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Synopsis

The primary aim of this work 1s to provide a social and a cultural history of British
soldiers who served in Ireland during the revolutionary period stretching from the
Easter Rising of 1916 to the Anglo-Irish Treaty of December 1921. As such, it
represents the first concerted attempt to view the period though the eyes of the
soldiery and both challenge and corroborate ‘received’ views of the military’s role in
the conflict. Previous accounts have tended to cast the military in a peripheral role;
this study restores troops to the centre ground. In so doing, 1t will demonstrate that
soldiers had a crucial role to play in shaping both military policy and (by reaction) the
nature of the rebel campaign. It will also reveal the military’s part in influencing
Anglo-Irish relations for the worse by contributing to a culture of vigilantism 1n the
Crown forces.

By tapping into a wealth of previously unexploited sources including soldiers’
memoirs, letters, war diaries and regimental journals, the study will explore soldiers’
quotidian service life and bring fresh perspectives to the military history of the period.
It will explore central themes such as 1solation, endurance, recrimination and revenge.
A further chapter (incorporating post-contlict analyses) will uncover how these
experiences formed the soldiers’ assessments of the political and military aspects of
the period, as well as their opinion of the Irish nation and people.

Above all, this study will build on approaches which move away from the
paradigm of (narrative based) military-political studies of the period which have
tended to obscure the role both of individuals and of non-elites. In so doing, 1t will
restore the importance of ‘fighting’ and ‘front-line’ experience as a major determinant

of the conflict and the period.
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Introduction

The rich and flourishing tradition of biographical and scholarly investigation into the
Irish War of Independence has provided students of the period with a solid foundation
upon which to develop fresh lines of enquiry. In recent years, a number of eminent
historians working in the field have stressed the need for new thematic and
methodological approaches to tackle, amongst other issues, the relationship of Ulster
to the war, the basis for a violent conflict, the necessity for violence in achieving a

settlement, and the comparative dimensions linking the Irish War of Independence to

later conflicts and revolutionary episodes.'

There can be little doubt that pioneering studies in these areas would greatly
enrich our understanding of the period (particularly in relation to the ‘unfinished’
aspects of the War). However, it is difficult to imagine how we can strive towards

new understandings, particularly in relation to comparative studies, when several of

the key players in the conflict, notably the military, have yet to fully engage the

attention of scholars.? With this in mind, this thesis will seek to restore the regular
army to the centre-ground of the conflict. In so doing it will demonstrate an approach

that emphasises the importance of front-line ‘cultural’ and ‘social’ experiences as a
determining factor in conflict. It will further explore the motivating factors that drove

soldiers’ actions, and establish how these were influenced by core factors such as

' Michael Hopkinson has suggested that ‘partitionist attitudes on both sides of the border’ have been an

obstacle to a more holistic approach that would establish the conflict as more than ‘a twenty six county
affair’. He has also called for further investigation into the relationship between a violent conflict and

the eventual scope of the Treaty that established the Irish Free State. See The Irish War of
Independence (Dublin, 2004) pp. xix — xx; ‘Negotiation: The Anglo-Irish War and the Revolution’ in
J.Augusteijn (ed.), The Irish Revolution 1913-23 (Basingstoke, 2002) pp. 123-4; Both Peter Hart and
Charles Townshend have stressed the need to produce further comparative studies of the conflict.
Townshend has suggested this as a means by which to assess the extent to which ‘revolution’ is a
useful or problematic term when applied to the Irish War of Independence, see ‘Historiography:

~ Telling the Irish Revolution’ in Augusteijn, /bid, pp.1-2, 4, 7, 13. Peter Hart has asserted that the
comparative study of other ‘mass movements, citizens’ revolts, and guerrilla wars of liberation’ should
be utilised ‘to generate new questions and answers’ and restore Ireland to ‘the analytical canon’ of
revolution studies, see The LR.A. at War 1916-23 (Oxford, 2003) pp 6, 29.

? In terms of published works there have been very few attempts to link the Irish War of Independence
to other conflicts. One notable exception is T.Bowden, The Breakdown of Public Security: The Case of
Ireland 1916-21 and Palestine 1936-39 (London, 1977) in which the author contrasts the relative
success of the Irish uprising, based on robust fighting, intelligence, communication, and propaganda
networks, with the failure of Palestinian rebels to develop a similarly comprehensive organisational
structure.



government policy, operational strategy, living conditions, insurgency. community
relations and political and ethnic identities.

For example, in the case of military reprisals it is clear that soldiers’ motivations
cannot simply be extrapolated from statements issued by a government and militarv
authority that singularly failed to understand or control reprisals throughout the
period. Rather, 1t 1s argued, a whole range of political, cultural, psychological and
sociological factors need to be invoked. What is needed here is a more holistic
approach linking policy and front-line experience and establishing the order of action
and reaction, from top to bottom and vice versa.

The role of the military has often been demonised in contemporary and
nationalist accounts or, less forgivably, ignored altogether by more objective
historians.” Even many traditional ‘sensational fi ghting narratives’ with their pungent
presentations of revolutionary violence, have often failed to find a place amongst the
revolutionary crowd for the British “Tommy”.* Seemingly outperformed in terms of
aggression and brutality by their colleagues in the new R.I.C., soldiers have usually
failed to make the final cut for a role 1n the nationalist foundation epic and, despite
some pioneering research, they have never quite engaged the full attention of students
or scholars of the period.” For example, historian Richard English in his engaging
narrative account Armed Struggle: The History of the I R.A. failed even to mention
the British Army in relation to the I.LR.A. until the deployment of British troops to
Northern Ireland in August 1969 following clashes between the police and the
Catholic community in Derry. For the early period he focused almost exclusively on
the development of the I.R.A. via an antagonism against the civil authority.’

It is hoped that the themes explored in this study will help to restore some
balance: this study will be the first to provide a dedicated analysis of the British army

in Ireland during the period in question. The need to understand the motivations of

* With reference to the demonisation of the military, see in particular, Tom Barry, Guerrilla Days in
Ireland (Tralee, 1971) and Sean Moylan, /n His Own Words: His Memoir of the Irish War of
Independence, (Aubane, 2004). Moylan focused his criticism solely on the military, sometimes in part

exoneration of the R.1.C.
* The phrase ‘sensational fighting narrative’ is borrowed from Hopkinson, The Irish War of

Independence, p. XIX.

> Alvin Jackson commenting on unionist and republican literature of the 1920°s and 30's observed how
the ‘Irish Free State was...supplied with a revolutionary mythology and hagiography by its scholarly
and polemical defenders...reaching a literary apex with Emie O’Malley's, On Another Man's Wound
(1936)" this process has been variously referred to as the ‘creation myth’ or ‘foundation epic’ of
modern Ireland. See *Irish Unionism’ in D.G.Boyce and Alan O'Day, The Making of Modern Irish
History: Revisionism and the Revisionist Controversy (London, 1996) p. 126.

® R.English, Armed Struggle: The History of the I R.A. (London, 2003)



soldiers and how these were determined by their quotidian service life will provide

the rationale for the research presented in this thesis. By exploring the culture of

service life in Ireland, this study will engage a methodological and conceptual
approach that will seek to define culture via categories of enquiry based on 1ssues
such as ‘ethnicity’, ‘race’, ‘violence’, ‘power’, ‘relationships’ ‘community’,
‘geography’, ‘class’, ‘periodization’ and even ‘social psychology’. All of which are

burgeoning elements in the recent historiography of the period.’

Sources

The conflict is remarkable for the volume and the variety of source material that was
generated. This richness of detail has allowed the likes of Fitzpatrick, Hart, Farry and
Coleman to produce detailed micro-studies of communities, families and even low-
profile individuals within specific localities.® Indeed, the conflict has proved to be
especially fertile ground for the meticulous researcher, as Hart has claimed:
‘practically the only limit to enquiry is that created by the historian’s imagination.”
In the interest of providing an imaginative and analytical approach to the available
material, this study will bring to light several under-exploited sources, including a
number of unpublished diaries and memoirs generated by troops during this period.
Through a diachronic analysis of previously unexplored regimental journals, digests
of service and war diaries, this study will trace the development of a culture of fear

and discontent in the Irish garrison. A careful reading of official service records,

regimental histories and War Office and Cabinet Office files should also lend support

to this analysis. These sources should also allow further connections to be established

between official policy, military strategy and front-line experience. By contrasting

7 Many of these elements have formed lines of enquiry in the work of (amongst others) Coleman,
Farry, Hart and Fitzpatrick (see footnote 8). In particular, Peter Hart has recently highlighted the
potential for a ‘a new revolutionary history’ based around these categories of enquiry which would
make full use of the broad range of source materials originating from the period. See Hart, The L.R.A.

at War, pp. 3 —29.
8 See D.Fitzpatrick, Politics and Irish Life 1913-1921: Provincial Experience of War and Revolution,

(Dublin, 1977); Peter Hart, The IRA and Its Enemies, Violence and Community in Cork, 1916-23
(Oxford, 1998); Michael Farry, Sligo 1914-1921: A Chronicle of Conflict (Trim, 1992); The Aftermath
of Revolution: Sligo 1921-23 (Dublin, 2000) and Marie Coleman, County Longford and the Irish
Revolution, 1919-1923 (Dublin, 2003).

? Hart, The LR.A. at War, p. 6.



and supplementing sources in this way, this study will espouse the cultural aspects of
military life in Ireland as a determining factor in shaping the pattern of hostilities.

This study will also bring fresh perspectives by incorporating contemporary
Investigative journalism as a tool of analysis. By harnessing the most penetrating
journalistic enquiries from the time 1t should be possible to establish a counterpoint to
the wealth of military source material.'’ In addition, a balance of adroit journalistic
sources should allow for a greater appreciation of background events; in a war driven
by rumour, mythology, speculation and polished propaganda, it 1s important to
examine the background to the lofty claims made by participants on both sides.

Despite the quantity and the diversity of the sources available for a study of this
kind, it would be unwise to proceed without considering their limitations. The most
obvious drawback to the use of diaries and memoirs is the (rather self evident) fact
that they restrict the researcher to accounts compiled by those who chose to record
their experiences. Those who did were usually motivated by the exceptional nature of
their period of service, and consequently any qualitative analysis of diaries and
memoirs will always exhibit bias towards a sensationalized view of events. This
factor will also make the study more area specific, with a disproportionate amount of
recorded material arising from the most active areas such as West Cork or Dublin
District. Added to this, a sharp escalation in rebel activity in the final year of the
conflict has tended to detract attention from the formative events of the earlier period.
It is also important to recognize that many soldiers, especially those recalling an
earlier period, were likely to have regarded Irish service as an unremarkable interval
in their military careers and certainly not one that inspired them to record their
experiences for posterity. Those who did probably had very personal reasons for
doing so and, we can fairly assume, would be unlikely to make their memoirs
available in public archives.

The Anglocentric nature of military sources is another important consideration
for a study of this kind, especially so given that very few of the many Irish soldiers
who served in the British army appear to have left written records of the period. It 1s
not altogether clear whether this resulted from a conflict of emotions or whether Irish

ex-servicemen were simply loath to dwell on their service with the British army.

19 See (in particular) reports, editorials and articles published in The Times, 1919-1921; also H.Martin
Ireland in Insurrection (London, 1921); H.W.Nevinson, Last Changes, Last Chances (Plymouth.
1928) and Wilfred Ewart, 4 Journey in Ireland, 1921 (London, 1922).



Certainly, those who remained were an especially conspicuous group in post-Treaty

Ireland, and a common target for militant republicans.“

Many accounts of the period were also compiled several years after the events’
that they describe which tends to create both constraints and advantages for
researchers. On the one hand, this phenomenon can contribute towards more
dispassionate and considered accounts, on the other, a delayed retrospective analysis
also has the potential to misrepresent a person’s true feelings or experiences during
the period in question. The delay between an event being experienced and being
recorded tends to increase the fallibility of memory, and reliability is further
compromised by a condition of memory known as ‘paramnesia’, in which events

become ‘distorted, telescoped, transposed or otherwise confused’ over time.'? It is

hoped that a diligent approach involving a broad range of source materials can help to
limit the potentially misleading effects of bias and false memory. Furthermore, the

legacy of previous research, particularly the detailed reconstructions of both major

and minor events, should allow for an appropriate use of secondary literature as a

means by which to eliminate some of these inherent problems.

Historiographical context

General

In terms of research and scholarship, the period has been subject to the detailed
analysis of participants and historians alike. These works (varying greatly in quality)
have tended to approach the period from a biographical perspective or via a particular
narrative thread. Therefore, students of the period are first struck by the lack of any
general narrative text reconciling the political, military, social and economic aspects

of the period into a coherent whole.!” This lack of an interconnected narrative has

' See J.Leonard ‘Getting Them at Last: The L.R.A. and Ex-servicemen’ in D.Fitzpatrick (ed)
Revolution? Ireland 1917-23 (Dublin, 1999), and Hart, The IRA and Its Enemies, pp. 293-315.

