Hart has since published ''British Intelligence in Ireland 1920-21: the Final Reports'' (2002) and ''The I.R.A. at War 1916-1923'' (Oxford University Press, 2003), a collection of essays on various social, political and military aspects of the IRA in these years. They represent, Hart wrote in the preface, "sixteen years' work on the history of the Irish revolution."
Wed 03 Mar 1999Ewart-Biggs prize awarded to historian
The Christopher Ewart-Biggs Memorial Prize has been awarded to the historian Peter Hart for his book about the War of Independence, writes Gerry Moriarty. The £5,000 prize was presented at Belfast City Hall last night by the former British governor of Hong Kong and current chairman of the Policing Commission, Mr Chris Patten. This was the 15th Ewart-Biggs prize to be awarded. The prize was instituted in memory of the British ambassador to Ireland, Christopher Ewart-Biggs, who was murdered by the IRA in 1976.

Mr Hart was unable to attend the ceremony. The prize was accepted on his behalf by Ms Robin Whitaker. The objectives of the prize are to promote and encourage peace and 

Version of 31 July 2009 at 18.19

Hart was born and raised in [[St. John's, Newfoundland and Labrador|St. John's]], [[Newfoundland and Labrador|Newfoundland]]. He studied for one year at the [[Memorial University of Newfoundland]] before moving to study at [[Queen's University]] in [[Kingston, Ontario|Kingston]], [[Ontario]]. He graduated from there with an Honours [[Bachelor of Arts|BA]] degree. Subsequently, Hart completed a Masters degree in International Relations at [[Yale University]]. He then moved to [[Ireland]] to do [[PhD]] work at [[Trinity College, Dublin|Trinity College]], [[Dublin]]. His thesis was on the [[Irish Republican Army]] in [[county Cork]], which was the basis of his first book, "The IRA and its Enemies". After completing his doctorate, Hart accepted a five year teaching and research position at [[Queen's University Belfast]]. In 2003, having completed this contract, Hart moved back to Canada to take up the position of [[Canada Research Chair]] in Irish Studies at the Memorial University of Newfoundland. He is also an associate professor at Memorial University.

==Works==

He has written several books to date on what he terms the "[[Irish Revolution]]" of 1919-23 (more commonly referred to as the [[Irish War of Independence]] 1919-21 and the [[Irish Civil War]] 1922-23). 

The first of these books is titled ''The IRA and Its Enemies, Violence and Community in Cork'' (1998). This is a controversial study of the organisation's social composition and actions of the [[Irish Republican Army]] in [[County Cork]] during the War of Independence.<ref> Brian P Murphy osb and Niall Meehan, Pg.6</ref> This book won three awards, including the [[Christopher Ewart-Biggs Memorial Prize]] (1998).<ref> Brian P Murphy osb and Niall Meehan, Pg.5</ref><ref>The Christopher Ewart-Biggs Memorial Prize was created in 1977, in memory of Christopher Ewart-Biggs, British Ambassador to the Republic of Ireland, who was assassinated by the IRA in 1976.</ref>

Hart has since published ''British Intelligence in Ireland 1920-21: the Final Reports'' (2002) and ''The I.R.A. at War 1916-1923'' (Oxford University Press, 2003), a collection of essays on various social, political and military aspects of the IRA in these years. They represent, Hart wrote in the preface, "sixteen years' work on the history of the Irish revolution."

Peter Hart’s latest work is a biography of [[Michael Collins (Irish leader)|Michael Collins]], titled ''Mick: the real Michael Collins'' (Macmillan, 2006). 

Hart has also contributed to the volume, ''The Irish Revolution'' (2002)<ref>Joost Augusteijn(edited) </ref> , which is a collection of articles by various historians of the period.

==Controversy==

A number of the claims Hart has made in his books have attracted controversy.

