narratives	that	the	immense	past	suffering	
encrypted	in	the	�aster	Rising	is	re-presented,	being	released	intoNreleasing	the	present.	

	

Carmen-�eronica	 Borbely	 is	 an	 Associate	 Professor	 with	 the	 �nglish	 Department,	 Faculty	 of	 Letters,	
Babes-Bolyai	University	in	Clu&,	Romania,	where	she	teaches	�ighteenth-Century	�nglish	Literature	at	BA	
level	and	Irish	�othic	Fiction	to	students	in	the	Irish	Studies	MA	programme.	She	was	a	Chevening	scholar	
at	the	University	of	Oxford	QW003-W004R	and	has	had	research	stages	at	the	�eough-Naughton	Institute	of	
Irish	 Studies	 QUniversity	 of	 Notre	 DameR	 and	 University	 College	 QDublinR.	 Her	 publications	 include	
�a((ing	the	D�o+tE�othic:	�++a1+	on	Iri+h	�ontem(orar1	�iction	and	�ilm	QW014R.	
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Loren6o	Bosi	and	Niall	O’Dochartaigh	
�rmed	acti*ism	as	the	enactment	of	a	collecti*e	identity5	The	case	of	the	�ro*isional	I��	
bet+een	1969	and	19FB	

Among	 scholars	 of	 political	 violence,	 policy	makers,	 and	 indeed	 the	 general	 public	 it	 is	 quite	
common	 to	 see	 individuals	 who	 &oin	 armed	 activism	 as	 if	 they	 are	 in	 search	 of	 a	 collective	
identity	and	for	a	place	to	belong,	so	to	cope	with	the	significant	frustration	of	life	and	to	fill	deep	
intrapsychic	 voids.	 This	 paper	 suggests	 that	micro-mobili6ation	 in	 armed	 activism	 is	 strongly	
motivated	 by	 the	 enactment	 of	 an	 identity	 they	 already	 have	 prior	 to	 their	 mobili6ation.	
Thenceforth,	in	consequence	of	ma&or	changes	in	the	political	context,	which	might	threaten	the	
collective	 identity	that	 individuals	hold,	what	 individuals	are	 in	search	for	 is	not	their	 identity,	
but	the	best	vehicle	that	allows	them	to	protect	and	enact	their	identity,	in	the	new	macro-level	
context.	�mpirically,	in	this	paper	through	a	number	of	qualitative	sources,	which	both	authors	
have	 collected	 throughout	 their	 careers,	 we	 investigate	 the	 micro-mobili6ation	 into	 the	
Provisional	IRA	Qhenceforth,	PIRAR,	between	1969	and	197W.	

	

Loren6o	Bosi	 is	Assistant	Professor	 at	 the	Scuola	Normale	 Superiore	 QSNSR	 and	Research	Fellow	within	
COSMOS.	His	main	research	interests	are	in	political	sociology	and	historical	sociology	where	his	studies	
primarily	focus	on	qualitative	research	of	social	movements	and	political	violence.	He	is	mainly	interested	
in	how	and	when	contentious	political	actors	shift	forms	actions	across	time	and	space	and	their	impacts.	
He	is	co-author	of	a	monograph	�he	�1namic+	of	�adicali2ation<	�	�elational	and	�om(arative	�er+(ective	
QOUP,	W01ZR,	co-editor	of	 four	volumes	�he	�rouble+:	Northern	Ireland	and	�heorie+	of	Social	�ovement+	
QAUP,	ForthcomingR,	�he	�on+e)uence+	of	Social	�ovement+:	�olicie+9	�eo(le	and	In+titution+	QCUP,	W016R,	
�olitical	 �iolence	 in	 �onte0t<	 �ime9	 S(ace	 and	�ilieu	 Q�CPR	 PR�SS,	 W01ZR,	�1namic+	 of	 �olitical	 �iolence	
QAshgate,	W014RD	and	co-editor	of	four	special	issues.	

	

Niall	 �	 Dochartaigh	 is	 	 Senior	 Lecturer	 in	 the	 School	 of	 Political	 Science	 and	 Sociology	 at	 the	 National	
University	of	Ireland,	�alway.	He	has	published	on	conflict,	negotiation,	territory,	and	new	technologies	in	
a	 range	 of	 &ournals.	 Recent	 publications	 include	 the	 co-edited	�olitical	 �iolence	 in	 �onte0t:	 S(ace9	 �ime9	
�ilieu	Q�CPR	Press,	W01ZR,	and	Northern	Ireland	+ince	19JH	 in	the	LPrinceton	History	of	Modern	IrelandM	
QPrinceton	UP,	W016R.	He	is	a	founding	convener	of	the	�CPR	Standing	�roup	on	Political	�iolence	and	of	
the	 Specialist	 �roup	 on	 Peace	 and	 Conflict	 of	 the	 Political	 Studies	 Association	 of	 Ireland.	 Further	
information	at	niallodoc.wordpress.com.	
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Linda	Connolly	
1916	in	B@164	�n	�nfinished	�e*ol)tion7	

At	 the	 time	 of	 writing,	 Ireland	 is	 in	 the	 throes	 of	 commemorating	 the	 �aster	 Rising	 of	 1916.	
Commentators	in	the	media	have,	in	this	decade	of	centenaries,	attempted	to	both	define	the	role	
of	the	commemoration	of	the	1916	Rising	from	the	perspective	of		 Jprofessional	history’	and	to	
interpret	 the	 Rising	 itself	 from	 the	 perspective	 of	 outcomes	 and	 revolutionary	 scale.	 More	
debates	among	the	historical	establishment	and	commissioned	articles	in	the	Irish	media	are	to	
be	 expected	 over	 the	 next	 year	 given	 the	 particularly	 prominent	 role	 historians	 are	 generally	
afforded	in	the	Irish	public	sphere.	However,	it	is	apparent	that	much	emphasis	has	been	placed	
on	 the	 important	 public	 role	 of	 political	 history	 as	 an	 academic	 discipline	 in	 interpreting	 the	
RisingNperiod	 of	 Revolution	 with	 less	 emphasis	 on	 explaining	 the	 historical	 antecedents	 of	 a	
range	of	some	other	pressing	and	more	current	social	and	political	questions	embedded	in	the	
period	in	question.		

One	particular	issue	which	deserves	attention	both	in	relation	to	the	history	of	the	Rising	itself	
and	in	terms	of	its	historical	legacy	O	women’s	role	and	rights	in	Irish	society	-	has	been	scarcely	
mentioned	 in	 the	 mainstream	 arena	 of	 public	 debate	 thus	 far.	 Indeed,	 women	 themselves	 as	
scholars	and	commentators	have	been	apportioned	a	very	marginal	 role	 in	high	profile	public	
fora,	panels,	and	op-ed	pieces	in	the	national	newspapers,	for	instance	O	this	is	despite	the	fact	
that	 a	 significant	 corpus	 of	 dedicated	 writing	 by	 women	 on	 1916	 Qboth	 general	 history	 and	
history	with	 a	 focus	 on	womenR	 exists.	Moments	 of	 commemoration	 therefore	 also	 afford	 the	
historical	 profession	 and	 the	 general	 public	 an	 opportunity	 to	 remind	 us	 of	 what	 has	 the	
potential	 be	 forgotten	 or	 elided	 as	well	 as	 remembered	 and	necessitates	 an	 explanation	 as	 to	
why	this	might	be	the	case,	at	the	current	con&uncture,	not	least	in	relation	to	women’s	lives	past	
and	 present.	 Is	 the	 debate	 about	 the	 commemoration	 of	 1916	 in	 W016	 another	 largely	
masculinist	phenomenon	and	performanceI	Or	is	there	a	mutual	and	meaningful	placeNspace	for	
women	and	women’s	history	and	interdisciplinary	scholarship	in	it	thereby	enriching	the	debate	
more	inclusively	understoodI	

In	particular,	based	on	new	original	research,	this	paper	will	argue	there	are	many	questions	to	
be	asked	about	historical	abuses	and	equality	in	W016	some	of	which	are	being	currently	played	
out	 in	 the	 Courts	 Qconcerning,	 for	 instance,	 abortion	 and	 symphysiotomiesR	 -	 a	 century	 after	
diverse	groups	of	women	both	in	Dublin	and	outside	it	assisted	in	an	uprising	of	1916	that	had	a	
complex	 vision	 of	 equality	 and	 gender	 at	 its	 ideological	 core.	 	 We	 clearly	 need	 more	 careful	
historical	research	that	can	excavate	the	history	of	groups	previously	excluded	from	the	official	
historical	 narrative	 of	 the	 last	 century.	 But	 commemoration	 can	 also	 provide	 important	
opportunities	 for	 reflection	 beyond	 this	 task	 O	 not	 least	 about	 the	 rights	 and	 wrongs	 of	
SourSNSIrishS	 history	 in	 relation	 to	 women’s	 lives.	 We	 also	 need	 a	 debate	 about	 historical	
accountability	and	the	lessons	of	the	past	including	in	relation	to	the	State	and	society’s	record	
on	women’s	 human	 rights	 in	 the	 arena	 of	 health,	 obstetrics	 and	motherhood,	 and	not	 least	 in	
relation	to	symphysiotomies	conducted	in	Irish	hospitals	as	well	as	other	more	recent	instances	
of	maternal	health	and	death.	What	would	 the	women	of	1916	make	of	 Jgendered	 citi6enship’	
todayI	What	resonance	does	the	reference	to	women’s	Jlife’	in	the	1937	Constitution	take	on	in	a	
recent	context	where	a	woman’s	life	and	death	vis	a	vis	motherhood	and	pregnancy	was	literally	
the	sub&ect	of	a	High	Court	case	conducted	in	the	days	before	and	after	Christmas	day	W014	and	
which	in	November	W013	led	to	an	investigation	into	the	maternal	death	of	Savita	Halappanavar	
at	a	�alway	hospital	 that	 could	not	provide	a	 termination	 to	 save	her	 life	and	attracted	global	
media	 attentionI	 Or	 a	 context	 in	which	 Ireland’s	 history	 has	 been	 held	 up	 as	 a	 negative	 role	
model	 by	 the	 UNI	 Will	 191]	 and	 100	 years	 of	 suffrage	 for	 women	 be	 afforded	 the	 same	
commemorative	attention	as	1916	and	when	will	a	sustained	public	debate	about	the	nature	of	
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this	commemoration	and	women’s	rights	and	conditions	then	and	now	Qincluding	as	mothers	or	
potential	mothersR	be	given	central	focusI			

Difficult	questions	demand	difficult	histories	and	the	decade	of	commemorations	Qin	the	pluralR	
could	present	an	exciting	opportunity	 for	a	new	debate	about	a	 fundamental	re-imagination	of	
what	 Irish	 history	 is	 and	 could	 be.	Who	will	 be	 the	 first	 to	 Jpick	 a	 fight’	 about	 the	 rights	 and	
wrongs	of	our	chequered	history	as	women	in	Ireland	in	W01]	remains	to	be	seen.	Let’s	hope	the	
�overnment	 and	 public	 historical	 debate	 gives	 due	 regard	 to	 that	 particular	 centenary	 in	 the	
Decade	of	Commemorations	agenda	and	prioritisation	to	the	ongoing	troubled	history	of	women	
in	Ireland	in	the	process.	

	

Linda	Connolly	 is	 full	Professor	of	Sociology	and	 the	Director	of	 the	Maynooth	University	Social	Science	
Institute.	 Her	 books	 include	 �he	 @Iri+hA	 �amil1	 QRoutledge,	 W01ZRD	 �he	 Iri+h	 �omenA+	 �ovement:	 �rom	
�evolution	to	�evolution	QLilliput,	W003		and	MacmillanNPalgrave,	W003	and	W01Z	e-editionRD		�ocumenting	
Iri+h	�emini+m+	 QWoodfield,	W00ZR	 Qwith	Tina	O’TooleRD	 	 and	Social	�ovement+	and	 Ireland	 QManchester	
UP,	W007R	Qco-editorR.	 	Her	forthcoming	new	book	is	entitled	�heori+ing	Iri+h	Studie+.	Linda	Connolly	is	a	
member	of	several	national	and	international	research	committees	and	is	Chair	of	the	Irish	Social	Sciences	
Platform	QISSPR.	She	was	Director	of	the	W01Z	Merriman	Summer	School.	