'2 1n the foreword to his memoir, Dublin Made Me (Dublin, 1979), C.S.Andrews acknowledged that
his account was written mainly from memory. He therefore disclaimed ‘any intention of writing a
historical account of these years’, p. 7.

'> Hopkinson's The Irish War of Independence, JM.Curran’s The Birth of the Irish Free State 1921-23
(Alabama 1980) and C.Townshend’s The British Campaign 1919-1921: The Development of Political
and Military Policies (Oxford, 1975) are probably the most comprehensive accounts of the period

currently available.



often compelled the student to approach the period largelv through a reading of
specialized monographs, localised studies, biographies and memoirs.

The dominant (auto)biographical history of the period looks set to be further
boosted by the recent release of 1,800 statements made to the [Irish] Bureau of
Military History between 1947 and 1957. Established by the de Valera government in
order to capture the everyday experiences of participants in the conflict, this
collection was, after a number of delays, finally opened by the Taoiseach in March
2003. In terms of published material, the first fruit of this release was Sean Moylan’s
brilliantly readable account In His Own Words."

In terms of secondary literature, historians, military strategists and social
geographers have, amongst others, scoured the period for insights and produced an
abundance of published works. This diverse output has included studies of the
machinations of irregular conflict, as in Taber’s Study of Guerrilla Warfare, or a
chronicle of governmental failure as in O 'Halpin’s The Decline of the Union or John
McColgan's British Policy and the Irish Administration.'® Other authors have isolated
disparate groups in the struggle, for example, Buckland’s account centred on the
experiences of unionists, Conlan provided a valuable study of women revolutionaries
and Bradley focused on the history of farm labourers in the struggle.'’ In contrast,

Michael Hopkinson has provided the most complete (multi-dimensional) account of

the contlict in his study The Irish War of Independence. The strength of Hopkinson's

" Particularly useful specialized monographs have included A.D.Harvey, ‘Who were the Auxiliaries?,
Historical Journal (Sept, 1992); J.Leonard ‘Getting Them at Last’; P.Hart, ‘The Thompson
Submachine Gun in Ireland revisited’, Irish Sword (Summer, 1993). For a list of the most prominent
regional studies (see footnote 8). Recommended biographical accounts include T.P.Coogan, Michae!
Collins: A Biography, (London, 1990); D.Fitzpatrick, Harry Boland’s Irish Revolution (Cork, 2003);
R.English, Ernie O’Malley, I. R.A. Intellectual (Oxford, 1998); T.Ryle Dwyer, Big Fellow, Long
Fellow: A Joint Biography of Collins and de Valera (Dublin, 1999); M.G.Valwlis, Portrait of a
Revolutionary: General Sir Richard Mulcahy and the Founding of the Irish Free State (Dublin, 1992).
The most famous memoirs to emerge from the period include: General Sir Nevil Macready, Annals of
an Active Life, Two Volumes (London, 1924); Dan Breen, My Fight for Irish Freedom (Tralee 1964)
[possibly ghostwritten]; Michael Brennan, The War in Clare 1911-1921: Personal Memoirs of the W ar
of Independence (Dublin, 1980); Barry, Guerilla Days in Ireland; Andrews, Dublin Made )Me, and
Ernie O’Malley, On Another Man’s Wound, (Dublin, 1979).

"> Moylan, In His Own Words. Although these contributions were recorded as Witness Statements to
the Bureau of Military History, they did, in some cases provide lengthy overviews of the period as a
whole and sometimes ran to several hundred pages. Moylan’s account, for example, 1s 136 pages long
and covers all the major milestones 1n his life from childhood to the truce of July 1921.

'® R.Taber, The War of the Flea. A study of Guerrilla Warfare Theory and Practice. See chapter VII
“The Irish Troubles and the Role of the Black and Tans’ (New York, 1965); E.O’Halpin, The Decline
of the Union: British Government in Ireland 1892-1920 (Dublin, 1987); 1. McColgan, British Policy
and the Irish Administration (London, 1983).

'" P.Buckland, The Anglo-Irish and the New Ireland 1885-1922, (Dublin, 1972); L.Conlan, Cumann na
mban and the women of Ireland 1913-235, (Kilkenny, 1969). D.Bradley, Farm Labourers and the Irish
Struggle 1900-1976, (Belfast, 1988).



work lies 1n his ability to portray the outstanding characters and events of the conflict

whilst simultaneously highlighting more oblique and specialized themes.'® Therefore,

despite the broad ambition of his study, his focus on regional variations in the
experience of conflict, and his concern for the minutiae of local events, has allied his
work with the very best regional studies to emerge in recent years. The use of themed
chapters with relevant chronologies also provides a narrative and thematic strength

that, combined with an impressive scope of research, should establish the account as a

general text for students of the period.
Of particular relevance to this study is a chapter exploring the uneasy deployment

of the British forces during this period. The evacuation of R.I.C. barracks in rural

areas in late 1919 and early 1920 is recognised as a mistaken withdrawal of British

power from active areas at a time when military reinforcement could have relieved
the situation for the police. To Hopkinson, it was this retreat that allowed republican
militias to become the de facto civil authority in rural areas and, as such, represented
‘the most decisive development of the War of Independence’ necessitating the later
introduction of the Black and Tans and the Auxiliaries, to win back the ground lost by
the R.I.C."" However, this ‘ground...could never be fully recovered’ due to ‘half

measures’ in government policy arising from a consistent failure to place the conflict

on a war fa:aoting.20 Therefore, despite the more ‘military’ character of the conflict in
the later period, the army were never elevated far beyond a subordinate role to the
civil authority.

Hopkinson highlighted two significant events that could be said to illustrate the
military’s ambiguous role in the conflict. The first concerned the government’s fatlure
to capitalise on search and arrest operations during the early part of 1920. New
powers aimed at securing the arrest and deportation of suspects, were continually
undermined by flawed police intelligence and by the government’s retreat from its

own policy. The most significant volte face on the part of the government eventually
resulted in the release of convicted prisoners following a series of hunger strikes in
April 1920. The second notable event concerned was the capture and imprisonment of

Brigadier General Lucas in June 1920. To Hopkinson, this episode highlighted all the

'* Hopkinson, The Irish War of Independence. The broad scope of Hopkinson’s study is demonstrated
by a wide variety of chapters including (among others) studies of the background to the Irish
revolution, British administration, the D4il government, the British security forces, guerrilla warfare
and the pro-republican relationship between Ireland and America.

> Hopkinson, The Irish War of Independence, p. 47.

20 1bid, pp. 50-51.



key elements of the army’s irregular role in the conflict. As a respected military
figure, the ease with which Lucas was captured, his failure to take adequate
precautions, his time spent enjoying the hospitality of his captors, and finally, his
calamitous escape, were a deep source of embarrassment for the military. His
treatment also highlighted the differential status of policeman and soldiers at this
stage of the conflict. As Hopkinson asserted, 1t became (after the capture of Lucas)
‘inconceivable that senior military personnel should be unprotected when off duty.’
This situation heralded the military’s total immersion in the conflict from mid 1920.*'
Hopkinson’s observations concerning the military (though insighttul) were less
developed than his analysis of the geographical spread of the conflict and the
psychological purpose of guerrilla wartfare. His account suggests that the uneven
dispersal and the sporadic nature of [.LR.A. operations (both between and within
districts) was no real impediment to the success of a guerrilla campaign that made
great currency from small-scale individual actions. In a rebuke to the traditional
presentation, Hopkinson suggested that the scale or frequency of operations was not
crucial to success in the conflict, but rather that ‘the success of a guerrilla force 1s
partly built on myth: from a British perspective it was a sinister, shadowy, intangible

and ubiquitous presence threatening them anywhere and at any time. **

Regional Studies

Equally valuable regional and intra-regional studies have proliferated in the last 15
years. These studies have tended to focus on the general experience of conflict within
specific regions and, via event based reconstructions and analytical narratives, have
yielded valuable insights into the variety of military experiences in Ireland. This
historiographical strain was largely inspired by the publication of David Fitzpatrick's
Politics and Irish Life in 1977. Fitzpatrick set out to understand the interaction of
politics and social experience at a provincial level and, despite his main focus on Irish
political behaviour in County Clare, was careful not to separate members ot the
Crown forces from ‘the psychological power that popular movements exert upon the

individual.’®® His account also highlighted the diminishing status of the soldiery in

2! Hopkinson, The Irish War of Independence, p. 53.

> Ibid, p.201.
2 Fitzpatrick, Politics and Irish Life 1913-21. p. 22.



Clare, as 1t developed from an ‘insider’ status to eventual isolation from the bulk of
the community. Despite this, he claimed that active rebels proved less willing to

engage the army in combat than the police, and soldiers were, until 1921, able to
patrol the streets without fear of molestation. To Fitzpatrick, their estrangement from
the Irish people resulted from self-imposed isolation rather than ‘cruel social
ostracism’ and this separation led to a general malaise that seriously undermined their
professionalism.* As republican violence intensified during 1921 much of the
resulting frustration gave rise to revenge attacks.

Fitzpatrick’s study was an early attempt to relate political developments to
community life. His thematic approach opened up the social, psychological and

anthropological aspects of the period, and these strands have allowed later scholars to

reach a new appreciation of the period. In particular, Peter Hart (a student of
Fitzpatrick) has provided important provincial perspectives in respect of the socio-
political aspects of the period. His account, The L.R.A. and its Enemies captured the
experiences of Irish volunteers, civilians, policemen and soldiers in the flashpoints of
County Cork. Like Fitzpatrick, he was primarily concerned with the motivating
factors behind insurgency, and yet his book serves as a ‘wake-up call’ for historians

of the British army. Unlike Fitzpatrick’s presentation of a military detached from the

main experience, Hart described how, from an early stage, the army became
embroiled in a cycle of terror and counter-terror. Furthermore, he highlighted the
processes by which an irregular conflict resulted in a disparity of advantage in favour
of the rebels, a factor which had serious implications for military professionalism.
Hart was also anxious to convey the similarity of experiences between British
infantrymen and Irish guerrillas, particularly in relation to the shared sense of
isolation resulting from a hostile climate. To both sides, the landscape was ‘suffused
with danger’ and this compound of fear, isolation and chronic fatigue manifested

itself in the form of reprisals, death squads and revenge attacks which converged to

» . . . o ¢ 25
create a ‘dynamic of escalation’ driven by a ‘reciprocal siege mentality.’

A strikingly different revolutionary experience was suggested by Michael Farry
for County Sligo both during and after the Anglo-Irish conflict. Farry described how
the military (in common with the civil population) never became as deeply involved

in the revolutionary cycle as their colleagues in Tipperary, Cork or Dublin. This

* Fitzpatrick, Politics and Irish Life 1913-21, p. 26.
* Hart, The L.R.A. and its Enemies, pp. 96, 102, 108.



resulted, largely, from the unwillingness of local Volunteers to organise and combine
against British forces in the area. During 1918, when arms raids on R.I.C barracks
became commonplace in active areas, Volunteers in Sligo were not vet sufficiently
numerous to mount a parallel campaign. By the time that adequate battalion strength
had been established for this purpose. the R.I.C. had already abandoned their outposts
and the Sligo I.R.A. had effectively ‘missed the boat.”*° Despite the best efforts of
local republican activist Frank Carty, the Volunteers were never to recover from this
deficiency of armaments and the Crown forces were subject to fewer enemy attacks
than in other areas. In turn, a dearth of significant I.R.A. actions against the forces of
the Crown produced fewer notable reprisals: ‘When attacks and deaths did take place
the reprisals were limited in area and intensity. None resulted 1n loss of life, nor was
there any civilian death as a result of other Crown forces activity.”*’ Consequently.
there was no real escalation in the cycle of violence which may have converted local
republican sympathies into more active rebellion against the Crown forces. Unlike
Hart’s description of the situation 1n West Cork. the relationship between local
republicans and British soldiers was never defined by a murderous animosity.

A very different experience again was suggested by Marie Coleman 1n her
account County Longford and the Irish Revolution 1910-1923. In her introduction,
Coleman stated her intention to produce an exclusive ‘study of Irish nationalism’
within a specific county, and yet her account did “1n passing’ ofter some particularly
useful insights into the predicament of the Crown forces within a specific and

anomalous locality.28

Coleman claimed that ‘proportionate to its population, Longford was more
violent than any other county in Leinster...and was the most violent county 1n the
country outside Munster. *’ For the military, the rebels’ impressive work-rate
prompted a response in kind; troops were engaged 1n a varlety of counter measures
consisting mainly of raids, arrests, patrols and area searches. By far the most
significant operation was launched in May 1921 when joint police and military
patrols scoured the 5th Division area for I.LR.A. suspects and secured 600 arrests ot

which twenty-eight were detained.”” Despite these successes, troops were subject to a

*® Farry, The Aftermath of Revolution, pp. 8-9.
27 Ibid, p.16.

