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Preface

In 1999, History Studies, challenged readers with the variety and quality of
the essavs. Such is the interest within and dedication of the University of
Limerick postgraduate community that it is annually  produced and
continues to adhere to these high standards. The 2009 issue is edited by
Frevne Corbett. a PhD student. whose work and commitment is much
appreciated.

This current volume fulfils the same task. It includes contributions from
historians based in educational institutions located in Ireland, the United
Kingdom, Canada and the United States, The scholarship of undergraduate
and postgraduate students and faculty is represented herein. Essays are
included on a range of periods from the Roman, early medieval, early
modern to modern. on a range of themes such as conquest. religion,
ideology. religion, emigration, totalitarianism and nationalism and finally.
the essays are situated within an Irish. British. European. American and
Asiin confexts.

Each of these essays offers new insights and interpretations and makes a
valuable contribution to the cannon of history. | commend the collection
and congratulate the University of Limerick History Society and the journal
editor for maintaining such high production and scholarship values.

Bernadette Whelan MLA. Ph.D.
Head. (Pro tem)

Department of History
University of Limerick

Foreword

The History Society was founded by an  emthusiastic group of
undergraduate students in 1997, It aimed 10 rescue history from the
confines of the classroom and bring together students with an interest in
history from across the spectrum of university life. The History Society
quickly became one of the most successtul and enduring societies on
campus, offering an exciting programme of events every year, A mixture
of re-enactment. pageantry, field trips and lectures helped 1o attract
students each vear and ensure that the society continued to grow and
develap.

In November 2009 we were delighted to receive an invitation
1o take o guided tour of the National Library in Kildare Street. This
informative trip was coupled with a visit 1o the National Museum and the
G.P.O. with about 1hfteen members taking part. The society has an
exciting programme of events planned for next semester with a new
committee due 1o take over in January. | would like to take this
opportunity to wish the new committee every success and enjoyiment in
their new positions.

The History Society is proud to be involved in the publication
of History Stiedies. The joumal, now in ils tenth year, offers a valuable
forum for postgraduate students to publish on o wide variety of historical
topics. The society offers its thanks to this year’s editor Freyne Corbett for
all his hard work throughout the last yvear. The quality of the journal is a

testament to the skill and professionalism he has brought to his role.

Robert O" Keelfe
{ Auditor).

il
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Editorial

| am pleased to present a diverse series of essays from Ireland. the United
Kingdom, the United States and Canada in volume ten of the History
Studies. It has been difficult to restrict the number of essays o nine as the
essays omitted were of a very high standard. Although the essays are
wranged in u loose chronological order; commencing with a discussion on
the gravestone of a lonely Roman soldier in Spain, continued through the
Middle Ages” expansion ol Christianity, passing through early modern
European philosophy and nineteenth-century emigration and gender issues
and finally ending in Ireland and Shanghai in the post-war period. This
collection provides a glimpse into the bewildering runge of themes
possible under the ever expanding umbrella of history. It is important that
postgraduate studies have a forum and | believe that volume ten will spur
many more students into offering their work for the editorial gaze of

volume eleven,

Freyne Corbett



L. Vitellius Tancinus: an epigraphic commentary
Canden Schwantez

In the final days of August 1736, the Whitchall Evening Post' reported that a large
stone inseription. the epitaph of a Roman soldier L. Vitellius Tancinus. had been
found under the current Guildhall in a vault of the old market place (Fig. 1). In
October of that year, John Ward presented the new discovery 1o his fellow members
of the Society of Antiguaries in London.” That same month, The Gentleman's
Magazine published the inscription. The article speculates an age of 1.800 vears and
includes a modest transcription,” In March 1738, in response to the Society of
Antiquaries presentation, William Bowyer corresponded with friend Robert Gale.!
William Stukeley in Philosophical Transactions of 1748 also commented on the
discovery.” In the vears since, many works on antiguities of Bath and the Somerset
region. Roman Britain, and its military history, include this piece.” Epigraphic studies
feature the epitaph, which can be found in Corpus Inseriptionum Latinarum volume
vii. 1873, Dessau's late nineteenth-century selective collection [nseriptioney Latinae
Selectae, and the 1965 Roman Inscriptions of Britain, edited by Collingwood and

Wright.”

' Whirehall Evenimg Poxe. 28-31 Aupust 1736,

Tohn Ward, Seciere of Amiiguaries Minites (Ot and 23 Pee 17360
' Gemtleman's Magazine. Vol B (0t 1736), p 622
S William Bowyer, Miseedlaneons trces 1 London, 17857, p. 133
* sWilliam Stukeley, *A Roman inscription found at Bath ", Philosaphical Fransictions xly 1748, p. Hi
* Mot nesiahly, Richord Warner's 1797 *An illustration of Ruman anbiquities @ Bath® and history of Bath™: HAML
Searth's “Aquae Solis; Samue] Lysons *Religue Rritummico-Romanae” dnd *The history and antigo ities of the
County of Somerset, collected from authentick records by the Reverend John Collinson 17017

L VIT 52 + Addit. p 302 18 25170 159 R G.Coltingwood and BT Wright (edsi, Fhe Roman imeriprions of
Rrivain, Vol, T inseripions on some, Herealter RLB (O il 150
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Fig. 2. Detail, gravestone of L. Vitellius Tancinus (Canden Schwantes).



As 4 gravestone. its provenance would have been outside the main Roman city.

because burials were not permitted within city limits. Whether it was part of a

eraveyard or along a route into the ity is unknown. After excavation, the stone was

kept at Bath Abbey. affixed 1o a wall with another Roman epitaph. This inscription.

now displayed as a permanent piece of the Roman Bath Museum’s collection in Bath.

Somersel, is carved on a large piece of oolite (hath) stone. What is preserved is a text

base and lower half of a refief of a cavalrvman on horseback galloping over & man.

The torso and head of the man as well as the head of the horse and any capital

decorations are missing.” In its present state. the stone stands at approximately 155 cm

high and ninety-four centimetres wide with a depth of seventeen and half centimetres.

This piece comprises three visually distinct elements: the remaining portion of the
relief. a rectansular inscribed field surrounded by a double moulding. and the

uninscribed lower base. What is left of the relief is fifty-three centimetres high and

eighty-one centimetres wide. whereas the inscribed portion is only forty and a half
centimetres high and seventy centimetres wide (Fig. 2). The rectangle formed by the

moulding is not as wide as the relief. beneath which it is centred. There are two hoxes

inscribed around the text creating separate space. There is a small distance of four

centimetres between the outer and the inner moulding and a distance of two and a halt

centimetres between the latter moulding and the inscribed portion. The lowest portion

of the stone has no texts or sculptures and measures thirty-eight centimetres from the

hottom of the stone to the bottom of the moulding.

Based on the serifs on the letters. especially the long tail on the letter Q.

the script may be described us Inscriptional Capitals. The text is perhaps meant to be

viewed as aligned around a central axis. but close inspection does not show 4 central

justification. The first line fills the entire text box with larger Jetters seven and half

centimetres high and six and one-third centimetres w
are more justified to the left, with

ide at a total length of sixty-five

and half centimetres. The second through fifth lines

a length of sixty-four centimetres on average. The letters of the lower lines are five

centimetres in height, The lines are not ohviously uneven. but there does not seem Lo

* Larly commentarics include @ separite plece os the Tissing fop portion. Warnet pemarks Lt though previousty
heimg considered as o piece, the size el Iowatien of the two finds ke it ohviows than the two pheces ure
diffenept, The top portsn revealing @i egeey with weppons in il ws found i Grosvenior { wrdins

be a high level of care taken when cutting the letters. While only varying slightly
letters vary in depth and do not sit within a single horizontal row, o B

There is damage to the stone aside from the missing top portion. A large
and complete crack runs ucross the text. The crack begins at a height of aihiv—lhr:c
and half centimetres from the base on the lefi and rises o end at ninety-six ;u'ul half
centimetres at the right, It runs completely through the depth of the .\lu-nc. The ¢rack
significamly impairs the reading of Lucius” father's name. This explains the di I'ferlin r
views of spelling.” There is significant damage to the upper line of the text ohscurin:
the last letter in Vitellius and the M of Mantai. Scarth notes in 1864 damage to the
h‘ecund and third lines: this damage seems 10 be noted at an even carlier date. In 1748
S.tukelc_\"s misreading of Mantai as Maximiniani leads one to believe that Thl.;
significant damage 1o that area of the stone was original to the excavation. More
d.‘{l.milge has occurred to the beginning of the word STIP. The middle of the word
CIVES is also damaged. These are most likely weather or accidental damage to the
stone.

. There has been other dumage of 4 modern nature to the stone, There is
u“wdence of red paint on the letters. This is presumably an eighteenth-century addition
from the scholars after excavation. The standard of excavators was (o ‘:rcnn\'uh:"
newly discovered stones by adding what was (probably correctly) assumed the Roman
habit of red letters, "

In addition to the paint. there are darkened areas that have been attributed
to weather and soot damage from the time when the inscription was at the abbey.'!
Without the scientific means and technical knowledge to date three drill-like holes ‘in
the stone, the exclusion ol any mention of such damage in earlier descriptions alludes
to a modern date.' There are two holes seen from the front of the stone, located at lh;:
hottom of the text between S(ic) and Eist), The larger hole to the right runs completely
through the depth of the stone. while the second is approximately 3.8 cm deep W'hL‘Il

viewin \ 1 ack. a s
¢ the stone from the back. a second attempted hole is seen. about 6.4 cm deep

i
' Maniai ( Ward, Soc. w, 1736, 6
Maximin s 1‘61|..|i:b-l',:r\nll‘-l‘l?ll'llnrml:ﬁ‘ IJ“I-::- L:II“H( i 8 Mogazine, 17360 Maniali ( Bowyer, Tracts, 1738)

R b s s | 7488, Muntsi | Warne o ybetos) e
fi_fllmmwu-Runmmu_ TRt A Warner, An Hlustraton. . of Bathe 1797 and Lysons Religuae
n

Lawrence Keppic, Uide, il
i “I_l“m:;.‘m'p{-i;.f nele rstunding Rn.muu ety | Bultamore, 1991, p. 22,

Bt IJ{!!_ intory .Jrr;fi:umq'm.’u-.\ oof Sowmrerveishire (London, [836), p, 160
. Benet Salway proposes that mentaen of these bules @ i o X
: ; 0 ik enrier @ L
dio not hinder the resding of the inseription. e AT Eey may bhae: Breanefed sty
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Fie. 3, Drawing made in 1921 by R.G. Collingwood as shown in the RIB.
ig. 3. i )
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The image above the inscription has been described as a cavalryman riding
over an enemy."” The upper portion of the relief is missing. revealing only the horse’s
body. the legs of the rider. and a man lying on his back below the galloping horse. In
the text. Tancinus is described as an egues so this depiction is fitting for his
gravestone. In studying many gravestones of Roman equites. most from the first
century AD include a similar relief. [n closer viewing of the man below the horse, it
seems that he may be holding a weapon. Although erosion of the stone combined with
the minimal skill of the carver make it difficult to determine. there looks to be a
pointed object protruding from his right hand up wwards the belly of the horse. This

would indicate that this man was the enemy.

With the viewing of the actual stone and its characteristics, a study of the
meaning behind the inscription is important to understanding the stone. The text of the
inseription is reconstructed as follows:

Liucius) Vitellius Ma/ntai flilius) Tancinus / cives Hisplanus) Caurie(n)sis
/ egues) alae Vettonum c{ivium) Riomanorum) / ann{orum) XXXXVI
stipendiorum) XXVI/ h(ic) stitus) e(st)

Lucius Vitellius Tancinus. son of Mantaus,™ a Spanish citizen of Cauriun.
cavalryman of the unit of Vettones. Roman citizens. forty-six vears. of
twenty-six years” service. lies here

The relief and the texi reveal 1o us much of what we can know about
Lucius Vitellius Tancinus. Lucius hailed from a Spanish area referred to as Cauriesis
in the text. We know of a Caurium, located in northern region of Lusitania on the river
Tagus. which is modern-day Coria in northern Spain. This area was a lerritory of the
Vettones tribe. from which the Ala Vettonum was recruited. What is odd about this
mention is the adjectival form of his hometown. From other epigraphical evidence. we
know that the common spelling is Cauriensis, where this particular inscription omits

the *n"." It cannot be ceriain whether this was an error on the part of the stonecutier.

P Callingwood and Wrghs tedsi, Boman insceipiions of Britain, p. 134
" Adsu translited as Muntiauy in some studies.

* Callingwood and Wright (edsi, Index o Roman fiseriptions of Briata. vol Lp. o,



arner Sugges s that the sp Jling wis hased n ronunaiation, where n
W ngge ts that he spelin ik O P t r an
SEESL

ol N o ; .
" would be omitted. pasalization common 10 modert
an

immediately preceding
o [
Italian and French.
We also know from other inscriptions th ‘
oman Spain.'” Similarly popular are names

at Tancinus is @ Spanish name that

iy relatively common this region of R
as the father’s name. M ,
g of the filiation." While frequent in

n he —aiu i sever. Mantaus
antis. However. Vi

ing i aius format. such

= dlﬂg in the —ame

may be a betier conclusion for correct spellin

inscrptions of Roman Hl\'l‘(lllhl. this i the only instance of the cogn 1en nCinuds
P 5 3 (8]} Ta
n 1O i )
o d fate in Brtmn I8 noanen elhis has however heen dise \ElCd three
foun dat al &
other tunes n Britamn, L e nest CTipt g provenance or any relation to
Non of these s rp ons shar P
sth unes 1 a1
our e l[i]'i!h & ll'l\lll'lll.ll! n of the nomen in < i n 1% also scarce. su ‘jlt‘\lln 1
1 Th jstri ion o ( S | g 2
§ P '1]'h1| ll\le
citi _L‘]I\'III‘I .lllil thus ac 5 + H nanme Lucius Vitelit H
' i uisTion of the Roman 1
¥ L6 | C 1tl:1 15 may have

. bl
hile servi tside of Spain.”
oeewrred while serving ou ' . i
The inscription reveals that L. Vitellius Tancinus died at the age 3
e in : i oy
5 soldiers w 1 in Brtain.
fler (wenty-six years in military service. For Roman soldiers who died
;ix after twenty-six 3 3 -
o than most. with the majorty having

enty-six ¥ as more
ee span of Pwenty-six years W :
i NX-XXIX range along with

served less than nineteen years. Tancinus falls in the

an soldiers whose
en other Roman soldiers. Only two Roman soldiers

]rplux 1w 1
aj I ia(ﬁ"\" L‘Ig]l (=
epiti h were t(“.ll'ld m Britain dCLlll a service longer that Tancimus. and two who
p“ p e H
\Cl\nt‘d ]l.l\t as nuny Yeurs. In btfl\i.']rl]. for Blltl'\ll |I1.‘\L1l““0|l‘1 slating an age at the
nme of des ﬂl. Tancinus was 1 he mad- h range at he age e B Of th
the age of forty b 0sE
the id hlb nee

A X ‘

L] e 1 Y e ¢ fc ¢ srgmncd er.
nscrpio i sjate (0 m litary service, only four were si if cantly older [tl(ll.l.ﬂil
nscrpnon that n-]

ed fewer vears mn the n ary the me ¥ SET «d asi lar 'Illlil'lht’.'r of vears
ho served a sin
ulitary Of he men W
b A

orV |
nthen Lid = oer d € A8k fo LW erat l]lE: ACS
in th plitary there is nne who di d younger at the ag of forty. two UiLl

L} . 5 2 (s : fort

of filty an fifty-hive, a | one whose g 18 UNRNOWN The Roman so die who ser vid
fit‘l" d fiy-five, and one vhose ge 15 nknown. ! sol

YT M
A iHsexdrarient of Feosi antiguittes ot Bath | 179TL P

0 by st personales o Ty friscripetents

1% 1, 2 s LML Al Paliaiin. Lo
iMurcin, 1990, p. ‘2,1. e
18 Abscal Palwsdn. Los pomitees pe tes. A2 ci
g winellius Articanios R18 F199 M. Vitellius Crescens
F 5 £l 40
41 atascal Palasdn, Nemfres, p, 24 " ——— I.
31 b lﬂ‘ f qu B U713 served 26 years, RIP 2213 sprved twenty-seve ) ;. R ey, i
LRI 523 and K1 4 ,l-.ml.'th whiere dimige b the sione bis inhibited comp e e
g ‘l- k“' u:\-uklli 201, 5471 that are at heast pwenty IS, wrh""_'\_“lmrf'”_ e wakicis e
i “!l Nl."l.. m“ﬂ[;:lm.h‘rrinu |—u li[;' Span OF service spuns it reforring L servie spit )
putmerils thal may 3
Jeust Twenty vears, (RIB 84 3h! N
TR 1713 RIB AT, RIB 293 RIB 2
could Bavee served mons

o ftirs de Hispintd

e i an Spin.
212 cites ten examples of Mantans s i memen in o Spu
i AE 2446,7: Viedlia Procula RIR 646

ars. und BB 203 served thirty-om

11 all dicd hetween 1-1LTX. RIB 0 served o feast XV hut due o damage
al A Y AN

many more years also survived to an older age and of the two whose inscriptions are
damaged but served at least twenty years, one lived to be fifty-seven and the other
only forty.™ This analysis shows that Tancinus both lived and served longer than his
comrades in the Roman army based in Britain.

There are too many variables (o ascertain an average age of entrance to the
military that would undoubtedly apply to Tancinus. Looking at similar inscriptions of
Roman soldiers whose epitaphs mark age and vears of service. the average age is early
twenties, but this does not take into account any variation in origin or year. An
analysis of gravestones that listed the life and service span gives an average age of
enlistment of twenty years.™ Assuming this was the case for Tancinus, he would have
died either in service or shortly after leaving.