===Kilmichael ambush===

Hart has attracted criticism for his chapter on the [[Kilmichael Ambush]] of November 1920, in which he argues that IRA commander [[Tom Barry]] killed wounded British [[Auxiliary Division|Auxiliaries]] after they had surrendered. Barry's eyewitness account of the event states that the Auxiliaries made a false surrender, killing the IRA member who stood to take it, after which he ordered that no prisoners should be taken. Hart argues that this is fabrication and that Barry had the wounded Auxiliaries killed after they had surrendered. He cites anonymous interviews which he conducted with two IRA veterans of the ambush and an unsigned typed account of the encounter from British records purporting to be the 'Rebel Commandant's Report'. <ref> Brian P Murphy osb and Niall Meehan, Pg.22-25</ref>

Historian [[Meda Ryan]] has cast doubt on the veracity of Hart's sources. She points out in her book, ''Tom Barry, IRA Freedom Fighter''<ref>Meda Ryan,</ref>  that Hart dates an interview with a veteran of the ambush (named 'AF') six days after the last known veteran, Edward (Ned) Young, died on November 13, 1989, aged 97. Apart from Young, who was impaired in his declining years, there were no other surviving veterans during the timeframe of Hart's anonymous interviews. Ryan dismissed as a British forgery a 'Rebel Commandant's Report' that Hart advanced in defence of his view. Ryan argues that the account contains knowledge about an Auxiliary (Guthrie) being "missing" and about the precise quantity of British arms, known only to the British and unknown to Barry. The 'Report' also contains factual errors regarding the sequences of events and Irish fatalities in the ambush, which were known to Barry but clearly unknown to the author of the account. The 'Report' states that one IRA member was killed outright at the ambush and that two died later of their wounds; the opposite was in fact the case. Ryan suggests that this is not something which Barry would likely get wrong.<ref> Brian P Murphy osb and Niall Meehan, Pg.22-25</ref>

===Dunmanway killings===

''see also [[Dunmanway Massacre]]''

Another controversial aspect of ''The IRA and its Enemies'' in its chapter entitled 'Taking it out on the Protestants' is Hart's analysis of the motives behind the killings of Protestants in Cork by anti-Treaty members of the IRA before and after the truce that ended hostilities with Britain in July 1921. In particular, Hart pointed to the [[Dunmanway Massacre]], the killing of 10 Protestants and disappearance and presumed death of 3 more in [[Dunmanway]] in April 1922 to support a sectarian motive for the massacre. Again, this is contentious, as Meda Ryan and another historian [[Brian Murphy]] point to the omission by Hart of relevant information.<ref>[http://www.indymedia.ie/attachments/aug2005/brianmurphyiprarticle.pdf 'The Issue of Sources', Brian Murphy]</ref> For instance, Hart quotes a sentence from a British intelligence assessment, "The Record of the Rebellion in the 6th Divisional Area", to bolster his view that the shootings were sectarian, but left out a sentence immediately following indicating that they were not. Brian Murphy pointed this out in his review of ''The IRA and its Enemies'' in 'The Month', in 1998. Ryan revealed that the names of those shot were on list of “helpful citizens” left behind by British Auxiliaries after they evacuated their quarters in Dunmanway Workhouse. Hart did not have access to these names and made assumptions about the victims of the April 1922 shootings. 

In addition, in a critique of Peter Hart's use of sources,<ref>Brian Murphy, ''The Origins and Organisation of British Propaganda in Ireland, 1920''</ref> Murphy points out that Hart's subsequent editorship of ‘The Record...’ omitted an entire section, on 'The People'. This section demonstrated British racist attitudes toward the Irish, but also, significantly, did not allege that their enemy was sectarian. Peter Hart failed to inform the reader of this omission, though other less contentious omissions were signalled.

All sides of then divided – by the terms of the Treaty - republican opinion denounced the killings, as they broke the terms of an amnesty for former spies and informers.

===Ethnic cleansing===

Hart's subsequent book, ''The IRA at War 1916-23'', contains the statement that republican actions during the Irish revolution could be described as [[ethnic cleansing]]. However, in a letter to the Irish Times in June 2006 Peter Hart stated that he had not used the term “ethnic cleansing” of the IRA's actions. 

The US historian, John Borgonovo, (author of “Spies, Informers And the 'Anti-Sinn Féin Society': The Intelligence War in Cork City, 1920-1921”, 2007) replied (July 14 2006): 

“Dr Peter Hart's letter of June 28th stated: "I have never argued that 'ethnic cleansing' took place in Cork or elsewhere" during the War of Independence. That is not accurate. In his article "The Protestant Experience of Revolution in Southern Ireland" (in ''Unionism and Modern Ireland'', Gill & MacMillan, 1996), [republished in 2003 in ''The IRA at War''] Dr Hart wrote of this period: "Similar campaigns of what might be termed 'ethnic cleansing' were waged in parts of King's and Queen's Counties, South Tipperary, Leitrim, Mayo, Limerick, Westmeath, Louth, and Cork".