-* Coleman, County Longford, p. 7.

® Ibid, p. 5.

0 Ibid, p. 131.
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relentless campaign by a numerically deficient I.R.A. battalion and the combined

efforts of the military and the local .LR.A. eventually led the military to impose a

curfew order in January 1921, in preference to full martial law.

Joost Augusteijn placed regional studies of the conflict on a new level by
highlighting important local perspectives, and establishing a valuable comparative
dimension. Particularly useful for this study was his attempt to understand how
soldiers and policemen reacted to the demands of conflict. Of the police, he claimed
‘they either resigned, stayed but attempted to remain out of trouble or, or met
violence with violence’ an assessment that could easily be extended to the military if
‘resignation’ were understand to mean ‘desertion’ or ‘forced incapacity.’>"

Augusteijn also forwarded his own theory to explain differential levels of
violence between counties. Unlike Hart’s later description of escalating violence in
County Cork, he recognised that a ‘tit for tat’ pattern of violence in some areas co-
existed with ‘downward spirals’ in the level of violence in others. Where violence
escalated further violence in County Cork — in the counties of Mayo, Wexford and
Derry violent incidents met with a cautious response on both sides. Augusteijn also
demonstrated how violence could also diminish violence where news of police,
military or rebel atrocities in active areas discouraged similar actions on the part of

troops, policemen and nationalists in quiet areas. Therefore, rather than nurture

violent tendencies, the most common reaction to violence was a heightened survival

instinct:

Volunteers everywhere were well aware that violence against the
Crown forces would engender violence against them, and many

consequently remained inactive...The attempts by many
Volunteer officers to keep killings to a minimum stimulated

similar diligence on the other side. This was occasionally the

start of a downward spiral in the level of violence, leading

eventually to an unofficial stand off,*>

Anxiety, fear, hesitancy and self-preservation are much overlooked elements in the

study of conflict and their effect on combatants is crucial in determining the nature of

3! 1 Augusteijn, From Public Defiance to Guerrilla Warfare — The Experiences of Ordinary Volunteers
in the Irish War of Independence, (Dublin, 1996) p. 222.
32 Ibid, p. 223.
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engagements. In Ireland, a fear of the consequences of violence had the effect of
drawing many areas into a military stalemate.
Despite this, in areas where the pattern of violence did become established, all

combatants became prone to violent offensives as a means by which to eliminate any
further threat:

Fear guided the behaviour of many in the Crown forces. Minor
sniping attacks often resulted in an indiscriminate fusillade from
the barracks. The men cooped up inside, scared by stories of
attacks elsewhere were extremely nervous. When caught in an

ambush, their reaction was similarly indiscriminate.’”

According to Augusteijn, many Crown troops graduated from defending their
positions to rampaging through towns and villages in an effort to eliminate their
opponents. Whether 1n attack or retreat, their actions usually resulted from a

heightened sense of self-preservation, which in turn lead to a ‘growing familiarity

with bloodshed.”>*

Military Studies

Whereas the role of the military 1s threaded through many regional studies, it has
never formed the main focus of study. Nonetheless, Con Costello’s meticulous
account 4 Most Delightful Station: The British Army on the Curragh of Kildare,
1855-1922, despite being mainly concerned with the historic links between the
military and civilians in Irish garrison towns, did provide an exclusive military
perspective on the period. The emphasis of Costello’s account differed greatly from
other treatments of the military during the period. His account covers the
development of military culture and barrack life from the establishment of a camp at
the Curragh in March 1855 to the final withdrawal of British forces in May 1922. A
lively description of the social scene that developed between the military and the
local populace is particularly vivid 1n his account. Costello revealed how Kildare's
traditionally gentrified social life, (involving racing, polo, cricket and shooting) was

boosted by the influx of ‘gentlemanly” officers who immersed themselves 1n a virtual

 Augusteijn, From Public Defiance, p. 227.
Y Ibid, p. 246.



colonial playground. Likewise, the lower ranks (more restricted by the demands of
training and the drill season) embraced “the sporting [and educational] opportunities
of the district” including ‘reading-rooms and libraries, cricket and football matches,
with shooting clubs and all other attractions enumerated therein. > Costello’s account
also recalled how the military acquired an entourage of civilians of all classes
attracted by ‘military revues, field days, manoeuvres, or ceremonial celebrations for
royal birthdays.”*® Despite the burgeoning conflict, the most remarkable feature of
Costello’s account 1s the sense of continuity that he conveys between periods in the
history of the British army on the Curragh. Despite the “troubles’, Costello wrote that
the ‘the British military did not neglect its traditions or its sporting events...Nery
Sports Day at Newbridge in September 1920...attracted a large audience of military
and civilian friends.””’ Even as late as April 1921, a military football match held at
Newbridge attracted an enthusiastic civilian crowd and officers felt secure enough to
continue to attend the Curragh races.”> Above all, Costello’s account of life on the
Curragh suggested that the rebel campaign was never determined enough to splinter
the historic links between the civilian population of Kildare and the British army.
Costello’s account provided a valuable insight into the experiences of the army 1n
a unique area of traditional military influence during a period of rapid political and
social change. By contrast, Charles Townshend’s account of The British Campaign in
Ireland 1919-21, (though not a dedicated analysis of the regular army) was the first
and still the most important account of the wider employment of British military and
paramilitary forces in response to the [.R.A. campaign.” It also represented “the first
proper institutional and policy study’ of the period “and the first to register
bureaucratic and political structures and decision making as a systematic focus of
investigation’.*’ Townshend's main purpose was to demonstrate that modemn state
power had failed to respond adequately to the republican challenge. To this end, his
study presented official discourses and disputes between (and within) the government

and the military authorities, in response to an effective republican guerrilla campaign.

> C.Costello, A Most Delightful Station: The British Army on the Curragh of Kildare, Ireland, 185 5-

1922 (Cork, 1999) p. 177.

36 71
Ibid, p. 178.
3 Nery Sports day was held to commemorate a heroic action by L. Battery of the Royal Horse Artillery

which resulted in the capture of German guns at Nery in Belgium in September 1914. /bid, p. 317.

¥ Ibid, pp. 321, 315.
¥ Townshend, The British Campaign in Ireland.

“Hart, The LR.A. at War, p. 7.
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In so doing, Townshend catalogued the indecision and the inadequacy of the British
response. His portrait of the exigencies of British military policy in relation to the
spiral of republican dissent and confrontation has never been surpassed. Less
prominent 1n his account was the extent to which the vacillations in military
command (on a high political level) filtered down to the soldiers and policemen at the
sharp end of the conflict. Townshend made only cursory references to the experiences
of soldiers and suggested that the problem of morale amongst the army and R.I.C.
never became critical, in fact, both displayed remarkable “forbearance™ and an “easy
going attitude’ to their service.*

However, he did relate a number of instances where the pressures of service
produced a violent reaction from soldiers. Furthermore, he drew attention to the
physical and psychological privations of army service in Ireland and established how
troop shortages created a heavy burden for those who remained. This frustration was
also heightened by the complex nature of combat, which took the form of ambushes
and 1solated attacks as opposed to traditional forms of combat such as trench warfare
and frontal assault, with which veterans were familiar. With no front line, or a
designated arena for combat, the soldiers’ experience in Ireland was one of military
professionalism thwarted and this tended to have a protound effect upon his
experience of service. Other aspects of military life were also suggested in
Townshend’s account, particularly the co-operative problems between the police and
the armed forces and the friction that resulted from their mutual distrust.
Townshend’s account also provided a useful reference for the two way relationship
between official policy and military requirements. Despite this, his references to the

social aspects of soldierly life were kept to a minimum, or were left to be gleaned

from the presentation of official sources.

Aims, Content and Methodology

Previous work on the subject has demonstrated that military life in Ireland involved
considerable privations resulting from a determined rebel campaign and the failure of
military policy to adapt to the situation. Shortages of troops, transport, and other

equipment also resulted in the army being under-supported in a material as well as a

‘I Townshend, The British Campaign, p. 158.
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tactical sense. This study will explore the harshness of service life (arising from this
situation) in order to shed new light on the violence and the recrimination that
followed. ‘Authorized punishments” and unofficial punitive measures will be
considered as components of broader official and unofficial military strategies. In
taking this approach, this study will be careful to avoid over-concentrating on the
most sensational features of the period; many scholars still labour under the influence
of republican propaganda regarding the unchecked violence of the Crown forces in
Ireland. This account will be careful not to overlook the more ‘mundane’ aspects of
service, such as the conditions of barrack life or the experience of civil-military
relations. Rather, 1t will seek to recognise their qualities as catalysts for some of the
brutalities that followed, and establish their contribution to a culture in which
violence flourished.

Part I, comprising two chapters, will examine the constraints that followed from
post-war demobilization and troop withdrawal, and consider how this atfected the
lives of soldiers who remained in Ireland at the sharp end of the conflict. It will also
consider how this shortfall increased the intensity of duties for remaining soldiers.
The second chapter will constitute the first serious attempt to understand the detail ot
military operations in Ireland. In so doing, it will further demonstrate how a failure to
unite command in the Crown forces contributed to a lack of success in combating
disorder, particularly in the field of military intelligence.

The next two chapters will explore the physical and psychological rift that
developed between soldiers and civilians during this period. The first will
demonstrate the ways and means by which soldiers became 1solated 1n their barracks
and consider how this contributed towards a ‘defensive” military culture. The second
will consider how this reinforced the separation of soldiers and civilians and examine
the means by which Irish communities expressed their hostility towards the military.
This chapter will also introduce previously unexplored counter-evidence
demonstrating how this form of mutual antagonism could be overcome and how this
tended to favour the military.

The final part will establish how this combination of frustration, drudgery and
isolation contributed to the falling off of discipline 1n the later period. A fifth chapter
will examine frailties. weaknesses and brutalisation in the Irish garrison, and attempt
to categorise the various forms of reprisals that followed, in the process shedding new

light on their motives and underlying purpose. A final chapter will examine soldiers’



views of the political and military aspects of the period and consider how troops were
pushed towards extremes of both thought and action.

By applying a holistic approach and employing mainly qualitative methods this
study will elucidate a core of social experience that can contribute to the burgeoning
social history ot Anglo-Irish conflict. It will seek to fill the hiatus that has emerged in
previous accounts; the gap between the regular army and its ‘competent authority’
will be bridged with the thoughts, the feelings and the actions of soldiers. It will also
provide a reference point for historians interested in the cultural and psychological
aspects of contlict. Above all, it will represent a plea for further social investigation

into the conflict, and a further move away from the existing paradigm of military and

political studies.
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Part I

Soldiering



1. Difficulties and Privations
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In his memoir, veteran soldier turned I.R.A. column leader. Tom Barry, portraved the

Irish garrison as the cutting-edge of a powerful imperial force:

Armed with the most modern weapons, they had plentiful supply
of machine guns, field artillery, armoured cars, engineering
material, signalling equipment and motor transport. The finances

of the world’s largest empire were behind them."

While military policy from mid-1919 onwards demanded that troops make
themselves increasingly visible, Barry’s description of a highly potent military force
in Ireland fails to mesh with the actual numerical, tactical, material and financial
weaknesses of the post-war British army. Rather, it was an imbalance between
requirement and provision that actually prevented the military in Ireland from
attaining the degree of control to which the government aspired. This chapter will
highlight the negative consequences of post-war reform, demobilization and ‘imperial
overstretch’ on the Irish garrison, both 1n terms of its overall capacity and the effect
on individual battalions. It will further consider the impact of a shortage of ancillary
staff and equipment, and examine how 1nadequate or inappropriate training
compounded these general shortages. Finally, 1t will set these difficulties against the
backdrop of a concerted propaganda campaign against the Crown forces and examine
the difficulties that arose from an unfamiliar and hostile station. Together with the
second chapter, this section will provide context for the remaining chapters, which

will tend to focus more heavily on particular aspects of service life.

In the formative years of the conflict the armed forces were beset by major structural
problems, most of which can be attributed directly to a sharp transition from war to
peace. Public imagination and political enthusiasm struggled to accommodate the
parallel development of peace in Europe with the possibility of a new threat in
Ireland. Consequently, troops stationed there were placed in the peculiar position of

combating growing disorder within the frameworks and philosophies of peacetime

' Barry, Guerrilla Days. p. 93.
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soldiering. In the administrative sphere, this emphasis proved to be particularly
Intractable: one observer, writing in June 1921 (shortly before the truce) recorded that
"a great deal of distress, delay and discontent is caused by the fact that the “war™ has
to be run with the peace time machinery of administration.”* Likewise. the ‘History of
the 5th Division’ recalled how ‘even when the troops were officially declared to be on

“active” service in December 1920, administration and establishments were on the

“Home” or “Peace” basis.””

