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Summary

This thesis considers how public history, specifically monumental memorials, were
used in the public space during the state-formation period in both the Irish Free State/Ireland
and Northern Ireland to promote identity narratives in both jurisdictions. This research uses
a novel approach in encompassing case studies from the entire island of Ireland, and which
compare the urban capital cities with smaller, rural towns. The four case study areas that
were used in this research were Nenagh, Co. Tipperary, Limavady, Co. Derry/Londonderry,
and the capital cities of Belfast and Dublin. Chapters 1-3 compare these four case studies on
an all-island basis and uses the rural towns to compare developments in smaller local

communities with those happening in the capital cities.

This thesis also utilises methodologies of sociology and pedagogy to create
workshops for the public using local history case studies, which are detailed in Chapter 4.
These workshops are central to this project and transform this thesis from a study on the
history of public history to one which truly encompasses the principles of public history.
They were carried out with three groups in two of the case study areas (Nenagh and Dublin)
and generated invaluable data for the discipline of public history. The results of these
workshops are discussed and analysed in Chapter 5. The workshops have suggested that an
engagement with public history can have a number of benefits for an individual, including
improving critical thinking skills, multiperspectivity, empathy, and feelings of

connectedness to the local area’s history.
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Introduction

'If history at its best is not made available to the educated public as a whole it fails in

one of its essential social functions'.!

- T.W. Moody, 19609.

Public history, the use of history in the public space and the various forms that the
public engage with that history, is an important aspect of historical study. Public history, as
a subdiscipline of the study of history, has been practiced for centuries but only defined as
such in academia since the 1970s.? In recent times, since the late nineteenth century when
history became regarded as more of a science than an art form, historians began to
withdraw from the public arena. These historians, however, never fully withdrew into their
Ivory Towers, especially in an Irish context. In Irish society they remained engaged with a
variety of publics across a variety of platforms, mainly through the use of media such as
radio, television, newspaper and, in more recent years, social media. This thesis is a
public history thesis, in more than one sense. In Section | it investigates the use of public
history, specifically through the examination of monumental memorials and statuary in the
Irish Free State and Northern Ireland during the inter-war period. Then in Section I1 it
employs principles of public history to adapt this research to create workshops for public
engagement. This project combines the academic study of history with the principles of
public history, and uses methodologies from history, sociology, and pedagogy to undertake

research in a unique and pioneering way.

The first three chapters explore how communities and governments remembered

(and forgot) through monumental memorials in four case study areas during the period

1 T. W. Moody, 'A New History of Ireland' in Irish Historical Studies, vol. 16, no. 63 (March 1969), p. 242.
2 Thomas Cauvin, ‘The Rise of Public History: An International Perspective’ in Historia Critica (2018), p. 6.

3 The Thomas Davis lectures on RTE Radio featured short historical talks from 1953 for over fifty years,
today the History Show on RTE Radio One fulfils that same function, national newspapers such as the Irish
Times and the Irish Independent feature historians as regular contributors — see Diarmaid Ferriter’s regular
articles in the Irish Times for example, RTE’s programme for the fiftieth anniversary of the 1916 Rising
featured documentaries as well as the drama series ‘Insurrection’, more recent social media includes the
Dublin history blog ‘Come Here To Me’ (found at https://comeheretome.com/) and the Irish History Podcast,
broadcast by Fin Dwyer found at https://irishhistorypodcast.ie/).



following the establishment of both jurisdictions on the island of Ireland. Remembering
and forgetting are but two aspects of the process of the formation of social identity, both of
the individual and of the group. Geoffrey Cubitt, a leading scholar in the field of memory
studies, argues that these processes, which involve a wide variety of cultural devices,
loosen bonds that given bodies of data have to individual recollection and serve to create a
shared sense of the past for a community group.* This social memory that he explores is
the foundation of social identities within families, communities, and nations. Without a
shared, collective social memory these groups would lack a commonality that is necessary
for their survival. Once this foundation, this social memory, is established, groups must
continue to promote and expand it, encompassing events in their present and more recent
past. It is these processes of social memory that are engaged with and promoted in the

inter-war years through statuary and monuments that are one of the subjects of this thesis.