"He also compared the Irish Revolution to Bosnia and "the postwar 'unmixing' of people in Europe". Dr Hart's landmark book ‘The IRA and its Enemies’ essentially attributed the shooting of Protestant civilians in Cork to the IRA's "fear of a desire for revenge", rather than the actual guilt of those victims. I disagree.

"My upcoming book ''Spies, Informers, and the "Anti-Sinn Féin Society"'' studies the executions of suspected informers in Cork city during 1920-1921. Of the IRA's 30 civilian killings, five victims were Protestant and 19 were ex-servicemen.

"The latter number should be placed in the context of the city's large ex-soldier population, which included over 5,500 veterans of the First World War. Overall, my research revealed no IRA campaign against the city's Protestant, unionist and ex-servicemen institutions and leaders.

"Among Cork's executed "spies", clear evidence linked some of them to the crown forces, while others were shot without any explanation. Today it is impossible to establish guilt in many cases. British records about informants are fragmented, incomplete, and often unreliable. IRA records were destroyed during the conflict for security reasons. However, surviving documentation indicates the Cork city IRA only targeted civilians it believed were passing information to the crown forces.

"The Cork city Volunteers certainly had the means to identify local citizens working with British forces. Volunteers systematically intercepted mail, tapped phone lines and monitored telegraphs around the city. Republican spies and sympathisers could be found in key workplaces throughout the town. IRA intelligence officers closely watched British bases and personnel. One IRA spy penetrated the British army's Cork command at its highest level, and had access to sensitive information that we must assume included the identities of local civilian informants. Her story can be found in Florence and Josephine O'Donoghue's ''War of Independence'', which I edited.”

However Peter Hart specifically wrote that what happened in southern Ireland was not ethnic cleansing and described four absent factors that meant that the attacks on Protestants did not constitute what is normally understood by the term.<ref>''The I.R.A. at War 1916-1923,'' pp. 246 and 251</ref>
Telegram (Canada)

http://www.thetelegram.com/index.cfm?sid=154484&sc=85

“What all this rather contrived controversy is about is a red herring, because almost all my research was based on other people’s interviews that they had taped years before I wrote the book,” Hart said.
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MUN History professor Peter Hart says he still sometimes hears echoes of the controversy that met his book The IRA and its Enemies when it was published 10 years ago. — Photo by Gary Hebbard/The Telegram

A decade of controversy 



DAVID WHALEN 
The Telegram

When his book “The IRA and its Enemies: Violence and Community in Cork, 1916-1923” came out 10 years ago, historian and St. John’s native Peter Hart never imagined its publication would become the flashpoint in what is now a decade-old controversy.
Today, having his readings picketed and his question-and-answer sessions taken over by protesters is nothing out of sorts.
“It’s now very familiar,” Hart said. “However, it’s kind of wearying, especially when it gets personal.”
In the book, which evolved from a PhD thesis, Hart argues that during the Irish War of Independence, the Irish Republican Army (IRA) in County Cork targeted community outsiders, not just the British. Hart cites examples where the Catholic-dominated IRA directed violence against Unionist Protestants, non-landed people, and ex-soldiers.
To a large extent, Hart’s conclusions turned the traditional understanding of the IRA on its head. The book won many plaudits, earning the Christopher Ewart-Biggs Memorial Prize, an award given to a piece of writing that contributes to greater understanding between Ireland and Britain.
Not everyone agreed with what Hart had to say. Some academics took exception to Hart’s findings. However, Hart’s most vocal opponents were staunch Irish nationalists who said his conclusions were designed to serve a political purpose.
Among the labels Hart has earned, “revisionist” is among the more flattering.
“They assume that because I’m from Newfoundland I’m somehow anti-Irish, pro-British, imperialist, all sorts of nonsense,” Hart said.

