Response to Brendan Clifford’s article ‘Hard on Hart’ which responded to my letter in the November 2010 issue of the Irish Political Review
[Published in the May 2011 edition under the title ‘Peter Hart and Other Matters’ with a lengthy reply by Brendan Clifford titled ‘A Unionist going South.’]
7 April 2011

Dear Editor, 

I ask if I may reply in the first instance to Brendan Clifford’s article ‘Hard on Hart’ which responded to my letter in the November 2010 issue of the Irish Political Review, and largely leave Niall Meehan’s challenge on the Dunmanway massacre to another time?

Brendan Clifford is surprised at me writing I was not “aware of the level of violence inflicted on southern Protestants in the 1916-23 period.”  

The key word is “level”. I was aware in 1969 (the time of awareness he refers to) that southern Protestants had experienced violence, indeed that their population had been decimated, particularly in the border areas. I did not know the details although this was only 45 years previously, hardly a greater distance in time than the late 1960s are to the present!

My reading then would have included Paul Blanshard’s book “The Irish and Catholic Power,” so I knew much more about the difficulties southern Protestants faced after partition. Events before were ‘history’ to me, as dead as were the events in Belfast of the 1920s.

Since then, books like Alan Parkinson’s, “Belfast's Unholy War: The Troubles of the 1920s” (2004), have opened up that period. Gerard Murphy’s book “The Year of Disappearances” has now done the same for Cork. Despite inevitable criticism for certain speculative conclusions, he provides a wealth of shocking detail.

The scale and intensity of the killings in both cities is disturbing, and the fact that they went largely unrecorded in a narrative or historical sense since is surprising. Andy Boyd’s “Holy War in Belfast” was almost a set text in 1969, yet it only dealt with 19th century violence.

Brendan Clifford points outs that BICO wisely warned the student revolutionaries of People’s Democracy in 1969 saying, “the factual circumstances would if they succeeded in unsettling the situation lead to Protestant/Catholic conflict and not to socialist revolution.” 

Student revolutionaries do not think of consequences, especially when they are not historically minded. This is true of most young people. They do anger instead. 

BICO unquestionably provided an intellectual and actual refuge for many such radicals and revolutionaries, both Catholic and Protestant. They were recognising that their protests, especially the insistence on the right to march through Protestant areas, had not just aroused sectarianism, but had helped to generate a war. 

With The Economics of Partition, and most importantly for me, the ICO pamphlet arguing the Two Nations Theory against Michael Farrell, a convincing case was made against Irish nationalism’s core analysis. The pamphlets’ persuasive arguments created a reasoned way out for me. Mental breakdown was another route. I could name a couple of dozen people who were spared by those writings and several who went the breakdown route.

I honestly believe as a consequence of Athol Street’s efforts, many lives were saved because of the Provisional IRA and its Trotskyite allies not having a monopoly of left wing views in Ireland or any radical Protestant support. The effectiveness of their efforts was significantly reduced and their efforts were legion.

The fact that the Two Nations Theory became so popular in Belfast amongst young radicals from both Catholic and Protestant backgrounds – perhaps a third of the PD adherents adopted the position – was hugely significant, if largely unnoticed or commented upon since. 
It was, as stated, but rarely grasped, still a theory. The Ulster Protestants had the potential to be a separate Irish nation, it was argued, but had not then chosen to so become. They remained British.

The Provisionals thus failed to prosper to the degree they might have. The pity is that re-assessment of one-nation certainties never occurred in the broader nationalist community to any extent (and particularly not amongst trade unionists and the controlling Communist Party of Northern Ireland (CPNI)). 

We had a very long war, as a result and partly because London effectively conceded to the politics of the IRA and nationalism, despite never being able to concede militarily. That concession dates back to partition for all British parties, and to Gladstone for the Liberals and the successor Labour Party.

It was the CPNI’s iron grip on the unions that ultimately blocked the attempt of the Campaign for Labour Representation to make the necessary headway. With no Labour Party, there was no alternative outlet for politically-minded working class activists.
In relation to Niall Meehan in his Spinwatch article (and related one in the IPR) pointing out my error of transposing Peter Hart’s book title, ‘The IRA and its Enemies’ with that of his ‘The IRA at War,’ I plead guilty. 

However the phrase of Hart’s I quoted, “what might be termed ethnic cleansing”, was in the latter book, also appearing, as Niall states, in Hart’s replica chapter in ‘Unionism in Modern Ireland’. 

On p. 246 of ‘The IRA at War’, Hart did definitively declare “what happened in southern Ireland did not constitute ethnic cleansing” and then explains why. So there is no doubt of his view on such cleansing. Indeed he adds the conflict in the north also failed his ethnic cleansing test.

Talking however of errors, Niall Meehan writes of "just one veteran of the ambush, Ned Young" being alive in 1998, while the Southern Star carries a picture of Young in a December 1989 article and describes him as "Ned Young, Dunmanway, one of the few surviving veterans". 

Ned Young, who it is said could not have been interviewed by Hart as he was incapacitated or later dead, passed away in November 1989.
Saying of the Dunmanway killings that “there is not a shred of evidence that they were done by the IRA” is like saying the Northern Bank robbery was not the modern IRA’s work. 

No-one else in Cork in that time except the IRA, operating as the IRA, or as unofficial sectarian killers, had the organisation and discipline to kill ten Protestants in a couple of nights and it is silly to pretend otherwise. 

The question here is not who killed them but were they cruel sectarian murders designed to avenge and to terrorise. And why is the oft-quoted list of informers inaccessible to modern researchers?
They were certainly successful in the terrorising case. Just as the student revolutionaries were culpable for unwittingly starting a sectarian war, so were Republicans and their allies, whose fight for Irish independence led, down the military food chain, to sectarian violence and population shift, despite their diet of Wolfe Tone’s uniting of Catholic, Protestant and Dissenter. 

The reduction in the Protestant population in Northern Ireland is the greatest achievement of Gerry Adams and the IRA. And perhaps also from 1919-23 in the south, except for the installation of an entirely new ruling class which has only this year been consigned to history, like Redmond’s Irish Party. We are in many ways returning to 1911.
Did Peter Hart “look for facts to hang a pre-conceived view on”? Perhaps. Most historians and commentators seem to. However that is not to say that he ignored details that took away from any expected or hoped-for conclusion. 

Facts do “matter” but errors are inevitable. Single disputed facts like the “dead” witness are rarely enough to base an argument against a book on, and that is my criticism of those who rely on complaining about so few errors.

Cllr. Sean Twomey at a meeting of Macroom Urban District Council, that was reported in the Southern Star on 20 November 1971, suggested of Unionists that “these people were not Irish and were in the wrong country. They should be repatriated the same as happened to the French in Algeria. France was a bigger and stronger country today for doing.” 

If this was the view in 1971, it is plain it was a view held to a greater degree in the same area in 1921.

The decline in the Protestant population in Cork between the censuses of 1911 and 1926 was some 49% in Cork City and 40% in the county. This massive fall is indicative of a near-complete loss of confidence by that community, especially on the part of less well-off Protestants. 

It did not end then, as there was a recrudescence of anti-Protestant action in 1935 when Dunmanway featured again. (Read the Sunday Independent article by Tim Fanning of 22 February 2009).

There is much more I could write but I wish first to prove I am not shirking a charge of avoiding challenges.
Yours sincerely
Jeff Dudgeon (DU Seanad candidate)