While there may have been other reasons, that Tancinus's gravestone was
found in Bath suggests that is where he died. It is most likely that as a soldier of older
age, Tancinus retired to Bath due to an ailment. There are many reasons for this
supposition. As we have seen. Tancinus served longer than the average number of
service vears. From this. we can assume that he was not obliged o serve any number
of remaining years. It his cohort was recruited from Roman citizens or gained Roman

citizenship due to a valiant service, shown to us by the clives) Riomanum) title in its
name. he was not required to serve the twenty-five vears normally needed 10 obtain
such an honour. If Tancinus joined the army at the age of nineteenf/twenty and after
serving twenty-six years became ill or injured he would be able 1o separate from the
military without reneging on any remaining promised years of service. However. the
filiation Mantai suggests that he was not bom a Roman citizen and that the cives
Romanum title may have been issued after his recruitment,

Birley suggests two dating possibilities based on the name. The first is that
Tancinus was granted citizenship tor his many vears of service under Emperor
Claudius in AD 47 and chose 1o take the Roman name of the censor. L. Vitellius.”™
The association with the censor is due to the rarity of Vitellius as a nomen. especially

in combination with Lucius.™ This fits with the supposition that L. Vitellius granted

'_' RIB 323, RIB 347 = 40 years, RIB 479 = 50 yeurs, RIB 293= 52 vears: RIB 1 T13=353 yoars: RIB 291 = 5Tyears.
WL Scheidel "Measuring sex. age and death in the oman empire: explomtons nancien demography ' Jowenal
af Rerars qrvtaeology (1990, pp 497-1 16

= Anthony Birley, P people of Rewge Srigmm (Los Angeles, 19749y, o ul-2

 Ihil., p. 10,



the citizenship after he left Spain. It has also heen suggested that it is a block grant of
citizenship to the unit for a significant military accomplishment. In AD 47-48, Aulus
Plautius had a welcome return from Britain to Rome: Birley postulates that this is
perhaps when Ala Vettonum received their block erant. This would support a mid-first
century dating of the letterforms and formula. Dr, Conrad Leemens suggesis & mid- to
late first century date based on similar inscriptions found near Cirencester.”

Apart from Tancinus’s age and vears of service, the critical reasoning for

this theory is the location of his gravestone. The area of Bath (Roman town of Aquae
Sulist was renowned even during the imperial period for the healing properties of its
spa. Archaeological excavations as well as research into literary and epigraphical
records both unearthed in and referring 10 the area have not revealed any evidence of a
stationed military presence. Despite this lack of a military base. there iy evidence of
the presence of individual soldiers. Many of the stones found in the area are votive
inscriptions from soldiers, presumably having “fulfilled their vow™ in thanks for
continued health after visiting the baths " There have also been other military
gravestones found. These epitaphs record members of the Legio XX, Legio 11, and
Colonia Glevum. The gravestones found at Bath that document the presence of Legio
XX and Legio Il are undated. so we cannot for certain know whether these men died
while stationed in the area.™ Regardless, we can picture a number of injured or retired
soldiers attending the spas for treatment.

Without any reference by which we can date Tancinus. we cannot know
where in Britain he may have been stationed. The absence of the formula “dis
manibus™ could indicate a date earlier than the mid-first century. The letters appear to
be an early imperial form, noted to he common in Rome under Augustus. but would
take time to reach the provinces. appropriate hecause the gravestone could not he prior
to Claudius” invasion of AD 43" 1t was noted that a marker of the first century is that

the tombstone opens with the name in nominative case and an abbreviation h.s.e. at

the end.”

a0,

= Pritish Archacological Assoctition, fournal of the Rritish Archacalogical Assoriarton 18620 XVIL p.

PRI T30, RIB 143, RIB 144, RIT 146, RIS 147,

ORI 146 idemtifies a mon of Legio Hwho died diring the reign of o par ol enmperors. sugpesting o date ol 161 or
lmer.

* Koppie, Understanding roman tscigplions, p- K,

" firie Birles, Arcturentognd ¢ ymbrenrsis L 19S30 pp H01-2, 10

. Other inscriptions found in Britain indicate that Ala Vettonum had been
stationed at Binchester (Vinovia).” The Vettones garrisoned this fort probably from
the late second century to the early third.™ Nearby am Bowes. the troops :}l' Al
Vettonum carried out building work on a fort al Lavatris in AD 197-202.4 leu
tombstones also attest a presence in Brecon Gaer (Cicveivin).™ Tancinus is the only
reference we have to relate the Ala Vettonum to Aquae Sulis. | o

‘ If Tancinus’s gravestone is early as the lack of DM suggests, the Vettones
may still have been stationed relatively near the southeast area, then perhaps Tancinus
did die while in service in the Bath area. There are no other records 1o place the A!:It
Vettonum elsewhere at this time and it could have been stationed there, However, if
this were the case, we would expect 1o find more references to the cavalry in the area
Assuming that Tancinus was in Britain in the mid-first century, as I'he t‘\'idL‘llCt;
suggests. it is more likely that Ala Vertonum was stationed elsewhere. perhaps at
Brf:cnn Giaer than at Bath. Tancinus® span of service and age likely indicate thul. he
retired from militury service due 1o an ailment and sought treatment i'n Bath. His stone
may have been commissioned by himsell or friends upon his death. The guality i:lflhf:
carving reflects that it was not an immensely rich man who paid for the epitaph but
was instead suited for a military man. We have no information (o date ur.pluce
Tancinus™ military pursuits. but there is enough to suppose his death in Bath. In the

years since the stone was cut, it has been broken. weather worn. cracked. perhaps
clul«:.lled. drilled. and painted. Despite this, it can be concluded that L. Vichliu;
Tancinus was a Spanish cavalryman from the Ala Vettonum, a Roman citizen Wl'll"l

served a significant amount of time in the military,

S RIB 1029, RIB 1028, RIS 1032,

WS, Hanson, and asurene
i wiige Keprki i i
iy nee Keppie. (edsy Rom frontier studies (Oxdord, 19790, p. 233-54

YRIB 403, RIB 405,
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Monastic ecclesial reforms and its irnp:!tth .
on the early development of the Irish churches

Sonyva Ocampo-Gooding
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ieion Friedrich Bar /C ael explained
In The mvstical element of religion Friedrich Baron von Hugel exply

c 2 igion and of any particular
that mysticism is only a part or element of a concrete religion an v pi

religious personality.  As such. a “mystic” does not practice mysticism. but believes
and practices Christianity, Islam. Judaism. Hinduism or other religion.' Bernand
MecGinn notes in Fowndations of mysticvism that in the Christian religion, Origen’s
theory was based on the tradition of explicit mysticism embodied in the phenomenon
of monasticism in the fourth century. Mysticism is the process or a way of life
centred on the encounter between the Infinite Spirit and the finite human spirit.” The
mystic experiences of early Christians were to experience the presence of God in
ascetic practices, sacramental rituals, and forms of prayer based on spiritual values.
patterns of life. and the examples of the scripture explained by the [athers.

Oliver Freiberger notes in Ascerivisin and its critics that cultural expressions
can be examined in asceticism in the context of its semantics. such as people who
practice the asceticism of self-restraint in working or making money. The ferm
‘asceticism’ could then reach the more abstruct level of cultural theory of self-denial
‘ascetic.”’ Geoffrey Galt Harpham locates asceticism at the root of all cultures
because “all cultures are ethical cultures” and they ‘impose on their members the
essential ascetic discipline of self-denial”.* In terms of religion. one must differentiate
between what “religion’ means in the historical context. and how it reflects the
motives. aims. and behaviour of the individuals, There is o difference between
religious and non-religious phenomena. In the broader sense of asceticism, one must
then distinguish the historical context of ascetic from non-ascetic practices and

beliefs.”

"Bemard MeCinn, e presemce of God: o history of western Chrisian mysticism’ m e feindations of
mysticism: onghis o the fith ceaniey (New York, 1991, p.oswvi

* MeGinn, *The presence of God,” p. sl

" Oiver Freiberg, Asvenicim and i erities: histarival aveounts aod coiganitive pergpecitves (Oxord, 2006 ), p
3

* Ihid

" Ihid., p. 4.



Freiberger examines asceticism along the original meaning of the Greek

askesis (exercise) or i rither Srenuous religious practice. On this level of cultural

asceticism. specific tools are designed for the elf-control of its members. e.g.

initiation rites 10 control pain, which the individual needs as an adult. There is then

the ‘elite asceticism.’ which is the extraordinary form of self-control that only the
virmosi of a small group of religious members in a society seek in specific forms of
sociul, religious and personal goals. In this definition of asceticism. a culture exists
based on the connection of ‘normal” culture practices and in the “extraordinary” or

more “tadical” forms of an ascetic Tife. Therefore. in the historical definition of

asceticism. initiation rites fall into the level of cultural asceticism, Celibacy is.
however. on the level of selite” usceticism where lasting practices affect badily needs
for religious practices. There is a difference in fasting two weeks ghead of a ritual

performance and the enduring fasting of the ascetic monk. Asceticism should he
understood. in this term. as d fifestyle and not a mode of religious practice.”

Egypt was the pioneer-site of Christian monasticism. The force of the

Church of Alexandria led the theological work of the patristic age and Christian

beliefs spread in the cities of the Eastern Empire. Alexandria and its famous Platonic
leamning became the centre of

«hools of Philosophy and Jewish Rabbinic

Christendom. the origin of heresies and the cradle of the greatest Greek Fathers:

Clement of Alexandria. Origen and Athanasius.”
There are [wo aspects of Greek contemplative tradition that influenced
Christian mysticism: the soul’s returm to God. and the cathartic process of the sage

curhing his passions and pursing virtue in his soul. Plato’s tradition of the return of

" preiberg. Aseeticts. b
¢ H. Lawrence. M Adievirl mamastivtm; foemyof rieligronis Hife

edition (London, 1080, pp 4.5

in wesienr Eneope i the miidille e, Second
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the soul to God was the language of the Desert Fathers. The concepts of askesis
. . | o
(purification) and theoria (contemplation) describe the soul’s return 1o God.™ The soul
(the true human subject) continually searches to possess the Absolute Good which
beatifies.  Theoria is the achievement of possession of th
of possess ¢ Absolute Good, earned
along the ascending purification or askesis of love and kn
e shes owledge, and its goal is the
assimilation of the soul to its supernal source.” In brief, the word "asceticism® ha
i 1 " | )
kept its common meaning as the consistenl. rigorous renunciation of certain
pleasures. ). Giles Milhaven notes that ascetics have their own pleasures, “most
obviously the pleasures of self-mastery. God's presence, the pleasure of serving (?u;l
the pleasure of anticipating union with God, or the pleasure at re f ‘
ol repentance ol a
The great Christian theologians of Alexandria, Clement of Alexandria
Origen and Athanasius were the powerful intellectual stimulus of the group of
theologians, who brought together the Greek philosophy and religious practice al
the traditions of early Christianity."" R
Origen adimantios (man of steel) born in Alexandria (185 A.D.) was th
. . l - | )
pioneer of the early Christian theory, the theology of asceticismi, in the School of
Alexandria. His theory was based on Greek philosophy: the end of life was the vision
of God. His ascetical theology of pure renunciation with the training of the body. the
conquest of sin, the fight with the demons, and the practice of virue had all one

destiny which w. ¢
tiny which was the contemplation of God in pure mind."”

* MeGinm, “The presence :
e Wt )

o "
1. Giiles Milhaven, “Asc fl

5 iles 3 elicism and the moral good: o tale off

e B e e e 'U I.‘n ‘*;Eud. 4 Lale of two pleisures” In Vigeent Wimbush, uid Richard

S el
Christopher Brooke, Fhe jge of the clotster: the stoey of womasiic fife in the widdie apes W ders AL .
b L G (ily Nuw Jersey, 200,
=IAL

H
: Dwen t ok W,
Iwen Chadwick. Western ascenviom (Phidadedphia, 1955), p, 22
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Origen’s coherent program. the merger of the ascetical and mystical

anity made it clear the transformative processes of the fallen soul

elements, in Christi
ch the readings and appropriat

on of the

to reach the viruous experience throu
seriptural text. His method of illustrating the view of scripture was achieved by the

interconnection of body. soul and spif

he/she was within the text and the octi

1 using the scriplure as a shorthand. in which

the believer felt on being carved into their

soul.”
story of Greek Christian mysticism. Origen’s theology of

one of the most decisive factors of the creation

In the hi
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and triumph of the monastic nmemcminﬂwfmmhcemu

religious innovation that carried great influence. and an institution with v
1 [deas need an institution 10

. Monasticism became 2

alues that

has impacted the history of Christianity until the present.
have effect. and monasticism provided that institution.
Knowles in Christian monasticism defines the word "monk” from the

David
fives alone or apart from others. In

Greek wond monos. alone or solitary. or one who
Christian religious history. the term “monk” refers 103 person who “Jeft the world™ in
{he sense of living alone or in community as the -anchorite” or the “hermit” lived in

in the Christian monastic development. “monk’ was

{he fourth century.”” Later on.

lied 10 one who followed the rules recognized as monastic which were based on

app
It 1y general, westermn writers refer ‘monk’ 10

the origins of the teaching of Jesus.

religions devotees from other religions.

Upernand Metiinn, s Adcetichm and mystsism i Tt bty amd he carly middle ages’ i Vineent Winbush
anel Richard Valanis jeds Asecrivism (New York. 10055, o, b

HoageGinn, “The presence ol ad”, pe 131

1* David Knowles, ¢ Jiristiean monsecism. (NEw York, 1960 p Y

" hil
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In the early stages of monasticism males and female monastics became
religious virtiwosi who practiced asceticism through the program of sexual :Ju‘.n--tirw:a:he
and contemplative prayers to prepare them for a direet contact with God. T r §
ideal of elitism. the early desent futhers remind thenselves that Chriulin.n(1 Ig'm m‘-
was measured by humility. charity. kindness, and patience and not b;' umpﬂtu1'ltm
spiritual gifts to experience the presence of God.'” The importance of m:pm';c
reached its zenith after Christianity became the state refigion with (nm.umu:w:
Great. in the fourth century. Eusebius of Caesarea. the emperor’s advisor and |
theologian. wrote “Giving the monk (monachor) 3 home was God's first and g:e::eﬂm
provision for humankind. because they are front mnk of those advancing in Christ™.”

‘ The desens of Egypt. Syria and Palestine were the places were ar-iv
Cfm:s‘lm asceticism was practiced in a free-form of small groups of men and \l‘ﬂllle;l
\I-‘lﬂllﬂ‘a Christian village being recognized in a papyrus text as monachoi (solitary
ml‘ul early 324 A.D." By the time of Antony’s death in 356 A.D. there wcr;
colonies of hermits on the mountains of Nitria. 1o the west of the Nile Delta and north
of the inner desert of Scetis. Palestine and Syria. These colonies known as Lanrus.
Greek wnrd meaning pathway or passage, were made of several hundred sohmn;
living in caves or huts generally far from each other. The l'oumninhmdl of
traditions of asceticism, the eremitical and cenobitic. provided the inspiration »
vitality 1o the types of monastic organizations that were created in the Western ::
Byzantine East during the Middle Ages.™ St. Antony. the hermit (c. 251-356) from

Eg\’p{ Known us e Clather cal (eremos of
N lh 1 “'ll. or abbot” of monastce Ilfc led lhl.’ eremin {

i ¥
o m(lmn. The presenes of Guod,” p133

" Thid.
u
Lawrence, Medieval momaticims, p. 4.
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in Vincen Wimbush,

century later made it possible for the monk. Gregory the Great to be elected Bishop of
Rome. As such. Kannengiesser states that “The Athanasian legacy o the ascetic
movement of the fourth century included more than a disciplinarian administration of
charisma it created for that movement a historic chance 1o transform the face of the
church™ ™

Another powerful influence for the West was John Cassian, the monk from
Scythia, a disciple of John Chrysostom in Constantinople and Pope Leo the Great in
Rome. Cassian presented his experiences among the anchorites in Egypt to the monks
at Lerins and Provence in Gaul, The pulse of the coenobitic discipline and spiritual

life is infused in his writings Instimies and Conferences (415-422) where he

encapsulated the ethos of the desert and the teaching of the famous abbots,™ as well

as the framework of the monastic life in the thought of “The fear of the Lord: leads us
to compunction of heart: leads us to renunciaton of all that is the soul’s own: lead us
to humility...”.™" In Cassian’s Collations. one of the most sophisticated statements of
fourth century teaching of spiritual life and one of the supreme masterpieces of early
Christianity exhibited his teaching on the purity of heart, “The ultimate goal of our
way of life is. as 1 said. the kingdom of God. or kingdom of heaven. The immediate
aim is putity of heart. For without purity of heart none can enter into that
kingdom...”.™ The Conferences were read every night before compline in early

medieval monasteries with quotations on the rule of St. Benedict.”