The state-formation, or inter-war, years that define the period that this thesis
examines are those years which begin following the foundation of each jurisdiction, which
are 1921 for Northern Ireland, following the Government of Ireland Act 1920, and 1922
for the Irish Free State, following the ratification of the Anglo-Irish Treaty.® This period is
crucial in terms of group identity and memory in both Northern Ireland and the Irish Free
State because it was a time when the narrative of the nation was being shaped and
moulded, and when the public landscape was being curated, to reflect the ‘ideal’ version of
identity. It is important to note that rather than offering a comprehensive account of the
politics of memory and social identity in the two jurisdictions on the island, this research
will be used comparatively to highlight the significance of public history to the

construction of identity on the island.

This research uses a novel approach in encompassing case studies from the entire
island of Ireland, and which compare the urban capital cities with smaller, rural towns. The
four case study areas that were used in this research were Nenagh, Co. Tipperary,

Limavady, Co. Derry/Londonderry, and the capital cities of Belfast and Dublin. The

4 Geoffrey Cubitt, History and Memory (Manchester, 2007), p. 18.

°> While, in law, the Irish Free State doesn’t legally come into being until 6 December 1922, the ratification of
the Anglo-Irish Treaty in January of that year is taken by many historians to be the beginning of the state, as
the Executive Council of the Dail took over the administration of the country and the armed forces.



rationale behind the inclusion of these four case study areas relates to their size, the
presence of at least one monument erected or destroyed during the state-formation years,
and (in the case of Limavady) the relative balance between religious beliefs among the
local population. In using these case-study areas a comparison can be made between the
narrative being projected in the larger capital cities of Dublin and Belfast and that of the
more rural communities in Nenagh and Limavady. Both are urban centres of more rural
communities, and so while they have an urban centre to shape through monuments and
statuary, they are more reflective of communities across the island, outside the major urban
centres of Dublin and Belfast. The populations of the towns of Nenagh and Limavady in
this period are approximately 4,700 and 2,800, respectively, and so they are relatively
comparable in terms of size.® The value of the local, in revealing nuances in our
understanding of how society functioned and providing a more well-rounded view of the
past is under-utilised in the study of Irish history in this period, and this research seeks to
address that gap. Anne Dolan, in 2018, made a plea for historical context of this period ‘in
all its forms’, which included that of the local and the particular, to enhance our
understanding of the past.” This research addresses the plea made in 2018 and uses the
histories of the local alongside the ‘national’ picture to create a broader picture of the
identities being promoted in the public sphere in this period, outside the capital cities as
well as those within their boundaries.

The question of what constitutes as ‘national’, and how to define that term in
relation to the Irish Free State and Northern Ireland in this period, is one that pervades this
thesis. It was not possible to thoroughly investigate each and every memorial that was
erected or destroyed in the cities of Dublin and Belfast during this period, and so in order
to provide a comparison to the monuments erected by communities in Nenagh and
Limavady, the decision was made to engage with monuments which had the support of the
government of the day, whether that support be practical, financial, or moral. Moral

support, which is crucial for monuments being erected in the public space, is bestowed in

¢ The population of Nenagh in the 1926 Census was 4,524 and in the 1936 Census was 4,902 while the
population in Limavady was 2,801 in the 1926 Census and 2,772 in the 1937 Census. Information taken from
W.E Vaughan and A. J. Fitzpatrick, Irish Historical Statistics: Population 1821-1971 (Dublin, 1978), pp. 45
& 48.