	 	

�	
	

Linda	Connolly	
1916	in	B@164	�n	�nfinished	�e*ol)tion7	

At	 the	 time	 of	 writing,	 Ireland	 is	 in	 the	 throes	 of	 commemorating	 the	 �aster	 Rising	 of	 1916.	
Commentators	in	the	media	have,	in	this	decade	of	centenaries,	attempted	to	both	define	the	role	
of	the	commemoration	of	the	1916	Rising	from	the	perspective	of		 Jprofessional	history’	and	to	
interpret	 the	 Rising	 itself	 from	 the	 perspective	 of	 outcomes	 and	 revolutionary	 scale.	 More	
debates	among	the	historical	establishment	and	commissioned	articles	in	the	Irish	media	are	to	
be	 expected	 over	 the	 next	 year	 given	 the	 particularly	 prominent	 role	 historians	 are	 generally	
afforded	in	the	Irish	public	sphere.	However,	it	is	apparent	that	much	emphasis	has	been	placed	
on	 the	 important	 public	 role	 of	 political	 history	 as	 an	 academic	 discipline	 in	 interpreting	 the	
RisingNperiod	 of	 Revolution	 with	 less	 emphasis	 on	 explaining	 the	 historical	 antecedents	 of	 a	
range	of	some	other	pressing	and	more	current	social	and	political	questions	embedded	in	the	
period	in	question.		

One	particular	issue	which	deserves	attention	both	in	relation	to	the	history	of	the	Rising	itself	
and	in	terms	of	its	historical	legacy	O	women’s	role	and	rights	in	Irish	society	-	has	been	scarcely	
mentioned	 in	 the	 mainstream	 arena	 of	 public	 debate	 thus	 far.	 Indeed,	 women	 themselves	 as	
scholars	and	commentators	have	been	apportioned	a	very	marginal	 role	 in	high	profile	public	
fora,	panels,	and	op-ed	pieces	in	the	national	newspapers,	for	instance	O	this	is	despite	the	fact	
that	 a	 significant	 corpus	 of	 dedicated	 writing	 by	 women	 on	 1916	 Qboth	 general	 history	 and	
history	with	 a	 focus	 on	womenR	 exists.	Moments	 of	 commemoration	 therefore	 also	 afford	 the	
historical	 profession	 and	 the	 general	 public	 an	 opportunity	 to	 remind	 us	 of	 what	 has	 the	
potential	 be	 forgotten	 or	 elided	 as	well	 as	 remembered	 and	necessitates	 an	 explanation	 as	 to	
why	this	might	be	the	case,	at	the	current	con&uncture,	not	least	in	relation	to	women’s	lives	past	
and	 present.	 Is	 the	 debate	 about	 the	 commemoration	 of	 1916	 in	 W016	 another	 largely	
masculinist	phenomenon	and	performanceI	Or	is	there	a	mutual	and	meaningful	placeNspace	for	
women	and	women’s	history	and	interdisciplinary	scholarship	in	it	thereby	enriching	the	debate	
more	inclusively	understoodI	

In	particular,	based	on	new	original	research,	this	paper	will	argue	there	are	many	questions	to	
be	asked	about	historical	abuses	and	equality	in	W016	some	of	which	are	being	currently	played	
out	 in	 the	 Courts	 Qconcerning,	 for	 instance,	 abortion	 and	 symphysiotomiesR	 -	 a	 century	 after	
diverse	groups	of	women	both	in	Dublin	and	outside	it	assisted	in	an	uprising	of	1916	that	had	a	
complex	 vision	 of	 equality	 and	 gender	 at	 its	 ideological	 core.	 	 We	 clearly	 need	 more	 careful	
historical	research	that	can	excavate	the	history	of	groups	previously	excluded	from	the	official	
historical	 narrative	 of	 the	 last	 century.	 But	 commemoration	 can	 also	 provide	 important	
opportunities	 for	 reflection	 beyond	 this	 task	 O	 not	 least	 about	 the	 rights	 and	 wrongs	 of	
SourSNSIrishS	 history	 in	 relation	 to	 women’s	 lives.	 We	 also	 need	 a	 debate	 about	 historical	
accountability	and	the	lessons	of	the	past	including	in	relation	to	the	State	and	society’s	record	
on	women’s	 human	 rights	 in	 the	 arena	 of	 health,	 obstetrics	 and	motherhood,	 and	not	 least	 in	
relation	to	symphysiotomies	conducted	in	Irish	hospitals	as	well	as	other	more	recent	instances	
of	maternal	health	and	death.	What	would	 the	women	of	1916	make	of	 Jgendered	 citi6enship’	
todayI	What	resonance	does	the	reference	to	women’s	Jlife’	in	the	1937	Constitution	take	on	in	a	
recent	context	where	a	woman’s	life	and	death	vis	a	vis	motherhood	and	pregnancy	was	literally	
the	sub&ect	of	a	High	Court	case	conducted	in	the	days	before	and	after	Christmas	day	W014	and	
which	in	November	W013	led	to	an	investigation	into	the	maternal	death	of	Savita	Halappanavar	
at	a	�alway	hospital	 that	 could	not	provide	a	 termination	 to	 save	her	 life	and	attracted	global	
media	 attentionI	 Or	 a	 context	 in	which	 Ireland’s	 history	 has	 been	 held	 up	 as	 a	 negative	 role	
model	 by	 the	 UNI	 Will	 191]	 and	 100	 years	 of	 suffrage	 for	 women	 be	 afforded	 the	 same	
commemorative	attention	as	1916	and	when	will	a	sustained	public	debate	about	the	nature	of	
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Mary	Corcoran	
�)blic	intellect)alism	and	the	Irish	p)blic4	1@@	years	after	the	�isin�	

Public	intellectuals	are	charged	with	bringing	their	insights	and	analysis	into	conversation	with	
broader	publics,	by	translating	their	ideas	into	forms	that	find	an	audience	beyond	the	academy	
or	 by	 engaging	 organically	 in	 dialogical	 exchanges	 for	 mutual	 benefit	 with	 the	 myriad	
organisations	that	make	up	civil	society	QBurawoy,	W00ZR.		The	Proclamation	of	1916	constitutes	
a	powerfully	 significant	document	 in	 the	 lexicon	of	 Irish	history	crafted	by	public	 intellectuals	
who	also	doubled	as	revolutionary	leaders.		In	the	year	of	commemoration	the	Proclamation	has	
been	revisited	many	times	because	its	words	and	sentiments	continue	to	have	resonance	among	
the	general	public	100	years	on.		

Public	intellectuals	historically	sprang	from	the	public-	from	the	universities	and	the	education	
system,	from	the	tradition	of	literature	and	the	arts,	from	the	organisations	and	associations	that	
animate	the	civil	society	sphere	and	from	&ournalism.		The	public	intellectual’s	capacity	to	speak	
to	and	on	behalf	of	Jpublics’	was	his	or	her	rai+on	dAetre.		But	in	a	world	ruled	by	the	imperatives	
of	 economi6ation,	 market	 fundamentalism	 and	 privati6ation,	 a	 belief	 in	 and	 respect	 for	
Jpublicness’	itself-	of	institutions,	of	the	citi6enry	and	of	intellectuals	-	is	waning.			

When	Habermas	waxed	lyrically	about	the	public	sphere	he	had	in	mind	an	eighteenth	century	
coffee	house-	 	 a	place	where	people	of	different	views	would	encounter	each	other,	 engage	 in	
discursive	 exchanges,	 observe	 the	 principles	 of	 civility	 and	 mutual	 respect,	 and	 ultimately	
contribute	to	the	fomenting	of	public	opinion.		It	is	arguable	that	in	the	twenty-first	century	such	
discursive	places	are	disappearing,	supplanted	by	solipsistic	spaces	where	meaningful	dialogical	
encounters	 are	 rare	 and	 persuasive	 exchange	 is	 trumped	 by	 declamatory	 performance.	 	 This	
newer	environment	 is	 a	much	 colder	 climate	 for	 the	 traditional	public	 intellectual	 and	 for	 the	
advocacy	of	the	kind	of	ideals	espoused	in	the	1916	proclamation.		

Public	broadcasting	and	public	universities	are	themselves	being	reconfigured	in	ways	that	are	
less	conducive	to	supporting	the	mission	of	the	public	intellectual.	The	diffusion	of	instrumental	
rationality	 throughout	 our	 public	 institutions	 evokes	 Jthe	 disenchanted	 world’	 which	 the	
sociologist	Max	Weber	warned	of	over	a	century	ago,	a	world	in	which	the	calculative	frame	of	
mind	ultimately	ousts	passion,	 creativity	and	 freedom	of	 thought.	 	 In	 this	paper	 I	examine	 the	
weakening	of	the	public	sphere	in	the	Irish	context,	looking	in	particular	at	public	broadcasting,	
public	universities	and	the	political	system.		The	consequences	of	this	for	public	intellectuals	and	
for	our	notion	of	 the	public	good	are	 identified.	 I	 conclude	by	pointing	 to	some	of	 the	ways	 in	
which	the	current	processes	of	commemoration	have	helped	to	create	a	space-	albeit	temporary-	
for	re-animating	and	re-engaging	the	Irish	public.	

	

Mary	 P.	 Corcoran	 is	 Professor	 of	 Sociology	 at	Maynooth	University	where	 she	 is	 also	 a	member	 of	 the	
University’s	 �overning	 Authority.	 	 She	 is	 a	 graduate	 of	 the	 University	 of	 Dublin,	 Trinity	 College	 and	
Columbia	University,	New	�ork.	 	Her	research	and	 teaching	 interests	 lie	primarily	 in	 the	 fields	of	urban	
sociology,	public	culture	and	the	sociology	of	migration,	and	she	has	researched	and	published	widely	on	
these	topics.	Corcoran	was	a	Taoiseach’s	nominee	to	the	National	�conomic	and	Social	Forum	QN�SFR	for	
five	 years.	 She	 has	 previously	 served	 on	 the	 Senate	 of	 the	National	 University	 of	 Ireland,	 on	 the	 Social	
Science	 Committee	 of	 the	 Royal	 Irish	 Academy	 QRIAR	 and	 on	 the	 �xpert	 Advisory	 Committee	 of	 the	
Childhood	 Development	 Initiative,	 where	 she	 is	 now	 a	 Board	 member.	 She	 also	 serves	 on	 the	 Local	
Community	 Development	 Committee	 of	 South	 Dublin	 County	 Council.	 She	 is	 a	member	 of	 the	 recently	
formed	 all-Ireland	 Cultural	 Policy	 Research	 Network.	 	 Her	 RIA	 Dublin	 Talk	 LPubli-CityM	 is	 available	 at	
httpsENNwww.ria.ieNeventsNdublin-talks.aspx	
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Se�n	Crosson:	

	

>�	1arli&e	ra�e	is	e0er	�ond	o�	games?:	�port	and	the	�emembering	o�	IPIM	

It	is	impossible	to	fully	appreciate	the	forces	that	led	to	the	Easter	Rising	of	1916,	the	Rising	itself	and	
moreover	 how	 we	 remember	 and	 commemorate	 the	 Rising,	 without	 a	 consideration	 of	 sport.	
Indeed,	the	Rising	began	against	the	backdrop	of	one	of	the	highlights	of	the	Irish	sporting	calendar.	
On	Monday	24	April	1916,	many	of	Dublin’s	leading	citi=ens	were	attending	the	Irish		rand	�ational,	
when	 Irish	 republicans	 occupied	 major	 buildings	 across	 the	 city	 and	 Patrick	 Pearse	 read	 the	
Proclamation	of	 the	Republic	on	the	steps	of	 the		PO.	The	early	advances	of	Republicans	 in	taking	
strategic	points	in	Dublin	city	were	helped	considerably,	furthermore,	by	the	absence	from	the	city	of	
many	 British	 military	 officers	 present	 at	 the	 horse	 race,	 held	 at	 Fairyhouse	 racecourse	 in	 county	
Meath,	some	2]	kilometres	from	the	capital.	This	year’s	 Irish		rand	�ational	at	Fairyhouse	marked	
this	occasion	(in	an	event	unlikely	to	have	being	received	well	in	1916)	when	Members	of	Fingal	Old	
IRA	 Commemorative	 Society	 re-enacted	 the	 1916		rand	�ational.	 This	was	 but	 one	 of	 a	 range	 of	
commemorative	events	held	 this	 year	 in	association	with	major	 sporting	organisations	and	events,	
including	events	organised	by	national	associations	 for	 rugby	 (IRFU),	 soccer	 (FAI)	and		aelic	games	
(	AA).	This	paper	will	examine	these	events	and	the	manner	through	they	remember	the	Rising	and	
configure	contemporary	Irish	identity,	including	in	particular	the	�aochra	event	hosted	by	the		AA	on	
the	centenary	of	the	first	day	of	the	Easter	Rising,	24	April	2016.	