St. Martin. bishop of Tours, was bom in Savaria. Pannonia (modem

Hungarv) (316-97 A.D.). a soldier and son of a veteran of the imperial army before he

= ttud,

* Lawrence, Medicval monasticism, p. 12,
' Wrooke, The age of the cloister, p. 34,

" Chiadwick, Westent aseeticizm. p. 197
M Kpowles, Christion monasticom, p, 15,
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converted 1o Christianity, He became the first major figure in Gallie |1u1|1:|stici~u"|1. ‘it‘
Martin chose to live the life of an anchorite in 4 cell near Milan but his ll‘lu-llflsm life
ook him to Poitiers. the first monastery on Gallic soil with the wnli—cmnutlcajnstyh.
of Antony ruled by example. then he moved to Liguge and 10 h-l:xmm.here." At
Ms:mmtif;re. he followed the Eastern Laura organization with his hermits 10 _’-'atl A.D.I
His biographer. Sulpicius Severus wrote after 400 AD. Life of St Martin which-v. as
East and becoming classic of medieval

received in Rome. Africa. Egypt. the

jography.” | |
- lpf\fter S, Martin brought the lifestyle of a hermit-group o Liguge and
Marmotiere. the monastic life spread like a fan over central and western i(:mul to the
Celtie regions of the England. Cornwall. Wales and the land of Eire. On t'h_csc
islands, Treland. Cornwall and Wales. monasticism developed under the eremitical
1.\'pc ﬂ.prcnding from 540 1o 600 and becoming the ruling element not only in t‘he
t:hul:ch but in a society where Roman organization of cities and towns did not f:?('lhl.
These were the islands where chieftains accepted € “hristianity as their new religion.
and carried the whole clan into their conversion, It is here where we encounter i
Jarge monastic community around two or three thousand and where their king was the

&
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House)™ a generation before St. Patrick came 1o Ireland.”  Ninian might have been
regarded as an important leader of the Celtic churches in the awakening of the interest
of anchorite or cremitical monasticism.™ The influence of St. Ninian might also have
been present in St. Patrick’s move towards asceticisn, when St. Pawick formed
groups of ‘monks and virgins® under vows at some of the many churches he founded
where it could be normal that a monastic unit grew beside them.™
The hagiography of ‘special people’ such as Parick, Columcille and
Columbanus exemplifies the doctrine of fomoiosis, the *similitud of God® stated by
Plato as an appropriation 1o the idea of the “athlete of virtue.” Patrick and others were
an example of this doctrine in their pursuit 1o imitate the perfect goodness of the
gods.™ St. Parrick. a captive, visionary. bishop. and missionary is the legend who has
been buried in the hagiographies of Ireland of the fifth century. Thomas O Loughlin
states that Patrick has been so “shamrockladen by the cultural politics of defining
Irish identity that for many he has become an almost mythical figure™*" We can still,
however. know more about him than about any fifth century English, *let alone Irish
person’. ™
Due to the lack of facwal proofs about Patrick’s and Pulladius’ mission 1o
Ireland. O'Loughlin believes that not only Patrick and Palladium missions. but other
ones oo, were working among the Irish during that time and without connection

between them. rather than a single person. who should be seen as the pioneers of

*John MeNeil Tie celtic chunches: o hixtory A, 200t 12001 London, 1974, pp s

"Ryan John, Frish monastician. eriging and early deselopment (thaca, 1972), p, 15,

UMeNeill The celtic churches. p. 23.

“Thid., p. 26

HCatherine Thom. Early Irish muomassicion: an undersnding of s cultural oot (New York, 20005, [ %Xk
M homas O Loughin, Celtie theology: hwnantty, world and God in ety frish w ity (london. 20000, p. 28
S0 Loughin. Celtic theolagy. p. 25,

0



risttamty relan \]L‘\.L'III‘IE s, the develo ment of mong sticism in 'Ilelﬂlllj
P Hh 15
i i g ess, the de el ]
Christiamty 1 i d. ¥ |

along the hines ol ontinenta thought ha drawhi S wrick’s @ H A ¢
H ac Patne mowis (]

1 h line: Continents he ah da a b ck L i

ong i

N ontiment. ere e
]1.1.]‘ aep SCOf e m the Roman Britan tyvle a d the Nt wher the
create o ng episcd at n he C tinent

monastic ¢ ment was 1l fhva his p. D i 1} hal 1d ||JIJI Trish 1-gsl"1.|’m.'lﬂll
lement was L (=1 bv a b hop. ul he tribal @
jonasic (2

L= P ol L 10CE P! COP oy oalter hs
LY | dincesan €

I E!tt have hl dere th L ent estil i b3

11 ul e d the permian ent g h shment i the diocesan € 1SCOpa fter h

{]C-ﬁh in 520 AD.

There w D0 ved C: at o ed 1 h relig deve 1l d
! bl 1 IO L\Lll ph n
i ! ; of silenc that covere eHZIous PN I
here wWere | } years o ence ¥ n L Al L

1] 1zanon the nascent € i hes w dert e leg ndary im 13 of St T lll\.!\ ﬂ‘ld the
cge ary mige . Fal
t churches un o h
organ 2 of the n

P s in 431 A.D* The origin of the silence
account of g missionary visit of Palladius in 431 D The ong
d )

3 asticism grew in
{ enquiry. The strength of the movement of monastcism 2
ins a poi en :
remains a point © y

mp ¢ dun e secon half of he s il hen mpe an
mportance duw ng th cot d alf of the ixth century m Irel lllll Wi it
il

o . / o ok AD- e he
ORASLETIeS Were {Uuﬂded. 51 C l'.lll"uhd blll]l Durrow Ah‘ ey 1n 2 § where the
monast

& N . (!FIHIJINE
. 2] o 5 e ORI

L B k¢ I row ¥ mn nos {
ill J.IC(] manuscrp B 1! i was written Clo! ol nh }

inC v was founded by St. Ciaran in
Nois) or Meadow of the Sons of Nos) in County Offaly was founded by

545 B | . der S Fi i f Clon: i 1 End: " A {d 579
23 Aubd.. who was LdHC\IlL’d under St. Fmm L 0 an ) d i o s .
v ALL ; . nnan o nard i naa o Tan )

. | L d cated at Clonmacnois. ] d H.ll'l= I
St. Comiga 1. from Antrmm in edu J'l‘(l b onmacno foun ed Bangor Abbey In

4
County Down in 579 AD.

¢ ere e 1sE LBV 5 LG chi g ol
Althou h ||l\|ll MIKS W il s il E 1L P i
thoug! nonks were ble o b wh the Egyphian 1 TOFOLS e ngs o

L {=t £S5 C il 8 | d. th & 1t
monasicism as the ideal I'lil‘l]ﬂi in their que 1 for direct contact w h Gon e Celtic

5 T S plic. = 15 of th I.'Il\‘\ll
P I eXpres: ed 1l diitﬁlEﬂllV from the Coptie One of the distinet
spir ] nehons o e

owards expres ng his i L4 was 1hi g onta 1 with nature.
Illl“l}\ oW d Tess] 18 conta l\\]l]l .IUd a throu h his contac h nature

As {1 owles writes. we © nnot imagine h F}HEI]I from l‘]llhlllﬂlit C. 670 AD.
[Dav d Knov les N ¢ cannot 1magi this C
. a s

" i, e 20

1 weNeill, The cefiiv churches, p 62

5 Fyaiivht (7 Croinin, Koy medieval In-hmr. iz,
¥ Nancy | dwards, The arvhaealog of curly mediev

3
J-.um.::rml.-lmlnn. 1Ey p. 197

ook (P il iphi 19000 p 90

21

being written by an eastern monk describing his abode and surroundings in the light
of God:
| have a bothy (hut) in the wood.
None knows it save the Lord. my God:
One wall an ash. the other hazel.
And a great fern makes the door.,
The doorpost are made of heather,
And the lintel of honeysuckle:
And wild forest all around
Yields mast for well-fed swine.
This size my hut: the smallest thing:
Homestead amid well-trod paths:
A woman (but blackbird clothed and seeming)
Warbles sweetly from its garble.”

Ireland’s introduction 1o Christianity 100k place during the powerful and
surprising monastic movement that spread from Egypt to Asia Minor and 1o Western
Europe during the fourth and fifth centuries. (Map 3) The “Golden Age” of the early
Irish church and culture gave lreland the title of the *Island of Saints and Scholars”
during the sixth to the eighth centuries. and served as a guiding light for the rest of
Europe alongside their missionary monks.” Another distinctive feature of asceticism
for the Irish was the peregrinatio or exile as a form of renunciation. Monks left
Ireland to foreign places in order to spread the Christian faith and monastic life. Irish
monks (Scoti) in their peregrinatio wok their culture (manuscripts and paintings ). and

their rule o built monastic foundations in lceland. the western isles of Scotland,

Brittany. central burope in Regensburg and Vienna and as far as Bobbio in

Lombardy. Columba, the apostle of Western Scotland (521-97 A.D.). of the Dal

' Knowles, Clixtian monasticism, p. 31
O Croinin, Early nedieval Irelanid, p. 196,
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Riada leading religious astablishment, founded lona " Columbanus (340-613 AD.).

the first great Irish “man of letters” was famous for his poens which were supposedly

composed by him while he rowed with his monks up the Rhine in 611 AD.™ He

traveled to the Vosges mountains to found Luxeuil (¢.590) and continued through his

fife visits to the Rhineland and the Alps to come back to Bobhio where he died. The

monk Aidan. from loni, came to Northumbria. was consecrated hishop and founded
Lindisfarne in 635 A.D."

The Rule of Columbanus. another distinctive feature of Irish monastic

practice, replaced the litmus test of the contemporary Mediterranean monachism by

imposing severe fasts and a fierce penal code. Yet. for hint. monasticism was based

ot on a Rule but an abbot which was the mainspring of the life. Therefore,

throughout the branches of his monasteries which were founded by him or influenced

by him the will of the abbot was expressed differently by different personalities.”

Another of the distinctive features that emerged from the 100 years of

silence under the St. Patrick and Palladius missions from the nascent Irish churches

was the Hiberno-Latin writings during the six centuries and its ascetic praxis of

mmonasticism.  These writings and ascetic practices contributed 1o the shift on the

theology of sin clearly stated in the Irish handhooks of penances or “penitentials’.

which points to the distinctiveness of the Celtic consciousness that illustrated the

radicality of the Irish response to the Christian Evangelium.™
These writings contained a <election of themes, which fad utilitarian and

vocational purposes: monastic rules. handbook of penances (penitentials) or manuals
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for spiritual confessors, and cannon law. At first. these texts came under British
influence. but soon they were superseded by the native’s ardour to perfection.™ In
particulur. the Irish penitentials embodied the shift on the theology of sin which
changed from being punitive and public to the post-patristic healing and private. In
St. Patrick™s Epistola ad milites Cororici. he publicly accused Coroticus and his men
for the sins of apostasy and shedding blood. St Patrick excluded them for not
submitting to public penance.”™ The penitentials. O'Loughin states, are the most
distinctive feature of the insular churches. the Inish and the Welsh. in how they
became the lighting post for their innovation and transformation into u new Chri \'liu‘n
practice and theology, " |
It is unknown where the first penitential was written.  After a blank period
the Penitential of Finnian was written around 591A.D. by Finnian of Clonnard
(549A.D.) or Finnian of Moville (579 A.D.)" and it appears in full development
dated in the late six century and might have been written in Clonnard. the monastery
he founded. The Penitential of Finnian was a pastoral handbook for dealing with Ihlz
sins of repentant Christians. The penitentials were aimed exclusively to people who
had sinned - not in abstract problems and not with a category of people. To euch
crime, a specific ‘penitential remedy’ of fasting, alms, and prayer was prescribed.™
What was the reason of the appearunce of the Penirentials of Finnian'? OF Loughlin

u 1 Ll It N " wfye 2 8 >
ttributes it to crucial changes in how sin and penances were seen and dealt with th
: . alt wi ¢

* Ihid.
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5 O Lomghin, Celtie thealogy, p. 52,
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Peter O Dwyer. Fowandy a b g i
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church. Surviving documents illustrate major factors of this change that can be

explained in a theological and practical context.
Christignity was spreading in Ireland in mid fifth century and the church

adopted administrative features hased an monastic origin. §in was a concern of the

Latin Church in two separale arens: In the diocese. it was & restoration of baptismal

regeneration as i ‘one-off severe penance. In the monasteries, sins were seen s that

cause, which prevented one from attaining perfection 10 be in contact with God.
Therefore. in the monastery. 1o defeat sin was an integral part of conversion and

discipleship pased on the command penitentian agite o Do penance!  To reach

perfection was life of penance.

The writings of John Cassian were & strong influence on the insular view of

monasticism and penance. His focus was the sins of the monks. Cassian changed the

view of penance with one brushstroke: He studied sin as an ongoing part in the life of
the monk that had 1o be examined and removed as sickness. Therefore. the view of

penance was seen. not as a punishment. hut as a healing medicine; Penance served o

repair a damage done. It was a mode of reparation and a repuyment for being saved

before a disaster. “Let us make haste (o cure contraries contraria contrariis curantr

and to cleanse away these faults from our hearts and introduce heavenly virtues in

their places . . .~ Cassian <ought the parallel of the principle of ‘contraries are healed

by contraries” in medicine to cure o disease. As the hody with fever gets healed with

cold. then the spiritual disease of gluttony could be healed by fasting.”

Sin was now a sickness which needed a diagnostic. It was not a crime that

needed prosecution. This individuality of the sin put a value on the concept of

I (y Pwyer, Towardy a history. . 17
Wy oughin, el theolpey, 53

25

spiritual self-knowledge instead of the need for public declaration within the church
The sare [ i |
. unf to care for the sins was now the one who care for the souls of the monks
His decisions were as those of the physician with the patient and not the bishop actin |
as a judge." The Ammchara. the one who took care for the sins, had a promi :
. | sins, ha inent role
in the Irish monastic place and its relationship o penitential practices.  Th
. ' - : e
introduction of the soul-friendship relationship in the Irish private penitential led 1
| ‘ al led oo
prolongation and intensification of his soul searching by the penitent. The Anmic/

) b, . e Ammciuara
acted like the doctor treating an illness. The penitent will bare his soul. intimate
thoughts and deeds and if found unfaithful to the Evangelium. the “soul-doctor will
prescribe a penance appropriate 1o the soul-illness. In this way. as the doctor t

e ‘ Y, i A0r treats
his patient illness. the Irish soul-friend relationship laid the foundation for a mor
a ol . . )
personal. instead of a public approach to sin and its forgiveness.” In some areas of
_ . . s L
northern England. where the monks had established their monastery. there wi
) . . 5 2 fls an
established practice of women serving as Anamcfiara, They even practiced heari
e Yy p earing
confessions in the technical sense. Abbess Hilda of Whithy was one of them.™ Th:
purpose of all the Irish penitentials was o heal the penitent and to return the sinner |
| | | erto
the community and its worship involving his/her hean for the true conversion to
become real. The notion of conversion is ingrained in the lrish psyche. Druids had a
place of honour in its society as healers, lawyers and doctors. and with the filid. they
were s | a i 3 | - f
.L-l'L l.l'.lL keepers of the stories of the Tuatha to keep the sense of community
Likewise, the Ammchara of the Irish monastic tradition knew in detail th 1 .
| e stories of
the monks who came to them for advice, They knew that healing was the prim
s ary

FEason ol e pe ] ch they L e M {4
SO f the penunces and as su h th did not Lak dd\dﬂln.lgl.‘ of the wer” th =Y
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! i, p. 54
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had™ H. Connolly states that the Anmechara had an important role in the Irish

monastic place and its relationship 1o penitential practice: “it is only in the context of

the healing dialogue that a theological reading of the Irish penitential literature can

properly take place.”™ Therefore. the theological reading of the Irish penitential

literature should be done in the context of a healing dialogue. Catherine P. Thom

notes that the value of Columbanus” penitential reforms. which were transferred to

the Continent at the end of the <ixth century. is centered in that the Irish Church can

claim the introduction of a unique form of penitential practice. As such, the lrish

Church can also claim to have made a valuable and influential contribution to the life

of the Church in the sixth century. In brief. the beginnings of private “confession’

instead of “public confession.” offers the view of change and of making a great

contribution not only to the inner life of the early Irish Church but also into the future

W

of the Universal Church.”

The law texts were written after the penitentials and they received the

influence of Latin canon law, Irish laws followed other northemn non-Roman

(Germanic) legal systems in the sense that an offense was made good by payment of

an honour price. The honour price had to be paid by the offender or the family’s

offender. Therefore, a sin was an offense against God's dignity and to remove it

carried o price. The monastic notion of ascetic reparation was then extended to the

" hom Early frish momastivisns po T4
= Thid., . 40
“ fhid. p, 31
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whole society as a religious education to be able to understand and 1o overcome sin in
pursue of the communication with God."”
The forces of mysticism and asceticism have served as & common thread
bounding the religions of human history. In particular. Christian monasticism was
significant in the spread of Christianity in the western world because it was fed from
these two energies. mysticism and asceticism. in an institutionalized form that
permitied to develop according to its cultural and religious times, The presence and
guidance of great minds such as Athanasius, John Cassian, and Martin of Tours. who
each in its own disciplines of mind were able 0 implement important aspects of the
monastic movement during its western dispersion that reached the Celtic churches
And. it is in the early Irish development. the “Golden Age’ of its monastic
developmeni that we find the most significant impact and influences as a whole: in
the shift of penitential, from public to individual. 4 practice which is still on in our
modern times. By keeping their ancient customs. the early Irish monastic church give
g
us also, a cultural window to see broader implications in the monastic reforms that
followed later on in the eleventh and twelfth centuries.
II"anyone has sinned in his heart through thought, and then & once has

repented. let him strike his breas {
Epeing s b toand ask Go i ' ak
satisfaction. and thus he will become well l.\'amn:\' Id 3P i e e

Finnian of Clonnard™

¥
U Loughin, Celtiv theelogy, p. 53
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Reappraising the Synod of Whithy
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personal interest in ecclesiastical computus. Secondly. at the beginning of the modern

period the synod became incorporated in the protestant metanarrative, with its interest

in early forms of Christianity that could be perceived as independent from papal
authority until their inevitable subjugation to Catholic dogma.”