" Anne Dolan, ‘Politics, Economy, and Society in the Irish Free State, 1922-39 in Cambridge History of
Ireland, Vol. IV: 1880-present, (Cambridge, 2018) p. 335.



varying degrees. It is much trickier to measure than the pounds, shillings, and pence of a
financial contribution, but it is as important for many of the monuments which are
discussed in this thesis. In the period being discussed there were a number of elections on
both sides of the Irish border, and while the Ulster Unionist Party and James Craig
maintained power in Northern Ireland (not without controversy, following gerrymandering
in the 1920s and the abolition of proportional representation in favour of the first-past-the-
post voting system in 1929) the government of the Irish Free State changed from the pro-
Treaty Cumann na nGaedheal party to the more republican Fianna Fail in 1932.8 Even
though the party of government changes, both governing parties are considered to be, at
the time of their election, the national government. The attitudes of these governments and
their approaches to commemoration and monumental memorials are quite different and
this provides another layer of comparison for considerations of this period. While the
situation in Northern Ireland in this period refutes the assumption that, in a democratic
society, the elected government are representative of the majority of those who voted, the
actions of the Ulster Unionist Party are classed as representing the ‘national’ in this
context owing to their position as the governing party of Northern Ireland. Actions of
individuals and their own personalities can, at times, unduly influence the actions of the
national government, and this will be considered in the discussion throughout this thesis.
This illustrates again why the more rural comparisons of Nenagh and Limavady are critical
to this research, as they allow the researcher to examine the emergence of patterns or
expressions of instincts at the local level and compare this to each other and to the attitude

at government level.

There is another aspect to this research, that has already been mentioned, which is
the aspect that encompasses public history, pedagogy, and engagement that has used the
research on statuary, monuments, social identity, and memory to create workshops for the
public using local history case studies. These workshops are central to this project and

transform this thesis from a study on the history of public history to one which truly

8 General elections for the Northern Irish parliament took place in May 1921, April 1925, May 1929,
November 1933, and February 1938, and general elections for Dail Eireann took place in June 1922, August
1923, June 1927, September 1927, February 1932, January 1933, July 1937, and June 1938. See Brian M.
Walker (ed.), Parliamentary Election Results in Ireland 1918-92: Irish elections to parliaments and
parliamentary assemblies at Westminster, Belfast, Dublin, Strasbourg, (Dublin, 1992) pp. 45-59 & 101-149.
For discussion on gerrymandering and the abolition of PR, see Cormac Moore, Birth of the Border (Dublin,
2019), p.74.



encompasses the principles of public history. The workshops have suggested that an
engagement with public history can have a number of benefits for an individual, including
improving critical thinking skills, multiperspectivity, empathy, and feelings of
connectedness to the local area’s history. These results are discussed in greater detail in
Chapter Five but the implications of what they have suggested and implied has the
potential to have considerable impact on the future of public history research. The results
of the workshops also suggest that the aims of the Junior Cycle curriculum, of which the
majority of the participants had completed, are being realised in the student body. The
Junior Cycle history curriculum in Ireland identifies the importance of developing critical
thinking skills in young people. It states that the ‘capacity for critical thinking helps them
[students] to interrogate sources of evidence and make judgements about the viewpoint

expressed, including the capacity to identify propaganda’.®

Ultimately, this research set out to investigate how public history was employed in
the Irish Free State and Northern Ireland to promote ‘national’ identity narratives after
partition, to compare these narratives to the situation amongst communities outside of the
capital cities and investigate what effects a deeper engagement with the public history,
through workshops, can have on the individual. It aspired to contribute to the growing field
of all-island history, the study of Irish public history and identity, and to the methodology

of adapting academic research for the public domain.

Context

The period under review in this research, from 1921-38 in Northern Ireland and
1922-38 in the Irish Free State/Eire, is a period of global economic and political change.
The discrepancy between the start of each period in the two states is due to the
establishment, in law, of those states. Northern Ireland was created by the Government of
Ireland Act, 1920, and the first meeting of parliament was held on 7 June that year, with
King George V attending the ceremonious opening of the parliament on 22 June. The state,
effectively, was born. In the case of the Irish Free State/Eire the twenty-six-county state
came into being officially on 6 December 1922, but in reality the moment when the

Provisional Government took control of the country following the ratification of the

® Department of Education and Skills, Junior Cycle History (Dublin, 2017).