	

Se�n	Crosson	is	the	Programme	Director	of	the	MA	in	Film	Studies:	Theory	and	Practice	at	the	Huston	
School	of	Film	U	Digital	Media,	�UI		alway.	His	current	research	project	examines	the	representation	
of	sport	 in	film	and	popular	culture,	the	subject	of	a	range	of	publications	 including	his	monograph	
Sport	 and	 Film	 (Routledge,	 2013)	 and	 coedited	 collection	 Sport,	 Representation	 and	 Evolving	
Identities	 in	 Europe	 (Peter	 �ang,	 2010).	 He	 is	 currently	 completing	 a	 monograph	 examining	 the	
depiction	of		aelic	 games	on	 film.	He	 is	President	of	 the	European	Federation	of	Associations	and	
Centres	of	Irish	Studies	(EFACIS).	
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Donagh	Davis	
�hy	did	Northern	Ireland	s)r*i*e7	

In	current	discourse	surrounding	the	centenary	of	the	1916	Rising,	it	is	largely	taken	for	granted	
that	 Irish	partition	had	become	 inevitable	well	 before	 the	�overnment	of	 Ireland	Act	of	19W0,	
and	 even	 before	 the	 Rising.	 This	 segues	 into	 a	 sense	 that	 the	 Northern	 Ireland	 system	 that	
emerged	after	19W0	was	&ust	as	inevitable.	But	this	set	of	assumptions	elides	certain	important	
realities.	Not	only	had	the	British	government	seriously	considered	using	force	to	 impose	Irish	
home	rule	on	Ulster	as	late	as	1913D	in	fact	both	the	�overnment	of	Ireland	Act	of	19W0	and	the	
Treaty	 of	 19W1	 envisaged	 eventual	 Irish	 reunification,	 albeit	 within	 the	 �mpire.	 And	 while	
Northern	 IrelandSs	 internal	 version	 of	 home	 rule	 was	 supposed	 to	 work	 on	 the	 basis	 of	
proportional	 representation	 -	 specifically	 to	 thwart	 the	 emergence	 of	 the	 kind	 of	 one-party	
system	 that	 did	 become	 a	 reality	 there	 -	 the	 British	 government	 had	 firmly	 decided	 against	
incorporating	 Northern	 Ireland	 within	 �reat	 Britain	 proper.	 Indeed,	 as	 late	 as	World	War	 II,	
Churchill	 considered	 facilitating	 Irish	 reunification	 in	 return	 for	 the	 participation	 of	 the	 W6-
county	state	 in	 the	war	effort.	These	 facts	give	a	rather	different	view	of	 the	emergence	of	 the	
Northern	Ireland	system	than	the	one	that	is	frequently	aired	-	one	in	which	the	sovereignty	of	
Northern	Ireland	was	negotiable	rather	than	fixed.	Other	studies	have	asked	how	the	prospect	of	
independence	for	most	of	the	island	of	Ireland	went	from	inconceivable	to	conceivable	QLustick	
1991R	in	early	twentieth	century	British	politics.	This	paper	asks	a	question	that	has	been	posed	
surprisingly	less	oftenE	how,	for	the	British	state,	did	a	change	in	Northern	IrelandSs	sovereignty	
go	 from	 conceivable	 to	 inconceivable,	 even	 as	 Northern	 Ireland	 went	 from	 being	 a	 valuable	
economic	and	strategic	outpost	to	being	a	huge	drain	on	resourcesI	

	

Donagh	Davis	 is	Ad&unct	Assistant	Professor	 in	Sociology	at	Trinity	College	Dublin,	working	on	political	
and	historical	sociology,	with	a	 focus	on	contentious	politics,	political	violence,	and	revolutions.	Donagh	
received	 his	 PhD	 in	 W01Z	 from	 the	 �uropean	 University	 Institute	 in	 Florence,	 Italy,	 for	 a	 dissertation	
entitledE	Infiltrating		i+tor1:	Structure	and	�genc1	in	the	Iri+h	Inde(endence	Struggle9	191M-19J1.	His	latest	
publication	 is	 TWhatSs	 so	 transformative	 about	 transformative	 eventsI	 �iolence	 and	 temporality	 in	
IrelandSs	 1916	 RisingT	 in	 �olitical	 �iolence	 in	 �onte0t:	 �ime9	 S(ace	 and	 �ilieu,	 edited	 by	 L.	 Bosi,	 N.	 �	
Dochartaigh	 and	 D.	 Pisiou	 Q�CPR	 Press,	 W01ZR.	 He	 also	 wrote	 the	 entry	 on	 TRevolutionT	 in	 the	 Sage	
�nc1clo(edia	of	�odern	�olitical	�hought,	edited	by	�.	Claeys	QSage,	W013R.	
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�ianluca	De	Fa6io	
�npac in�	�iolent	�ontention4	The	Tro)bles	in	Northern	Ireland3	196G619FB	

This	paper	systematically	describes	the	different	types	of	political	violence	occurred	in	Northern	
Ireland	 between	 196]	 and	 197W,	 examining	 how	 they	 interacted	 and	 fueled	 each	 other.	 To	
measure	 the	 level	of	political	violence	 in	Northern	 Ireland,	 traditional	quantitative	approaches	
used	variables	such	as	 the	number	of	 conflict-related	deaths,	paramilitary	attacks	or	 riotsD	 the	
goal	of	this	paper,	instead	is	to	disaggregate	acts	of	violent	contention	by	actor,	type	and	target.	
Relying	 on	 Quantitative	 Narrative	 Analysis	 QQNAR	 and	 the	 chronology	 of	 events	 compiled	 by	
Deutsch	 and	 Magowan,	 all	 the	 violent	 actions	 perpetrated	 by	 the	 actors	 participating	 to	 the	
conflict	 have	 been	 recorded,	 coded	 and	 analy6ed.	 Three	 main	 types	 of	 violence	 in	 Northern	
Ireland	 are	 identifiedE	 1R	 protest-related	 violence	 O	 violent	 interactions	 between	 protesters,	
counterprotesters	 and	 police	 before,	 during	 and	 after	 mass	 demonstrationsD	 WR	 sectarian	
violence	 O	 includes	 riots	 and	 clashes	 between	 members	 of	 the	 two	 main	 ethno-national	
communitiesD	 3R	 armed	 conflict	 O	 violent	 actions	 by	 paramilitary	 groups	 and	 security	 forces.	
These	types	of	violence	define	different	phases	of	the	early	Troubles,	each	one	characteri6ed	by	
distinct	 dynamics	 and	 consequences	 on	 the	 political	 system	 and	 the	 larger	 conflict.	 While	
originating	 from	 different	 social	 and	 political	 dynamics,	 these	 types	 of	 violence	 affected	 each	
other,	 as	 they	 altered,	 and	were	 altered	 by,	 shifting	 opportunities	 and	 threats.	 Ultimately,	 the	
analytical	 disaggregation	 of	 political	 violence	 yields	 a	 rich	 and	 fine-grained	 picture	 of	 the	
underlying	social	 relations	of	power,	 coercion	and	contention	 that	 informed	 the	early	years	of	
the	Troubles.	

	

�ianluca	 De	 Fa6io	 is	 an	 Assistant	 Professor	 in	 the	 Department	 of	 �ustice	 Studies	 at	 �ames	 Madison	
University.	He	received	his	PhD	in	Sociology	from	�mory	University	in	W013	and	currently	teaches	courses	
on	 Social	Movements,	 Terrorism,	 and	 Race,	 Class	 and	 �ustice.	 His	 research	 interests	 include	 the	 use	 of	
political	violence	by	social	movements	and	the	Troubles	in	Northern	Ireland.	His	publications	appeared	in	
&ournals	 like	�obili2ation,	 Sociological	 �ethodolog1,	 International	 �ournal	 of	 �om(arative	 Sociolog1	 and	
others.	
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Carla	de	Petris	
	:In*ention	�i*es	that	sla)�hter	shape;	=	Irish	�iterat)re	and	�orld	�ar	�ne	

Can	literature	change	the	worldI	�eats	invites	the	poet	to	remain	disdainfully	silentE	

I	thin#	it	better	in	time+	li#e	the+e	

�	(oetA+	mouth	be	+ilent9	for	in	truth	

�e	have	no	gift	to	+et	a	+tate+man	right:	

yet	every	writer	O	even	the	elitist	�eats	 -	knows	that	hisNher	words	can	give	shape	to	another	
world,	that	of	imagination,	a	world	that	finally	makes	sense	of	life	and	death	and	denounces	the	
great	madness	that	war	is,	because	literature	is	ART-ful,	full	of	the	art	and	the	heart	of	man.	The	
playwright	Frank	Mc�uinness	thus	put	it	in	his	play	about	World	War	OneE	

Invention	give+	that	+laughter	+ha(e<	

The	Ireland	of	today	with	its	tensions	and	partitions	is	also	the	result	of	the	thousands	of	Irish	
soldiers	fallen	in	that	war,	wearing	British	uniforms.	We	might	say	that	this	is	the	story	of	how	it	
feels	 to	wear	 the	wrong	 uniform,	 being	 Ireland	 �ngland’s	 first	 colony.	 It	 is	 a	 strange	 story	 of	
amnesia	and	memory.	In	1914	Irish	recruitment	in	the	British	army	was	sourced	by	conflicting	
feelings	 of	 belonging	 and	 loyalty	 which	 inspired	 each	 person	 and	 more	 generically	 the	 two	
groups	competing	for	the	island,	the	Unionist	and	the	Nationalist.	

I	will	focus	on	two	poetsE	W.	B.	�eats	and	the	much	lesser	known	but	not	less	significant	Francis	
Ledwidge.	

To	tackle	the	theme	of	the	clash	between	past	and	present	and	of	the	importance	of	literature	in	
the	 re-enactment	 of	 the	 past	 I	will	 also	 briefly	 refer	 to	 two	 plays	 QO’Casey’s	�he	 Silver	 �a++ie	
Q19W]R	and	Mc�uinness’s	�b+erve	 the	Son+	of	�l+ter	�arching	 to/ard+	 the	Somme	 Q19]ZRR	and	
�ennifer	 �ohnston’s	 novels	�he	 �a(tain+	 and	 the	�ing+	 Q197WR	 and		o/	�an1	�ile+	 to	 �ab1lon	
Q1974R.	

	

Carla	de	Petris	 is	Senior	Professor	of	�nglish	at	the	University	of	Roma	Tre.	During	her	academic	career	
she	has	 introduced	many	 Irish	writers	 to	 the	 Italian	reading	public	with	articles,	essays,	 interviews	and	
translations.	 She	 has	 edited	 two	 collections	 of	 essays	 �he	 �rac#ed	 Loo#inggla++	 QBul6oni,	 1999R	 and	
�ontinente	 Irlanda	 QCarocci	 ,	 W001R.	 She	 is	 editor	 and	 translator	 of	 �oyce’s	 �0ile+	 Q199WR.	 Her	 ma&or	
contribution	to	the	study	of	Irish	contemporary	theatre	is	Brian	Friel,	@�radu2ioniA	e	altri	drammi	Q1996R.	
Her	essay	LHeaney	and	DanteM	 is	 included	 in	�ritical	�++a1+	on	Seamu+		eane1	 Qed.	by	R.	�arratt,	199ZR.	
Her	study	on	Lady	�regory	and	Italy	was	published	in	the	Iri+h	�niver+it1	�evie/	QSpringNSummer	W004R.	
She	has	worked	on	cinema	QIl	�inema	in	Irlanda,	1990R	and	on	art	history	QLSaint	Patrick’s	Purgatory	O	a	
fresco	 in	 Todi,	 ItalyM	 in	 Studi	 irlande+i	 QW,	 W01W	 R.	 At	 present,	 she	 is	 involved	 in	 Cultural	 Studies	 with	
particular	focus	on	�ender	QJ�ane	�1re	ovvero	il	vi6io	della	passione’,	W010R.	Dorcey’s	selected	poems	and	a	
short	story	were	translated	and	published	in	Studi	irlande+i	 	QZ,	W01ZR.	She	has	published	the	first	Italian	
edition	 of	 Maria	 �dgeworth’s	 novel		arrington	 QW01W,	 W01ZR	 with	 a	 long	 introduction	 on	 British	 anti-
semitism.	
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Rosa	�ilbert	
The	rent	and	rates	stri es	in	the	North	19F1619FD	

I	 propose	 to	 present	my	 research	 on	 the	 rent	 and	 rates	 strike	 in	 1971	 in	 protest	 against	 the	
introduction	of	internment	without	trial,	which	has	received	minimal	attention	in	histories	of	the	
Northern	Irish	conflict.	The	civil	rights	movement	mobilised	after	the	introduction	of	internment	
but	this	initially	spontaneous	eruption	of	civil	disobedience	by	ratepayers,	eventually	organised	
more	formally	by	citi6ens’	committees	and	NICRA,	provides	an	insight	into	the	motivation	of	the	
British	 state	 in	 repressing	non-violent	 struggle	 and	also	 a	 fascinating	 case	 study	 in	 the	 longer	
history	of	social	housing	and	rent	strike.		

The	rent	strike	was	not	&ust	a	protest	against	internment,	but	harked	back	to	the	origins	of	the	
civil	rights	movement	in	Derry	where	discrimination	over	housing	provision	was	a	fundamental	
feature.	The	take	up	on	the	strike	was	huge	O	W6,000	tenants	participated,	around	19_	of	those	
in	social	housing.	In	areas	like	Strabane	the	participation	rate	was	as	high	as	]7_.	