“Peace” for the military spelt a reversion to efficiency. to invisibility and to
aiding the civil power. In line with this, the British garrison (overall) diminished
sharply after 1919 from 200,000 bayonets in November to just 25,000 in March
1920.% In Ireland, corresponding shortages, coupled with an exponential growth in
rebel activity, created an inverse relationship between battalion strength and military
requirements. However, post-war retrenchment was to severely affect the military —
both materially and 1in terms of unit size; given the need for economy 1n all aspects of
government spending, war-weary public opinion could hardly be expected to tolerate
an army swollen well beyond its base size. Certainly, letter writers to The Times
between 1918 and 1919, were lining up to wield the ‘Geddes Axe’ against the British

garrison in Ireland. One correspondent, writing under the pseudonym “Hard Hit’

asked:

Are we to believe that there is such an imminent peril of armed
rebellion in Ireland that a force of 60,000 men supported by air
fleets, tanks and armoured motor cars, must be held in continual

. : . 5
readiness for its suppression?

Another questioned how the government could justify ‘expenditure on or
by...gigantic armies’ during a time of necessary economy, when every item ot public
expenditure demanded the most rigorous scrutiny.’ However, despite the public

perception of a copious and under-employed garrison, the majority of soldiers 1n

* National Archives (hereafter ‘N.A.”) Records of the War Office (hereafter W.0.) 32/9572.
Anonymous report — ‘36 Hours in Dublin’, (1) Discussions and references to the Cabinet on measures
to restore law and order and the respective responsibilities of ministers and the General Ofticer
Commandmo (2) Great Britain: (estimated strength after imminent end of coal crisis). 16 June 1921.

' General Staff, Sth Division, ‘History of the 5th Division in Ireland: November 1919 — March 192

(hereaﬁer Hist. 5" Div.), Jeudwine Papers, Imperial War Museum, London, p. 9.
Townshend The British Campaign, pp. 43-4.

> The Times. 14 Aug. 1919, p. 6.
® Ibid, 10 Sept. 1919, p. 6.
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Ireland at this time were undergoing training for overseas drafts or otherwise
convalescing. Of 111,222 troops in Ireland in August 1918, a mere 9.919 were
actually available for internal security work. This was despite (G.O.C.-in-C.)
Lieutenant General Sir Frederick Shaw’s request for a minimum of 22.800 effective
infantry in Ireland in December 1918. By January 1920 the actual number of troops
still only amounted to 19,000, still well below Shaw’s revised request in November
1919 for an establishment of 25,000. In Dublin District, a division with a combined
strength of 7,726 with just 4,270 troops available for operations was up against an
IRA tormation, divided into 12 battalions with 80 companies and boasting an
estimated operational strength of 5,560.

Throughout the contlict 1t proved to be extremely difficult for military
commanders to secure troop commitments for any brigade area outside Ulster. The
"‘History of the 5th Division’ recalled how the ‘south’ and particularly the “west of
Ireland” were starved of adequate manpower and yet “there was no hesitation in
supplying battalions from England to Ulster.”® This situation further contributed
towards the difficulties faced by battalions in Southern Ireland, many of whom were
struggling to ‘raise 300 officers and men’ and who, for short periods could “consist of
[just] a headquarters and the band.”” Therefore, even at this early stage, it was
extremely difficult for the army to perform its primary function in aiding the civil
power, and in many cases detachments were forced to withdraw from outlying police
outposts leaving the police dangerously exposed. In most cases, battalions could only
muster very small companies to fulfil civil-military policing duties, Colonel
C.R.B.Knight of the Buffs remembered that these isolated detachments could be as
small as ‘an N.C.O. and six men...billeted in a tumble-down house." "’

Naturally, a shortage of manpower affected the army’s ability to pertform its
normal functions and fill all necessary garrison and regimental employments. In

particular, communications were hampered by an endemic shortage ot signalling

personnel. Indeed, by May 1920 the shortfall was such that the whole section was

" Townshend, The British Campaign, Appendix VIII, p. 218; Figures for Dublin District calculated
from individual unit figures listed in ‘A Record of the Rebellion in Ireland in 1920-1, and the part
played by the Army in Dealing with it (Intelligence)’ reproduced (with the omission of the
introduction) in P.Hart (ed) British Intelligence in Ireland, 1920-21, The Final Reports (Cork, 2002) p.
50.

® Hist. Sth Div., p. 52.

? Ibid, p. 9.

** Colonel C.R.B.Knight, Historical Records of the Buffs (Royal East Kent Regiment) 3rd Foot 1919-
1948 (London. 1951), chapter 1, p. 2.



practically inoperable. At this time the signalling section had only 106 of the 643 staff
required to make it effective. This included just 23 drivers and batmen (a deficiency
of 107), 12 motorcyclists, and not even a single cable man, harness maker, saddler or
Instrument repairer. Initiatives aimed at solving these problems included recruitment
campaigns and proposals for the ‘employment of reliable ex-soldiers on non-military
duties’, both of which were hampered by the inexperience of new recruits and the

generally poor state of health of veterans. '

A lack of signalling, combined with a scarcity of wireless technologyv. placed
great emphasis on pigeons as a means of communication. The majority of military
stations established pigeon depots, which were supplied by larger regional lofts at the
Curragh, Belfast, Enniskillen, Derry and Claremorris. However. even in this method
of communication, the army were hampered by a shortage of military loft-men. This
resulted in N.C.O.s and selected other ranks being required to attend a three day
course in ‘the care and management of birds’."*

Motor mechanics were also scarce, and this situation had obvious knock-on
effects for military offensives that relied upon the speed and efficiency of motor
transport. Administrative personal were similarly thin on the ground: Major-General
G.F.Boyd, then commander of the Dublin District, found his two Brigade H.Q.s to be
severely understaffed in terms of clerical personnel. As a result, specialised statts
such as ‘air force, artillery and education officers’ were sometimes seconded to
battalions as a hasty solution to the growing skills gap.13

The experience of the 1st Buffs (East Kent Regiment) in the immediate post-war
years provides an interesting case study of the impact of army reform on a regiment
stationed in Ireland. Initially, demobilization stripped the Buffs of all their service and

territorial battalions, leaving just three regular battalions. Subsequent to their arrival

in Ireland in the autumn of 1919 ‘1st Battalion absorbed the personnel of 3rd

'"'N.A., W.0. 32/9522, Figures compiled from tables contained in a letter from J.Brind, G.H.Q. to
Lieutenant Colonel H.E.Braine, Proposed Garrison in Ireland; Branch Memorandum regarding the
deficiency in personnel (Infantry) in Ireland, 25 Feb. 1920.

'“ Though inconvenient, this form of training had the advantage of enabling officers to take out pigeons
on convoys and patrols and quickly relay messages to base, which had obvious importance in the case
of S.0.S. messages (pigeons returning to base with no message attached were understood to be an
S.0.S. signal). The ‘History of the 5th Division’ recalled one occasion when 21 pickets were
established along the Ulster border to prevent two [.R.A. battalions (from Cork and Tipperary)
travelling northwards to assist their ‘co-religionists’ during an episode of rioting in Ulster in July 1920.
Throughout the operation, the positioning and the movement of troops was co-ordinated via pigeon
communication. Hist. 5th Div., pp. 30,52.

“"N.A.. W.0. 35/90/1, Dublin District War Diary *A’. 24 Feb. 1920.
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Battalion, which henceforth remained a unit on paper onlv'. The remaining battalion
was broken up into small detachments “spread out as far as Mallow in the west and
Rosslare in the east.” The new deployment left a small remnant of the battalion to
‘reorganize on the new peace establishment. which was supposed to include a
machine-gun platoon of two sections of four guns each.” This arrangement was
intended to satisfy the military authorities’ drive for economy and efficiency, and vet
the result was hampered by material shortages. C.R.B.Knight remembered that the
guns ‘were not provided until shortly after the time came to leave Ireland in 1922."
In addition, 206 soldiers of the regiment had been drafted for service in Mesopotamia
by January 1921, and a further 185 men had been demobilised by March 1921, a loss
that was barely offset by the introduction of 63 new recruits. Taking the period from
June 1920 to March 1921 (the most intense period of the conflict) 1n 1solation, the
regiment’s operational strength was reduced from 947 to 681 B

The Oxfordshire and Buckinghamshire Light Infantry (O.B.L.1.) stationed 1n
Dublin witnessed a similar reduction in battalion strength and, according to the author
of their Chronicle, the ‘axe’ fell particularly severely on officers: “The Regiment. as a
whole, lost involuntarily two captains and fourteen subalterns...This...gave the
officers’ profession a feeling of insecurity that it had never previously known.’ '
Similarly, the Border Regiment stationed in Roscommon, Mayo and Galway
witnessed a 35 per cent reduction in ranks from 1,091 in September 1919 to just 709
in December 1920, and a 37 per cent reduction in officers from 43 to 29. Service
notes also suggest that the ‘task of demobilizing personnel serving on duration of war
engagements’ was ‘rendered more difficult’ owing to the fact that the battalion was
‘destined to be split up into many detachments...a fact which severely handicapped 1t

in the process of reformation.’ '71 ikewise, the King’s Liverpool Regiment lost 400 of

their 621 soldiers to drafts and demobilization, to be replaced by just 195 new

ee 1
recruits. S

Clearly post-war Britain was infertile as far as military recruitment was

concerned, and neither did Irish conditions encourage the furtherance of military

" Knight, Historical Records of the Buffs, chapter 1, p. 1-2.

'S Hart, The IRA and Its Enemies, p. 90.
' Anon, Oxfordshire and Buckinghamshire Light Infantry Chronicle, 1921 (London, 1922), p. 34,

'7 Digest of Service of the 2nd Battalion Border Regiment entry dated 9 July 1919, Carlisle Castle,

Carlisle.
'8 Digest of Service of the 1st Battalion King’s Liverpool Regiment, Kings (Liverpool) Regiment

Collection. Regional History Department, National Museums and Galleries on Merseyside.
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careers. In March 1921 the correspondent of the Green Howards’ Gazette observed
that ‘our station and the exciting life of rebel hunting 1s not a great incentive to the
extension of service with Colours [sic] or in aid of the recruiting sergeant.”'” This
feeling was intensified as experienced men continued to be lost to overseas drafts and
demobilization (under the ‘first in, first out’ principle) which increased the burden on
those who remained. However, even prior to the intense militarv routine that defined
the later period, units were already suffering the privations of a decline in recruitment
that was failing to offset demobilization or meet required draft numbers. In February
1920, a memorandum from G.H.Q. to the War Office warned that of the 34 infantry
units that comprised the Irish garrison, 25 were below the establishment strength of
933. Of these, some were more seriously depleted than others, for example, the
Cameronians had a strength of only 647, the O.B.L.1. just 576, and the Yorkshire
Regiment could only muster 537 infantry. The respective estimates for reaching a
strength of 900 (based on the current rates of recruitment and drafts under order to
proceed) were six, seven and five months.

To further illustrate just how sluggish post-war recruitment had become. the 2nd
Berkshire Regiment with a strength of just 738 (excluding drafts orders) was, at this
time, recruiting an average of just two soldiers a week and had a further draft
commitment of 119 for Mesopotamia.20 Naturally, the increased pressure of service
for those who remained, made the prospect of being drafted for an overseas campaign
a desirable alternative for soldiers on Irish service. The correspondent of “The
Snapper” noted that plans for a second draft to go out to Mesopotamia were warmly
received by beleaguered troops in the 1st Battalion: ‘There are strong rumours of a
large draft, which is to go out after Christmas to swell the 2nd Battalion in “Mespot.”
There will be lots of volunteers to get away from this distresstul country.””' Likewise.
in December 1919, the Oxford and Bucks Light Infantry Chronicle recalled how the
battalion (then stationed in Portobello Barracks, Dublin) were relieved to be ordered
to take up new posts in East Prussia. In this case, even the prospect of “a harsh North

European winter’ was insufficient to daunt the soldiers, who became “uncommonly

19 Green Howards’ Gazerte, Journal of the Green Howards’ Regiment, March 1921, Regimental
Museum of the Green Howards, Richmond, North Yorkshire. pp. 3-6.

20N A W.0O. 32/9522, Figures compiled from minute sheet and a G.H.Q. Branch Memorandum
entitled Deficiency in Personnel (Infantry) in Ireland, Proposed Garrison in Ireland; Branch
Memorandum regarding the deficiency in personnel (Infantry) in Ireland, 25 Feb. 1920.