Although Reformation mythmaking has largely been cast aside, and while

Scholarship has become increasingly aware of the need to revaluate Bede's material,
the interpretation of the synod as involving two opposing parties has endured.* This
perspective is indebted 1o Bede's narrative structure. as well as the account of Stephen
of Ripon, written between 710 and 720.° Although Stephen’s account differed from
Bede’s on certain details. it also characterised the assembly as a clash between (wo
groups: the “sconi™ and ‘brverones” on one side, und the Romana ecclesia ¢t

aposiolica sedes” on the other.” Bede stated that the position of the scori was

represented by the bishops Colman and Cedd. the abbess Hilda, and their clergy, while
the case of the universialis ecclesia was argued by the bishop Agilbert. the priests
Wiltrid and Agatho, the chaplain of queen Eanfled. named Romanus, and a deacon
named James. Stephen drew the same picture, although he offered fewer names.
mentioning Colman and Hilda in opposition to Agilbert. Wilfrid, and Agatho,

The list of names given by Bede and Stephen. however, includes
individuals with extensive Frankish connections, specifically  Agilbert and  his
follower. Wilfrid. Although they were described as belonging to the “Roman” party.
there are reasons to consider them as a distinet, Merovingian contingent that should be

seen as independent from James. and perhaps Romanus. Agilben is of central

" My perspective bis drawn upon that of 1. Wormald, “The venerable Bede and the “Church of the Fyglish™,
reprinted m S, Baxier (oo, e gmey of Bedi: sudies in early fplish Cleeistiom society amd its hixweion (Oxfond,
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Celtic Christiontev: making mvihs and clsing dvcams (Dlinburgh, 19990 1. Meck, Hie et for celiic
Christimity (MUlIfiekd, 20005 and T, 0 Loughtin, Celtic thealoey (London, 2000), pp 1-23.
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importance. since he was the only named attendee in episcopal orders opposed to the
o express the views against Colman’s
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n wrote that Agilbert gave
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speech into wilfrid's mouth. articulating the ‘Roman’ position in a mannef perhaps
i views than of Wilfrid's
of the arguments for the Roman Easter.

more indicative of their ow actual words. Because Wilfrid
cerved this literary function as the voice

Agilbert’s position as party leader and episcopal frontman has gone overlooked.” In

¢, Peter Hunter Blair recarded Agilbert’s presence at Whithy to be a

typical exampl
mere coincidence.”

Most of the information on Agilbert’s ba
¢ Frank when he described {he Christianisation of Wessex.

ckeround derives from Bede. who

pave a brief biography of th
Bede wrote that Agilben arrived in Wessex |

of the kingdom (sometime after 646), The Frank had pre
d ax Bishop of Wessex for several vears until

rom Gaul and became the second bishop

viously studied the seriptures

in Ireland for some time. Agilbert serve

the king. Cenwealh. decided that he did not like
and posted Wine (who had also been ordained

the Frank's “harbara lognella’.

Cenwealh divided the diocese into two.

in Gaul) 10 the new bishopric. Agilbert took offence.
he lived to old age. At some point during this

left Britain. returned to Francia.

and became Bishop of Pars. where

tenure in the Merovingian kingdoms. Cenwealh decided he wanted Agilbert back. but

the bishop declined to leave his post at Paris for one in Wessex. and instead sent his
to Cenwealh for episcopal ordination.”

nephew. the priest |eutherius.
Bede referenced Agilbert’s

In giving his account of the Synod of Whitby.
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tables, and by the early 640s this process was more-or-less complete.” Similarly, the
Celtic-84 was gradually replaced by the Victorian tables in Treland through a series of
regional synods,™
By the time of the Synod of Whitby in 664, the Celtic-84 was only used by

the monastery of lona, its satellite institutions. and by the Britons — most of the scoti
actually used the Victorian tables. Northumbria owed its use of the Celtic-84 to its
Christianisation by lonan missionaries during the mid-seventh century. For this
reason. scholarship has come to avoid deseribing Colmun, Cedd, and Hilda s

belonging to the Celtic party. and preferred 1o use the more nuanced label of *lonan’

party. This accords with contemporary academic reservations about Celiic

romanticism.™ The name of the calculation tables as the *Celtic-84" has proved more

tenacious. Although this set of tables was distinctive of the use in Celtic-speaking
areas during Columbanus’s life. it subsequently lost this meaning. Furthermore, credit
for the creation of this eighty-four year cyele of tables may be owed to Sulpicius
Severus. working in Gaul in the Jate fourth or early fifth century.”

If Colman. Cedd. and Hilda are understood o belonging to an lonan party.
and the Merovingian background of Agilbert and Wilfrid is recognised. two other
amendees remain: James the Deacon, and Queen Eanfleds chaplain. Romanus.
Although Bede thought of these two as members of Agilbert's party, it is pussible that
they had their own views on the caleulation of the date of Easter. The arguments at the
Synod of Whithy. as described by Bede and Stephen, suggest that Agilbert and
Wiltrid argued in favour of a third set of tables. those of Dionysius Exiguus. rather
than the Celtic-84 or the Victorian. There are some indications that James used the
tables of Victorius,

A dona, Vise Columban, 1.26: 1, Chirles-Ldwinds, Firty Ciwistian Iredand (Cambridge, 20000, pp 3647t O
Stancliffe. “Jomus's life of Columbanus and bis diseiples”, in J. Carey, M. Herbert and © Riam (eds) Stndics in
Trish fagiograpdey (Dabline 20005 pp |89-220 (pp 20513 O, Corping, Fhe veltic amd maman teaditions: conflice
aiidl consensuy fn the early medieval Chirch (New York. 20000, pp 51-3,

4} Corning. The velric and roman traditions, pp $1-94, 108-1 15 Charbes-Edwards, Eaelv Chetoian dretimd, pp L6
AL

* The use of the wim Celtic”, in the larger sense of u Celtic Church, was famously called ino guestion by K.
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' 1. MeCarthy, The origin of the Laterous Paschal cyele of the msular celie Churches”. in Cinmbridpe Medicval
Celtiv Studies, 28 (Cambridge, 1994), pp 2540,
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Although the Victorian tables had been used by the Merovingian church in

the early seventh century. and had gradually found acceptance in Columbanus’s
nd. they contained certain imperfections, Th
osed in 523, The adoption of the Dionysian

doption of the V ictorian

monasteries and in Irela ese were resolved
by the tables of Dionysius Exiguus, comp
tables in the West is far more difficult to track than the 4
tables. The showdown between the Celtic-84 and the Victorian tables in Gaul

produced a relative abundance of documentation. The gradual replacement of the
Victorian tables by the Dionysian.  however. produced no such wealth of
ogests that this was 2 relatively smooth process. The
red many similarities, agreeing logether
and Victorian tables only gave

621, 641, 643, 635), while

documentation. which su
Dionysian and Victorian tables sha against the
Celtic-84. From the yeurs 600 to 664, the Dionysian
maximum of five years (617,

different dates for Easter on a
o less than 42 times. and with the

the Celtic-84 conflicted with the Victorian
Dionysian slightly more.”

It is also difficulty 1o determin
The first indications of this occurrence ar
f Whithy. These authors associated Wilfrid's

¢ when the Dionysian tables won the
approval of Rome. ¢ actually Bede and
Stephen’s accounts of the Synod o

crsialis ecelesia and the apostolica sedes. and the

arguments with the usage of the wniv
that Agilbert and Wilfrid supported the Dionysian

not named in either account. Bede

-xr. which the

specifics of the arguments indicate
tables. Although the tables Wilfrid advocated were

described Wilfrid as arguing against Colman and his use of funa xiv

Celtic-84 employed. and in favour of luna xv-xxi. T
which instead used firna xvi-xxii. 1Uis

his set of lunar ranges was used by

the Dionysian tables. but not the Victorian.
onysian tables. Although Francia naturally

unclear where Agilbent tearned about the Di
Dionysian

comes to mind, it remains a possibility that Agilhert first encountered the

tables during his studies in Ireland.™
at Wilfrid argued for the Dionysian calculation

Stephen also wrote th
favouring a

J-xvi. However. he characterised the opposition as

tables. and their fima ¥
was not used by any table. although its

vvif. This specific lunar range

range of funa xiv-
Celtic-84. and its terminis anie quem matched the

rermimis post guem matched the

* Here | am indebted 1o the splendid rcanstruction and comparison of the Faser tables found in Cormg, T
gt i celite traditions, pp 183-00)
“ 1w this point 1 the supgestion of Tin Wond, Tor Agilber

pp 3T

st in Trelind wee Bedes Historia Eeelesiastivg

Vlclf)nun. Perhaps Stephen meant to indicate that Wilfrid was rejectine both the
Celtic-84 and the Victorian systems combined.” Tt is in this context lh:u I ITL
z::s;nce at Lh:': synod should be interpreted. James had first come 1o Nurthurnbr;lum\i:l;
o jn:;n[ :Tl.:\h.ll‘-lﬂ:'.i]'}’ F'uu?mu.-._. who had converted and baptised King Edwin (616-
. is time, the Victorian tables were still the papally approved method of
ca.llcllflalmg Ew.h:_r. Alter Edwin’s death in batile, James was the only member of l:‘
:l.lxuun‘lu‘remm? in Northumbria,™ The kingdom subsequently :u;u-plcd the I :
.d.::stclr!(ellm—ﬁ for the next thirty years. until the Synod of Whithy. Because l:::]
:1 ::::“;ilj ::;m‘; as a supparter of the *Roman”™ Easter, it is reasonable to assume :hz:
2 ued to use his own (Victorian) calculation tables even afie i
had officially accepted the Celtic-84, from the 620s thmug:I:n: LLIi\eL:ﬁ‘::u B
' .P{:rhaps Jamexs held fast to the set of tables that he had used for over forty
vears, ugtamsl the Celtic-84. causing him 1o view the newly introduced Dio \
11:1bl‘es with suspicion. Although the Victorian and Dionysian tables were flurn:rhllu‘f
:::l::r “;ﬁ l:w another than they were (o the Celtic-84. the vear after the Svm)]l:l‘l::‘
’ ithy. 6635, was one of the rare years when they gave dive "l:ﬂt dates [ T
lIT:s unusual occasion, the differences between the Viclurir'jn and !:;mi::s[:j;[::h(l)n
\I:t:j'u not academic. Of so. then the "Roman’ position at Whithy may ;u:'l\uult ! ham?
lhct.r; represented by (wo groups. Victorian and Dionysian, with J;um-:.\ hclnn;ing :r;
: e ln‘rmlcr. It wm‘zld be interesting to know the opinions of the aptly named Romanus
hianl: 1::! s l?‘::;pl:lln. but unfortunately no further information is u\tuilablu mnu:;nin‘sz-
.. en if Jumes did not regard the Dionysian tables with hostility. the Sy .
\T’]Tu?)y would have been the right setting for him to officially a;kmwlif;":dl: ]
V;fhdlt_\'j of the new tables. Presumably. this would have ht‘:‘:;l important g't' lL
Dionysian tables were to be perceived of as Roman, since James he i
Romanitas in Northumbria for a generation, o
. ‘ There remains one more point to be made about the labels “Celtic” and
Roman’. Although Agilbert and Wilfrid were characterised as belonging to the latter
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84, and by at least the early eighth century Willrid was cultivating veneration ol
Oswald as a saint at his monastery of Hexham, "

While Agilbent and Wilfrid may have argued against the Celtic-84. their
extensive connections with Irish institutions render it impossible 10 regard them as
‘anti-Celtic” ™ Indeed, one of their more useful yualities was their potential 10 be
associated with both a Roman and Irish identity. Such characteristics stood alongside
their impressive Gallic connections. This is particularly true for Agilbert. a Frankish
bishop who may have had Merovingian blood. The revaluation of the pirties present
at Whithy necessarily entails a new understanding of the King Oswin's decision.
which should not be viewed simply as a shift from Celtic to Roman practice. Instead,
this  oversimplification may represent the official story that Oswiu wanted to
propagate.

Originally. when Oswiu had first acquired kingship in Northumbria, there
are reasons 10 believe that he needed 1o identity with Northumbria’s Tonan past.’! His
brother and predecessor. Oswald. who reigned from 634-642, had introduced lonan
missionaries to the Kingdom of Northumbria. In the early part of Oswiu’s reign, the
king needed to promote a sense of continuity with his brother's past rule. The
Northumbrian throne had not passed directly from Oswald to Oswiu. Oswiu had
originally gained only half the kingdom. acquiring the other half after assassinating
Oswine, a rival king. Oswald’s son. (Ethelwald, who was about sixteen when Oswine
died. apparently gained the support of the same noble faction that had favoured
Oswine. and thereatter colluded with Oswiu’s enemy, Penda: he is last mentioned in
the context of Oswiu's crucial defewt of Penda at Winwed in 6554 It may be that
Oswald had intended Ethelwald to succeed him. and that he was considered o ward of
Oswine. which would make Oswiu u usurper. Whatever the case. the notion of

Oswiu’s direct suceession from Oswald. and the concept of an Oswald-Oswiu house

" Bude, Hiswria Evclesiastion, 313 A Thacker, *Membra dispectu; the division af the body und the dil Tusion ol
the cult”, in C. Stancliffe und . Cambridpe (eds) dsidd: Nerthumirric Kinge dor Evoprean saing (Stamiord, 1905,
PR YT-128 (p. 1095 0. P. Kirby, "Nonhumbri in the Uime of Wilfrid™. in 1, p Kirtry fedd, b, Serine Widfridl ae Hexham
{Newcastle upon Tyne. 19745 pp =34 (pp 26-85 D, Rolkison., Saines and refies i Angdo-Naven England (Oxtord.
1989), pp 1134,
* See C. Stancliffe, “Bede, Wil and the Lisl, Jarmw Lectres {Neweast e upon Lyne, 2003,

* Oswin's early carcer, and bis politieal connecsioms with Celtic negions. had been detailad i A Smiyth, Wordonds
il ey paven: Seotlanad AL S0- PO (London. 19545,
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(Ethelwald's aye and disappearance from the sources alter Wik, soe Plummer, Venerabilis Baedoe

pera
histanca, 11, p. 179
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were myths that only made sense after Oswiu had eliminated the rival claimants and
hlished himself as overlord. And these were n

estal wths that Oswiu very much wished
m interring Oswald’s incorrupt hand and arm in his

to cultivate: hence, we find hi

royal city of Bamburgh. and his head at TLindisfarne.”

Such local political necessities no Jonger obtained in 66+, By the time of

the Synod of Whithy. Oswiu had long secured his power in Northumbria, and he was

extending hegemonic influence far south of the Humber. Although Oswiu may still

have needed to consider relations with monasterics of Irish origin, he no longer stood

o gain from cultivating an lonan identity for his rule. Oswiu can be seen promoting

the notion that he had exchanged Tonan custom for Roman ¢
bria for Tona following the

ustom in the aftermath of

the Synod of Whitby. Colman and his clergy left Northum
convocation. and Oswiu removed Lindisfame as the episcopal seat of Northumbria.
marking a demonstrative break from iradition.” Oswiu exchanged letters with Pope
Vitalian, requested a papal consecration for one of his bishops. received relics from

the pontiff, and planned a pilgrimage 1o the eternal city. cancelled only by his

untimely death.