The	British	response	with	the	Payments	 for	Debts	Act	provides	an	example	of	 the	exceptional,	
neo-colonial	 position	 of	 Northern	 Ireland	 within	 the	 U�	 O	 the	 fact	 that	 rent	 strike	 could	 be	
weaponised	for	the	republican	movement	was	due	to	the	undeniable	disadvantaged	position	of	
Catholics	in	the	North,	and	the	technical	nature	of	this	act	meant	that	the	community	as	a	whole	
could	be	punished	by	reducing	benefits	through	the	social	security	system.	

The	exploration	of	this	topic	runs	into	a	number	of	historiographical	debates	O	that	of	the	civil	
rights	 campaign	 and	 its	 relation	 to	 a	 post-materialist	 JNew	 Left’	 against	 the	 working-class	
struggles	 vis-7-vis	 British	 welfare	 state	 provision.	 It	 also	 speaks	 to	 debates	 over	 the	 strong	
demarcation	between	violent	and	non-violent	resistance.	More	fundamentally	it	exemplifies	the	
relation	of	 the	Northern	 Irish	state	 to	 the	rest	of	 the	U�	and	therefore	 the	British	government	
and	its	position	as	an	internal	colony	of	the	U�.		

	

Rosa	�ilbert	is	a	PhD	researcher	at	the	�uropean	University	Institute	working	on	British	state	security	in	
Northern	Ireland	in	the	1970s.	She	has	been	involved	with	human	rights	pro&ects	aimed	at	gaining	access	
to	 records	 relating	 to	 human	 rights	 violations	 by	 the	 British	 government,	 including	 the	 Dublin	 and	
Monaghan	bombings	on	behalf	of	 J�ustice	for	the	Forgotten’,	allegations	of	collusion	on	behalf	of	the	 JPat	
Finucane	Centre’	and	the	StalkerNSampson	inquiry	on	behalf	of	the	senior	coroner	of	Northern	Ireland.	

	 	



18

�		
	

�atherine	Hennessey	
	:�rom	Ireland	�omin�3	Brin�in�	�ebellion	Broached	�pon		is	�+ord;4	The	�aster	�isin�3	
�ha espeare3	and	Ireland3	19166B@16	

	o/	man1	citi2en+	of	�ublin	have	an1	real	#no/ledge	of	the	/or#+	of	Sha#e+(eare?	�ould	
an1	better	occa+ion	for	reading	them	be	afforded	than	Fthi+G	enforced	dome+ticit1=?A		

C�ditorial9	Iri+h	�ime+9	J7	�(ril	191M	

On	 April	 WZth,	 1916,	 one	 day	 into	 the	 �aster	 Rising,	 British	 authorities	 imposed	 martial	 law	
throughout	Ireland.	On	the	W7th,	an	editorial	in	the	Irish	Times	urged	citi6ens	to	put	their	time	
under	curfew	to	intellectual	advantage	by	brushing	up	their	Shakespeare.		

Declan	 �iberd	 has	 recently	 noted	 the	 unintended	 irony	 of	 the	 Iri+h	 �ime+’s	 suggestion.	 Had	
citi6ens	stayed	home	and	read	Shakespeare,	�iberd	argues,	Lwhat	they	would	have	read	about	is	
Caliban’s	insurgency	against	Prospero,	or	Hamlet	trying	to	put	an	end	to	a	merely	bureaucratic	
elite.	They	would	have	read,	in	fact,	the	story	of	their	own	Revival.M		

Indeed,	at	least	one	Irish	rebel	carried	a	copy	of	Shakespeare’s	work	with	him	into	the	frayE	Irish	
�olunteer	Seosamh	de	Br=n	notes	in	his	diary	entry	for	the	W9th	of	April	that	the	nerve-wracking	
skirmishes	and	sniper	fire	eventually	gave	way	to	a	calm	that	allowed	him	to	read	a	segment	of	
�ulius	Caesar,	Lfollowing,M	as	he	wryly	notes,	Lthe	advice	of	Irish	Times.M		

�et	 �iberd’s	 notion	 of	 Shakespeare	 as	 a	 playwright	whose	work	 repeatedly	 explores	 conflicts	
between	 a	 religious	 visionary	 and	 a	 bureaucratic	 authority	 figurePHamlet	 against	 Claudius,	
Richard	 II	 against	 Henry	 Bolingbroke,	 etc.Pempathi6ing	 with	 the	 former	 and	 critiquing	 the	
latter,	seems	to	have	had	scant	purchase	in	Ireland	in	the	decades	following	the	rebellion.	When	
�rnest	Blythe,	Managing	Director	of	the	Abbey	from	1941	to	1967,	was	asked	why	the	Theatre	
had	produced	so	 little	Shakespeare	during	his	 long	tenure,	he	reportedly	sniffed,	 LWe	don’t	do	
foreign	playwrights.M	

In	 recent	 years,	 however,	 Shakespeare	 has	made	 a	 triumphant	 return	 to	 the	 Irish	 stage.	 The	
Abbey’s	 current	 Artistic	 Director,	 Fiach	 MacConghail,	 has	 reversed	 Blythe’s	 policy,	 staging	 a	
work	of	Shakespeare	every	season,	and	talented	Irish	directors	like	Lynne	Parker,	�arry	Hynes,	
and	 Conall	 Morrison	 have	 embraced	 the	 challenge	 of	 reclaiming	 Shakespeare	 as	 a	 rebel’s	
playwright.	And	Irish	director	Caroline	Byrne’s	new	production	of	The	Taming	of	the	Shrew	for	
Shakespeare’s	�lobe	Theatre,	premiering	in	May	W016,	replaces	the	framing	tale	of	Christopher	
Sly	with	a	pageant	of	historical	figures	from	the	1916	rebellion.		

This	 paper	will	 explore	 the	 literary	 and	 political	 points	 of	 convergence	 between	 Shakespeare	
and	 Ireland	 in	 the	 century	 since	 the	 �aster	 Rising,	 with	 a	 particular	 focus	 on	 strategies	 of	
historical	 commemoration,	 April	 W016	 being	 both	 the	 centenary	 of	 the	 Rising	 and	 the	 400th	
anniversary	of	the	death	of	Shakespeare.		

	

�atherine	Hennessey	is	a	Research	Fellow	with	the	�lobal	Shakespeare	programme	at	the	University	of	Warwick	and	
Queen	Mary	University	of	London.	She	organised	and	co-convened,	with	Clair	Wills	and	Fintan	O’Toole,	 the	 Ireland	
and	Shakespeare	symposium	at	Princeton	University	in	March	W016,	and	is	chair	of	the	JArab	Shakespeares’	panel	at	
this	year’s	World	Shakespeare	Congress.	A	 recipient	of	Fulbright	 and	Beinecke	 fellowships,	 she	has	held	university	
appointments	 in	�nglish	at	Bethlehem	University	on	 the	Palestinian	West	Bank,	 and	 in	 Italian	at	 Sana’a	University.	
From	W009	 to	mid-W014	 she	 lived	 in	 Sana’a,	 �emen,	 researching	 the	 history	 of	 the	 performing	 arts	 in	 the	 Arabian	
Peninsula.	Hennessey	is	co-editor,	with	Margaret	Litvin,	of	the	Winter	W016	special	issue	of	�ritical	Surve1.	She	is	also	
the	 author	 of	 Sha#e+(eare	 on	 the	 �rabian	 �enin+ula,	 forthcoming	 this	 year	 from	 Palgrave.	 For	 more,	 see	
warwick.ac.ukNkhennessey.	
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Thomas	Hennessey	
1916	and	�ll	That4	The	�isin�3	the	�omme	and	the	�artition	of	Ireland		

This	 paper	 looks	 at	 the	 nature	 of	Nationalist	 concepts	 of	 Irishness	 that	were	 compatible	with	
membership	 of	 British	 �mpire	 as	 espoused	 by	 the	Home	Rule	 party	 led	 by	 �ohn	 Redmond.	 It	
argues	that	Redmond	was	a	Nationalist-Imperialist	who	believed	a	united	Ireland	was	to	found	
in	 a	 loyalty	 to	 the	 British	 Crown	 that	 would	 integrate	 Unionists	 into	 a	 common	 sense	 of	
Irishness.	Redmond	saw	the	�reat	War	as	the	ultimate	test	of	this	loyalty	and	the	opportunity	to	
create	 a	 new	 Irish	 nation	 based	 upon	 the	 blood	 sacrifice	 of	 Nationalists	 and	 Unionists	 in	 a	
common	cause.	The	�aster	rebels,	on	the	other	hand,	sought	a	Republic	not	only	to	sever	the	link	
with	Britain	but	also	to	destroy	Redmondism.	In	the	latter	they	succeededD	but	at	the	cost	of	also	
destroying	the	only	Nationalist	movement	that	ever	converted	a	significant	section	of	Unionism	
to	all-Ireland	self-government	Qin	the	Irish	Convention	of	191]R.	The	legacy	of	the	Rising	O	and	
the	Battle	of	the	Somme	which	saw	an	Ulster	Unionist	equivalent	of	the	Rising’s	Jblood	sacrifice’	
O	 was	 to	 polarise	 Nationalist	 and	 Unionist	 concepts	 of	 Irishness	 that	 only	 reached	 an	
accommodation	with	the	BelfastN�ood	Friday	Agreement	in	199].	

	

Thomas	 Hennessey	 is	 Professor	 of	 Modern	 British	 and	 Irish	 History	 at	 Canterbury	 Christ	 Church	
University.	His	publications	includeE	�he	�ir+t	Northern	Ireland	�eace	�roce++<	�o/er-Sharing9	Sunningdale	
and	the	I��	�ea+efire+	197J-7M	QW01ZRD		unger	Stri#e<	�r+	�hatcherA+	�attle	/ith	the	I��	19OH-O1	QW013RD	
�he	�volution	 of	 the	�rouble+	 197H-7J	 QW007RD	Northern	 Ireland:	 the	�rigin+	 of	 the	�rouble+	 QW00ZRD	�he	
Northern	 Ireland	 �eace	 �roce++<	 �nding	 the	 �rouble+?	 QW000RD	 �ividing	 Ireland:	 �orld	 �ar	 �ne	 and	
�artition	Q199]R	and	�		i+tor1	of	Northern	Ireland	Q1997R.	
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Stephen	Hopkins	
The	Irish	�ep)blican	8�amily9	and	the	�ontested	�ast4	�emoir6+ritin�	and	the	�e�acies	of	
1916	and	19G1	

This	 paper	will	 analyse	 the	 politics	 of	 contested	memory	 in	 relation	 to	 the	 post-�ood	 Friday	
Agreement	 tra&ectory	 of	 the	 Irish	Republican	 Jfamily’	 Qincluding	 the	Provisional	 incarnation	of	
Sinn	 F9in	 and	 the	 IRA,	 as	well	 as	 the	 Republican	 socialist	movement	 and	 so-called	 Jdissident’	
groupsR.	This	will	involve	an	examination	of	attitudes	to	critical	aspects	of	the	movement’s	past,	
particularly	the	�aster	Rising	of	1916	and	the	hunger	strikes	of	19]0-]1.	The	paper	analyses	this	
topic	through	a	reading	of	memoir	literature	by	a	range	of	emblematic	individuals	in	leadership	
positions	within	 the	mainstream	movement	 Qincluding	 SF	 President,	 �erry	 AdamsR.	 It	 will	 be	
argued	that	this	leadership	group	has	effectively	sought	to	construct	an	Jofficial	memory’	Q�elin,	
W003R	 or	 a	 Jmaster	 narrative’	 for	 the	 movement.	 The	 paper	 will	 also	 examine	 the	 efforts	 to	
challenge	 this	 Jofficial	memory’	 from	within	 the	milieu	 of	 so-called	 dissident	 republicanism.	A	
growing	 number	 of	 prominent	 ex-Provisionals	 Qsuch	 as	 Anthony	 McIntyre,	 Brendan	 Hughes,	
Richard	O’Rawe	and	Tommy	Mc�earneyR	have	challenged	the	 leadership’s	account	of	 the	past,	
particularly	with	regard	to	crucial	events	such	as	the	19]0-]1	hunger	strikes.	It	is	also	the	case	
that	 some	relatively	obscure	 former	 foot-soldiers	 Qsuch	as	�erry	Bradley	and	�amonn	CollinsR	
have	also	engaged	in	memoir-writing	that	is	profoundly	critical	of	the	leadership’s	version	of	the	
past.	 The	 paper	 will	 utilise	 a	 range	 of	 sources,	 including	 newspapers,	 party	 &ournals	 and	
websites,	speeches,	but	primarily	the	life-writing	of	key	individuals.	It	will	be	argued	that	these	
memoirs	 are	 important	 resources	 for	 researchers	 interested	 in	 the	 contemporary	 debates	
around	 conflicting	 memories	 of	 the	 Troubles.	 Analysis	 of	 such	 life-writing,	 and	 its	 reception	
within	 the	 broader	 Catholic	 nationalistNrepublican	 community,	 is	 a	 key	 element	 of	 a	 more	
nuanced	 understanding	 of	 the	 Jmemory	 struggles’	 which	 characterise	 the	 contemporary	
Republican	Jfamily’	in	Ireland.	