2! Major K.A.Plimpton, “The Snapper ", Journal of the East Yorkshire Regiment, The Prince of Wales’
Own Regiment of Yorkshire Museum, York, Oct. 1920, p. 171.



cheertul, not to say excited’, however. ‘just as packing was completed it was
cancelled as suddenly as it had been ordered. %

Between October 1920 and March 1921, over 9,000 troops were drafted to other

overseas stations and a further 10 battalions were held in readiness to meet the threat
of industrial unrest in Britain should they be required. To add to the uncertaintyv. the
situation in Britain had the potential to deprive the Irish army of numbers and
experience should the issue of homeland security require a concentration of troops on
the mainland. In the event, although four battalions were transferred and placed on
strike duty 1in Britain, industrial unrest in Britain never reached a level that actually
required the active intervention of the army. In addition, the threat of agitation was
recognised to have diminished significantly by November 1920. The alleviation of
this threat was particularly fortunate for the military authorities; Mark Sturgis
(Assistant Under-Secretary at Dublin Castle) had warned of dire consequences tfor the

[rish garrison, should the situation require the removal of battalions of infantry:

It will so weaken our garrison that we must leave 1solated
battalions in towns which they will be too weak to control if
trouble breaks out, or else abandon whole areas altogether — say

west of the Shannon — to the LR.A.*

In any case, the contingencies involved had made the efficient employment of already
strained resources much more difficult and ‘the loss of activities for this period,
though unavoidable, was a serious waste of valuable time.”** In April 1920. four

battalions were actually transferred to Liverpool and a further two were placed on 12

> Anon, Oxford and Bucks Chronicle, p. 34.
2 N.A., Domestic Records of the Public Record Office (hereafter P.R.O.) 30/59/1, Mark Sturgis

Diaries, 19 Aug. 1920. Castle Official Mark Sturgis kept a remarkably frank diary ot his laisons,
experiences and opinions between July 1920 and January 1922. His diary is the most evocative account
that we have of the twilight days of Dublin Castle following the purge in the summer ot 1920.
According to Hopkinson, his [often humorous] descriptions vividly convey a ‘clublike atmosphere’
and offer colourful insights into the relationships between officials from the various branches of the
British administration in Ireland. To Fitzpatrick, his account ‘whiff[ed] of Wodehouse™. Similarly, Tim
Pat Coogan wrote of Sturgis that he was able to observe just about ‘everything that passed, not merely
in the Castle itself, but in the big houses and on the racecourse.” An Etonian and a graduate of Oxford,
his ‘vivid and breezy writing style’ and ‘appealingly cynical view of humanity in general’ give his
diaries an edge of sardonic humour, that, on the surface, appears to belie their real historical
importance. M.Hopkinson (ed.). The Last Days of Dublin Castle. The Diaries of Mark Sturgis (Dublin,
1999) p.7: Fitzpatrick, Politics and Irish Life, Bibliography, p.288; Hopkinson, /bid, pp. vii — viil, 9.

4+ A Record of the Rebellion in Ireland and the Part Played by the Army in Dealing with 1t
(Operations)’, this account is a particularly rich source for the detail of military operations during the
conflict. It was compiled and written by G.H.Q. staff responsible for the particular subjects recorded in
the various branches of the Irish Administration and is contained within the papers of Lieutenant
General Sir Hugh Jeudwine, Imperial War Museum, London, p. 13.
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hour standby for over a month.” This was a severe blow to regimental commanders
who were struggling to implement military policy in Ireland. It did. however. please
those soldiers who were fortunate enough to be posted to a “home" station. Recalling

the news of his imminent transfer back to England. Lieutenant E.J.A.H.Brush of the

3rd Rifle Brigade wrote:

Thank God, respite came when the Battalion was sent to
Liverpool on stnke duty. The dockers had come out and there
were deep fears in those days, that the Bolsheviks from Russia
were 1nfiltrating the Trade Unions and that soldiers must be near

at hand in case anything happened.*°

For Brush, being ‘near at hand’ meant being quartered 1n a static train carriage beside
Aintree Racecourse, an experience which he contrasted favourably with the misery
and the drudgery of Irish service. Echoing his sentiments, men of the Green Howards
stated their preference for an English station over the extension of service in Ireland
and craved ‘the comparative peace and quietness of England, in spite of all its
industrial unrest and wave of Bolshevism.”*” For those who remained in Ireland, the
situation was only partially alleviated in late May 1920 when fresh (but
inexperienced) troops were sent to make up a portion of the shortfall. Nevertheless,
the prospect of an open rebellion in Britain's coalfields also had a further knock-on
effect for troops who remained in Ireland. The Digest of Service of the Duke of
Wellington’s Regiment recalled how on 16 October 1920 ‘2 Coys’ at “Kilbride
Camp’ were withdrawn from a ‘muscatry course’ to be placed in readiness tor the
‘coal crisis.” Consequently ‘all leave was cancelled’ for remaining troops.*® Similarly,
in November 1920, ‘A" Company of the 2nd Green Howards waited in vain tfor the
prompt return of their colleagues: ‘we only hope that the threatened coal strike will

not prevent their return to this unfortunate country, as we are next on the leave

29
roster.’

2> Townshend, The British Campaign, p. 109,
*® ieutenant E.J.A . H.Brush, ‘Rifle Green/Orange Flash’, TS memoir, Imperial War Museum, London,

14
P Green Howards’ Gazette, A~ Company notes, July 1920, p. 99.

** Digest of Service of the 2nd Battalion Duke of Wellington's Regiment, 16 Nov. 1920, Bankfield

Museum, Halifax.
Y Green Howards’ Gazette, Vol XXVIII, November 1920, p. 109.
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By December 1920, there was general widespread support in the War Office and
across the Cabinet for the diversion of battalions back to the Irish front. This
represented a partial recognition on the part of the government that the threat of civil

unrest created by the Irish insurgency was more realistic than that posed by industrial

malcontent. Risks had to be taken:

From the military point of view it is vital for us to avoid the
mistake which lost the Germans the war, namely the failure to be

quite strong enough to ensure a decision on one front through

fear of taking the necessary risk on the other.>"

Nonetheless, events overseas, together with a dearth of experienced troops and
deteriorating conditions in Ireland continued to diminish troops’ leave entitlement.
Commenting on the closing months of 1920, Major-General Douglas Wimberley
recalled how ‘all leave tfor officers was stopped for a time™ adding ‘I think it was after
a lot of officers had been murdered one night in Dublin.””' Wilfred Ewart, a former
officer of the Scots Guards, visiting Victoria Barracks, Cork, in May 1921 found a
garrison 1n a state of physical and mental exhaustion due to the demands of service.
He spoke to a young subaltern who had served a whole nine months in conditions

>% Long periods of

approximating war, having received ‘only one leave since August.
unalleviated service on the part of his troops were a real concern for (G.O.C.-1n-C.)
General Sir Nevil Macready (whose correspondence provides an important link
between the Cabinet, military policy, and the soldiery) who feared that the strain
would render the majority of his garrison unfit for service. In an impassioned plea, he

1ssued a memorandum 1n July 1920 to the effect that:

The men are deprived under present conditions of their
amusements and those restrictions which are so necessary for the
contentment and health of young men, and many otficers have

been serving in conditions which are even worse than actual

'N.A., W.0. 329521, Memo from Major-General Radcliffe, (Director of Military Operations -
D.M.O.) to Winston Churchill, (Secretary of State for War), Ireland. Reinforcements in certain

contingencies, 2 Dec. 1920.

> Major-General Douglas Wimberley, ‘Scottish Soldier’, Chapter 13 Ireland and the Troubles’, TS
memoir, Imperial War Museum, London, p. 149.
32 twart, 4 Journey in [reland. p. /1.
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wartare for nearly a year with practically no leave. This cannot

continue without deterioration setting in.™>

Having received no assurances regarding troops” leave on this occasion, Macready

reasserted his position in May 1921

The present state of affairs in Ireland so far as regards the troops
serving there must be brought to a conclusion by October or
steps must be taken to relieve practically the whole of the troops
together with the great majority of commanders and their staffs. I
am quite aware that troops do not exist to do this, but this does
not alter in any way the opinion I have formed in regard to the

officers and troops for whom I am responsible.””

Clearly the nature of the conflict combined with the persistent problem of troop
shortages did not favour soldiers being able to take adequate respite from their duties.
Furthermore, as Macready’s entreaty indicates, the problem was to remain largely
unresolved throughout the period of the conflict. It was the timeliness of the July
truce that eventually relieved a desperate situation for a beleaguered garrison.

In spite of the restrictions on leave entitlement, Macready could still only muster
25,000 infantry effectives from the existing garrison at the beginning of 1921, of
whom a substantial portion were required for guard duties or peacekeeping initiatives
in Belfast. Added to this, a lack of appropriate training (particularly amongst the
lower ranks) left just 15,000 men who were actually capable of carrying out
counterinsurgency operations. As Curran has observed, this force may have
significantly outnumbered the total number of active guerrillas in Ireland but, given
the context of a brigade area that comprised ‘over 30,000 square miles’ there was
very little possibility of establishing the close control that was required.,3 > This
concurs with observations made by General Staff Irish Command (G.S.1.C.) in their

‘Record of the Rebellion™:

PN.A., W.0. 32/9520, G.0.C.-in-C. to G.H.Q., Memorandum on present military situation and general
roposals in regard to troops during coming winter, 26 July 1920.
*N.A.. W.0. 32//9572. Memorandum from G.O.C.-in-C. to C.I.G.S., (1) Discussions and references
to the Cabinet on measures to restore law and order and the respective responsibilities of ministers and
the General Officer Commanding; (2) Great Britain: (estimated strength after imminent end of coal

crisis). 23 May 1921.
3 Curran, The Birth of the Irish Free State, pp. 48-9.
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Ireland consists of some 30,000 square miles, in every part of
which lawlessness and disorder might and did occur. The 51
battalions which at this time (December 1920-July 1921) were in
Ireland, even with the addition of the R.I.C. and Auxiliary
Division, were obviously insufficient for dealing rapidly with the
whole of this area, especially as the battalions were very weak,
averaging roughly 250-300 men for offensive action after

deducting barrack guards and other essential duties.”

The numerous constraints on operational strength went hand-in-hand with serious
material shortages, which were most evident in the perennial transport problems that
beset the military. Owing to a lack of mechanics. the maintenance of vehicles was
extremely poor, and only a limited number of the earmarked vehicles were actually fit

for military use at any one time. The “History of the 5th Division™ claimed that:

The Disposals Board appeared to have sold out all the best
vehicles and to have retained those which were nearly worn out,
or which were deficient in the necessary spare parts. The repair
of the vehicles already part worn could not be carried out
because at first there were no workshops...Those were bad days
in 1920 and the inefficiency of the motor transport was a daily

. 37
cause for complaint.

With inadequate provision for maintenance, depreciation was particularly rapid
amongst the heavier vehicles. These included three-ton and 15-cwt lorries of which
35 and 20 per cent respectively were off the road by March 1921.%° In addition,
problems arising from a dearth of motor transport were little remedied by an
inexplicable shortage of bicycles in the early period, of which no unit in the Sth
D1ivision could boast more than 10 by January 1920.>” Added to this, a railway
embargo from May 1920, ensured that existing army transport was employed mainly
for supply purposes, severely limiting its use during operations. The ‘defensive’ and

‘offensive’ use of motor transport was further imbalanced when the weakened fleet

*® Record of the Rebellion, p. 33.
*" Hist. 5th Div.. p. 28.

® Ibid, p. 89.

¥ Ibid, p. 27.
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became increasingly utilised by the R.I.C. to carry defence stores and to assist in the
evacuation of barracks.