Anglo-Irish Treaty on 7 January 1922 is often considered to be the beginning of the state
that soon descended into civil war.'° Even contemporary sources reveal an
acknowledgement of the end of one legal, political structure and the beginning of another,
such as the media reporting on the outbreak of civil war that refer to the pro-Treaty forces
as ‘government’ or ‘Dail troops’.}! From 1922 until 1937 the state was known as the Irish
Free State, or Saorstat na hEireann, and from the ratification of Bunreacht na hEireann in
1937 the state was called Ireland, or Eire. The use of the name Eire for the twenty-six-
county state, particularly by British government officials who would only acknowledge the
name Eire and not Ireland (its English translation), is contentious but the controversy
surrounding the name does not significantly impact on this research and as such the state
following the ratification of Bunreacht na hEireann shall be referred to as Ireland or Eire.
Of course, states and nations do not emerge from vacuums and the identities being
promoted in this state-formation period stems from imagined communities, a concept
developed by Benedict Anderson in 1983 that describes the nation as a social construct
created by people who imagine themselves to be part of the group, with political
aspirations that exist before the formal beginnings of the states.!2 This is taken into
consideration when examining the statues and monuments erected in the public space, but

the case studies are confined to monuments erected, destroyed, or planned in these years.

The 1920s and 1930s were difficult decades in countries across Europe and North
America. Countries in these continents experienced significant political, economic, and
social changes. The period was shaped by several transformative factors, including the
establishment of new states after the First World War, , the Wall Street Crash and the
global impact of the subsequent recession, and the rise of fascism in Spain, Italy and
Germany which coloured international. The dissolution of the Russian, Ottoman, and
Austro-Hungarian Empires following the end of the First World War led to the creation of
numerous nation-states and the transformation of borders across Europe. It was in this

wider context, that the Irish War of Independence began in 1919 and the majority of

10 For discussion of this see Bill Kissane, ‘Defining Independence’ in Darragh Gannon and Fearghal
McGarry (eds.), Ireland 1922, (Dublin, 2022) pp. 299-304.

1 rish Independent, 29 June 1922.

12 Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the origins of nationalism (London, 1983).



people in Ireland supported the idea of a sovereign Irish government for the island.®*The
Government of Ireland Act (1920) established two separate jurisdictions on the island of
Ireland, creating the borders for the states that would eventually become Northern Ireland
and the Irish Republic. As the 1920s progressed, and the political situation in the two
jurisdictions in Ireland was settling, the Wall Street Crash in 1929 brought the ‘roaring
twenties’ to a very sudden halt. A decade of wealth for society in the United States, this
Crash signalled the economic downward spiral that became the Great Depression.

An economic recession that affected countries across the globe, the Great
Depression is attributed as one of the factors that lead to the rise of Adolf Hitler and his
Nationalist-Socialist German Worker’s Party in Germany in the 1930s. Certainly the high
levels of unemployment, almost 30% in Germany in 1932, were a factor in societal
dissatisfaction and protests in the early 1930s. The uncertainty created by unemployment
and economic recession caused worry for James Craig and his Ulster Unionist Party in
Northern Ireland in the 1930s, when they closed ranks against the threat of nationalists and
their attitudes towards the minority community within the jurisdiction became altogether
uncompromising.'* Their fear of losing power in this period resulted in the continued
extension of the Special Powers (Civil Authorities) Act which was (amongst other uses)
used to prevent the nationalist minority from expressing their identity in the public pace, as
is discussed in chapters two and three. The rise of right-wing extremism and fascism
across European countries such as Italy, Spain, and Germany had major societal
implications for the Irish Free State, including the establishment of the Blueshirt
movement and Irish enlistment in the republican side during the Spanish Civil War.*® The
wider context of historical events that impacted the communities and case studies being
considered is discussed in each of the chapters to offer a broader picture of the situation,

but the effects of these larger, international developments can be seen in the discussion.

13 For social and political histories of this period in Irish history, see Diarmaid Ferriter, The Transformation
of Ireland 1900-2000 (London, 2004); Cormac Moore, Birth of the Border (Dublin, 2019); J. J. Lee, Ireland,
1912-1985: Politics and Society (Cambridge, 1989).