	

Stephen	Hopkins	 is	 Lecturer	 in	Politics	 in	 the	Department	 of	 Politics	 and	 International	Relations	 at	 the	
University	of	Leicester.	His	book,	�he	�olitic+	of	�emoir	and	the	Northern	Ireland	�onflict,	was	published	in	
W013	by	Liverpool	UP.	He	has	recently	published	JLOur	Whole	History	has	been	RuinedHM	The	19]1	Hunger	
Strike	and	the	Politics	of	Republican	Commemoration	and	Memory’,	in	Iri+h	�olitical	Studie+	Q31,	1	W016RD	
and	 JThe	Chronicles	 of	 Long	�eshE	 Irish	Republican	Memoirs	 and	 the	Contested	Memory	 of	 the	Hunger	
Strikes’,	in	�emor1	Studie+	Q7,	4,	W014R.	
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Patricia	Hughes	
�amily	�esearch4	�illiam	B)tler	�eats	and		onor	Bri�ht	

The	 murder	 of	 Honor	 Bright	 in	 Ireland	 on	 9th	 �une19WZ	 reveals	 how	 �evin	 O’Higgins,	 the	
Minister	of	�ustice	of	the	Irish	Free	State,	ordered	her	death	at	the	behest	of	�eorge	�eats,	wife	of	
Senator	William	Butler	�eats.	

Lily	O’Neill,	 aka	Honor	Bright,	 lover	 of	 �eats	 for	 seven	 years,	 had	 borne	him	 a	 son,	 and	�eats	
wanted	to	marry	her,	but	his	wife	ob&ected	and	secretly	appealed	to	her	close	friend	O’Higgins.	

O’Higgins’	good	 friend,	Leopold	Dillon,	a	newly	recruited	�arda	Superintendent	of	 three	police	
districts,	was	the	assassin.	Chief	Superintendent	David	Neligan	of	 the	�-Squad	was	assigned	to	
malign	her	as	a	prostitute	and	acquit	her	assassin	at	a	 fraudulent	 trial.	False	evidence,	per&ury	
and	 suppression	 of	 witnesses	 led	 to	 public	 unrest,	 but	 newspapers	 printed	 only	 what	 was	
authorised	by	the	Ministry	of	�ustice.	

All	persons	involved	destroyed	evidenceD	only	circumstantial	evidence	remains	alongside	�eats’s	
poetry,	 edited	by	his	wife.	However	witness	depositions	show	how	evidence	was	manipulated	
and	 falsified,	 and	 �arda	 photographs,	 not	 shown	 to	 the	 public,	 reveal	 a	 different	 character	 of	
victim	to	that	portrayed	by	the	court.	Moreover	the	&uxtaposed	lives	of	�eats,	his	wife,	O’Higgins,	
Dillon,	Neligan,	Lily	O’Neill	and	�evin	confirm	my	conclusions.	

�vidence	is	from	a	variety	of	sources	including	contemporary	newspapersD	poetry	of	�eatsD	the	
National	Archives	 of	 IrelandD	witness	 depositionsD	 genealogical	 sourcesD	�arda	photographs	 of	
the	victimD	the	bullet	that	killed	the	victimD	photographs	of	�eats	and	his	son	�evin	O’NeillD	the	
Abbey	Theatre	in	Dublin.	

	

Patricia	Hughes	is	Director	of	Hues	Books	Ltd.	
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Brian	Kelly	

	

�n�amiliar	�urroundings:	the	�e�t	and	�epubli�anism	in	�eoliberal	�orthern	Ireland	

	

One	of	 the	 remarkable	 features	of	 the	post-Agreement	 landscape	has	been	 the	 fragmentation	and	
ineffectiveness	 of	 traditional	 republican	 politics.	 Until	 now,	 at	 least,	 Sinn	 F$in	 has	 been	 relatively	
successful	 in	 holding	 onto	 its	 traditional	 support	 and	 marginalising	 attempts	 by	 anti-Agreement	
republicans	to	project	themselves	as	heirs	to	the	republican	tradition.	The	only	substantial	challenge	
to	 their	 dominance	 has	 come	 from	 the	 socialist	 �eft.	 Surveying	 the	 broad	 context	 in	 which	 the	
Agreement	was	forged,	and	paying	special	attention	to	political	economy,	this	paper	will	assess	the	
state	of	politics	in	the	north	and	seek	to	explain	the	difficulty	which	anti-Agreement	republicans	have	
experienced	 in	 gaining	 traction	 for	 their	 politics	 in	 the	 SnewS	 �orthern	 Ireland.	 �eoliberalism	 has	
been	central	to	the	new	establishment	politics	in	the	north.	Ultimately,	this	paper	will	argue,	no	new,	
anti-sectarian	alternative	will	 take	hold	that	does	not	take	full	account	of	the	 important	changes	 in	
�orthern	IrelandSs	relationship	to	global	capitalism.	

	

Brian	 Kelly	 is	 an	 award-winning	 historian	 based	 at	 �ueen’s	 University	 Belfast	 and	 the	 author	 of	
‘�eoliberal	 Belfast.	 Disaster	 AheadC’	 (2012)	 and	 ‘�orthern	 Ireland:	 The	 �eft,	 Sectarian	 Resurgence	
and	the	�ational	�uestion	Today’	(2013)	both	published	in	the	Irish	Marxist	Review.	
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�iada	Lagan7	
The	19GD		aa�re)p	�eport	on	the	�it)ation	in	Northern	Ireland4	�ondon	and	�)blin	*is6
.6*is	Northern	Ireland	

This	paper	considers	the	insights	of	the	19]4	Haagerup	Report	-	commissioned	by	the	Political	
Affairs	Committee	of	the	�uropean	Parliament	in	February	19]3	-	with	regard	to	the	nature	of	
the	 �uropean	 Community	 Q�CR	 involvement	 in	 the	 Northern	 Ireland	 situation.	 In	 doing	 so,	 it	
explores	the	belief	at	the	heart	of	the	Report,	which	considers	the	Northern	Ireland	conflict	to	be	
the	 direct	 consequence	 of	 the	 historical	 antagonism	 between	 British	 and	 Irish	 nationalist	
identities.	Through	a	detailed	analysis,	 the	history	of	Northern	Ireland	is	 investigated	from	the	
Lrise	of	 the	 Irish	nationM	 to	 the	most	 recent	definition	of	Northern	 Ireland	as	a	 Lconstitutional	
oddity	in	the	United	�ingdomM.	In	the	light	of	the	subsequent	peace	process,	this	article	puts	the	
accent	 on	 the	 conceptualisation	 of	 the	 conflict	 as	 between	 two	 national	 identities	 defined	 in	
relation	to	the	Irish	border	and	it	emphasises	the	role	of	�urope	in	supporting	an	Irish-British	
understandingE	 the	 same	 emphasis	 that	 came	 to	 form	 the	 foundation	 of	 the	 19]Z	 Anglo-Irish	
Agreement.	 Findings	will	 show	how	 the	Haagerup	Report	 had	 already	 articulated	 in	 19]3	 the	
place	 of	 �urope	 as	 a	 framework	 for	 British-Irish	 cooperation	 on	 the	 one	 hand,	 and	 forging	
relations	between	the	political	parties	in	Northern	Ireland	on	the	other,	providing	inspiration	for	
the	 people	 of	 Northern	 Ireland	 to	 oppose	 and	 re&ect	 violence	 as	 a	 political	 instrument	 and	
eventually	to	accept	a	formula	of	tolerance,	thus	resolving	their	conflict.	

	

�iada	Lagan7	 is	 a	PhD	candidate	 at	 the	School	of	Political	 Science	and	Sociology,	National	University	of	
Ireland,	�alway.	
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Conor	McCarthy	
�)lt)res	 of	 �e*ol)tion<�)lt)res	 of	 �o)nter6�e*ol)tion	 6	 �onto)rs	 of	 �eft	 �)lt)ral	
�cti*ism	and	Intellect)al	�ractice	in	Ireland	�ince	1916	

It	is	accepted	by	many	scholars	of	history,	politics,	sociology	and	cultural	history	that	the	1916	
Rising	 and	 the	 Irish	 Literary	 Revival	 amounted	 together	 to	 a	 revolutionary	 moment	 in	 Irish	
society,	which	was	then	rolled	back	by	a	later	independence	movement	and	emergent	Free	State	
which	were	characterised	by	conservative	religiosity,	cultural	censoriousness,	and	a	centre-right	
ruralist	 politics.	 	 �et	 certain	 crucial	 &unctures	 in	 twentieth	 century	 Irish	 history	 -	 1916,	 the	
1930s,	 the	1960s	and	 the	height	of	 the	 STroublesS	 in	 the	19]0s	 -	 have	witnessed	 the	 tentative	
emergence	 of	 forms	 or	movements	 of	 left-wing	 cultural	 and	 intellectual	 activism.	 	 Taking	 the	
work	of	 �ames	Connolly	as	an	 initial	 cue,	and	drawing	on	 the	work	of	Antonio	�ramsci	among	
other	 political	 thinkers,	 this	 paper	 will	 offer	 an	 interpretative	 survey	 and	 analytical	 balance-
sheet	 on	 these	movements,	 from	 ConnollySs	 union	 and	 cultural	work,	 through	 the	 Republican	
Congress,	and	up	to	the	Field	Day	Theatre	Company.		�ramsci’s	work	will	be	integrated	with	that	
of	Habermas	and	Negt	and	�luge	on	the	Jpublic	sphere’	and	Jcounter-public	sphere’	Qas	the	6one	
where	intellectuals	make	their	representations	and	where	they	constitute	their	publicsR.	 	 I	will	
conclude	 with	 some	 speculations	 on	 the	 future	 possibilities	 for	 radical	 left-wing	 cultural	
activism	in	Ireland	in	the	present	moment	of	austerity	and	uncertainty.	

	

Conor	McCarthy	 is	Lecturer	 in	�nglish	 in	the	�nglish	Department	at	Maynooth	University,	 in	Co.	�ildare	
near	Dublin.	He	is	the	author	of	�oderni+ation9	�ri+i+	and	�ulture	in	Ireland	19M9-199J	QFour	Courts	Press,	
W000R	 and	 �he	 �ambridge	 Introduction	 to	 �d/ard	 Said	 QCambridge	 UP,	 W010R,	 and	 the	 editor	 of	 �he	
�evolutionar1	 and	 �nti-Im(eriali+t	 �riting+	 of	 �ame+	 �onnoll1	 1O9K-191M	 Q�dinburgh	 UP,	 W016R.	 His	
research	interests	are		intellectual	history,	literary	pedagogy	and	critical	theory.	
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Patrick	McDonagh	
	omose,)als	are	re*oltin�4	The	Irish	�ay	0	lesbian	mo*ement3	19FD6199C	

In	 W01Z	 the	 Republic	 of	 Ireland	 became	 the	 first	 country	 in	 the	 world	 to	 legalise	 same-sex	
marriage	by	popular	vote.		Described	as	a	social	revolution	it	cemented	for	many	the	new,	more	
tolerant	and	welcoming	Ireland,	which	had	gradually	emerged	since	the	early	1990s.			

However,	 to	 understand	 how	 Ireland,	 a	 country	 once	 renowned	 for	 its	 adherence	 to	 Catholic	
social	 teaching	 and,	 which,	 until	 1993	 criminalised	 sexual	 activity	 between	 males,	 has	 now	
become	a	beacon	for	L�BT	citi6ens	throughout	the	world,	we	must	explore	the	activities	of	the	
Irish	�ay	and	Lesbian	Movement	between	1974	and	1994,	which	I	maintain	paved	the	way	for	
such	a	dramatic	transformation.			

While	 David	 Norris,	 a	 trinity	 college	 lecturer	 and	 Irish	 senator,	 is	 often	 credited	 with	 single	
handily	leading	this	resistance,	this	paper	will	shed	light	on	the	other	activities	of	activists,	who,	
while	 supporting	 Norris’	 legal	 campaign,	 also	 sought	 to	 create	 a	 more	 public	 space	 for	 Irish	
homosexuals,	 by	 the	 provision	 of	 recreational	 activities	 and	 taking	 to	 the	 streets	 to	 publicly	
challenge	 their	 treatment	 as	 second	 class	 citi6ens.	 	 For	 many	 homosexuals	 who	 grew	 up	 in	
Ireland	before	the	1970s	homosexuality	was	taboo	and	rarely,	if	ever	spoken	about.		In	the	late	
1970s	and	19]0s	gay	activists	 resisted	 their	 subordination	and	confronted	 the	negativity	 they	
were	accustomed	to.		Furthermore,	in	this	paper	I	aim	to	move	away	from	simply	viewing	David	
Norris’	victory	in	the	�uropean	Court	of	Human	Rights	 in	19]]	as	the	sole	event	which	helped	
this	transformation.			