To soldiers facing an increased threat of attack during motor patrols, the logistic
rather than operational use of vehicles was rather fortunate given that the government
were slow to equip the vehicles with standard military defences. The majority of
lorries lacked armour plating and, of those that were so equipped, very few were of
the “pistol prootf” specification that was deemed necessary. As a result. Irish
Command entered the period of martial law, with just 25 armoured and 15 protected
lorties, together with 54 Peerless and two Rolls-Royce Armoured Cars.*” By the
spring of 1921, armoured cars had increased to 70 Peerless, with a vastly improved
quota of 34 Rolls-Royce. However, these proved to be little use in the absence of
specialized personnel to maintain and to operate the vehicles. The only real expertise
In this area was provided by a skeleton Tank Corps working in tandem with officers
of the 5th Armoured Car Company. In the majonty of cases, drivers and mechanics
were drawn, as required, from infantry and cavalry regiments. Ambitious proposals
for Armoured Car Companies attached to each of the four divisions never came to
fruition.*' As a consequence, military motor convoys were rarely able to provide the
imposing spectacle that had been anticipated by military command. Added to this, the
effectiveness of armour plating on vehicles was severely limited, especially 1n cases

where armed rebels approached in numbers:

In country districts, where a larger proportion of the rebels were

armed with rifles, the usefulness of these lorries was not so

great...as the training of lorry patrols insisted on the necessity,

when attacked of getting quickly out of the lorry, therefore the

armouring ceased to be of much value after the rebels had fired

the first volley.™
Military lorries were also ill-suited to country lanes, especially those burdened with
the extra weight of armour plating. Major A.E.Percival of the 1st Essex Regiment,

recalled how:

Experiments were made with armour plating on lorries, but

though usetul for town work, it was found that lorries became

¥ Townshend, The British Campaign, pp. 143-4; Record of the Rebellion, p. 32.
*! Record of the Rebellion, p. 32.
= Ibid. p. 32.
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too heavy for work on the country roads. Most lorries were.

however, provided with plating to protect the drivers.*’

T'he lack of adequate provision for motor patrols was readily apparent to those
soldiers who were unfortunate enough to depend upon motorized transport. The slow

progress of these convoys was ridiculed in a poem by ‘E.N." a contributor to The ~9"

News:

The cars were standing waiting
In case we'd be too slow;
But when the drivers took their seats

The damned things wouldn’t go

[t now was after four, sir.
We started off all right

But going out the gate we found

We had no Very light

So back we came again, sir,
And got one from the store:
We tried to get some petrol,

But they hadn’t any more.™

As the poem suggests, transport shortages were compounded by shortfalls in other
areas: this was particularly telling for small military detachments who often lacked
the wireless technology necessary to maintain lines of communication with the main
body of their battalion. A want of communication between brigades, regiments and
1solated detachments was further compounded by a lack of attendance at remote
outposts on the part of senior officers. Brigadier F.A.S.Clarke of the 1* Essex
Regiment recalled being billeted for a month 1n a lighthouse at the Old Head of
Kinsale, during which time he was ‘never visited by a senior officer’ and had ‘no
means of contact with the outer world except by patrols.” Brigade orders were
received via a ‘telephone...in the local post office cum — public house [sic] about a
mile down the track towards Kinsale.” Clarke also realised that from ‘the point of

view of security’ this arrangement was “useless.” Henceforth, he communicated with

*> Major A.E.Percival, Lecture: Guerrilla Warfare — Ireland 1920-21 (1), 1920 to Spring 1921. p. 19.
* The 79" News, Journal of the Cameron Highlanders, Cameron Highlanders’ Regimental Museum.

Fort George. Ardersier, (near Inverness). June 1921, pp. 207-8.
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other officers in ‘kitchen Urdu’ to avoid detection, and the inherent communication
difficulties almost resulted in him misinterpreting a brigade order.” The *History of

the 5th Division’ recalled that:

It was very difficult to get additional wireless sets and the trained
personnel for their working. The arrival of wireless transmission
sets, charging sets, spare bulbs etc., was a slow business, and
Instrument repairers were few and far between. At the Curragh
means could be found for training only 12 men every 3 months
in wireless. .. There still remained 22 military stations without

wireless in the 5th Division area.*®

Typewriters and typists were similarly lacking across all levels and departments
of Irish command. Until April 1920, Dublin District Brigade H.Q. lacked a single
typewriter, and even the office of Lord French, then Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, was
lacking 1n this respect. However, the useful effect of greater provision after April
1920, was nullified by the government’s seeming inability to balance material
requirements with required injections of human capital: as the “History of the 5th
Division’ recalled, ‘trained clerks and typists were practically non-existent.” *’ Added
to this, shortfalls 1n ancillary staft usually resulted in infantry battalions being
plundered for men to perform clerical duties for which they had little training and
even less appetite. In the early months of 1920, even telephone offices and exchanges

came to be staffed by young soldiers more acquainted with the demands of musketry

and field training than plug boards and panel switches.**

Commenting on troop shortages in Ireland in May 1920, a correspondent of The
Times reported that ‘the opinion in well informed circles 1s that Sir Neville Macready
will depend less on weight on numbers than on vigilance, organization and mobility.*”
For troops on Irish service these watchwords spelt increased duties. The three major
planks of military policy in Ireland were the proclamation of Clare, Kerry and West
Cork as Special Military Areas under the D.O.R.A. in February 1918, and of South

Tipperary in January 1919; the introduction of R.O.I.A. in August 1920; and Martial

¥ Brigadier F.A.S.Clarke, ‘The Memoirs of a Professional Soldier in Peace and War’, TS memoir,
Liddell Hart Centre for Military Studies, King’s College, London, Chapter 6, pp. 5-6.

*® Hist. 5th Div., p. 91.

*" Hist. 5th Div., p.29.

* Ibid, p29.

Y9 The Times 19 May 1920, p. 16.
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Law 1n late December 1920. Each of these legislative steps required the armyv to take
to the field and to maintain an offensive spirit against their rebel counterparts, whilst
creating an illusion of control over the general population. Soldiers had to adapt to a
wearying routine of enforcing curfews, prohibiting gatherings, maintaining pickets
and cordons, patrolling large areas, providing guards and escorts, taking part in round
ups, searches, sweeps and raids as well as providing assistance to a besieged R.1.C.
This seemingly constant pulse of military activity from mid-1920 onwards was only
achieved by the sheer weight of combined physical effort. With few exceptions, all
military sources from the period give a strong indication of the spiralling workload:
the Digest of Service of the Duke Of Wellington's Regiment reveals that between 22
November 1920 and 6 April 1921, the regiment performed 199 raids and almost daily
rounds of patrols, yielding 106 arrests, each of which required guards, escorts or
convoys.’’ During the year 1920, the South Lancashire Regiment, with an operational
strength of just 262, had several encounters with rebels and carried out no less than
274 separate raids, arresting 146 people. In addition, the regiment was also utilized 1n

1.°>! Over the course of just five

days between 26 and 30 November, 1920, the combined forces of the 24th and 25th

several large-scale sweeps organized at brigade leve

Brigades mounted 354 raids in Dublin District, securing the arrest ot 274 persons.
This was followed in December by a further 879 raids and 569 arrests. The onslaught
may well have continued had it not been abruptly curtailed by the complete
‘congestion of civil and military prisons’ in January 1921 >* Even in the relatively
benign 5th Divisional area, nine battalions of troops (covering an area ot 12,000

miles) were able to secure the arrest of 1,600 ‘[.R.A. officers and “wanted” men’ in

the first half of 1921.>

The Manchester Regiment, operating in the fractious West Cork district,
managed to secure 152 arrests through the mobility and frequency of their operations.
An examination of their ‘Record of Arrests’ reveals just how deeply they penetrated

West Cork society. Their arrests were extremely hard-gained and the trivial nature of

% Quantified from the Digest of Service of the Duke of Wellington’s Regiment, Nov. 1920 to April

1921.
' Colonel B.R.Mullaly, The South Lancashire Regiment — Prince of Wales’ Volunteers (Bristol, 1935),

p. 39.

“N.A.. W.0. 35/90. Figures compiled from ‘Preparation of Daily Operation Reports’ and entries
between | Dec. and 31 Dec. 1920, (1) War Diary — General Staff H.Q. Dublin District — December
1920: (2) War Diary — General Staff H.Q. Dublin District — January 1921. The 24th and 25th Brigades
comprised 12 battalions in January 1921.

>3 Hist. 5th Div., p. 86.




some of the offences indicated that the Regiment must have established a certain
omnipresence in the district. To illustrate the point, their ‘Record” reveals that of the
arrested persons, 12 were found in possession of seditious leaflets. and a further 22
were observed consorting with armed rebels, of whom 27 were arrested for illegal
assembly. A further 19 were detained on suspicion of being I.R.A. officers. Two
people were caught destroying bridges, 13 breaking the curfew, 17 carrying arms, two
were found to be sleeping in a house unregistered, one man persisted in ‘shouting at
the Crown forces’ until his eventual arrest, and another was arrested for giving a
‘false destination for his recent holiday.’>*

The Manchesters’ blanket presence in West Cork belied their actual numerical
strength. In July 1920, the Regiment had an operational strength of 594, woefully
inadequate to cover their brigade area, which comprised 240 square miles of the Lee
valley. Similarly, the Essex Regiment, comprising some 600 men, were responsible
for an area of ‘thick and intricate country’ criss-crossed by innumerable ‘borheens’”’
stretching from ‘Queenstown to Castletownbere, a distance of approximately 100
miles in length’.”®

Given the vastness of brigade areas and the closeness of control demanded by
military commanders, the real cost of maintaining a facade of military supremacy fell
heavily upon the regular foot soldier. Often the result was physical and mental
exhaustion: the Gazette’s resigned summary of the military routine as “hard and
depressing’ is echoed throughout military accounts from the period.”’ In November
1921, Private D.E.Griffin of the 1st Manchesters wrote a letter to his father
complaining that ‘last week every man in the company had two nights on guard to

one in bed and some did three nights running.’”® Similarly, the South Staffordshire

Regiment Digest of Service reported that:

The total number of duty N.C.O.s and men was less than 200,

which meant, owing to the numbers of duties to be found, no

>* Record of Arrests — 1st Battalion Manchester Regiment, Ireland 1921, Tameside Local Studies

Library, Manchester.

>> Percival, Guerrilla Warfare (I11), A ‘Borheen’ is Cork dialect for a small track. p. 3.
* Ibid. pp. 11, 22.

>! Green Howards’ Gazette, Dec. 1920, p. 116.

> D.E.Griffin, undated letter to his father, Imperial War Museum, London.
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duty man got more than two consecutive nights in bed, and

sometimes only one night in bed.”

Likewise, E.J.A.H.Brush recalled bitter memories of gruelling service in Dublin

during the closing months of 1920:

Guards were on almost every portion of Dublin. One came off
the North Wall guard to get one night in bed before going on the
Bank of Ireland guard. Another night in bed and then either on

foot patrol around Dublin or on curfew enforcement.

Concerns were raised at G.H.Q. that ‘the small number of nights in bed was a serious
drain on the health of the young and immature troops.”®’ Indeed, for some, the
physical demands of service (coupled with the risks involved) contributed to a state of
nervous exhaustion: an officer’s wife stationed in Dublin remembered that ‘a great
deal of the soldiers’ work 1s done at night. He 1s often short ot sleep and the strain on
his nerves 1s appalling.” She also questioned how soldiers could be expected to
shoulder the excessive workload and cope with the parallel threat of attack: “I cannot
understand how men can go on, week after week, month after month, motoring,
living, sleeping, always in danger.”®' Macready was also generally sympathetic to the
plight of overworked soldiers and made continual representations on their behalf in
his Weekly Situation Report. In July 1920, in response to criticisms from G.H.Q. that
military guards were ineffective in preventing raids, he retorted that “the capacity to
afford protection depends upon the limitation of numbers, and the “nights in bed™
which it 1s possible to obtain for troops."'62

Clearly, incessant military duties crowded out opportunities for leave, leisure
and, most significantly, training. As early as July 1920, “The Snapper” commented
that ‘the ordinary training and daily routine of a soldier is being somewhat marred in
Mullingar...Not a day passes in which troops are not needed for some stunt."®
Similarly. Brigadier E.M.Ransford, stationed in Boyle, County Roscommon (a

relatively quiet district), found that ‘there was practically no opportunity for training’

due to the demands of service and the *frequent S.O.S calls (by pigeon or cyclist!)’

> Hart, The I.R.A. and Its Enemies, p. 92.

* Record of the Rebellion, p. 17.

*' Anon, Experiences of an Officer’s Wife, pp. 24-25.

°> Memorandum from G.O.C. in C. to G.H.Q., 26 Julv 1920.

" Plimpton, Ist Battalion, ‘D’ Company notes in “The Snapper ", July 1920, p. 106.
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from police barracks or from military patrols.’”* The Buffs were similarly concemed

that their normal training routine was being displaced by an unfamiliar civil-military

policing role:

With a battalion composed mainly of young soldiers the primary
need was for training, but little or no opportunity was to be
granted for this, for the time had now arrived for the regular
employment of troops in support of the Royal Irish
Constabulary.

After the regiment had been broken up and dispersed to their various outposts,
Lieutenant Colonel L.W.Lucas was given sole responsibility for the training of new
recruits: ‘at times more than two hundred in number.” This was besides his other
responsibility as commander of ‘A’ Company.®

As Sir John Anderson, reflecting on his 1nitial appointment as Joint Under-
Secretary at Dublin Castle, observed ‘the military forces in the country were
insufficient in numbers and so far as rank and file were concerned quite raw."®®
Likewise, troops themselves were similarly concerned by the lack of suitable training
provision for themselves and the new recruits. Despite this, a minority formed the
opinion that the experience of Irish service was the perfect induction to military life.
In mitigation for a lack of formal training provision (certainly from mid-1920

onwards) The 79" News suggested:

However unpleasant life in Ireland may be, it atfords unnivalled
training for the young soldier, every day teaches him to be alert
and vigilant on duty, and indeed, at all times to have confidence

in his rifle and himself and to take care of both.®’

Although Irish service was a steep learning curve for young recruits, experience
gained in the field during dangerous manoeuvres, in lieu of appropnate training, was

clearly unsatisfactory. In June 1920 it emerged that “of the 23,000 ‘eftectives

** Brigadier E.M.Ransford, *One Man’s Tide’, TS memoir, Imperial War Museum, London, p. 19.

° Knight, Historical Records of the Buffs, chapter 1, pp. 1-2.