Oswiu was clearly concerned to dispense with any “Jonan” identity for his
reign, and to replace this with a certain sense of Romanitas. On a pragmatic level,

however, the Kingdom of the Eranks was a more immediate conceim for the king than

wither lona or Rome. Merovingian influence is more difficult 1o discern. since Bede -

the principal narrator of Oswiu's reign — was more interested in lonan and Roman
influences. Yet there are reasons 1o believe that, by 664, Oswi’s political horizons

had expanded to include Francia. By expanding his power from Northumbrian lord to

Anglo-Saxon overlord below the Humber. Oswin had to deal with the southern

kingdoms. and Frankish influence had always been significant there.*" Kings in the

1 Bede, Histria Feclestasivi, 36, 3120

“ qhid., pp 3.26

* hid, pp 3.29. 4.5 Oswin's decision (0 v s mominee Tor
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cemurics ADY, in Mariine celes, frisians qnd seavons. CRA pesearch repoit,
“Ripon. Franci, and it Franks caskers Wood, “The Frunks amd Stton Hoo', in LN, Wand and N Lund (eds)
Peaple and plitces i Nerrthern Eterape, SO0-1600; essayy i howour of Peter Sawver { Woodbridze, 1991 pp 1=14
Wi, “Trankish hegemony in Fagland, in M Carver el TThe age of Sutton Hoo (Woodhridge, 19923, pp 235
41: Wood, “Nonhumbrians and Franks i the dgir of Willrid', Northerm histors. 31 sy, pp 10-21: Wood, The

i L76-0 Wi ST mission of Augustine of Canterbury Lo the Unglish™. in Speculum,
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et om, ase N Browks, The early histery

|33 Wood, "The chanael from the firurth to the seventh
71 (London, 19900, pp 93-T: Woad,

Merovimgtan kingdons,
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south had sought to cultivate relutions with the Merovingians through ecclesiastical
channels. The Burgundian bishop. Felix. had been active in East A:::Iin in the liLr‘:l
I:::e t:f i]:e s.cvcmh L:emury. and had held the Northumbrian mi.'isit.\rl.:tr}rT Aiden in I:iu.h
steern, . Bishop Richarius had also worked in England ™ Agilbert had scrvcdt'
Wessex for some time, and his supplanter. Wine. had also been consecrated i1-1 Gaul .
Official Frankish influence in Anglo-Saxon Britain dated back to the dfl s
IlF &thelberht, King of Kent (d. 616). He had taken a Frankish bride Bcnh:' .
g-f.\'erl her (and her Frankish bishop, Liudhard) use of a church :}edic;ued'tu St ;..:ln d
of Tours.™ The dedication is suspiciously Merovingian. Oswiu’s wife Fil]‘lﬂ.':ktl w'l "
.‘Ezhelht?rhl and Bertha's granddaughter. It seems that the family .muinl'line‘d 1‘:\
connections _with Francia. Eanflaed’s mother. /Ethelberg. had sent hcr'sons 1o }Jagnhc;
I Tor protection after her husbund’s death in 633.™ Furthermore. Eanfled’s un TIt‘: (
step-uncle) Eadbald had married Emma. a Frank and probably the dau !.'n L I ui
Nl:ustrinn maior domes Erchinoald.™ Oswiu was therefore dir;utly cunniut::] ‘[Jn :IhL
Fra‘nfush aristocracy through his in-laws, and such relations were important fo I]"
political policy. o
Mhbihlmp(::;ﬂ:g:i::Ijus-lrrlmes this point. In 668, the papal appointee 10 the
g I.. et Y. ieudurf. travelled through the Merovingian kingdoms
‘ re his post in Kent. At first his party stopped i Arles, where they were
received h)f the local bishop. John. Ebroin, the Neustrian maior domus, then gave
thE‘ITI permission 10 travel through the realm. Theodore went to Paris and staved e‘ I:
A:glihen for some time. His associate and companion. Hadrian, staved \&.'ill; E "
Bl.‘\ht:.l]) of Sens. and then Faro, Bishop of Meaux, Although Thrud'nn.‘ de aﬂ:tll":w
Britain from the port of Quentovic. Hadrian was arrested by Ebroin inder l::

SUspreio ol ds d spyolon e en pe HES 11 : W (S
suspicion that he 15 | the Bvzs iperor, who w, the est at the
3

69 19y pp =17 @ / !
Armstrong .:ru[.l \le:\d ::Ti{:“ L“J‘ifm.:;:l—lr:v I"\.I“m.“l resudenifications and the christianization ol Kent'. i (
1-_!.“”“1“““ 206008 pp 27-36. ' ctng peoplex vnid convernmg individuals. ermationad medieval J'rr.\';firu:;- IT
il !.LL'd;;}Hhirmv: !-.;l'.-f.-\m.\nru. 218, 3.18: 328, '
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k.lmﬂi‘l - i Aprglo-soxon Englasd, 2000 l-'m-l: H”_-iln:l Ity cnnetlive (o Grancin] M. Wemks, the I'“':H‘::::j
5 i::“k ffi'f’rari-: Frclesigstica, 2.2, i
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Furthermore o i
ore. Agilbert, and to a lesser extent Wilfrid, could more properly be

time. After an investigation. however, Hadrian was permitted by the Neustrian maior s
Ti as constituting a Frankish contingent — perhaps even Hibe

. mo-Frankish
Indeed, Oswiu may well | ‘
. Os y well have been more concemned wi i
: ith the nearby Franks th g
distant Rome. ‘ R

{0 continue on his journey to Britain. This example reveals that Anglo-Saxon kings
were wise 10 cultivate their connections with the Franks. Theodore’s acquisition of the
See of Canterbury was important for Oswiu, who had shown a good deal of interest in
the succession of the archdiocese. After leaving the seat vacant for five years. he hand
elected the successor. Wighard. and sent him o Rome. It was only Wighard's
unexpected death that caused the selection of Theodore by the pope. which Oswiu
presumably found pleasing.™

When Oswiu invited the Frankish Agilbert to Synod of Whitby, he was
following the precedent of other Anglo-Saxon Kings. who had sought to foster
Merovingian ecclesiastical influence. He was also drawing upon the familial
background of his Kentish wife. Eanfled. His decision at Whitby brought
Northumbria into alignment with the Merovingian kingdoms on the matter of the
caleulation of Easter. Agilbert and Wilfrid's connections with Irish monasticism may
have softened the blow. or at least undermined Colman’s position. since he based his
arguments on an appeal to Irish tradition. Equally important for the king was the fact
that Agilbert and Wilfrid could be thought of as Roman. This brought them into
association with James and Romanus. who may have actually favoured a different set
of Easter caleulation tables. The view of the narrative sources. written half a century
after the convocation. represents the way the synod was remembered. and Oswin’s
own agenda seems to have been at work here.

The actual nature of the atiendance at Whitby was more complicated than
gither Bede or Stephen indicated. And our understanding of the synod gains little from
the Iabels “Celtic’ and “Roman’. Colman, Cedd. and Hilda ought not be thought of as
representing the position of the scorti on the whole. By 664, most of the Celtic-
speaking world had abandoned the use of the Celtic-84 in favour of the Victorian
tables. which had long been popular in Gaul. Ironically. the Celtic-84 itsell’ may even
have been composed in Gaul. Likewise, the association of Agilbert, Wilfrid, Agatho,
James. and Romanus as belonging to one “Roman’ party fails to appreciate the

possibility that James and perhaps Romanus preferred a different set of tables.

Y The cmperor was m Sicily at the time, Duschesne ted) fiber Ponsificalivde Liber Pontificafis, Texs,
Iritrodution et Commeniain. 2 virls (Prs, |RRG-U2), entey on pope Vieaban
* Bede, Hitoria Erelesiautivg, 4.1
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coming and so made linle impact on contemporary philosophical debate in those
languages amongst those who could not read French of German, The first Spanish
trnslation of Hume's works did not appear until 1842 and though in “peripheral’
countries such as Denmark the first translation appeared in 1771 - a single translation
of Hume's essay "Of Liberty of the Press” (1753) — the work did not have a wide
impact and Hume remained virtually unknown with nothing more being translated
into the Danish language until the twentieth century.” It was. therefore, mainly over
Germany and France that the ideas of the Scottish Enlightenment had most effect and

it is for this reason that this essay will focus upon the influence of David Hume in

France and what is now Germany:® perhaps we should say French and German

cultural provinces since the Swiss should be included and the court of Frederick 11 of

Prussia spoke French in preference to German.” Finally. Hume's “doctrines were more

popular in France than anywhere else on the Continent” and this will be retlected in
the extensive attention that this essay will give to Hume's reception in France, "

David Hume was widely celebrated and welcomed by his French
contemporaries who found him “to be truly le bon David™.'' Hume's reputation in
France was such that an unknown but obviously well connected English traveller
“strongly recommended” him 1o Lord Hentford, about to be the British Ambassador to
the French court. as an eminently suitable replacement for his official secretary."”
Such a choice was prima fucie surprising as Hertford was a pious man and Hume was,
as early as 1745, known as a religious sceptic with atheistic tendencies. however. the
recommendation and appointment of Hume was done precisely because he was
recognised “as one whose named carried great prestige in France™." Indeed. his
reputation was such that the arrival in 1763 of the first British ambassador since the

outbreak of the Seven Years War was overshadowed by that of his private secretary.

Joha Christan Laursen, *David Home and the Danish debae about treedom of the press i the 17708, doursal of
the Hixtry of fdeas, 59, 1 (1998 pp 16772

* Malherbe, “1'he impact on Purape’, p. 294,

* Giles: MaeDonogh, Frederick the Grears o life i deed and tetrers (London, 20000, p. 31.

" Daniel Schulthess, “Reid in Burope'. Keid stafies. 2. 2 (199495 p. 19 Michel Malherbe similarly agrees that
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See Malherbe “he wnpact on Europe’, p 307,
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Saint David)'® arrived in France. . his reputation had preceded his pe N 1
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Hume's philosophical had becom

risks involved” with a number of established booksellers selling Hume's philosophical

works despite the possible penalties.”
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In 1734 the first French translations of Hume's extremely successiul
Political Discourses were published free of restrictions in Paris.” One translated by
the abbé Le Blanc and another less successful one translated by Eléazar de
Mauvillon.™ These translations were very well received amongst the reading public
and the great success of Le Blunc's 1754 edition was such that the second edition,
published in 1755, bore the privifege du Roi — permission granted to the printer to
publish — as well as the name of the translator.™ These translations were also reviewed
in various French leamed joumals that had a wider European circulation.™ The
Correspondance littéraire. a confidential joumnal written in French by the German
born Friedrich Melchior Grimm and subscribed 10 by several German rulers and by
Catherine Il of Russia. admired and praised Hume's Political Disconrses writing in a
1754 review how “the Palitical Disconrse by M. Hume is highly esteemed in England
and deserves (o be everywhere’,”’

The works of David Hume were equally well received by the philosophes
who, almost without exception, welcomed Hume as a new ally.™ In 1748 with the
English publication of his Three Essavs Moral and Political Hume made the
acquaintance of Montesquien who was so impressed with the Essavs that he semt
Hume a copy of his L Esprit des Loix (1748). and remained in close correspondence
for the remaining seven vears of his. Montesquieu’s, life.”™ The philasophe. Helvétius.
wrote to Hume in 1759 to inform him ‘that the Scottish philosopher’s name was o be
found in his work De ['esprit. and. indeed. that it would have been cited there more
often if the severity of the censor had permined”." On his arrival in France in 1763

Hume was immediately taken up by the polymath Paul-Henri Thiry, Baron d"Holbach

' Malkierbe, “The impact on Eurupe’, p. 300,

* David Hume, Discours politiques de Mopsiewr Husie, tradaits de CAnglois, truns. abbe Jean-Hermand le Blane, 2
vols. (Amstendom, 17540 Davad Hume, Piscoues podttigues de Meonsteur Hiene par Mre de Mo trms. e

de Mawrvillon (Amstendam, 17541

# Bonghe, ‘David Hume i the official censurship of te Ancien Régime’, p. 235,
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= Mossner, Bavid Hume, p, 475 Friedrch Melchor Grimm,  Comrespomdence literaire. edited by Maurnee
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exception wis Jeun-Jucques Rousseain who “alone contrived o pick o quarre] with the most delightiul amd gencrous
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who described Hume as “one of the greatest philosophers of any age’ and this despite
d"Holhach’s patronage of Denis Diderot and Jean Le Rond d" Alembert." EC.
Mossner has pointed out that Denis Diderot was “strongly attracted” to Hume and
Voltaire likewise “always professed the highest regard” for Hume. " In a leiter dated
1764 Voltaire wrote to the Marquise du Deffand praising the works of Hume,
preferring. unlike many of his contemporaries. Hume’s philosophy over his more
popular Historv of England (1754-62). He wrote: Jaime bien autant encore la
philosophie de M. Hume, que ses ouvniges historigres’ (1 much prefer the philosophy
M. Hume to his historical works).? In the same year. in his Dictionnaire
philosophigue (1764). Voltaire praised Hume — whilst criticising his theories
regarding polytheism as ‘the primary religion of men” advanced in The Natral
History of Religion (1757) — as 4 “philosophical «cholar, who is one of the most
profound metaphysicians of our times'." The philosophes. clearly. were not only
aware of the works of Hume but used them to compliment and develop their own
philosophy.

Along with his Political Disconrses Hume's History of England. published
in London hetween 1754 and 1762, also contributed substantially 1o his literary
reputation on the continent. According to Laurence Bongie. Hume first became
known in France as a writer on political and economic subjects and finally as
England’s greatest historian®.” Indeed, Hume's History was still in demand on the
continent even after 1800 when for most other Scottish works the number of
translations rapidly decreased.” The translations of Hume's History were revised
several times in the ninetecnth-century. with new translations in German by G.
Timaeus at Liineburg appearing in [806-7. In France 1.B. Després published a new
wranslation in 1819-22 and M. Langlois in 1829-32."7 From the outset the popularity

and demand for Hume's History rivalled that of the Political Disconrses. The

W aron d"Holhach Gited in Bongie, “Home. ~Phitosophe” and phitasopher”, p. 214

2 \ossner. David Hume , pp 477, 487,

T rhendune Bestermun fed) Frangnise Marie Arouel Je Voltaire, Correspondence, 13 yols, (Paris, T9R1 7. p
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pulytheiset that he is referring 1o Fume. Prangais Xavier Swodiduer was thee first writer 1o recognise the referonee
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translations of the successive volumes of the History of England appeared quickly in
both France (from 17601 and in Germany (from 1763) and Hume soon guim;d a
fcputmiun as a great historian.™  Friedrich  Melchior Grimm  recognised  the
international success of the work writing how: “The History of England. by David
Hume. has a great reputation across Europe™.™ In u letter to George Montagu the
gossip Horace Walpole. similarly, noted the veneration with which the French held
Hume's Hisrory and conveyed his disheliel (and perhaps envy) at the continental
suecess of Hume's writing. Walpole could not:

believe that when they [the French| read our authors, Richardson and Mr
Hume s it oy’ .

ume should be their fuvourites? The latter is treated here with perfect
veneration. His History. so falsified in many points. so partial in as many

so very unequal in its parts. is thought the standard of writing.”

Humf:'s complete History. published in France in 1763 und translated by the abbé
Antoine Frangois Prévost and completed by Mme Octavie Guichard Belot. received
fhe praise of Grimm who in his review. written just a few months before Hume arrived
lI_l Paris, commended Hume as one who “proves by his example that the writing of
h{slory belongs by right to the philosophers, exempt from prejudices and pa.\aiun: i
Similarly. in his 1764 review of the complete History in La Gazette Litié raire Vult-ui.re
recommended Hume's History with equal enthusiasm, Like Grimm. Voltaire
applauded Hume's impartiality:

Nothing can be added 1o the fame of this Historv, perhiaps the best ever

writt in any Ik i

en in any language...Mr. Hume. in his Historv. is  neither
arliamentaria alis i |
parliamentarian. nor royalist. nor Anglican, nor Preshyterian — he is simply

judicial. ™
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Such comiments demonstrate the esteem with which Hume was held. Not only was he
lauded by the reading public and reviewers but he was also admired by the social elite
with which he was socially engaged in France. Indeed. Friedrich Melchior Grimm
noted that both the court and the Parisian public rivalled each other to pay homage to
the “excellent” David Hume. Such rivalry further demonstrates how fashionable Hume

was in France:

M. Hume ought to love France. where he has received the most
distinguished and most flatiering reception. Paris and the court rival each

other 1o honour hini... This David Hume is an excellent man.*

Furthermore, Hume's notoriety in Paris and in France generally was not a transitory
fad, merely coinciding with his arrival in France. but continued throughout the entire
twenty-six months of his stay and beyond.* In 1765. two years after Hume's arrival in
Paris the cousin of Lord Hertford, Horace Walpole, visited France and in a letter o
Henrietta Howard. Countess of Suffolk was surprised 10 find that in Paris still “Mr.
Hume is fashion itself” and was benefiting from a growing Anglomania on the
continent:

However, as everything English is in fashion, our bad French is accepted
into the bargain. Many of us are received everywhere: Mr. Hume is fashion

itself. although his French is almost as unintelligible as his English.™

Though Hume was widely and favourably received in France it must be
acknowledged that his reputation was established amongst the reading public by his
more accessible works such as the History and the Political Disconryes. which
contained only essays written in the style of “easy philosophy”. rather than his more
difficult philosophical writing.”' These last, such as his essay “On Miracles' (1748)
and. later. The Natural History of Religion alarmed more orthodox readers who ranked

him among the philosophes. and his Ocuvres philosophiques Were. similarly. regularly
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condemned by reviewers.™ The reading public in France preferred the literary

criticism and style of Hume's “easy philosophy” rather than his more ambitious. and
now more celebrated. epistemology which was largely ignored.

French contemporaries saw Hume as a “man of letters” rather than a

philosopher and. to Laurence L. Bongie who identifies a distinction hetween the terms

(the philosophes -needed practical “faith and certainty. not

philosopher and philosophe
was “reduced 1o the stats of the

seeptical or critical negations” of philosophy). Hume
philosophe” and stvlish critic.™ In France. as a philosopher, "Hume was what he was
in his own country: a sceptical metaphysician: but as 4 man of taste and learning. he
could be honoured and upplauded'.“ This conservative reaction of the general reading
public to the works of David Hume is summed up in a 1763 review in the joumnal

Bibliathéque des sciences € des beaux-arts which demonstrates how Hume was

received.™ The reviewer wrote:

M. Hume is small minded when he attacks religion: but he deserves 10 he
listened to, when he talks politics, morals. history. and all that concerns

taste and letters. On these topics. he should be taken as one of the leading

" -
writers of this century.

The contemporary readership in France and the reviewers who supplied their views

saw the works of Hume as fashionahle well-written  prose for the audiences
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1" and largely dismissed his more challenging philosophy.™ In a review of

ot fugmain (1761) Grimm. comparing

‘amusemen
Hume's Essais philosophigues siur I'entendeni
Hume with Denis Diderot. endorsed this view of Hume as “un sage paisible et

aimable’ ('a gentle and amiable sage”) whose writing was for the entertainment of the

public and to be only tentatively engaged with as philosophy. For Grimm:
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Hume. .. has not the colour. nor perhaps the depth of genius of M. Diderot.
The French philosopher has the air of a man inspired... The English
philosopher is a gentle and Kind sage who looks to be in charge of the truth
for its entertainment...Mr. Hume is comparable 10 a brook. clear and
limpid, which flows always evenly and serenely. and M. Diderot. to a
torrent whose impetuous and rapid foree overwhelms whatever opposes

passage.”’