Using	 archival	material	 from	 the	 Irish	 Queer	 Archive,	 newspaper	 articles,	 documentaries	 and	
oral	 interviews,	 this	 paper	 will	 explore	 other	 crucial	 events,	 such	 as	 the	 first	 National	 �ay	
Conference	 in	 Cork	 in	 19]1,	 public	 demonstrations	 such	 as	 the	 19]3	 Fairview	 march	
demonstration,	 the	 appearances	 of	 homosexuals	 on	 television	 shows	between	1974	 and	1993	
and	19]Z	International	�ay	�outh	Congress	held	in	Dublin.			

I	 argue	 that	 these	 activities	 contributed	 greatly	 to	 challenging	 and	 renegotiating	 Irish	 sexual	
mores,	thereby	paving	the	way	for	the	subsequent	changes	that	have	taken	place.	 	By	resisting	
their	 suppression	 and	 creating	 greater	 visibility	 and	 awareness	 of	 their	 oppression,	 Irish	 gay	
activists	were	able	to	win	over	support	from	many	segments	of	Irish	society,	thereby	facilitating	
the	changes	that	occurred	in	1993,	and	thereafter.	

	

Patrick	McDonagh	 is	Researcher	at	 the	Department	of	History	>	Civili6ation	at	 the	�uropean	University	
Institute.	
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Pamela	Mc�ane	
The	�lster	�omen9s	�nionist	�o)ncil	and	the	�endered	�onstit)tion	of	�lster	>191@s	and	
19B@s?	

This	 paper	 contributes	 to	 an	 understanding	 of	 Ulster	 unionism	 and	 the	 constitution	 of	 Ulster	
Qnow	Northern	IrelandR	by	exploring	the	case	of	the	Ulster	Women’s	Unionist	Council	QUWUCR,	
an	 overlooked,	 but	 historically	 significant	 Ulster	 unionist	 institution,	 during	 the	 1910s	 and	
19W0sPa	 time	 of	 great	 conflict.	Within	 a	 year	 of	 its	 establishment	 the	UWUC	was	 the	 largest	
women’s	 political	 organi6ation	 in	 Ireland	with	 an	 estimated	membership	 of	 between	 11Z,000	
and	W00,000.	However,	neither	the	male-dominated	Ulster	unionist	 institutions	of	the	time	nor	
the	 literature	related	 to	Ulster	unionism,	 twentieth-century	 Irish	politics,	or	 twentieth-century	
Irish	history	have	paid	much	attention	to	its	existence	and	work.	

I	 draw	on	Rogers	Brubaker’s	 concepts	 of	 LnationM	 as	 practical	 category,	 institutionali6ed	 form	
QLnationhoodMR,	and	contingent	event	QLnationnessMR,	combining	these	concepts	with	the	notion	
of	Lnation-workM	Qa	term	coined	by	the	authorR,	William	Walters’	concept	of	LdomopoliticsM,	and	
with	 a	 feminist	 understanding	 of	 the	 centrality	 of	 gender	 to	 nation	 Q1R.	 	 Using	 this	 analytical	
framework	I	explore	the	role	of	members	of	the	UWUC	in	the	Ulster	unionist	movement	during	
the	 1910s	 and	 the19W0s.	 Historically	 Ulster	 has	 been	 constituted	 through	 the	 gendered	
discourses,	norms,	symbols,	rituals,	traditions,	and	practices	of	Ulster	unionist	institutions,	and	
contingent	events,	such	as	the	Ulster	Crisis,	World	War	1,	the	Anglo-Irish	War,	and	the	partition	
of	Ireland.	Primary	sources	related	to	the	UWUC	are	analy6ed	in	this	paper,	revealing	the	extent	
of	 the	 work	 undertaken	 by	 members	 of	 the	 UWUC	 in	 terms	 of	 opposing	 Home	 Rule	 and	
constituting	Ulster.	

Q1R	 Brubaker,	 Rogers.	 1996.	 Nationali+m	 �eframed:	 Nationhood	 and	 the	 National	 �ue+tion	 in	 the	 Ne/	 �uro(e.	
CambridgeE	 Cambridge	 UPE	 7,	 14-W1D	 Walters,	 William.	 W004.	 LSecure	 Borders,	 Safe	 Haven,	 DomopoliticsM,	 in	
�iti2en+hi(	Studie+,	],	3,	W004,	W37-60.	

	

Pamela	Mc�ane	has	a	doctorate	in	Political	Science	from	�ork	University	QToronto,	CanadaR.	Her	doctoral	
dissertation	examined	the	Ulster	Women’s	Unionist	Council	and	its	role	in	the	Ulster	unionist	movement	
during	the	1910s	and	19W0s.	Her	research	interests	includeE	twentieth-century	Irish	politics	and	historyD	
Ulster	unionismD	the	JTroubles’	in	Northern	IrelandD	and	gender	and	nationalist	movements.	
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Britta	Olinder	
�	;*ery	different	Ireland;	in	�in/ad	�orrissey9s	poetic	+orld	

If	our	point	of	departure	is	the	�aster	Rising	in	1916,	we	have	to	consider	the	first	few	violent	
years	 after	 it,	 followed	 by	 the	 gradual	 development	 of	 Irish	 independence	 to	 a	 republic,	 still	
strongly	 marked,	 positively	 and	 negatively,	 by	 the	 Catholic	 Church,	 while	 in	 the	 North	 wave	
upon	wave	of	 unrest	 exploded	 in	 the	 thirty	 years	of	 the	Troubles.	How	 is	 this	parallel	 history	
reflected	by	a	woman	poet	of	today	with	the	greater	independence	of	her	sex,	combined	with	the	
experience	of	a	much	wider	world	by	her	travelling	and	teaching	in	far-off	countries.	In	her	five	
collections	of	poetry	Sin9ad	Morrissey	explores	a	world	very	different	from	the	Ireland	of	1916.	
Her	experiences	as	a	child	of	her	parents’	political	activities,	of	the	frightening	effect	of	violence	
on	people	around	her,	of	other	countries	and	cultures,	histories	and	philosophies,	all	the	varied	
motifs	of	her	poetry	show	the	changed	conditions,	socially	and	politically,	due	to	the	historical	
split	 leading	 to	diverging	developments	 in	 the	South	compared	 to	 the	North	of	 the	 island.	The	
title	of	her	latest	collection,	Parallax,	may	be	taken	as	a	programme	for	her	entire	work,	while	at	
the	 same	 time	 actually	 expressing	 the	 theme	 of	 the	 conference.	 It	means,	 in	 simplified	 terms,	
looking	at	things	from	a	different	position	and	thus	seeing	them	in	a	different	light.			

	

Britta	Olinder,	�<teborg	Q�othenburgR	University,	has	written	widely	on	Canadian,	Australian,	Indian,	and	
Irish	literature,	 including	essays	on	such	authors	as	 	Aritha	van	Herk,	Marian	�ngel,	�anice	�ulyk	�eefer,	
Sally	Morgan,	R.�.	Narayan,		Anita	Desai,	�ohn	Hewitt,	�ames	�oyce,	Anne	Devlin,	and	Deirdre	Madden.	She	
is	the	editor	of	Literar1	�nvironment+:	�anada	and	the	�ld	�orld	QW006R	and	co-editor	of	�ri++-�ro++	�ale+:	
Short	 Storie+	 from	 �ngli+h-S(ea#ing	 �ulture+	 Qwith	 Anne	 Michal	 Moskow,	 W00WR,	 �e-�a((ing	 �0ile:	
�ealitie+	 and	 �eta(hor+	 in	 Iri+h	 Literature	 and	 	i+tor1	 Qwith	 Michael	 B<ss	 and	 Irene	 �ilsenan	 Nordin,	
W006R,	and	�lace	and	�emor1	in	the	Ne/	Ireland	Qwith	Werner	Huber,	W009R.	

	 	



28

2		
	

Aidan	O’Malley	
�)r	 :�allant	 �llies	 in	 �)rope;4	 In*ocations	 of	 �)rope	 in	 Irish	 �)lt)ral	 �isco)rse	 since	
1916	

The	second	paragraph	of	 the	1916	Proclamation	 locates	 the	Rising	 in	an	 international	context,	
declaring	the	confidence	of	the	signatories	that	not	only	will	Ireland’s	diaspora	rally	around	the	
newly-declared	 Republic,	 but	 that	 it	 will	 also	 receive	 support	 from	 Ireland’s	 Lgallant	 allies	 in	
�uropeM.	 While	 this	 has	 long	 been	 understood	 as	 a	 nod	 to	 the	 contacts	 Roger	 Casement	 and	
others	had	cultivated	in	�ermany	in	the	lead-up	to	the	Rising,	this	paper	takes	as	a	starting	point	
the	 way	 in	 which	 the	 actual,	 vaguer,	 phrasing	 appears	 to	 situate	 �urope	 as	 a	 potentially	
antagonistic	alternative	to	Britain.	If,	in	the	years	after	1916,	Irish	cultural	invocations	of	�urope	
continued,	 to	 a	 degree,	 to	 see	 it	 holding	 out	 this	 potential,	 they	 also	 increasingly	 tended	 to	
present	the	notion	of	�urope	as	a	counterpoint	to	the	policies	of	the	new	state.	In	short,	as	this	
paper	will	argue,	�urope	has	operated	as	a	floating	signifier	in	Irish	cultural	debates.	As	such,	it	
has	been	assigned	the	role	of	a	spectre	of	sortsPas	that	which	is	to	come.	Heller	reminds	us	that,	
for	Derrida,	 Lthe	question	of	�urope	belongs	 to	 the	discourse	of	modernityM	 QHeller	W00],	93R,	
and	�urope	has	been	regularly	construed	in	Irish	cultural	Qand	politicalR	discourses	as	a	form	of	
modernity	 Ireland	has	yet	 to	achieve.	Amongst	other	 things,	 this	has	generated	an	unresolved	
tension	 between	 understandings	 of	 Ireland	 as	 a	 �uropean	 andNor	 as	 a	 post-colonial	 country.	
Offering	an	overview	of	some	of	the	more	important	artistic	and	discursive	readings	of	�urope,	
this	paper	focuses	on	debates	around	the	notion	of	�urope	as	a	site	of	post-national	potentialPa	
vision	 of	 it	 as	 a	 form	 of	 cosmopolitan	 emancipationPandNor	 as	 a	 manoeuvre	 designed	 to	
marginalise	the	history	of	British	influence	on	Irish	life.	In	doing	this,	it	will	chart	the	uneven	and	
ambivalent	 evolution	 of	 the	 concept	 in	 Irish	 cultural	 life,	 including	 a	 consideration	 of	 how,	
during	 the	 JTroubles’,	 Northern	 Irish	 writers	 helped	 to	 broaden	 and	 problematise	 the	 Irish	
conceptual	 map	 of	 �urope	 through	 their	 engagements	 with	 Central	 and	 �astern	 �uropean	
poetry	and	cultural	histories.		