° Sir John Anderson to Hamar Greenwood (Chief Secretary for Ireland) letter dated 20 July 1920,
|.loyd George Papers, F/192/14.

°7 The 79" News. 2nd Battalion notes, April 1921, p. 141. It should be noted however, that re%imental
journals were produced as a morale boosting exercise, and this was especially true of The "9" News
which (with rare exceptional articles) was usually written in a rather light-hearted military mien.
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available in Ireland 3,000 had never even fired a musketry course.’®® This was
particularly significant in the context of the guerrilla conflict in Ireland, as indicated
by Percival in his post-conflict lectures on guerrilla warfare in which he asserted that
‘troops taking part in such warfare should have very thorough musketry training as

each individual man really becomes a sniper.’®”

Likewise, officers in Ireland (especially N.C.O.s) were heavily criticised for their
lack of organization and tactical uncertainty. Shortly after his appointment in April
1920, Macready had formed the opinion that ‘there is a shortage of good company
officers, and when 1t comes to N.C.O.s, the weakness of the army 1s woefully
apparent.’’" Similarly, ‘The History of the 5th Division’ claimed that the majority of
N.C.O.s lacked either the background, in terms of relevant training, or the battle

experience to justify their seniority over lower ranks:

...the matenial in officers, N.C.O.s and men was indifferent. Few
senior officers of battalions had at that time rejoined their unaits,
and the junior officers with war experience had themselves not
been properly trained except in a limited knowledge of trench
warfare. The majority of N.C.O.s had exactly the same amount

: : : 71
of service as the men who were practically untrained.

The lack of basic skills such as marksmanship, skirmishing and sniping was often
brought into sharper relief by an absence of guerrilla training. This shortfall partly
resulted from the events of Bloody Sunday and the later declaration of martial law,
which effectively scuppered the army’s limited plan to offer training in this area. By
the time of the truce, only 5th Division had received this form of instruction and the
little training that was given lasted only three days and, according to Townshend.
consisted of ‘first day, cycle patrols; second day, lorry convoys in ambush; third day.
daylight lorry raids.”’® As this study will demonstrate, this was a great missed

opportunity given that soldiers were to become engaged in this form of activity on a

daily basis.

0% Imperial General Staff, Note on the Garrison 1n Ireland, 15 June 1920, quoted in Townshend, The

British Campaign, p. 53.
% Percival, Guerrilla Warfare (II), p. 5.
N A.. W.0. 32/9520. G.O.C.-in-C. to G.H.Q., Memorandum on present military situation and

oeneral proposals in regard to troops during coming winter, 26 July 1920.

7! Hist. 5th Div., p. 134
> Townshend, The British Campaign, p. 146.
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The military also faced further difficulties arising from a concerted republican

campaign of provocation and propaganda, with (in the latter case) little in the way of
a counter-effort on the part of the military authorities. The deliberate provocation of
troops was a feature of community life in Ireland at this stage, but there was also a
sense amongst the soldiery that any enemy action constituted provocation. Few (if
any) accepted rebel actions within the context of war, and in this respect their
attitudes were akin to those of the government.”” In addition, non-violent provocation
was also a consistent feature of the period (see Chapter 4). However, despite
highlighting provocation as a feature of service life, very few soldiers detailed the
typical torms of aggravation to which they were subjected. K.A.Plimpton made one
sketchy reference to the ‘periodical attack of wind-up™ to which the 1st East
Yorkshire Regiment were exposed to in Longford.”* Others regarded the refusal of
the native population to observe Armistice Day silences (or to remove their hats for
the national anthem at the end of military displays) as a form of provocation.” More
serious were allegations that rebel gunmen were using ammunition outlawed by the
Hague Convention of 1899, including ‘dum-dum’, ‘soft-nosed’. ‘expanding’,
‘Jacketed’ or ‘split nose’ bullets, as a means by which to cause maximum damage and
provoke retaliation.”® However, the most frequently visited form of provocation
would appear to be the relentless campaign of propaganda against Crown torce
troops. For soldiers, this was aggravated by the perception that their own countrymen
were prone to subscribe to (as well as to corroborate and contribute to) Dail
propaganda concerning their conduct. Indeed, British and Irish propagandists played a

crucial role in shaping the conflict, as Roy Foster has asserted:

The war itself was conducted by means of public opinion — aided
by engagé British Liberals as much as by Erskine Childers’
tersely efficient propaganda machine (brilliant at scaling up any

military activity into a notorious looting or sacking.)’’

Under Childers” guidance the production and dissemination of anti-military and anti-

British propaganda became the primary task of the Dail’s Propaganda Department.

" For a more detailed analysis of the government approach to classifying the conflict see pp. 71-72
" Plimpton, “The Snapper”, 1st Battalion, ‘D’ Company notes, May 1920, p. 7.

> Green Howards' Gazette, 2nd Battalion notes, Dec. 1920, p. 116.

6 See interview with Colonel R.H.G.Wilson, contained in a Daily Chronicle report, *Split-Bullets at
Pettigo!", 8 June 1921, Colonel R.H.G.Wilson Papers, Museum of Lincolnshire Life, Lincoln.

"R Foster. Modern Ireland (London, 1988) p. 499.
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Independent press support for these propaganda efforts from Ireland’s two biggest
daily papers, the Irish Independent and the Freeman's Journal ensured that the
message was propagated eftectively. As Tom Bowden has stressed: ‘through the
vitally important and often neglected revolutionary medium of rumour. the terror and
the Irish cause reached a mass audience through the medium of the press.””® This
system of filtration was combined to good effect with the production of a regular
newssheet, The Irish Bulletin, which first appeared in November 1919. Through
publications of this kind, the Dail were able to reinforce the notion of the [.LR.A.
campaign as the detence of Ireland against a foreign aggressor (despite the legitimate
constitutional arrangement between Britain and Ireland). The important factor in
republican propaganda was the public perception of Ireland as an independent nation.
Despite 1ts annexation by Britain, the Irish nation retained legitimacy in the
perception and minds of people 1in Britain and Ireland alike. Thus, soldiers and other
servants of the Crown (as the face of British rule) became the principle target for
demonisation by Dail propaganda.

The efforts of republican propagandists were never sufficiently counteracted by
elements of the ‘doped’ English press who, with wide circulation in Britain, Ireland
and abroad, had the potential to seriously undermine Dail propaganda via a basic
enquiry into the actual detail of events. This situation greatly contributed to bitterness

in the Irnish garrison:

There started amongst the troops the feeling that there was no
understanding in England and Scotland of their difficulties 1n
[reland, and that no efforts were being made across the channel

to put the real facts of the situation before the British public.”

Even a cursory glance at soldiers’ accounts suggests that the single-mindedness of
rebel propaganda, combined with a lack of objective reporting, was a deep source of

frustration for professional soldiers. As one general recalled:

[f the troops fired on or wounded a civilian, or killed him
whatever the circumstances, a dozen civilian witnesses were

always ready to come forward to state that the man concerned

" Bowden, The Breakdown of Public Security, p. 64.
" Hist. Sth Div., pp. 38, 44. The phrase “doped press” was used to describe the press’ attitude towards

hunger strikers which, 1t was claimed, had influenced public opinion to support the strikers’ cause
thereby contributing to their release.
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was invariably one of the most loyal inhabitants in all County
Cork, and as often as not the unfortunate officer or N.C.O in
charge of the army party concerned would then receive an
otficial reprimand, while the local Irish press fulminated over the

actions of the brutal and licentious Cameron Highlanders! *°

Iroops were also acutely aware that large elements of the Irish public carried and
transmitted these propaganda claims or, as Lloyd George claimed “every Irishman is a
natural propagandist for his country.’®! Macready recounted an incident in Cork
which he felt had resulted from the willingness of civilian witnesses to grossly
misrepresent the actions of the Crown forces. The incident occurred during an
execution at Cork prison when an armoured car and crew on duty outside the prison
were engaged 1n making repairs to their vehicle. This was taken by the gathered
crowd as a demonstration of their lack of respect for ‘the solemnity of the occasion.’
Later 1t was claimed in the press that the soldiers had ‘danced around their car singing
ribald songs among the people who were kneeling down praying” — allegations that
Macready later dismissed as a complete ‘fabrication’.®

Writing in March 1921, the correspondent of the Green Howards’ Gazette
claimed that the ‘scurrilous campaign of propaganda’ that followed any major or
minor incident involving the military was an ‘attempt to exasperate and tempt the
troops to break the bonds of discipline.”® Indeed, the ‘Record of the Rebellion" later
concurred (based on information received in July 1920) that rebel leaders had
developed the propaganda weapon as ‘systematic attempt to irritate troops into
rebellion.” Thus, troops were provoked to add ‘fuel to the fire’ 1in order to make the

propaganda campaign a self-perpetuating system. One main facet of this campaign

was the attempt to represent all outrages committed by the I.R.A. as ‘counter-
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action.”” Another tactic involved encouraging the public to exaggerate damages and

personal injury claims following crown force raids in order to convert (often
uneventful) routine operations into acts of military terrorism. Colonial Office records

indicate that, in County Cork alone, 207 criminal injury claims were filed against the

% Wimberley ‘Scottish Soldier’, p. 147.
*! Lloyd George to Greenwood, letter dated 21 April 1921, Lloyd George Papers, F/19,317.

% Macready - Annals, Volume 1l pp. 544-545.
> Green Howards ' Gazette, March 1921, p. 116.
* Record of the Rebellion, p. 15
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Crown forces between July 1920 and November 1921, of which 148 were eventually

determined in favour of the claimant.®’

By mid-1920, republican propaganda had achieved such an influence on the
national mind in both Britain and Ireland that even objective journalistic reporting
would have been unlikely to deviate opinion from the accepted version of events. The
only solution lay in the suppression of the republican press and the development of
eftective counter-propaganda. Comprehensive press censorship had proved
problematic owing to ‘the difficulty of obtaining adequate staff’, by which Sturgis
understood that 1t was difficult to recruit ‘civilians, since there are not soldiers enough
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to censor the press.”™ A better option was to promote counter-propaganda as a means

by which to ‘neutralise news items and descriptions of events that might be harmful

to the British Government’ and to ‘boost morale and discipline the “wild boys” of the
Crown forces.”®” Macready had established a press section at G.H.Q. for this purpose
shortly after his arrival, but it was not until the appointment of Basil Clarke as head of
the News Bureau 1n August 1920 that a government department actually became
operational for this purpose. However. Clarke’s “failure to counter in any coherent
way the wave of propaganda resulting from the deaths of Terence Macswiney and
Kevin Barry’ provided immediate evidence of his unsuitability for this role.*’
Thereafter, British counter-propaganda came to be characterised a lack conviction

and urgency, as Macready testified:

Day after day scandalous and lying statements appear, and no
action 1s ever taken beyond somewhat feeble contradictions
which appear some days after the original statement has been

published and which have little or no effect.*’

Bowden has provided a vivid illustration ot the hesitancy with which the Castle’s
News Bureau approached their task. He also exposed just how easily their
counterparts were able to outflank them. Following the capture of an I.R.A. document
in November 1920 which appeared to describe the best methods by which to conduct

germ warfare against British troops, Bureau staftf sensed an opportunity to create

> N.A., Records of the Colonial Office (herafter C.0.) 905/15. Figures compiled from individual
entries in Ireland — Criminal Injuries to Private Persons — 1920 — 1922,

** Strurgis Diaries, 4 Jan. 1921.

*" Bowden, The Breakdown of Public Security, p. 112.

* Hopkinson, The Irish War of Independence, p. 45

* Macready. Annals, Volume 11, p. 304.
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mass public revulsion against [.LR.A. methods. As Bowden observed ‘[whether
authentic or not] the furore in the press over British reprisals would have palled
alongside the use of germ wartare.” However, a dilatory response from the Bureau
allowed the I.R.A. to neutralise the outcome "by releasing information to the Press
which implied that the whole atfair was staged.” Despite, at the last minute, a British
messenger being despatched 1n a hurry across Dublin, the I.LR.A. were able bring their

statement to press first thereby ‘nullifying the potential impact of the document by

casting doubts about its parentage.’”

Not all the difficulties that faced British troops can be attributed to the arena of
human relations or organisational decrepitude. A strong sense of discontent with
location and climate also contributed towards a general malaise throughout the
garrison. In fact, the psychological and physical limits imposed by the landscape and
the natural or urban environment are burgeoning elements in the fields of history and
cultural or historical geography, and the sources generated by Crown soldiers
certainly bear witness to the influence of place and environment on human
experience.91 Indeed, some soldiers saw their opinions of a hostile and aloof public as

being reflected in the environment itself:

Limerick 1s largely a city of decayed Georgian houses which
were once impressive, but now have the look of having seen
better days, a look then characteristic of so many people as well

as houses in Southern Ireland.”