Further evidence that Hume was admired in France more for his popular
style than his philosophy can be seen with the reception of his Treatise of Himan
Narre (1739-40). Although the first published response to Hume's ethical theory
appeared in French in the Bibliothéque raisonée as a review of book three of Hume's
Treatise of Human Nature by Armand Boisbeleau de La Chapelle. the acal Treatise
received little public attention both on the continent and in Hume’s native Britain,"’
The Treatise was not extensively reviewed on the continent and it was not translated
into German until 1790-2. nor into French until 1878 As Hume noted “It fell dead
born from the press. without reaching such distinction, as even 10 excite a murmour
among the zealots™. Indeed. more extensive comments were offered on Rousseau’s
dispute with Hume in 1766 and 1767 in the journal Mémoires de Trévoux than were
published regarding Hume’s Ocuvres Philosophigue or his History demonstrating the
public’s interest in the celebrity of David Hume rather than in his philosophical
works,"

Though “surprisingly little historical and systematic work has been done on
the early reception of Hume's philosophy in Germany® there is much evidence 1o

suggest that the works of David Hume had an enormous impact on German
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epistemology.”™ Here it was his philosophy that was widely discussed amongst
reviewers. academics and the public at large rather than his more literary works or his
personality.”” The contrast between Hume's reception in Germany and his reception in
France was thus marked. By 1733 Hume had become established as a reputable
philosophical writer in the eyes of the literary journals in Germany.” By that date. as
Manfred Kuehn has noted. Hume had come to be considered as an important and
established writer by the editors and reviewers of such jounals as the Gortingische
Anzeigen. who closely watched Hume's publications.”” Furthermore. the numerous
reviews of Hume's work in jounals like the Gotringische Anzeigen inevitably meant
that regular readers, even if they had not actually read the German translations of
Hume’s works can he supposed to have had some idea about Hume and his work."
In German philosophical circles generally the various philosophers of the
Scottish Enlightenment. and not just David Hume. were well known. Their works had
a significant influence upon the development of German thought and. according 1o
Manfred Kuehn Scottish epistemology plaved “a central role in the philosophical
discussions in Germany between 1768 and 1800°." This is an important point.
Whether Scottish philosophy influenced eighteenth-century German thought at all.
and whether Hume paved the way for the reception of this philosophy. are matters of
controversy.” Nonetheless, the arguments of Fania Oz-Salzberger and Manfred
Kuehn that the contributions of the Scottish Enlightenment in Germany “presented in
the works of Hume. Robertson, Kames, Ferguson. Smith and Millar...had a profound
influence — albeit in complex and not easily recognizable ways — on the ideas of

history and civil society in the works of Kant. Herder. Schiller, and Hegel™ are
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convincing,”' Scottish philosophy certainly played a highly significant role in
Germany in the second hall of the eighteenth century and it was not only the sceptical
philosopher David Hume that was widely acknowledged.™

Evidence suggests that many German philosophers were greatly influenced
by Scottish Common Sense philosophy: the works of Thomas Reid. James Beattie and
James Oswald were employed by thinkers such as Gotthold Lessing. Moses
Mendelssohn. Johann Georg Sulzer and Johann August Eberhard as a welcome means
of combating the scepticism of David Hume.” Even groups such as “the so-called
‘counter-enlighteners”™ — Johann Gottfried Herder. Johann Georg Hamann and
Friedrich Heinrich Jacobi — who were closely associated with the Sterm und Drang
literary movement and rejected the idea of a rational foundation of knowledge. all
owed a great deal to Scottish moral philmuphy.” Johann Wolfgang von Goethe. a
central figure in the Strm und Drang movement. recognised how the Germans had
“fully understood the merits of worthy Scottish men for many years” and similarly
Herder. who again was central to the Sturm und Drang movement, praised the Scots
asking: *And who would not respeet the Scots Ferguson. Smith, Stewart. Miller.
Blair?™

Further evidence of the notable success of Scottish philosophers in
Germany can be gleaned from the number of Scottish titles being translated and sold
in Germany: more than forty titles were translated into German between 1760 and
1800, and the period between publication in Britain and translation in Germany
became gradually shorter.™ The number of translations of Scottish works in German
even surpassed those in French whose “production was much more niodest. amounting
to approximately one third of German translation and publications™.” Of all the

Scottish philosophers “David Hume was one of the fint beneficiaries of the
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accelerated speed of English-German translation in the second half of the century”.”™
The Four Dissertations (1757) were published in Germany in the same year as their
original in England. ™ Though his Treatise. as discussed above. was not translated into
German until 1790-2. his Enquiry concerning Human Understaneing (17483 appeared
in German in 1753 as part of the first German edition of Essavs Moral and Political
(published in English 1741-42) and his highly successful History of England that
appeared in English between 1 754-62 was first published in German in 1762. through
two separale translations in Berlin and Leipzig.”

Though many Scottish philosophers exercised an important role in German
philosophical debate the philosopher who played one of the most important. if not the
most important, role was. according to Manfred Kuehn. David Hume."' The works of
Hume exercised an enormous influence on German philosophical thought and in
particular on the works of Immanuel Kant. To Manfred Kuehn “without Hume there
would be no Kant'® Kant's lectures were given o new impetus by Hume and his
friend at Konigsherg. Johann Georg Hamann himself strongly influenced by Hume's
attacks on rationalism. called Kant ‘the Prussian Hume™ to which Kant did not
nl:lj::u;l."'l In his infamous Critigue of Pure Reason { 17813, and subsequent works, Kant
tried to refute Hume and in a now famous passage taken from his Prolegomena to Any
Futre Metaphysics (1783) Kant unequivocally acknowledged his debt to. this
‘berithmten Mannes™ (“celebrated man®). David Hume whose epistemology redirected

Kant's work:™

I readily admit that the remembrance of David Hime was the very thing
that many vears ago first interrupted my dogmatic slumber. and gave a
completely different direction to my researches in the field of speculative

philosophy.™
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By Kant's own admission David Hume was Kant's “sagacious predecessor” who
significantly influenced his work giving it new direction.” Hume’s Pyrrhonian
scepticism — what Kant would describe as “des Hume'schen Problems” (“the Humean
problem’) — by ‘showing on the one hand how an uncritical trust in reason had
foundered in dogmatism. and on the other by reducing pure empiricisim 10
absurdity...paved the way for Kant® and provided the basis and subject matter of the
first Critigue in which Kant believed he had found “der Auflsung des Hume'schen
Problems” (‘the solution of Hume's problem™).” In another passage from the
introduction to his Prolegomena Kant again recognises his debt o Hume suggesting
that his theory is but a modified extension of Hume being steered metaphorically from

the dangerous shallow waters of seepticism o the open seas of ¢ priori knowledge:

Hume also foresaw nothing of any such possible formul science, but
deposited his ship on the beach (of scepticism) for safekeeping. where il
could then lie and rot, whereas it is important (o me to give it a pilot. who.
provided with complete sea-charts and a compass. might safely navigate
the ship wherever seems good 1o him, following sound principles of the

helmsman’s art drawn from a knowledge of the globe.™

Kant, here by his own admission. derived much inspiration from Hume or as Manfred
Kuehn noted: “Kant begins at the point at which the Scots stopped™.™

It was not only the works of Immanuel Kant that drew inspiration from.
and eritiqued, Hume's philosophical works, Even before Kant many German thinkers
were responding o Hume's work either directly in indirectly.” Indeed. Hume's
impact on German epistemology was inuch greater than even the influence he had on
Kant can suggest: his work significantly coloured the thoughts of many German

philosophers who in their own work specifically “set out Lo answer or refute Hume™."!
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For many German philosophers. particularly Moses Mendelssohn, Hume's scepticism
in epistemological matters undermined morality and religion.™ Hume's empiricism
appeared 10 be a stepping-stane 10 scepticism and scepticism was considered to be
directed against religion provoking many Germans 1o write refutations of Hume as o
defence of morality and religion.”” When the Prussian Academy published the first
volume of Hume's Oenvres Philosophigies in 17538 the introduction, written by Jeun
Henri Formey the permanent secretary of the Academy. explicitly reminded the reader
that the purpose of the publication was to refute sceptical arguments.” To Formey. the
purpose of the publication was ‘to spurn the faults and excesses of Dogmatism, in
ancient and modern form. and recover the faults and excesses of Pyrrhonism™.”
Formey's introduction encompassed the desire of  many German
philosaphers 1o refute Hume and this in turn prompied them to look 1o the Common
Sense philosophy of the Scots such as Reid. Beattie and Oswald who in the
epistemological debate against Hume “were considered to be of great importance.
They had something to say to which the Germans felt well advised to hear” I It was
“against the background of these analyses [of Hume] that the views of Reid. Oswald
and Beattie became relevant”.”” To Manfred Kuehn. “Reid. Oswald and Beattie.” as
the enemies of Hume. and as the “popular” philosophers par excellence. played a role
that is not to be underestimated”.”™ 1t was amidst the German debates regarding
Hume's work, and particularly his scepticism. that Scottish Commons Sense
philosophy entered the philosophical discourse in Germany.” In France where the
public preferred Hume's “easy philosophy”™ and his History., Hume’s epistemology,
particularly that contained in his Treatise. was known to very few and as such Thomas
Reid's -anti-Humean polemic did not serve a widely perceived need’ achieving little

success until the nineteenth century,'”’ The Germans. conversely. “were more
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receptive than the French’ to the philosophical debates of the Scots." Hume's texts
had a significant impact which prompted the reading of Scottish Common Sense
philosophy as part of the Humiean debate."” German thinkers drew on Reid and other
Scottish  Common  Sense  philosophers, whose works  were  reviewed  almost
immediately. in order to engage with Hume: “the sceptic to be fought against™."™
Indeed. the incredible success. compared with eighteenth-century France, “of Beattie
is partly explained by the possibility that this violent critique of the Treatise satisfied a
felt need [in Germany] for certainty’ against the scepticism of Hume."" In this way
the influence of Scottish philosophy in Germany was largely derived from the desire
of many German philosophers to refute the works of David Hume and its inherent
scepticism.”

To measure the extent of the influence of David Hume in Europe is no easy
matter. First there is the problem of establishing a readership outside of purely
philosophical circles and secondly there is the problem of empirical evidence: do you
measure the impact by publication runs, by speed of translation. or by anecdote and
the remarks of wits and philosophers? In this essay, in so far as sources have
permitted. I have tried to do both. My conclusion is that David Hume's reception and
influence. though significant in both France and Germuany. was markedly different in
each country. In France it was Hume's celebrity and literary style. rather than his
epistemology, which were celebrated by readers and reviewers alike. Though the
French philosophes applauded and engaged with Hume's philosophy his works such
as his Political Discourses and his History were more popular with the Court and
Parisian public."™ In Germany Hume's History and more literary works were also a
greal success: however, his philosophy demonstrably had a far greater impact upon
the reading public in Germany than in France. where it was seriously considered by
reviewers and scholars who sought 1o refute Hume in the interests of morality and
religion. As a result, the works of other Scottish Enlightenment philosophers.
particularly the Common Sense philosophy of Reid. Beattie und Oswald. were

explicitly engaged by the Aufkléirer — in a way that is incomparable with France —as 4
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way to contest Hume's extreme scepticism and, with the use of metaphysics, provide

L L)

some answers 10 ‘the Humean problem’.
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The trail of escape, 1850-1930: did Irish females benefit from their migration to
the United States?

Karl Cristoph Esser

After 1850, millions of people migrated from Europe to the United States. Although
the number of German and lrish emigrants was similar. Irish migration is seen as un
exodus because such a high percentage of the Irish population left its homeland. By
1890, forty percent of all lrish-born people were living outside of Ireland and Kevin
Kenny estimates that “five million first and second generation Irish Americans in 1900
exceeded the entire population of lreland hy more than 500.0007." Whereas other
European emigrants were families, couples or single males. Irish female emigrants
outnumbered Irish males and most of these females were unmarried. young, and “well
below the prevailing age of marriage™.” This exodus of young Irish women to the U.S,
has been a controversial subject for historians, who have been unable 10 agree on
reasons why the exodus ook place and whether the women benefited from their
migration.’

Kerby Miller is the leader on one side of the discourse. making arguments
which rely heavily on letters which lrish female domestic servants in the United States
sent back home to lIreland. According to him. these letters show that British
imperialism had caused so much suffering in Treland that women were effectively
forced 1o leave their home country and work as servants in the United States. Through
this. these women stopped being a financial burden for their family on the one hand
and they could send remittance back home to suppont their families in Ireland on the
other hand. However, Miller's arguments do not explain why the number of emigrants
did not drop significantly after Ireland became independent in 1921,

Kenny. the leader of the other side of the discourse. argues that one has 1o
be critical of letters as they do not present objective facts but personal and therefore
subjective accounts. In his most resent research, he leaves behind the narrow view of
Irish migration history and tries & more general approach by looking beyvond it into

related fields such us the area of domestic service as a whole in the United States.
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Kenny argues that the reason for the exodus of so many young Irish women might not
have heen caused by the British occupation of Ireland but by Irish society itself, which
made females subordinate to males and did not offer them any chance for
development.

In its consideration of whether Irish women really benefited from their
migration to the United States. this article is divided into two main parts. The first part
Jooks at the situation of women in Ireland and discusses their needs and desires. The
second main part examines the recompense Irish women received from moving to the
United States to be employed as factory workers, domestic servants and teachers.

It is necessary 1o have a clear picture of the situation of women in Ireland
at the time in order to decide whether lrish women really henefited from their
migration to the United States. There are three relevant issues to be discussed: first,
who migrated: second, what women did before their migration: and third. who made
the decision to migrate. According 10 Miller the dream of every young woman in
Treland was to have a “house and a family of her own which could be acquired only
through marriage™." In order to fulfil her dreams her family had to find a husband for
her according to the dowry system. This system had two main conditions: first the
bride’s family had to pay money to the groom’s family as dowry and second “dowries
or matches could be arranged only between families of comparable wealth and
reputation”.” However, most families cou Id only afford a dowry for one of their many
daughters. According to Miller, it “was the women whom the dowry system could not
accommodate who poured overseas into American cities”." Before these young
females migrated. they worked without pay at home or as paid servants in other
families. According to Kenny. “the most important paid occupation for Irish women
was farm servant. which usually involved single women living in the homes of their
emplnycr\;‘._ Miller argues that “many Irish females had worked as household servants
prior to emigrating” also supports this.”

It is most important 1o know who made the decision about migration. In her
hook Ourselves Alone, Janet Nolan argues that Irish women made this decision by

themsalves. She thinks that in the *view of Irish women’s increasingly restricted lives.
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their decision to migrate becomes a remarkable act of female self-determination””
Nolan's view is contrary 1o that of most other historians, however, who see females as
passive participants not only in the migration process but also in their previous role in
Irish society. According to Miller. Ireland after the Great Famine was a Catholic
country with a patriarchal society, in which females were subordinate 10 their “male
relatives” economic strategies and. more broadly. to a cult of family and domesticity
which could entrap women.'" Rita Rhodes argues that “economically-based decisions
made by patriarchal Irish families and daughters™ duties (to relieve financial burdens
at home and to send money as remittance from abroad) were conceived in traditional.
self-sacrificial terms™." Therefore. it was chiefly male family members who decided
the future of young Irish women: they decided which daughters were allowed 1o
marry. whom they would marry and when. In addition. they decided which daughters
had to remain unmarried, staving in the family (o look after parents and often younger
siblings. Finally, they could decide which daughter should be sent to the United States
to support the family at home with their earnings. Thus. the life and future happiness
of young Irish women was not in their own hands, but was dependent on the decisions
made by their patriarchal family.

The reasons why Irish women migrated to the United States and what they
wanted to achieve there are very controversial questions. Nolan sees female migration
mainly as part of the Irish fight for independence from Britain: “while Ireland was
struggling for independence from British control ... Irish women were seeking
separate independence” in the United States.” While there is no doubt that Irish
Americans supported the Trish fight for independence. most other historians do not
support Nolans areument that these females left lreland with their own independence
as their goal. However. Nolan also shares Joanna Bourke's view that young Irish
women migrated to the United States to found a family, o become homemakers and
mothers. Hasia Diner. on the other hand. argues that Irish women emigrated primarily
for economic reasons. " Rita Rhodes supports this view with her research. in which
she discovered that the Irish mother’s typical injunction to their daughters was. “Go

where you will earn good money. you have wasted your time oo long here™."* Miller
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reconciles the two positions by arguing that Irish women sought both economic
opportunities and the chance to secure husbands and families. These women therefore
had to migrate at as early an age as possible. This would give them the opportunity to
work for many vears in their adoptive country. time to earn enough money o support
their tamily at home. pay their sisters™ fares to the United States. and save enough
money for o dowry of their own before they became too old for motherhood.

Yet there is evidence that there were other. potentially even more important
motivations for Irish women w emigrate. Ide B. O'Carroll explains that some females
migrated to the United States. as they wanted to escape “homes in Ireland where they
had been subject 1o sexual abuse™. ' This is supported by (Carroll's case study. in
which one woman said, the “only way my mother could think of for birth control was
by not sleeping with my father. The times when she was likely to conceive, she would
stay in another house. That was the scene of my sexual abuse by my father. ... not one
of us nine girls is in Ireland [anvmore]”." In another case a girl was constantly
sexually molested by her brothers: “when my parents weren’t in the house. ... They
were always hounding me, | never felt safe in the house ., [ saw America as a place
of opportunity. 1 wanted to have some sense of freedom.” Although these are only
individual cases, O'Carroll’s research might nevertheless represent the tip of an
iceberg. Kenny supports Carroll’s research and argues that the motivation for Irish
women's migration was mainly based on the idea of escape. He found that even “those
who did have a dowry often fled Ireland ... Emigration could therefore become a form
of escape. a means of throwing off the shackles of an authoritarian, patriarchal society
in which women's status was distinetly subordinate’,'™ For Kenny. escape was the
main reason for female migration; financial incentives and matrimony  were
secondary, Thus even though are strong arguments that point to the American
cconomy as the pull-factor for Irish female migration, as it offered them greater
financial security and the related opportunity to start their own families. there are even
mare convincing arguments casting Ireland’s culture as a strong push-factor, Young
Irish women were desperate to escape from o degrading culture, even if they were

uncertain about the new life that awaited them in the United States. Whar life was
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really like for these women in their new country, and whether they succeeded in
escaping their old life, will be discussed in the following sections.