	

Aidan	O’Malley	received	his	PhD	from	the	�UI	and	teaches	at	the	University	of	Ri&eka.	He	is	the	author	of	
�ield	 �a1	 and	 the	 �ran+lation	 of	 Iri+h	 Identitie+:	 �erforming	 �ontradiction+	 QPalgrave	Macmillan,	 W011R.	
Amongst	his	other	publications	is	Ireland9	�e+t	to	�a+t:	Iri+h	�ultural	�onnection+	/ith	�entral	and	�a+tern	
�uro(e	QPeter	Lang,	W014R,	which	he	edited	with	�ve	Patten.	
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Dieter	Reinisch	

	

Cumann	na	 gCa#l#n#	E	�a	 Fianna	 �ireann:	 �ath1ays	 into	�aramilitary	 �outh	�rganisations	 in	 the	
IPMHs9	IPNHs	E	JHIHs	

In	August	201],	the	Irish	Republican	youth	organisation	�a	Fianna	�ireann	made	headlines	following	
a	VICE	documentary,	viewed	by	100.000	users	on	�ouTube	within	the	first	week.	In	this	documentary	
one	sees	children	as	young	as	ten	marching	in	paramilitary	uniforms	through	a	forest	in	the	Republic	
of	 Ireland.	 �a	 Fianna	 �ireann,	 originally	 formed	 in	 1909,	 is	 currently	 perceiving	 an	 upsurge	 in	
membership	 throughout	 Ireland.	 To	 be	 sure,	 the	 organisation	 is	 widely	 considered	 as	 the	 youth	
organisation	 of	 the	 Irish	 Republican	 paramilitary	 organisation	 Continuity	 IRA,	 one	 of	 those	 armed	
groups	opposed	to	the	�orthern	Irish	Peace	Process.	Both,	�a	Fianna	�ireann,	the	Continuity	IRA,	as	
well	 as	 the	 Republican	 women’s	 organisation	 Cumann	 na	 mBan	 are	 listed	 as	 KForeign	 Terrorist	
OrganisationsL	 by	 the	 British	 government.	 In	 this	 paper,	 I	 will	 examine	 the	 personal	 reasons	 and	
dynamics	 that	 lead	 boys	 between	 eight	 years	 of	 age	 and	 16	 into	 this	 youth	 organisation.	 In	 other	
words,	based	on	biographical	interviews	with	members	of	this	youth	organisations,	I	will	examine	the	
backgrounds	 of	 these	 activists	 as	 well	 as	 why	 and	 how	 these	 boys	 radicalised	 and	 consequently	
joined	�a	 Fianna	 �ireann.	Additionally,	 I	will	 compare	 these	 findings	with	 interview	data	 collected	
with	former	activists	of	the	Irish	Republican	girls’	organisation	Cumann	na	gCail)n),	the	youth	wing	of	
Cumann	 na	 mBan,	 who	 joined	 their	 organisation	 in	 the	 1960sE	 and	 boys	 who	 joined	 �a	 Fianna	
�ireann	in	the	19_0s.	The	research	is	based	on	biographical	interviews	with	current	members	of	�a	
Fianna	�ireannE	former	members	of	�a	Fianna	�ireann,	active	in	the	19_0sE	and	former	members	of	
Cumann	na	gCail)n),	active	in	the	1960s.	The	interviews	with	former	members	of	Cumann	na	gCa)l)ni	
were	 conducted	 in	 2009M10,	 the	 interviews	 with	 former	 members	 of	 �a	 Fianna	 �ireann	 were	
conducted	 in	 2014M1]E	 and	 the	 interviews	 with	 current	 members	 of	 �a	 Fianna	 �ireann	 were	
conducted	in	2016.	In	conclusion,	the	paper	will	examine	the	biographies	of	members	of	paramilitary	
youth	 movements	 during	 the	 �orthern	 Ireland	 conflict,	 as	 well	 as	 comparing	 this	 data	 with	 the	
biographies	 of	 members	 of	 paramilitary	 youth	 movements	 in	 contemporary	 post-conflict	 Ireland.	
Hence,	this	paper	will	provide	 insight	 into	the	radicalisation	of	youth	 in	Western	Europe	during	the	
1960sM_0s	and	today.	

	

Dieter	 Reinisch	 is	 Researcher	 at	 the	 Department	 of	 History	 U	 Civili=ation,	 European	 University	
Institute,	 Florence,	 Italy,	 researching	 political	 imprisonment	 in	 Ireland	 since	 19_0E	 he	 is	 currently	
Visting	 Scholar	 at	 the	 Faculty	 of	 Arts,	 University	 of	 St.	 Andrews,	 Scotland.	 He	 previously	 lectured	
History	and	�inguistics	at	the	University	of	Vienna,	Austria.	In	201_,	he	will	lecture		ender	Studies	at	
the	University	of	Sal=burg,	Austria.	He	is	a	member	of	the	Editorial	Board	member	of	�t1�i	ir(a*�esi=	
�	�+1r*a(	+!	Irish	�t1�ies	(Florence	UP)	and	member	of	EFACIS,	the	Oral	History	�etwork	Ireland,	the	
Oral	History	 Society	 Britain	 and	�orthern	 Ireland,	 and	 SCE.	His	 research	 focus	 is	 on	 contemporary	
Irish	and	British	History,	Memory	Studies,	and	Oral	History.	
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Fr$d$ric	Royall	

	

�o1er	�truggles	and		roup	�olidarity:	���upy	in	the	�epubli�	o�	Ireland	

This	paper	looks	at	issues	related	to	Occupy	in	Ireland.	I	argue	that	the	camps	were	important	in	the	
short	 term	because	 they	helped	occupiers	–	and	 the	more	socially	 fragile	participants	notably	–	 to	
make	their	voices	heard	and	to	deal	with	day-to-day	personal	issues.	In	short,	the	camps	formed	part	
of	a	process	empowering	participants.	 In	 the	 longer	 term,	however,	 the	camps	became	beset	by	a	
number	 of	 unintended	 –	 and	 interrelated	 –	 complications.	 These	 relate	 to	 the	 rise	 in	 increasingly	
prevalent	power	struggles	and	to	the	upsurge	 in	doubts	about	the	ways	the	camps	were	run.	Both	
these	issues	undermined	group	solidarity	and	contributed,	ultimately,	to	weaken	the	camps’	viability.	

	

Fr$d$ric	 Royall	 is	 Senior	 �ecturer	 in	 the	 Faculty	 of	 Arts,	 Humanities	 and	 Social	 Sciences	 at	 the	
University	of	�imerick	(Ireland).	His		research	is	in	the	area	of	European	politics	and	society.	This	has	
involved	 individual	and	collaborative	projects	 focusing	on	 the	political	 significance	of	 the	collective	
actions	of	marginali=edM	disadvantaged	social	actors	in	Europe.	
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Peter	Shirlow	

	

Caught	bet1een	�pologia	and	
umiliation	

Peace-making	and	conflict	transformation	processes	rarely	follows	a	linear	path	even	after	significant	
re-governance	 arrangements,	 decommissioning,	 demilitarisation	 and	 demobilisation	 and	 especially	
when	sites	of	tension	are	re-assembled	through	a	proxy	war	of	assertion	of	ideological,	cultural	and	
political	 legitimacy.	 	 The	 incapacity	 to	 move	 beyond	 competing	 discourses	 of	 violence	 is	 related	
processes	of	 stigmatisation,	humiliation	and	apologia.	These	processes	are	usually	 tied	 to	 issues	of	
victimhood	in	which,	as	noted	by	MiersE	

	‘the	concept	‘victim’	 is	essentially	contested,	 involving	the	social	construction	of	particular	persons	
and	the	harms	that	they	sustain	in	a	process	(often	replayed	and	repeated)	of	claimH	’		

Herein	we	position	apologia	and	humiliation	as	contingent.	It	is	commonly	understood	that	agents	of	
humiliation,	 through	 stigmatic	 shaming,	 are	 the	 accuser.	 However,	 within	 the	 public	 rhetoric	 of	
victimhood	 we	 find	 apologia	 not	 merely	 as	 defence	 but	 as	 an	 alternative	 form	 of	 blame-casting	
aimed	at	the		‘flawed’	premise	of	accusation.	Accusation,	 irrespective	of	the	source,	 is	both	power-
laden	 and	 conditional	 upon	 competing	 rhetoric	 to	 such	 an	 extent	 that	 allegation	 and	 counter-
allegation	drive	the	reproduction	of	rhetoric	as	an	ideological	weapon.	Blame	casting	directed	at	non-
state	 forces	 aims	 to	 separate	 the	 accused	 from	 moral	 worth	 but	 in	 reaction	 to	 that	 	 counter-
accusation	aims	to	valorise	regret	and	the	requirement	to	pursue	additional	forms	of	guilt-seeking.		

The	 desire	 of	 apologia	 is	 to	 view	 law-breaking	 as	 legitimate	 or	 contingent	 upon	 a	 reaction	 to	 the	
accusers	as	themselves	law-breakers	or	deniers	of	it	having	been	broken.		Apologia	proponents	view	
the	 cause	 of	 their	 actions	 as	 conditional	 upon	 structural,	 material	 and	 symbolic	 violence	 such	 as	
employment	 and	 housing	 discrimination,	 histories	 of	 oppression,	 pro-state	 violence	 and	 state	
collusion.	 For	 those	 who	 seek	 to	 stigmatically	 shame	 non-state	 agents	 the	 fundamental	 flaw	 of	
apologias	narrative	casting	is	the	invalidity	of	not	supporting	the	rule	of	law.	Thereby,	the	moral	and	
other	obligations	that	structure	‘self’	with	regard	to	victimhood	are	problematic	forms	of	discourse	
ethics	(Habermas,	1990)	that	are	tied	to	oppositional	forms	of	subordination,	manipulation	and	the	
reproduction	 of	 social	 and	 cultural	 antagonism.	We	 find	within	 the	 rhetoric	 of	 condemnation	 and	
counter-condemnation,	 linked	 to	 victimhood,	 forms	 of	 communicative	 unreasonableness	 that	
subverts	 the	presentation	of	 shared	emotions	of	harm,	 fear	and	phobia	 that	were	 symptomatic	of	
conflict	 assertion	 and	 intensified	 by	 both	 state	 and	 non-state	 violence.	 We	 remain	 located	 in	 a	
situation	 that	 lacks	 the	 framing	 of	 communicative	 social	 reciprocity	 due	 to	 the	 assertion	 of	 ‘...the	
abstract	 core’	 of	 belief	 and	 ideology	 (Habermas	 1992	 p.211).	 The	 type	 of	 mutually	 respectful	
discourse	 ethics	 envisioned	 by	 Habermas	 cannot	 appear	 if	 the	 arena	 of	 stigmatisation	 and	
humiliation	casting	undermines	the	ability	 to	accept	the	 ‘others’	experiences	of	being	harmed.	The	
failure	to	have	reached	a	more	significant	accommodation	between	these	antagonisms	that	relate	to	
the	 past	 remains	 tied	 to	 a	 failure	 of	 peace-building	 in	 �orthern	 Ireland	 to	 measure	 not	 only	 the	
consequences	 upon	 ‘self’	 but	 the	 disavowal	 of	 consequences	 upon	 ‘other’.	 That	 failure	 to	 achieve	
recognition	 of	 the	 consent	 of	 the	 ‘other’	 to	 build	 non-antagonistic	 relationships	 is	 not	 merely	 a	
discursive	 battle	 between	 contested	 legitimacies	 but	 is	 also	 a	 practice	 linked	 to	 processes	 of	
criminalisation	and	the	denial	of	full	citi=enship	for	conflict-related	prisoners.			

We	here	present	 the	boundaries	and	agency	of	apologia	and	humiliation	by	examining	vetting	and	
disbarring	 practices	 in	 �orthern	 Ireland	 and	 the	 reaction	 to	 that	 among	 former	 conflict-related	
prisoners.	
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Peter	Shirlow	(FAcSS)	is	the	Director	of	Irish	Studies	at	the	University	of	�iverpool.	His	post	is	funded	
by	 an	 endowment	 from	 the	 Irish	 government	 that	 resources	 his	 post	 and	 the	 outreach	 and	 other	
activities	 of	 the	 Institute.	 He	 is	 Chair	 of	 the	 �orthern	 Ireland	 Executive’s	 Employers’	 	uidance	 on	
Recruiting	 People	with	 Conflict	 Related	 Convictions	 Review	 Panel.	 That	 Panel’s	 2nd	 Report	will	 be	
leading	to	legislative	change	that	will	reduce	barriers	for	the	labour	market	access	for	conflict	related	
prisoners.	 His	 recent	 book	 The	 End	 Of	 Ulster	 �oyalism	was	 a	 T�S	 listed	 Book	 of	 the	 �ear.	 His	 co-
authored	book	Abandoning	Historical	Conflict	won	the	Brian	Farrall	Pri=e.	He	is	presently	working	on	
a	book	to	be	entitled	Ireland:	Beyond	the	Carnival	of	Reaction.	
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Dieter	Schlenker	
Ireland	and	the		istorical	�rchi*es	of	the	�)ropean	�nion	

The	Historical	Archives	 of	 the	�uropean	Union	 QHA�UR	was	 established	 in	19]3	 following	 the	
regulation	by	the	Council	of	the	�uropean	Communities	and	the	decision	by	the	Commission	of	
the	 �uropean	 Communities	 to	 open	 their	 historical	 archives	 to	 the	 public.	 A	 subsequent	
agreement	 in	 19]4	 between	 the	 �uropean	Commission	 and	 the	 �uropean	University	 Institute	
Q�UIR	 laid	 the	groundwork	 for	establishing	 the	Archives	 in	Florence,	and	 the	HA�U	opened	 its	
doors	 to	 researchers	 and	 the	 public	 in	 19]6.	 Since	 then,	 a	 W011	 Framework	 Partnership	
Agreement	between	 the	�UI	and	 the	�uropean	Commission	reinforced	 the	Historical	Archives’	
role	 in	preserving	 and	providing	 access	 to	 the	 archival	 holdings	 of	 the	�U	 Institutions.	 In	 this	
presentation,	Dieter	 Schlenker	will	 introduce	 the	HA�U	 in	 generalD	 furthermore,	 he	will	 put	 a	
focus	on	the	holdings	related	to	Irish	history,	society,	and	politics.	