14 Thomas Hennessy, A History of Northern Ireland, 1920-1996 (London, 1997), p. 56; Susannah Riordan,
‘Politics, Economy, and Society: Northern Ireland 1920-39” in Thomas Bartlett (ed.) The Cambridge History
of Ireland: Volume 4, 1880 to the Present (Cambridge, 2020) p. 321.

15 See Anne Dolan, ‘Politics, Economy and Society in the Irish Free State, 1922-39” in Thomas Bartlett (ed.),
The Cambridge History of Ireland: Volume 4, 1880 to the Present. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge
(2020).



These are be taken into consideration when analysing the case studies chosen, and their
impact (or lack thereof) on the identities in the public space is incorporated into the
findings of this research.

It is in this wider context that the monuments and memorials in this research were
being erected and destroyed. That these monuments were conceived of, debated, and
funded in this period of social and economic difficulty highlights their importance to
individuals, communities, and governments. The importance of emotions, as will be
discussed, should not be underestimated in any consideration of monuments and
memorials. As will be discussed in chapters one, two, and three, monuments and
memorials in the four case study areas under consideration were focused on events that
occurred between 1914-1923, namely the First World War and the Irish Revolutionary
period (which includes the 1916 Rising, the War of Independence, and the Civil War).
Communities that sought to erect monuments to these events were within living memory
of them and, as is shown in this research, the emotions that they continued to inspire
played a significant role in the erection of these monuments. This phenomenon was not
unique to Ireland, and across Europe, America, and Australia attempts to give shape to the
outpouring of grief following the First World War resulted in a flurry of monuments and
memorials being erected. While the complex political situation in Ireland coloured war
remembrance here, many countries faced tensions and debates when it came to deciding
how to memorialise their dead, and there are differences between how communities in
different countries chose to commemorate. For example, in France the issue of
commemoration, as David Kertzer discussed, centred around two areas of disagreement.
The first was the ‘negotiation of local and national claims to the memory of the dead’,
which was also seen in America in the debates surrounding the bodies of those who died,
and the other related to the debate between religious or secular iconography in these
monuments.'® In America the attempt to ‘nationalise’ the war dead and create ‘an official
memory of this conflict’ by laying the remains of those who were killed to rest in official
cemeteries in Europe failed when almost 70% of American families opted for repatriation.
Former President Theodore Roosevelt’s example in insisting that his son Quentin be

buried where he fell when he was killed at the Western Front was not an example that most

16 David Kertzer, Ritual, politics, and power (London, 1988), p. 67.



Americans chose to follow.!” While there was a focus in Ireland, Britain, and America on
the naming of each individual fallen soldier in monuments, a phenomenon that Thomas
Laqueur terms ‘democracy of death’, in Australia this naming also extended to the living.
Ken Inglis and Jonathan Philips suggest that this may be linked to the controversy around
conscription in Australia, a controversy that did not exist in Ireland due to conscription
never being enforced following the Conscription Crisis of 1918.'® Notwithstanding these
differences in debates and tensions, there are similarities and commonalities between war
memorials following the First World War. They all commemorated and memorialised
individuals who lost their lives in the conflict, they are each individual sites of mourning.
While Jay Winter argued that there were two motifs — of war as both noble and uplifting
and tragic and unendurably sad — that were common across all postwar memorials this
research argues that the war memorial in the Irish Free State does not conform to this
model and, in the case studies chosen, the notion of the First World War as noble and

uplifting is absent in the newly independent Irish state.®

The work of Anne Dolan has been hugely influential on this research. Her
publication, Commemorating the Irish Civil War, laid bare the nuances, debates, and
elisions in the commemoration of the pro-Treaty dead by the Irish Free State.?° When
Dolan was writing, the historiography on memory in Ireland was, she claimed, scant.?! The
focus had, when memory was even engaged with, been on the memory of the First World
War and the 1798 Rebellion (spurred by the bicentenary in 1998). Inspired by the Decade
of Centenaries, a public history initiative funded by the Department of Tourism, Culture,
Arts, Gaeltacht, Sport and Media to complement the ongoing programme of State

commemorations, there has been a surge in research and publications considering the

17 G. Kurt Piehler, ‘The War Dead and the Gold Star: American Commemoration of the First World War’ in
John R. Gillis (ed.), Commemorations: The Politics of National Identity (Princeton, 1994), p. 173.