One of Hart’s more vocal detractors is Niall Meehan, head of the Journalism and Media Faculty at Griffith College Dublin.
Meehan, along with Brian Murphy, a member of the Benedictine Community in Limerick, Ireland, recently published a pamphlet called “Troubled History: A tenth anniversary critique of Peter Hart’s The IRA and its Enemies.” It was distributed at a conference Hart attended in Belfast several weeks ago.
One of the key sticking points surrounds a 1920 IRA ambush of British soldiers at Kilmichael led by an IRA soldier named Tom Barry. Barry and his band of IRA soldiers killed 17 auxiliary Irish police, all former British soldiers. For the rest of his life, Barry claimed the British had pretended to surrender before killing three IRA members, forcing the Irish to open fire on the British.
Long considered a hero among the Irish Catholic population, Barry is cast by Hart as a political serial killer. Hart cites anonymous interviews from IRA members who participated in the ambush, suggesting the false surrender story was fabricated by Barry in order to justify a massacre.
“These are fairly sensational claims,” said Meehan in a telephone interview from his office in Dublin, calling Barry “a significant leader in the war for independence.”
Meehan said one of the interviews Hart uses to reach his conclusions can’t be real. According to Meehan, the interview, which Hart said was conducted on Nov. 19, 1989, occurred six days after the last known participant in the ambush died.
It’s a claim Hart has denied from the outset.
“What all this rather contrived controversy is about is a red herring, because almost all my research was based on other people’s interviews that they had taped years before I wrote the book,” Hart said.
Hart said both Barry and the ambush form a small part of his argument.
“None of the larger arguments of the book depend on whether I’m right or wrong about the ambush,” he said.
Hart said his critics are a small group of non-academics with political axes to grind.
“These people aren’t interested in historical truth or serious debate,” he said. “These are politically motivated people who are campaigning and looking for ways to discredit me.”
Meehan is calling on Hart to explicitly address doubts about his research. He believes Hart should reveal the name of the person he interviewed in November 1989, saying that person is “clearly a fraud.”
“This has arisen because Peter Hart hasn’t really addressed the questions that were raised about the research. And they’re fairly basic questions,” Meehan said.
“All of (Hart’s) mistakes and anomalies point in a particular direction,” he said. “He has an apparent desire to paint the war of independence with sectarian colours.”
Hart is currently finishing a companion work to his most recent book, “Mick: The Real Michael Collins,” but said he will eventually write another to address the controversy surrounding “The IRA and its Enemies.” However, he doubts it will “make a single bit of difference” in changing his detractors’ minds.
Even after all the tumult Hart’s work has stirred, he has few regrets.
“If a historian writes a book and doesn’t get under anybody’s skin or doesn’t change anybody’s mind about anything, then that’s a kind of failure,” Hart said.

david_whalen@hotmail.com 
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John from NL writes: Are you pro anything? It is such a conceit for an academic to pretend they are above bias. Professors are human too. Not just objective robots though they would like us all to believe they have some insight into truth. Might you be pro-sales for your book? 

Posted 20/07/2008 at 2:01 PM | Alert an Editor | Link to comment
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Harry Wells from Amherst, PEI writes: Brendan O’Leary, Lauder Professor of Political Science, Director of the Solomon Asch Center for the Study of Ethnopolitical Conflict, at the University of Pennsylvania, wrote in a review online at the Dublin Review of Books: “Peter Hart’s work on the IRA,… in its efforts to treat IRA actions in Cork in the war of independence as “ethnic cleansing”, goes significantly beyond what the evidence will bear, and, according to some, derives statements from interviews with dead people – a method of inquiry not available to social scientists”. Hart should stop beating around the bush and answer the criticism. 

[Note to moderator, Bew comment at http://www.drb.ie/apr08_issues/a_long_march.htm] 

Posted 21/07/2008 at 5:22 AM | Alert an Editor | Link to comment
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conor lynch from cork, munster writes: I am associated with the Aubane Historical Society, which has disputed Mr. Hart’s claims about the supposed sectarian nature of the Irish War of Independence. I have attended two of his public talks. Friends of mine have attended others. On one occasion a leaflet was distributed and on others pamphlets and books have been distributed. I can find no occasion where Mr. Hart has been picketed or where his meetings have been taken over by anyone. He has been treated robustly but with courtesy. I fear that his claims are a matter of “bigging himself up”. 

Mr. Hart gives the impression that he has no political agenda. I will accept his word on that. But others have. The revisionist lobby in Ireland has the aim of seeing the country once more under the political sway of Britain. To this end they either rewrite Irish history or try to make us ashamed of it. I believe that Mr. Hart has been shamelessly used by these people; and in particular by his former supervisor, Professor David Fitzpatrick of Trinity College Dublin, who, it seems to me, put him up to “proving” the sectarian nature of the IRA in the first place. 

Conor Lynch 

Posted 21/07/2008 at 6:14 AM | Alert an Editor | Link to comment


	