	

Dieter	Schlenker	is	the	Director	of	the	Historical	Archives	of	the	�uropean	Union.	He	began	his	career	in	
Rome	working	for	Catholic	charity	LCaritasM	and	the	�atican	Secret	Archives.	He	went	on	to	&oin	UN�SCO’s	
headquarters	in	Paris,	where	he	worked	as	a	records	management	specialist	for	five	years	and	was	part	of	
the	 International	 Council	 of	 Archives.	 Before	 &oining	 the	 �UI	 is	was	 head	 of	UN�SCO’s	 Information	 and	
�nowledge	Management	Unit	in	Bangkok.	
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Jennifer	Todd	

	

Constitutional	moments	and	prospe�ts	o�	e0eryday	eman�ipation:	IPIM-JHIM	

My	argument	 in	 this	paper	 is	 that	 the	present	 is	potentially	a	constitutional	moment	where	power	
change	 and	 identity	 change	 converge,	 akin	 to	 that	 long	 constitutional	moment	 in	 Ireland	 in	 1912-
1922	now	being	remembered	in	the	‘decade	of	commemorations’.	It	gives	the	opportunity	to	escape	
some	of	 the	 ‘traps’	 set	 by	 decisions	 in	 the	 past.	 This	 involves	 a	 new	principled	 stance	 that	moves	
from	an	emphasis	on	respecting	and	protecting	given	identities,	to	providing	an	arena	where	identity	
innovation	and	renegotiation	is	facilitated	and	the	traps	of	change	removed.	

My	 argument	 derives	 from	 a	 longer	 project	 on	 identity	 innovation	 and	 its	 weak	 emancipatory	
potential.	 It	 is	 based	 on	 very	 extensive	 interviews	 in	 both	 parts	 of	 the	 island	 of	 Ireland	 and	 on	
analysis	of	them.	I	will	give	some	snapshots	of	this	 in	the	paper,	to	show	the	patchwork	of	change,	
swaying	 and	 reaffirmation	 in	 both	 jurisdictions	 and	 to	 try	 –	 relying	 also	 on	 case	 studies	 of	 key	
symbolic	 events,	 the	 loyalist	 flags	protest	 and	 the	 same-sex	marriage	 referendum	–	 to	draw	out	 a	
dynamic	picture	of	the	contradictory	trends	�orth	and	South.	This	forms	the	first	substantive	part	of	
the	paper	

These	 exist	 in	 a	 context	 of	 pending	 exogenous	 impact	 and	 shock	 –	 Brexit,	 reconfiguration	 of	 the	
United	Kingdom	and	possible	Scottish	 independence,	 reconfiguration	of	an	 internally	divided	EU	 in	
the	context	of	dangerous	conflict	around	its	borders.	All	of	this	threatens	the	�orth-South	structures	
that	 underpinned	 settlement	 in	 the	 �orth.	 That	 too	 gives	 a	 parallel	 to	 1916.	 Drawing	 out	 the	
significance	of	the	parallels	is	the	task	of	the	second	part	of	the	paper.	

One	 hundred	 years	 ago	 the	 principle	 of	 national	 self-determination	 together	 with	 the	 unionist	
response	that	they	too	should	be	self-determining	drove	an	internal	power	struggle,	resolved	badly	
by	 the	British.	The	key	problem	was	not	–	 in	my	view	–	 the	principle	of	self-determination.	That	 is	
today	acknowledged	in	the	principle	that	constitutional	change	(to	a	united	Ireland)	will	be	instituted	
if	and	only	if	there	is	majority	will	in	each	of	the	Irish	jurisdictions.	�or	is	the	problem	nationality	or	
religion.	It	rather	lies	in	the	assumption	of	identity-politics	that	given	identities	have	by	the	very	fact	
of	their	givenness	a	right	to	protection.	In	identity	terms,	the	status	quo	is	never	an	option,	the	fact	
of	 change	 cannot	 be	 avoided	 even	while	 its	 form	 has	 to	 be	 self-directed.	 In	 situations	 of	 identity	
conflict	change	is	imperative.	A	crucial	principle	is	to	allow	maximal	autonomy	to	situated	individuals	
in	that	process	of	change.	This	gives	us	a	criterion	for	use	by	governments,	parties	and	people	in	the	
necessary	 renegotiation	 and	 reconfiguration	 of	 �orth-South	 institutions	 and	 networks	 that	 will	
accompany	Brexit.	To	remove	the	traps	to	identity	change	towards	greater	permeability,	to	remove	
institutional	blockages	and	provide	opportunities	for	identity	innovation	so	as	to	arrive	at	a	situation	
where	the	changing	identities	of	each	and	all	can	fruitfully	coexist,	is	a	goal	that	can	bypass	=ero-sum	
claims.	 It	 permits	 iterative	 change	 that	 will	 increase	 openness	 and	 make	 –	 ultimately	 –	 self	
determination	a	product	of	dialogue.	Articulating	and	arguing	for	this	criterion	is	the	task	of	the	third	
part	of	the	paper.	

	

Jennifer	 Todd	 is	 Professor	 in	 the	 School	 of	 Politics	 and	 International	 Relations,	 University	 College	
Dublin,	 	a	Member	of	the	Royal	 Irish	Academy	(200_-	).	She	was	Director	of	the	Institute	for	British	
Irish	Studies,	UCD,	200_-2014	and	 took	up	a	visiting	Braudel	 fellowship	 in	 the	European	University	
Institute,	Florence,	spring	2016.	 	 	She	has	written	 (individually	and	 jointly)	on	 the	�orthern	 Ireland	
conflict,	including	Dynamics	of	Conflict	in	�orthern	Ireland	(Cambridge	UP,	1996),	articles	on	conflict	
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and	 settlement	 in	 comparative	perspective,	on	 state	 change	and	British-Irish	 relations,	 inter	alia	 in		
Political	 Studies	 ,	 West	 European	 Politics,	 Ethnic	 and	 Racial	 Studies,	 Parliamentary	 Affairs,	 Irish	
Political	 Studies.	 She	 has	 led	 research	 projects	 on	 identity	 change,	 published	 in	 edited	 books	 and	
inter	alia	in	Archives	Europ$ennes	de	Sociologie,	Theory	and	Society,	Political	Psychology	and	�ations	
and	�ationalism,	and	this	is	the	subject	of	her	current	work	on	social	division	and	identity	innovation.	
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Sanjin	Ule=ic	

	

�on-state	 se�uriti4ation	 and	 in�ormal	 go0ernan�e	 legitima�y:	 �he	 e0olution	 o�	 republi�an	
%usti�i�atory	ethi�s	

In	proposing	a	non-state-centric	 interpretation	of	the	dynamics	of	securiti=ation,	this	work	seeks	to	
explore	 the	 strategic	 nature	 of	 securiti=ation	 in	 a	 setting	 where	 the	 legitimacy	 of	 the	 securiti=ing	
actors	 is	 at	 play.	 Set	 in	 a	 context	 in	 �orthern	 Ireland	 where	 remnants	 of	 Srebel	 governanceS	 or	
Sinformal	governanceS	institutions	still	operate,	the	work	seeks	to	answer	the	question	as	to	how	the	
quest	 for	 legitimacy	plays	 itself	out	 in	 the	broad	communication	that	 is	 represented	by	securiti=ing	
acts.	 In	 showing	 that	 a	 securiti=ing	 agent	 can	 be	 a	 non-state	 entity,	 and	 continuing	 Bal=acqSs	
exploration	 of	 audience-driven	 securiti=ation,	 the	 presented	 work	 attempts	 to	 expand	 the	
application	of	the	securiti=ation	framework	with	a	specific	contribution	in	post-conflict	settings	with	
multiple	 challengers	 vying	 for	 legitimacy.	 Finally,	 as	 the	 focus	 of	 the	 exploration	 is	 on	 republican-
centric	institutions,	the	work	presents	an	overview	of	how	the	application	of	securiti=ation	interacts	
with	 a	 broader	 republican	 justificatory	 ethics,	 both	 by	 providing	 framing	 narratives,	 as	 well	 as	
expanding	the	already	standing	justificatory	ethical	framework.	

	

Sanjin	Ule=ic	is	PhD	candidate	at	the	Universitat	Pompeu	Fabra,	Barcelona.	
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Robert	W.	White	
�)t	of	the	�shes	

In	 August	 1969,	 the	 RUC	 attacked	 rioters	 in	 Derry	 and	 the	 conflict	 spread	 to	 other	 areas	 of	
Northern	Ireland.	In	West	Belfast,	loyalist	vigilantes	attacked	nationalist	areas.	LOut	of	the	ashes	
of	 J69M	 developed	 the	 Provisional	 IRA	 and	 JProvisional’	 Sinn	 F9in.	 	 To	 understand	 where	 the	
Provisionals	 are	 today,	we	have	 to	understand	where	 they	were	 in	August	1969.	 	Drawing	on	
intensive	 interviews	 with	 founding	 members	 of	 the	 Provisional	 IRA	 and	 Sinn	 F9in,	 and	 from	
recruits	 to	the	Provisionals	 from	the	1970s	to	the	1990s,	 this	paper	will	provide	a	sociological	
summary	of	Provisional	Irish	Republicans.		Interviews	with	recruits	to	contemporary	LdissidentM	
Irish	Republican	organi6ations	will	help	place	the	course	taken	by	the	Provisional	in	context.	

	

Robert	 W.	White	 is	 Professor	 and	 Chair	 of	 the	 Department	 of	 Sociology	 at	 Indiana	 UniversityOPurdue	
University	 Indianapolis.	 His	 publications	 include	 �rovi+ional	 Iri+h	 �e(ublican+:	 �n	 �ral	 and	 Inter(retive	
	i+tor1	 Q�reenwood,	1993RD	�uair5	�	�r3daigh9	the	Life	and	�olitic+	of	an	Iri+h	�evolutionar1	 QW006RD	and	
several	 scholarly	 articles.	 	 He	 is	 also	 produced	 the	 open-access	 documentary,	�nfini+hed	 �u+ine++:	 �he	
�olitic+	of	�i++ident	Iri+h	�e(ublican+	QhttpENNwww.ulib.iupui.eduNvideoNUnfinishedBusiness,	W01WR.	
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Timothy	�.	White	
19164	Tri��erin�	and	�espondin�	to	�olitical	�han�e	in	Ireland	

The	�aster	 Rising	 of	 1916	 has	 to	 be	 understood	 in	 the	 context	 of	 larger	 and	 broader	 cultural	
movements	that	began	decades	earlier.	By	the	1]]0s,	Ireland	was	experiencing	a	cultural	revival	
that	laid	the	foundation	for	later	political	conceptions	of	independence	and	the	early	twentieth	
century	desire	for	an	Irish	republic.	These	movements	included	a	literary	revival,	the	attempt	to	
reinvigorate	 the	use	of	 the	 Irish	 language	with	 the	�aelic	 league,	and	the	attempt	 to	 foster	 the	
Irish	 sporting	 tradition	with	 the	 founding	 of	 the	 �aelic	 Athletic	 Association.	 These	 sources	 of	
nationalism	underwent	 significant	 change	as	1916	 triggered	 the	development	of	 support	 for	a	
campaign	 of	 political	 violence	 that	 not	 only	 supported	 Ireland’s	 incipient	 institutions	 of	
government	but	simultaneously	raised	the	cost	to	the	British	to	maintain	their	control	of	Ireland.	
While	 not	 en&oying	 broad	 support	 during	 �aster	 week	 1916,	 the	 Irish	 rebels	 became	 created	
martyrs	to	the	cause	of	Irish	nationalism	by	the	overreaction	by	the	British	that	rapidly	moved	
public	 support	 in	 favour	 of	 the	 cause	 of	 violence	 to	 overthrow	 British	 rule.	 While	 later	
developments	such	as	the	Anglo-Irish	treaty	were	important,	these	were	triggered	by	a	chain	of	
events	that	was	started	with	the	�aster	Rising	of	1916.	�mploying	a	model	of	path	dependence,	I	
propose	to	illustrate	how	1916	led	to	increased	public	support	of	the	use	of	violent	tactics	that	
led	 to	 the	 rapid	 ascendance	of	 Sinn	F9in,	 support	 for	Michael	Collins’	 use	of	 terror	during	 the	
War	for	Independence,	and	the	subsequent	negotiations	leading	to	the	Anglo-Irish	Treaty.	

	

Timothy	�.	White	is	Professor	of	Political	Science	at	�avier	University,	Cincinnati,	Ohio.		He	has	published	
widely	 on	 Irish	 politics,	 nationalism,	 and	 culture	 includingE	 LThe	 Politics	 of	 RemembranceE	
Commemorating	 1916,M	with	Denis	 �.	Marnane,	 in	 Iri+h	 �olitical	 Studie+	 	 Q31,	 1,	 W016RD	 LMaterialism	 in	
Ireland	and	the	Loss	of	SovereigntyE	Ireland	in	the	Celtic	Tiger	and	After,M	in	Studi	irlande+i	Q3,	W013RD	and	
LMyth-Making	and	the	Creation	of	Irish	Nationalism	in	the	19th	Century,M	in		Studi	celtici	Q3,	W004R.	

	

	