18 K. S. Inglis and J. Phillips, ‘War memorials in Australia and New Zealand: A Comparative Survey’,
Australian Historical Studies, 24 (1991), pp. 171-91.

19 Jay Winter, Sites of Memory, Sites of Mourning: The Great War in European Cultural History
(Cambridge, 1995), p.85.

20 Anne Dolan, Commemorating the Irish Civil War (Cambridge, 2003).

21 Dolan, Commemorating the Irish Civil War, p. 2.



memory of the revolutionary decade in Irish history.?? However Dolan’s work, like the
research in this thesis, focuses on monuments — those very points at which memory
becomes part of the landscape.?® In the same way as she posed her questions at the foot of
the cenotaphs and crosses, this research uses the same prisms through which to explore the
landscape of memory and what it reveals about considerations of identity in the state-
formation period. Similarly, Catherine Switzer’s research on monuments and
commemoration in Northern Ireland uses public monuments, among other forms of
commemoration, through which to analyse the remembrance of the First World War.?*
Switzer’s research focused on unionist commemorations of the war, and found that in
Northern Ireland, the driving force behind commemoration of the war was local. Unlike
Dolan’s consideration of the Cumann na nGaedheal government or Switzer’s detailed
analysis of unionist commemoration of the First World War this research widens the scope
to encompass the Fianna Fail government, the Northern Irish government, and the local
authorities and communities in Nenagh and Limavady. This widening allows for
comparisons between the pro-Treaty and anti-Treaty, those who found themselves in the
Irish Free State and the Northern Irish state, and those who were far from the influence of
the cities of Dublin and Belfast.

In situating these workshops, and this research, in the political situation of the
island of Ireland, Nick Vaughan-Williams’ article ‘Towards A Problematisation of the
Problematisations That Reduce Northern Ireland to a Problem’ has been crucial to this
research.? Vaughan-Williams argues that by adopting a ‘problem-solving’ approach to
Northern Ireland, it itself is reduced to a ‘problem’. This problematisation does not
facilitate reconciliation and moving forward for society. Using Foucault’s understanding of

‘problematisation’, in that a given solution to a given problem is only ever constructed

22 See David Fitzpatrick, ‘Historians and the Commemoration of Irish Conflicts, 1912-23” in Horne, John
and Madigan, Edward (eds.), Towards Commemoration: Ireland in War and Revolution 1912-23, (Dublin,
2013); Roisin Higgins, Transforming 1916: Memory, Meaning and the Fiftieth Anniversary of the Easter
Rising. Cork University Press, Cork (2013).

23 Dolan, Commemorating the Irish Civil War, p. 5.

24 Catherine Switzer, Unionists and Great War Commemoration in the North of Ireland 1914-1918 (Dublin,
2007).

% Nick Vaughan-Williams, ‘Towards A Problematisation of the Problematisations That Reduce Northern
Ireland to a Problem’ in Critical Review of International and Political Philosophy. Vol. 9, no. 4 (Dec 2006),
pp. 513-26.
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according to how the problem is perceived in the first place, Vaughan-Williams

complicates the idea of the Northern Irish ‘problem’.?®

The problem, he argues, is not as straightforward as presented in the ‘two
communities’ thesis. In framing the whole of Irish history in terms of two communities or
traditions destined to be in conflict, a shapeliness and coherence on the narrative of the
past that is absent from the way events present themselves has been imposed. Vaughan-
Williams is careful to clarify that this does not deny the salience of terms such as
‘Catholic’, ‘Protestant’, “unionist’ or ‘nationalist’, but calls into question the prominence
of the two-community narrative as some sort of self-evident truth. Such narratives rely on
one-dimensional understandings of identity instead of taking on board overlapping,
confused, or even contradictory