When these young unskilled women arived in the United States some of
them tried their luck with jobs in factories. but most became domestic servanis and
many of the servants” daughters would later become school teachers. To find out
whether unskilled female workers in the United States had really found a better life,
Marilyn Cohen conducted a case study. “The migration experience of female-headed
households™: this study compared the lives of Irish emigrées working at a mill in
Greenwich, New York. and women who worked for the sume company’s mill in
Gilford. TIreland. between 1880 and 1910."" She argues that an indicator of
improvement in these womens™ lives would be social mobility, which she assessed
based on four main considerations: “the proportion of working wives, the ages of
children in school. the ownership of home versus rental, and a comparison of the
occupations of parents and children within Greenwich households and berween
Greenwich and Gilford households™ ™

In Gilford. Ireland. about twenty per cent of married women were
employed. However, in Greenwich married women did not work. *' This could mean
that husbands in Greenwich eamed enough money to suppont the family, making it
unnecessary tor his wile (0 ean an income. This, however, only proves that men
eamed more in the United States. and does not indicate whether women were better
paid in their new country. A second indicator for the improvement of social mobility
is home ownership. In Gilford. Ireland. none of the working class owned their homes.
In contrast, more than fifty per cent of the maule-headed households in Greenwich
owned their homes, At the same time. there was only one instance of home ownership
among female-headed households in Greenwich. suggesting that in this area
independent Irish immigrant women were excluded (rom an improvement in living
conditions.™ In Greenwich in 1900, children still had to leave schools as early as
possible in order to supply their families with their wages. However, ten vears later,
the families in Greenwich could support older children allowing them to remain in
school longer. This means that working class Irish immigrant families could give their

children the opportunity for social mobility through education and social mobility of
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children is seen as an indicator for improvement for the whole family.”" At the same
time. no daughters in the Greenwich Families managed to move further up the social
ladder than their mothers or even females of the same generation in Ireland.™ In
conclusion. the evidence of Cohen’s case study has suggested that for those who
worked in factories, migration brought some improvement of the males™ situation, but
brought only minimal improvements 1o the female situation, While this is only a
single case study. it reflects the overall picture of factory workers given by historians
within and beyond Irish migration.”

The alternative to industrial work was domestic service, the chosen
oceupation of most young, unmarried and unskilled Irish women in America. Even as
Jate as 1900, more than seventy per cent of all employed Trish-horn women in the
United States worked as servants, This figure is uncontroversial and supported by all
historians.* For the undersianding of the advantage and the disadvantage of domestic
service it is important to look at four issues of if: first. the financial aspect: second,
domestic service as a way to secure matrimony: third. why so many domestic servants
did not marry: and finally, it domestic service was the right environment for young
women to be safe for sexual harassment.

Financially. going into service was 4 good choice for female Irish
immigrants: wages for domestic servants were higher than in any other occupation
available for unskilled (as well as the majority of skilled) women in the United States.
In addition. live-in servants did not need to spend money on accommodation. board
and clothes. They often amassed savings of $1.000 or more before they quit work
altogether for marriage”. a figure supported by David Katzman and Faye Dudden.”
Furthermore, there is comimon consent amongst historians about the material benefit
of heing a domestic servant, Asserting that the financial opporiunities of domestic
service “were better than those facing women in unregulated factories, sweatshops.
and tenements’. Nolan argues that wages earned as domestic servants helped Irish
emigrées 10 control their own future in the United States: “once established abroad.

they freely chose when and whom 1o marry”.
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Basing his research on numerous letiers written by domestic Irish servants
in the United States. Miller argues that “domestic service provided an ideal economic
as well as cultural foundation for archiving a “good marriage”™ and a home in the
United States”." However. even if the financial benefit of domestic service was high.
marriage was not as easy as Nolan and Miller believe. Katzman and Dudden have
shown the downside of domestic service. highlighting issues of “overwork, long hours.
constant supervision, demeaning treatment and profound loneliness and alienation”."
Miller refuses to see this as a drawback. arguing that if Irish women also suffered in
their jobs as servants. “for the great majority of Irish immigrant women domestic
servitude was only temporary. u means to achieve another goal. and the extent 10
which Irish women resented its limitations only encouraged their escape to what they
regarded as the shelters of husband and homemaking™." Miller underlines this
argument with a quotation from a letter in which a domestic servant “admitted that
although she was employed in “a very nice family”. she. too, turned to matrimony (o
escape unbearable loneliness™.™ Diner points out. however. that this “escape” into
matrimony could wm into a nightmare with an abusive, drunken husband and, in
many cases. a broken marriage.” It would seem. then, that the life of an Irish emigree
in the United States can be described as a wrail of escape: first an escape from
patriarchy. poverty and even sexual abuse in Ireland. o become a domestic servant in
the United States: second. an escape from the loneliness and potential degradation of
fife as a servant 1o the arms of husband: finally, in the case of an unhappy marrage.
escape from her husband might lead 10 the workhouse or prostitution. Rarely on their
trail of escape did these women succeed in finding refuge in a home they could call
their owin.

Many female Irish immigrants who worked as domestic servants were
unable fullil their dream of matrimony. and there were three main reasons for this.
First. some young immigrants took the idea of “love and liberty” too literally which
brought them only the disgrace of unwed motherhood and the likely poverty of
prostitution. as they would be rejected hy the expatriate Irish society. ™ Secondly,
female Irish domestic servants did not always want to exchange the benefit of working

and living in a middle or upper class household for the disadvantage of martiage 1o

 Miller, For love und liberty”, p. 53
" \hid, p, 5.

" hil, p. 57.

" fhid

" 1bid. p. Sh.

* Ibid, p. 57.

(1%



working-class Irish Americans. Irish males in the United States were excluded from
the financial and intellectuzl development made possible for Irish females through
their jobs as domestic servants. The males often had to live in shanty towns, moving
around for johs: there was a high rate of alcoholism and crime in these 1owns. and the
men tended 1o lived unhealthy life. More importantly. these Irish males had left a
home country in which women were subordinate to men. but when they came 10 the
United States they found themselves de facto inferior to females in financial. cultural
and intellectual terms. 1t is guite likely that many males could not deal with this new
situation, and that it could become a huge burden in a marriage. Knowing these
problems could have deterred females from leaving their secure shelter of a middle
class household for an insecure future in a working class home. Finally. the most
important reason for a female domestic servant not o marry wis that, according 0
Miller. her marriage would have cut her off from steady employment and capital
accumulation.™ As explained earlier. it was chiefly for economic reasons that young
Trish women were sent abroad. and historiography argues that women who emigrated
remained closely connected to their family in Ireland. who were financially dependent
on them. It is quite likely that some of these emigrées who worked as domestic
servants waited for permission from their family back home in order to marry. A
woman whose family depended on her income may not have wanted her to marry and
stop working, and thus some women may not have received permission to marry until
they became too old to raise families of their own. Moreover, even i’ permission to
marry was not an issue. the drain of financially supporting their family back home
meant that it would nonetheless take some time for immigrant women to save enough
money for their own dowries. Thus. the younger these Irish females were when they
ame to the United States 1o begin domestic service, the higher their chances of
matrimony. ™"

Finally. regarding the question of whether domestic service was an
appropriate form of employment for young women. one has to decide which resources
are the most reliable: while some scholars. and most notably Miller, look to letters
written by Irish immigrant servants. others. led by Kenny. prefer a broader range of
fesources, not restricting themselves solely to the Irish experience. Miller paints quite
a positive picture of domestic service based on letters. which were sent home by

domestic servants. However Harris believes such letters “have their limitations as
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sources™ “emigrants’. she says. ‘did not always describe their true feelings and
circumstances. nor were they inclined to admit failure in the new land”.” While
domestic service offered lrish women financial advantages. Ruth-Ann Harris points
out that it such employnment was less satisfactory in terms of personal development.™
Kenny goes even further in his critigue of domestic service, basing his arguments on
research carried out in the history of domestic service in general.” This wider
discourse proves that domestic service could be a nightmare for every young female
servant, Irish or otherwise. Kenny notes that domestic service was only favoured by
Irish-born women, not by emigrants from other nations who avoided domestic service
at any cost, no matter how bad wages and working conditions might have been in
factories. " Especially striking is that even the daughters of Irish domestic servants
tended to avoid service whenever possible in spite of the financial benefit"
According to Kenny. one reason why Irish mothers who had worked as domestic
servants did not want their daughters to follow the same path could be the “sexual

exploitation endured by Irish women in their adopted households™.*

He concluded
that young ‘female immigrants clearly had very good reasons for avoiding service in
favour of factory lubour. despite the material disadvantages of the later”.* Dudden
also raises the issue of the sexual abuse of domestic servants by their emplovers,
having discovered that “a large proportion (of the prostitutes) having lived in service
and been seduced by their masters’ had even become pregnant by them. All
immigrants must have been aware of the problem of sexual exploitation of female
domestic servants by their masters and their masters” sons: this could be the reason
why no other immigrant groups went into domestic service, nor did the daughters of
Irish domestic servants. For all of them their sexual integrity was more important than
financial benefit, Nevertheless, yvoung Irish female immigrants went into domestic
service in spite of the risks. One could argue that there was such a huge pressure on
Irish females by their fumilies o send remittances home to Ireland that they had o
work as domestic servants, no matter what. as only this job enabled them to eam so

much money, This would mean that having emigrated 1o the United States, these
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women were still not safe from the sexual abuse they may have been trying to escape
by leaving Ireland: moreover. as domestic servants. they were subject to the
patriarchal control of their employers in addition to the responsibilities they still owed
to their patriarchal family back home. Only if they had managed to cut off the
patriarchal control over their life by their family in Ireland. their employer and their
Irish community in the United States. they would have had the chance to henefit from
their migration. How little they finally managed to get rid off the control over their life
by others can be seen at the occupations of their American born daughters.

While most of the Irish born females became domestic servants in the
United States. their American born daughters were quite likely to become
schoolteachers. According to Diner. like domestics servants. “female schoolteachers
were expected and. in fact. often legally required. 1o remain single’.” This means
these contracts made daughters. like their mothers. 1o some degree the property of
their employers who exercised control over their private lives. Diner argues the
Cutholic Church used these girls to educate pupils according to Catholic beliefs. first
in the Church’s own Catholic schools and later even in “public schools [which]

represented Protestantism or godlessness’."

For this purpose “parishes and dioceses
introduced high school departments in their parochial school precisely to prepare
young women ... for a public schoolteaching career’. resulting in “delenceless young
women ... have[ing] spent all their years since early girlhood being trained as
teachers as a matter of course. © This means these voung American born girls were
controlled by and used for the purpose ol a patriarchal Catholic church which. one can
areue, stood in for the influence and control over women which the patriarchal male
family held in Ireland. Unfortunately. historiography gives no account of American
born granddaughters and  great-granddaughters, who  possibly assimilated  with
American culture and in this way set themselves free.

To conclude. the discourse about Irish migration between 1850 and 1930 is
dominated by the question of why voung Irish females migrated to the United States.
Miller emphasises financial reasons, arguing that the Irish economic situation caused
by the British occupation was so bad that young women had to migrate to secure
money and matrimony, On the other side of the argument. Kenny believes that it was

a patriarchal Irish society that forced women to seek happiness abroad. Unfortunately.
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emigration provided no real escape as the same patriarchal Irish society was already
waiting on the other side of the Atlantic. Diner shows that Irish emigrées did not even
secure freedom for their daughters, as a powerful Catholic Church in the United States
began prepare them from an early age to become teachers. who were not permitied o
marry. Kenny is correct. then. to argue that women who felt trapped by Irish society
did not find escape from its limitations by moving to the United States. Whether they
found jobs as factory workers or as domestic servants. Irish emigreées continued to be
controlled by their families. their emplovers or fellow expatriates in their new home:
the experience of Irish women in the United States thus shows the limitations on the

benefits of migration.
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Seeking a new beginning: TRA veterans in the United States, 1923-30'
Ciavin Wilk
“Thaus | said adieu to my native land and started out on a journey that would change

my whole life and make me an American.” Jeremiah Murphy. IRA volunteer. Kerry
No. 2 Brigade "

After the spring 1923 IRA cease fire which ended the Irish Civil War. thousands of
republican volunteers sat in prisons and detention camps. while others. still fleeing
from the Irish Free State Army “faded away” from the local population.” As the days
wmed into months for the captured volunieers. visions of an Irish Republic were
dulled through hunger strikes and cold jail cells, while men still barely free “were
hunted like foxes”, as mountain hideouts and safe houses became overmun.* Those “on
the run” attempled to live a wary existence integrating into their old communities,
while others quickly and secretly escaped from Ireland.” Once the gates of the prisons
and camps were opened, Tife for the newly freed and still active IRA members proved
extremely difficult. Participating in the IRA proved cumbersome. as the organisation
was forced to regroup and become highly furtive. This deterioration of the IRA, along
with a lack of employment opportunities in Ireland. resulted in numerous volunteers
joined the queues boarding ships bound for foreign nations.”

For many of these men emigrating from Ireland. their final destination was
the United States. Some would enter the US illegally through the porous Canadian
border. while others acquired passports and secured visas legally through American
consulates,

A few of these individuals who displaved “drive and determination
fichting for the IRA. became successful American businessmen. entrepreneurs and
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labour leaders.” For these future success stories as well as those IRA veterans who
would not have been as publicly recognised. descriptions of their emigration
experiences and subsequent life in the US during the immediate yvears afier the 1923
IRA cease-fire provides a glimpse into the initial penod of adjustment faced by
afflicted republicans who yearned “to begin life over again™"

In December 1923, Second Kerry brigade quartermaster. Denny Reen.
along with his brother. John and over forty other republicans, escaped from prison in
Cork city. Travelling shoeless, the two Reen brothers, and their fellow Kerry brigade
members managed (o wrrive back safely 1o their native Kerry, However, with the
distinet possibility of being re-captured by Irish Free State forces. Denny Reen was
forced to “steal away from home by night” and quickly flee the country.” He and his
brother John subsequently emigrated to Canada. albeit temporarily."' Documents show
that by 1926. Denny and John Reen. along with three other brothers. all IRA veteruns,
were living in New York."

For some IRA members. the actual process of crossing the Canadian-
American border proved extremely harrowing. In the summer of 1924, Pat “Belty”
Williams. a native of Tralee and member of the First Kerry Brigade. accompanied by
a friend and fellow IRA volunteer. arrived in Canada. Together. they travelled by train
10 a desolate town in the Canadian frontier along the border. Equipped with a compuss
and a few sandwiches. the two men walked illegally across the border to Chazy. New
York. Upon arriving wt a rural train station. their good fortune quickly ended after
being apprehended by two state police troopers. Upon admitting his crime, Williams
was sentenced to three months imprisonment in the federal jail at Owego, New York
and was faced with a deportation back to Ireland. Still determined to stay in the US.
Pat Williams managed to escape. and ended up in Manhattan. After “slecping rough in
Central Park™ for a number of nights, Williams attended a dance for Kerry immigrants.
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where he was re-acquainted with three of his fellow First Kerry brigade members. His
was invited to stay with them for the weekend. and quickly began his assimilation into
American life."”

Other emigrating IRA members availed of a legal and more direct route
into the LS. Less than a year after Pat Williams walked into the New York dance hall,
fellow Kerry native and IRA volunteer, Jeremiah Murphy arrived by ship in New
York Harbour. Unlike Pat Williams. Murphy landed legally with a proper visa granted
at the US Consulate in Cobh.' But as with Williams, Jeremiah Murphy’s first
inclination was to get in touch with local relatives and friends. After arriving. he
consulted a map of New York from the Travellers and Society Hall and walked out to
his cousins” home. where he proceeded 1o drink tea until midnight."! During 1924 and
1925, o number of men from the North Mayo Brigade also arrived in the US. destined
for Cleveland to join family and friends who had arrived years earl ier.”” One Achill
Island IRA volunteer who crossed the Atlantic was Patrick J. O'Malley. Arriving in
New York on 14 October 1924, with 25 dollars. O"Malley quickly set out for
Cleveland 1o join his sister, Bridget."

IRA volunteers who artived in the US from spring 1923 to the summer of
1925, would have been acquainted. but not allowed to join, the two American based
Irish republican organisations. the American Association for the Recognition of the
Irish Republic (AARIR) and the re-organised Clan na Gacel. The AARIR. created by
Eamon de Valera in 1920 was the more public of the two organisations. After the
1923 IRA cease fire. the AARIR remained devoted 1o de Valera and his politically
focused republican principles. The organisation publicly campaigned for de Valera's

release from prison in 1924 and fully supported the future creation of Fianna Fiil.”
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Overall. militant republicanism was not in the ethos of the AARIR. with arms
shipments and military fundraising being passed on to the re-organised Clan na Gael.

The re-organised Clan na Gael was created in 1920 after an irrevocable
split occurred between Philadelphia based republicans Joseph McGarrity and Luke
Dillon and New York Irish-American leaders, John Devoy and Daniel Cohalan.
Disgusted with Devoy and Cohalan’s public animosity towards Eamon de Valeru,
MeGarrity and Dillon broke away from their New York coumerparts and created the
re-organised Clan. Their new Clan maintained the secret oath-bound military idealism
that had guided the original organisation over the previous five decades.” Dillon who
was imprisoned for 14 years after attempting 10 dynamite Canada’s Welland Canal
during the time of the Boer War was known by many as one of the toughest Irish
republicans in the US." McGarrity, originully from Tyrone, emigrated o the US
during the 1890s. Although acknowledged to be “somewhat quiet”. McGarrity was
also referred 10 as ‘the best friend” o Irish republicanism in America. ™' To the dismay
of McGarrity and Dillon and their members. the ranks of the Clan na Gael, were not
being increased by militant republicans arriving from Ireland.