Similarly, the Green Howards’ Gazette reported that: ‘everything in Ireland 1s sad
looking, the weather remains truly Irish and there is always a look of depression on
the face of an Irishman.”” Many soldiers saw bleakness, melancholy and decay in the
rural and urban environment and tended to project this back on aspects of their

experience, their duties, the Irish people, and even Irish nationalist aspirations:

* Bowden, The Breakdown of Public Securiny, pp. 127-131. The document, allegedly sent by Richard
Mulcahy (Commander in Chief of the .R.A.) to Michael Collins, proposed troops’ milk supplies as the
‘best means of conveying [typhoid bacillus]’

’! See examples: D.Matless, Landscape and Englishness (London, 1998) or F.Driver & L.Martins (eds)
Tropical Visions in an Age of Empire (Chicago, 2005).

>* Captain J.B.Amold, *Against the Stream in Ireland’, MS memoir, Peter Liddle Collection,
Brotherton Library, Leeds University, p. 132.

» Green Howards ' Gaczette, Nov. 1920, p. 142.
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After leaving the pass, Kilbeggan appears in sight and gives one
a nasty jar. Kilbeggan seems 1n a crumbling state of decayv, the
buildings badly neglected like the people who walk about
listlessly and appear to have no object in life (except to blame

the government for their wretched conditions).”

Some soldiers (whilst not drawing parallels between location and the Irish
people) wrote ot the bleakness and quietness of Irish provincial life. C.Hendy. serving
with the 1st Manchester Regiment in Cork between 1919 and 1922, captured his

discontent with the location in doggerel form:

Of all the places 1n this land
That have been made by human hand

There 1s one I can ne’er understand

That’s Ballincollig.

There are no shop or market stalls,
There are no clubs or music halls,

But when 1t rains the water falls

At Ballincollig.

The sentiment 1s typical of soldiers’ feelings towards their location during this period.
Many battalions were dispersed in small detachments in towns and villages far
removed from any major urban centre. Compared to barrack life in large selt-
contained military communities back home, the sparse population centres of rural
[reland were ‘backwaters’ offering few entertainments to the soldier. Consequently,
the bleakness of location, the adverse weather and the apparent inactivity ot Irish

provincial towns became for many some of the most trying aspects of service.

The various hardships arising from a lack of basic training, insufficient unit size and a
general discontent with service conditions came to be reflected in pressures on the
operational effectiveness of the Irish garrison. These limiting factors. arising from the

post-war climate and from weak government, greatly added to the demands placed

> Plimpton, “The Snapper”. Oct. 1920, p. 46.
> C.Hendy in Manchester Regiment Gazette, July 1921, p. 133.

12



upon the troops, arising from both military policy and rebel determination. As the
[rish army entered the final and most intense year of the conflict, it remained
undermanned, untrained, inexperienced, and ill-equipped to meet the demands of an
irregular conflict. Henceforth, military commanders could only remedy the shortfall

by increasing the burden of duty for the troops at their disposal.
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2. Military Operations

The individual or ‘front-line” experiences of soldiers involved in military operations
in Ireland have been largely neglected by previous studies of the period. I1l-defined
general terms such as ‘raid’, ‘patrol’, ‘sweep’, ‘picket’ and ‘guard’ have often been
used to describe the operational routine of the military, with few attempts made to
elaborate on these terms, to discover their meaning within the context of Irish service,
or assess their contribution to a failed campaign. Therefore, a more complete picture
of military life in Ireland 1s requiring of a more detailed description of the everyday
activities that came to define 1t. During this period, the army was also beset by
difficulties arising from its obligation to co-ordinate operations with the R.1.C.
Theretore, this chapter will provide the first concerted attempt to analyse the
fractured relationships in the Crown forces. This analysis will also highlight the
significance of the government’s failure to unite the command of the security forces,
and the impact of this failure will be related back to soldiers’ experience of civil-
military policing. A further detailed study of the difficulties encountered by military
intelligence officers 1n the course of their duties will provide a case study for the

major arguments laid down 1n this chapter.

Military sources from the period suggest that ‘raiding’ was the primary duty of troops
in Ireland. The author of the Oxford and Bucks Chronicle wrote at length on the

subject, recalling how:

A list of places to be raided each night was received daily from
Brigade Headquarters. It might consist of five or six tasks,
including the raiding of buildings suspected ot being the
headquarters of organizations, printing presses, bomb tfactories,
and those containing stores of enemy arms and ammunition:
sometimes 1t involved the arrest of individuals wanted for

murder or lesser crimes, particularly Sinn Féiners on the ‘run.’
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Typically, small parties of two to three travelling in lorries or armoured vehicles

performed the majority of raids, although larger operations could involve:

The cordoning off of a village, or an extensive area, while a
house to house search was made within the dark pool segregated
by the searchlights. If armed resistance was expected the troops
might be accompanied by armoured cars, or tanks, two of which

were permanently attached to the battalion.'

For example, a large-scale search of all ‘the country within ten miles of Kilbrittain” in
June 1920 occupied most of the operational resources of 6th Division and resulted in
‘one hundred and fifty houses being searched, without result’ in just one night.”
Raiding could also be time-consuming, with efforts usually being directed towards
the seizure of arms, wanted persons, and seditious literature. To locate these targets
raiding parties usually had to make thorough and exhaustive searches of houses and
their contents. Douglas Wimberley recalled a raid on the house of a suspected rebel in
Queenstown, County Cork 1n August 1920, during which his party struggled to
uncover any incriminating evidence, even in the absence of the occupant. Through
sheer persistence, Wimberley discovered a cavity beneath an unsecured tloorboard,

which revealed a document containing a ‘hate poem’ that ran:

“God curse the British Empire,
May he wither the flag that thies
May he shatter the strength that still remains

Of that father of sin and lies

May he strengthen the hands of its enemies

May he hasten 1ts dying gasp
May Satan rise from the depths of Hell

That ulcer of earth to grasp."”3

Despite failing to find arms or capture any documents betraying the plans or tactics of
the local I.R.A., the operation ended on a note of satisfaction for Wimberley whose

haul of seditious literature was sufficient to secure the arrest of the occupant.

' Anon, Oxford and Bucks Chronicle, pp. 29-30.

). W .Burrows, Essex Units in the War 1914-19, (Southend on Sea, 1920) p. 189.
* Wimberleyv, *Scottish Soldier’, p. 148.



Wimberley's account demonstrated how professionalism and persistence could
yield worthwhile results. Similarly, an officer’s wife based in Dublin provided a frank

description of the thoroughness with which soldiers approached their raiding duties:

Beds, cupboards, chimneys were searched and carpets raised.
Ladies’ clothing hanging in wardrobes was always carefully
investigated. This was often a favourite hiding place for

revolvers, ammunition, or seditious documents.”

Likewise, intelligence reports highlight the careful planning and organization that
preceded a successtul raid. Raid operations were rarely based on speculation or

opportunism alone, usually they followed thorough reconnaissance:

As a general principle 1t was desirable to make a previous
reconnaissance and if a house 1n a town was likely to lead to
important results to raid another and, as far as possible, similar
house 1n the street in the same street so as to ascertain the type of
building. Not only was previous reconnaissance desirable but a
clear and definite plan for searching and guarding during the
search was essential. In important raids personal and thorough
searches should be made of every inmate in the house, unless
they were so numerous that it was inconvenient or impossible.
Documents and weapons were hidden in most unexpected
places, and in many instances were overlooked owing to sheer
bluff. It was therefore necessary that those who conducted a

search should have studied beforehand all available notes on the

various types of hiding places.”

Despite its thoroughness and the grave risk to those involved, from a military
point of view raiding was a largely fruitless activity in Ireland. Caretful planning could
easily identify the premises of suspected rebels, but such reconnaissance was highly
unlikely to secure arrests. Military communication was never able to keep pace with
the rapidity of republican information networks: Percival recalled how his opponents

developed ‘an extraordinary way of getting their orders circulated’ that involved

* Anon, Experiences of an Officer’s Wife. p. 63.
> Record of the Rebellion (Intelligence) in Hart (ed) British Intelligence p. 50.
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leaving ‘verbal instructions at fixed meeting places’ such as farmhouses or public
houses. This network, comprising numerous outposts and spanning large areas of

remote country, facilitated the rapid deployment (or withdrawal) of republican units
during the course of military operations. The continual thwarting of targeted raids
encouraged Percival and his men to shift their focus to raiding these meeting places,
which quickly became ‘one of our main objects to find and surprise.’® Shaw was
similarly aware that co-ordinated raids aimed at multiple targets were also hampered
by the velocity of basic ‘word of mouth’ communication: ‘it is difficult...in a country
district to concentrate the troops necessary to raid the houses of half a dozen L. V.
officers living in different villages without attracting attention.’’ Likewise, in Dublin
District men of the O.B.L.I. described how the mobility of their opponents created

ditficulties 1n tracking wanted persons during the course of a raid:

The Sinn Féiners rarely slept in the same place twice, tonight a
city tenement, tomorrow a cabin on some lonely hillside.
Sometimes the soldiers won, more often not. Information was

scrappy and came at unexpected times and places.®

This often led to a form of °blind hitting-out” which posed serious problems for troop
morale since ‘raids on houses on insufficient information raised resentment for which
the results obtained did not compensate.’” Augusteijn has claimed that “without
sufficient local information’ the key sites believed to host prominent republicans were
‘continuously raided even when most of the men concerned were on the run.” His
‘self-preservation’ thesis also works well here 1f we accept his claim that soldiers and
policemen were fully aware that they ‘would not find anyone in these houses™ which
meant that ‘they would avoid getting into a fight.’ '9 Therefore, arrest raids on
premises known to be vacant may have been entirely counter-productive in a military
sense, yet it presented soldiers with the rare opportunity to remove themselves to a

safe location and to avoid potentially dangerous operations elsewhere.

® Sir Warren Fisher (Head of the Civil Service) to Lloyd George, Bonar Law (Lord Privy Seal) and
Chamberlain (Chancellor of the Exchequer) letter dated 15 May 1920, Lloyd George Papers,
F/31/1/33; Percival, Guerrilla Warfare (1), p. 9.

" Statement from G.O.C.-in-C. on the present state of affairs in Ireland, 27 March 1920, p. 19.

* Anon, Oxford and Bucks Chronicle, p. 29.

? Record of the Rebellion, p. 7.
' Augusteijn, From Public Defiance. p. 229.

17



One particular aspect of raiding that drew heavy comment from soldiers stemmed
from their first contact with the poverty of rural and provincial Irish households
during this period. Douglas Wimberley regarded this ‘clash of worlds® as the most
"distasteful and unpleasant’ aspect of raiding duties. He recalled that most of the
houses he entered: “were literally swarming with fleas, which we then invariably
picked up...as soon as I got back to camp I used to bathe myself and change my
clothes.”'" Likewise, F.A.S.Clarke was similarly unnerved by his first sight of Irish
rural poverty, his description of the search of a farmhouse near Kinsale conjures an
image of grotesquery: ‘We searched a so-called farm and found one old woman in a
bed sharing the one room with fowls, pigs and traces of a cow. The stink was awful.’
T'he raiding party then moved on to a neighbouring farmhouse ‘a better farm with two
storeys’ though his first impressions were challenged when his sergeant ‘rushed
downstairs and was violently sick outside...[he] would never tell me what horrid
sight he had seen upstairs.” '

An officers’ wife expressed her distaste for raiding (on the part of her husband)
in terms of the unwanted insight it offered into the lives of Dublin’s urban poor: ‘the
occupants of the house usually presented a curious appearance in various odd
deshabilles...If the house was moderately clean this work was bearable, though
unpleasant.” She further recalled how some unfortunate soldiers were charged with

raiding ‘the filthy tenement houses of the Dublin slums.”"?

Some soldiers were particularly uncomfortable regarding the intrusive aspects of
raiding: E.J.A.H.Brush regarded it as ‘distasteful for soldiers to have to pry into other
people’s private houses and private possessions.14 Despite this, some raiding parties

relished such rude incursions into Irish domestic life; the correspondent of the Green

Howards’ Gazette reported that:

The searching of houses at all hours of the day or might still
continues, and if an unpleasant job, 1t nevertheless presents some

humorous aspects. Usually we are treated well but at times the

' Wimberley, *Scottish Soldier’, p. 148.
'“ Clarke. *“Memoirs of a Professional Soldier’, Chapter 6, pp. 3-4.

> Anon, Experiences of an Officer’s Wife, p. 63.
'* Brush. ‘Rifle Green/Orange Flash’, p. 16.
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youthful beauty of the house becomes truculent — in which case

quiet sarcasm is most assuredly the remedy.

An officers’ wife (despite her account of the decrepit state of the Dublin slums)

recalled how raiding became a popular duty because it sometimes provoked a

confrontation to relieve the boredom of military service:

...1t was a break 1n the monot