Published in the Irish Political Review of October 2010 under the heading In Defence of Peter Hart. Responses appeared in the November 2010 edition by Niall Meehan and Brendan Clifford.
Dear Editor, 

At the risk of providing an excuse for more abuse of the late Peter Hart, and of being seen to be underknowledged about events such as the Kilmichael ambush, I feel your latest attacks on him are inappropriate and disappointing (Victim of Academic Ideology?, Irish Political Review September 2010).
Whatever about the dead Kilmichael witness being interviewed, and Hart describes that person as a scout not an armed and fighting participant, his work is substantive, thorough and well written. That source may be anonymous but no more accessible than Meda Ryan’s reliance on lists of supposed Dunmanway Protestant informers for which there is “not an exact copy” let alone a reference as to their present location (Tom Barry p. 448).

Without his books, I would not be aware of the level of the violence inflicted on southern Protestants in the 1916-23 period for whatever reasons, and the fact, let alone the details, outlined in The IRA at War of the killing of thirteen in the Dunmanway area of Cork after the truce. 

Hart’s chapter in The IRA and its Enemies, entitled ‘The Protestant Experience of Revolution in Southern Ireland’, was especially illuminating. Northern Unionists, being seriously unhistorical, have little or no remembrance of this period and southern Protestants don’t wish to know.

As to the “determined silence of the academic faculties”, tribute to Hart has been paid by a number of his colleagues including Roy Foster and Fearghal McGarry, not to mention his media defenders like Eoghan Harris that you note. Hart was not “punished” or marginalised by his mentors and colleagues, even if he was not entirely supported on the tone or angling of his two IRA books. His books display the understandable and antagonistic view of violence of the emotionally uninvolved, non-participant, in his case a Canadian’s. 

Look at the left and Irish nationalism’s response to American military actions in Iraq and NATO’s in Afghanistan to see something much more extreme, yet similar.

Expecting full fact-checking before a book’s publication is absurd. It would double the costs. Facts per page in a book are numerous, and countless over a whole volume. I know in the case of mine on Roger Casement there are numerous corrections that need now made, both simple mistakes and errors, as well as addition of new details. But none affect the thrust of the book or the vast majority of the assessments made within it. 
I have spotted numerous misspellings and mistaken omissions in my book. Two new facts that since came my way were that Edward Carpenter discussed Casement’s homosexuality in 1915 - before his diaries were discovered, and that Casement’s Belfast companion, Millar Gordon signed the Ulster Covenant. A significant misinterpretation was made of what I took wrongly as a dispute between Joseph Conrad and Casement on the question of whether there was an indigenous custom of cutting off hands. There wasn’t.

Yours sincerely

Jeffrey Dudgeon.