During 1922, the IRA placed restrictions on emigration. only allowing
volunteers 1o leave Ireland if it was “absolutely necessary” for their health or if they
were faced with severe economic distress.” Overall, emigration permits were issued

sparingly and “for very grave reasons.” However. in their effort to maintain stability,
the IRA leadership failed to immediately recognise the desperation faced by numerous
volunteers after the Civil War, For men in “middling heaith’, they were ordered that if
you “can recover completely in this country it is your duty 1o stay in it Those
facing long periods of unemplovment who wished to “obtain a livelihood™ in the US

were advised that “being idle for a considerable time is not sufficient” for an
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authorised permit.” These regulations may have dissuaded a few from departing. but
<cores of others did not ubide by the TRA rules set forth and left lreland on their own
accord. In August 1924, IRA leadership had calculated that at least 600 men had
emigrated to foreign countries since the cease fire without proper authorisation.” All
of these men were considered “deserters’. and thus those arriving in the US were
hanned from joining the Clan na Gael.™
In an effort to bypass these regulations. rish Republican Army Veterans’
Associations were created in New York City. Boston and Philadelphia, under the
guidance of Cork IRA leader, Sean Movlan who was serving as the military attaché o
the anti-treaty republican ‘eovernment’.”  Moylan realised the importance  of
providing o militant frish republican organisation for recently arrived IRA volunteers.
and firmly believed that il the men joined passive American centric lrish organisations
wuch us the Ancient Order of Hibernians or the County Societies” they would be
‘definitely lost 10 Ireland’ > These Army Veterans’ Associations. which most likely
received unofficial support from the Clan na Gael faced resistance from the IRA and
were not allowed 1o progress. A quick demise oceurred after Army General
Headquarters declared that the Clan na Gael was not permitied to provide any
“protection and authority” for these Associations.” By April 1925, none of the
veterans associations were operating.” Although republican ideals still guided many

republicans after arriving in the US. their first priority was finding work, Manual
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labour jobs provided the quickest opportunities for employment. First Cork Brigade
volunteer. Stephen Welch. was a “boiler maker’ in Ireland and took these skills to
America where he soon landed a job earning 30 dollars a week at the Atlantic Works
ship and engine plant in East Boston. 1 \Welch's friend. Eugene Sheehan. was not
trained in Ireland at a particular skill and depended on assistance from friends and
acquaintances in finding employment, Shechan. who hoped to join the Carpenters
Union. had to initially work as a “helper” for the superi ntendent of Simpson & Son. 4
‘contracting and building firm’, which only paid him 65 cents an hour. ™

As exemiplified by Fugene Sheehan and Stephen Welch. the majority of
IRA members in Ireland as well those arriving in the US during the 1920s were in fact
labourers, However. the IRA was also comprised of a few students. some of whom
studied medicine.* One such medical student who had since sraduated and became a
practicing physician afier being released from prison was Padraig Quinn. Upon
disembarking from the 8§ Mawuretania on 26 November 1926, the only visible
indication to immigration inspectors of a possible violent past wis the scar on the right
side of his head.™ Unbeknownst to the inspectors, this IRA veteran from Newry had
in Fact seen extensive action during the Anglo-lIrish War and Civil War fighting in the
Fourth Northern Division and served as the quarermaster under General Frank Aiken,
Quinn experienced the horrors of war firsthand in April 1923, when he and his brother
Sean were seriously wounded while fighting Free State forces. Suffering a gunshot
wound to his leg. the aspiring doctor along with his brother were captured and taken o
a military hospital. While slowly recuperating. Quinn watched helplessly as his
brother died on an adjacent hospital bed™ After being released from prison, he
returned 1o the study of medicine and married Margaret McGuinness from Chicago.

By November 1926. the couple, then living in Rome. decided to relocate 1o the US.
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Seven months later. the frish World was advertising a nofice regarding Quinn’s
medical practice in New York at 131 East 19th Street.”

When Quinn set fool on American soil in November 1926, the rules and
regulations administered by the IRA had indeed changed for IRA volunteers arriving
in the US. In June 1925. Army Headquarters declared that IRA members would be
allowed 10 Teave Ireland for sickness if they supplied a written doctor’s note. For men
facing economic distress. they too would be officially allowed to cross the Atlantic. as
long as they joined a newly created Foreign Reserve, ™ It was also determined that
men who left Ireland in the days and months afier the 1923 cease fire up through July
1925 would be allowed 1o retrospectively join this Reserve.” Enrolment would be
‘conditional upon the individuals concerned being members of the recognised
Republican organizations” in the US. Ultimately. the doors of the Clan na Gael Clubs
were opened 1o all IRA veterans in good standing.™’

Over the next year. events in Ireland would influence Clan na Gael's next
move. During the November 1925 General Army Convention. the IRA became
independent of the republican “government” and created a new constitution. declaring
the Army would assist “all organisations working for the same objects.™" Within two
months. Kerry IRA leader Con O Leary, officially referred to as An Timthire for the
[RA. was travelling across the US, visiting Clan clubs. O"Leary’s visit coincided with
that of Frank Aiken. the Minister for Defence of the republican “govemnment” and now
former IRA Chief of Staff, Both Aiken and O Leary were actively recruiting support
from IR A veterans in the US. However. the two lrish republican spokesmen delivered
different messages. Aiken persuaded veterans that politics was the path of choice for
the current republican movement. while O"Leary conveyed the militant argument.”

In early 1926, while Eamon de Valera was gaining international attention

with his political manoeuvres. including resigning from Sinn Féin and creating Fianna
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Fiil, the Clan na Gael remained committed to militant republicanism.* On 19 April.
the 88 Repubfic sailed into New York Harbour. Among the passengers arriving was
the IRA’s Lieutenant Commandant of the First Southern Division, Cornelius “Connie”
Neenan.™ During the previous two vewrs, Neenan's mother, sister and brothers had
left Irefand for New York. Neenan succumbed to family pressure, and joined them.
Employed in Ireland as a salesman for the Southern Oil Company. he received a
transfer from Army Headquarters and departed from Cobh. Years later. the Cork
republican wrote, *1 was in anvthing but a happy frame of mind.” He however quickly
got over his depressed state and immersed himself in the Irish republican movement.
During Neenan's first week in New York, he was introduced to Joseph McGarrity.
and stayed close o him until McGarrity died in 1940, Irnmediately. Neenan joined the
Liam Lynch Clan na Gael Club and began work with the Tidewater Oil Company,
where he was employved as an accountant.™ This job, however. would only last for a
few months. before he was called on by the IRA.

The Clan na Gael and IRA formally aligned on 15 September 1926. The
IRA recognised the Clan as the “only Irish Revolutionary organization in America’
and the Clan promised to offer “its undivided support physically. morally and
financially” to the IRA. It was officially agreed that an IR A representative (referred o
as An Timthire) would be appointed in the US who would liaise between the two
groups and make sure that authorised IRA veterans joined the Clan clubs.® In
November, the [RA offered Connie Neenan this representative position and a salary of
40 dollars per week,” Neenan was required 1o co-ordinate the IRA networks with the
Clan throughout the US. He was also ordered to handle the necessary paperwork
related to the Foreign Reserve lists.™

During the late 1920s, IRA volunteers continued 1w arrive in the US.
Unlike their predecessors, a stronger republican support system was now in place.

Michael Flannery, a Tipperary IRA member experienced this suppon immediately
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after arriving in February 1927. Flannery, like so many others during the second half
of the 1920s. went through the proper immigration channels with the American
Consulate. After passing the medical examinations, he was cleared (o enter the US as
a partial refugee. However, the American Consulate official in Dublin warned
Flannery “to keep entirely away from the Irish, to get a job and keep a clean nose!”
When arriving in New York, Flannery's promise 1o the official “was gone with the
wind™ as he promptly entered the doors of a Clan na Gael Club located on the upper
west side of the city.”’

A number of the IRA veterans now embedded in the US during the latter
half of the 1920 progressed in their workplace. Men living in cities such as New
York used friendships formed in Clan na Gael clubs to organise labour unions. IRA
veterans and James Connolly Clan na Gael Club members including Michael Quill,
Gerald O'Reilly and Tom O'Shea played an integral role in organising fellow
republicans and other immigrants employed in the Interborough Rapid Transit
Company (IRT) in New York. Their efforts led to the creation of the Transport
Workers Union of America (TWU) during the 1930s."" In Cleveland. IRA veteran
and Clan na Guel member. Patrick O Malley, who arrived in 1924 with 25 dollars,
joined White Motor Corporation in 1928, where he worked as a timekeeper and
inventory checker, and soon hecame a major union organiser in the city.™

Other republicans took entreprencurial and business orientated paths.
Fugene Sheshan. who initially struggled as a helper for a building superintendent in
1925 was by 1930, working in the funeral home business as an embalmer's assistant.™
Sligo born republican, Frank O Beime, who had arrived in the US during the middle
1920s. was emploved as a shipping agent.” And Michael McLoughlin, the former

Brigadier General of the Carrick-on-Shannon battalion who wrrived in 1925 was by
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the end of the decade. managing a Great Atlantic and Pacific Tea Company store in
New York.™ McLoughlin was also by 1929, the Treasurer of the Clan na Gael and
joined Connie Neenan and Cork IRA veteran Dan O'Donovan on the organisation’s
Executive Council. The fact that this trio of republican emigrants actually held Clan
leadership positions by the late 1920s portrays the extent of influence IRA velerans
had on Clan na Gael.

In January 1930, 1500 people gathered at the Church of the
Transfiguration in Philadelphia 1o attend the funeral of Luke Dillon, The luces staring
at Dillon’s casket draped with American and Irish flags, included dozens of IRA
veterans who were now firmly settled in America. Michael McLoughlin, Frank
O Beirne, Connie Neenan and dozens of other veterans joined fellow Irish-American
republicans in honouring the life of Dillon.™ A number of these men would continue
their republican activism, supporting the IRA bombing campaign in England.™ Other
veterans would shift their focus to 4 political solution and support Eamon de Valera's
Fianna Fdil party.” A few returned to Ireland, while others became involved in

3

money-making schemes, including the Irish Hospital Sweepstakes.™ And some
republicans would not survive the decade. Michael McLoughlin, less than a year after
attending Dillon’s funeral would be shot dead during a robbery at his New York
:ihup‘i”

It is clear that the US offered numerous opportunities for muny IRA
veterans in the period after the Irish Civil War, and for some. another location to
continue their republican activities. Employment was available in US cities for these
republicans to gain financial security. Medical practices were opened, unions could be
organised and independent businesses started up. Once the Clan na Gael and IRA
aligned in 1926, an Irish republican national organisation formally supported by the
IRA became available for republicans to join and actively support. Their militant

republican activism. which could have caused imprisonment in Ireland. was allowed
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to be conducted across the US. From 1923 through 1930, IRA veterans emigrating to
and residing in the US were granted the Ireedom to advance their collective republican

ideals. while also reclaiming and shaping their individual lives.

B3

The once and future fascist:
British fascism, Churchill, Royalists, and the abdication of Edward VIII

Ted Rogers

It seems the stuff of tabloids: the newly crowned King of Britain not only falling in
love with a twice divorced foreign commoner, but also planning to marry her. Add 1o
this that the woman had a known past in international espionage and that she had
trained in the Chinese brothels of Kongmoon to learn the Asian erotic ans of Fang
Chung.' Finally, cast this sexual intrigue as the catalyst of a plot to form a Fascist
government in which the King is supposed to become the dictator of Britain. As
fanciful as this sounds, compelling evidence exists that this is exactly what transpired
during the abdication crisis of Edward VIIL In December, 1936, during the depths of
the Great Depression. as Fascist parties grew in strength across Europe. Edward VIII
abdicated the British throne in order to marry the recently divorced Mis.Wallis
Simpson. Central 1o forcing the King's abdication were Prime Minister Stanley
Baldwin and the Archbishop of Canterbury. Cosmo Lang.  Others vociferously
opposed the King's abdication. desiring that Edward form a “King’s Party” and take
dictatorial control in ruling the British Empire. The confluence of those supponting
the King made for interesting bedfellows. As the Fascist movement in Britain, Italy.
and Germany, rallied around the King, so did Winston Churchill and Lord
Beaverbrook.

In this article | explore the relationships among Edward V1L Churchill,
and the British Fascist movement. Specifically 1 ask three questions; First, to what
degree did Edward VIIT entertain ideas of forming a Fascist “King's Party™, or of
pursuing an entrance into public politics along Fascist lines after abdicating? Second.

did Winston Churchill advocate the King pursuing such a path. and to what degree
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was he sympathetic with Fascist ideology?  Finally, to what degree did British
Fascists align themselves with the King?

Many todny understand  Fascism as - an ideology  specific to the
governments of Germany and Ttaly that arose in the interwar period and lasted to the
end of World War Two, However. Fascism had widespread appeal across Europe and
exerted strong influence in such countries as Austria, Hungary, Romania. and Spain,
with many in these countries seeing Fascism as the only force able 10 oppose
Communism, or alternatively, as a third option of governance/economics that rejects
both Capitalism and Communism. By 1938, fifteen nations in Europe were governed
by Fascist or rightist proto-Fascist dictatorships.”

But. what is Fascism? Defining Fascism is difficult and is often attempted
by describing what Fascists oppose.  As negative definitions fail 10 describe the
constituent parts of any ideology. for the purposes of this article | will adopt Michael
Mann's short definition of Fascism as ‘the pursuit of a transcendent and cleansing
nation-statism through paramilitarism.” Here. “nationalism’ is defined as a populist
commitment to an organic idea of nation whereby diversity or race or ideology is
agoressively resisted.”  Statism’ refers to the goal and organizational form of
government as the central authoritarian power trusted to bring social and economic
change and enforce the moral development of the populace. “Transcendent” expresses
the belief that nation-statism can transeend social conflict through violence against
those who agitate class strife. and then by incorporating classes into a state corporatist
body.” Cleansing” in this definition refers to ridding the state not only of certain
minority ethnicities. but also of groups  with  dissenting ideologies.  Finally,
‘paramilitarism’ functions both as a value and an organizational tool of Fascists,
which serves to enforce the implementation of Fascist ideology.”

In interwar Britain. a number of Fascist parties existed. Though many such
groups existed in Britain in the 1920, it was not until the economic crisis signaled by
the Wall Street stock market crash of 1929 that one group, the British Union of

Fascists. gained prominence. Organized under Oswald Mosely, a former Labour
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Cabinet Minister. the British Union of Fascists (henceforth B.U.F), responding 1o the
1929-1931 economic crisis. became the first Fascist organization in Britain to generate
detailed financial policy statements.” With the January 1936 death of George V. the
B.U.F. initiated a pro-monarchist policy. While Mosely was pro monarchy and
Edward VIIT was, as 1 will demonstrate later, pro-fascist. the King did not return
Mosely's admirmion. In a conversation in 1934 among the then Prince Edward. Home
Secretary John Gilmour, and John Aird. Gilmour brought up the rising tide of the
B.U.F.. of which Aird wrote. the Prince appreciated the organization with the
exception of its leader. Mosely.” Churchill flirted with the idea of uniting with
Mosely in 1931 to form a new government in the mudst of the world financial crisis
after he (Mosely) had resigned from the Labour Government. but later chose not to."

Edward’s parents raised him in a deliberately egalitarian fashion." Noted
for his charm and good looks, he was very popular, and overworked."  Edward’s
egalitarian nature served him well during tours of the British Empire - vet government
officials found Edward's outspoken nature regarding social problems, his disdain for
royal protocol. and his suspect political acquaintances troublesome.  Edward was a
staunch supporter of the French in WWL but by the late 1920s his sympathies—
dominated by fear of bolshevisin and rising sympathy for the economic problems
faced by Germany. shifted in favor of Germany. He also supported ltaly's invasion of
Abyssinia."”  Increasingly in the early 1930s. Edward perceived Communism as the
greatest threat (o Europe, leading him to publicly praise Fascism. In 1933, in a
conversation with the Austrian Ambassador 10 Britain regarding German National
Socialism, Edward stated that Fascism was the only option for Britain if they were 1o
combat the Communists."  Later. in a pro-Hitler conversation with the Prince of

Prussia. Louis Ferdinand, Edward remarked that. as many other countries were
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adopting totalitarianism, Britain, too. might be ready for a dictatorship.” Believing
France to be degenerate and weak, Edward saw allegiance with a newly empowered
and resurgent Germany as England's best choice. Fdward admired the effectiveness
of Fascists in ltaly and Germany to combal what he saw as the rising specter of
Communism. He also admired the achievements of the Nazis in social issues close to
his heart: housing for workers and reduction of unemployment."
The German government courted Edward, aware of his appreciation for
Fascist accomplishments. In 1935, German Ambassador Leopold von Hoesch relayed
a4 conversation that he had had with Edward, noting that Edward was critical of the
one-sided attitude of the Foreign Office and favored Germany’s position and
aspirations.'” Another German State Department official noted Edward’s disapproval
of France's desire to revive the enfente cordiale.”  Continuing on, the ambassador
noted a rift in Edward’s ideology concerning his role as King of Britain versus that of
his Tather. writing ‘Nor did he (Edward) hold his father's view that the king must
blindly accept the Cabinet’s decisions. On the contrary. he felt it his duty to intervene
if the Cabinet were to plan a policy which in his view was detrimental to British
interests.” " Later. along similar lines, German Ambassador Ribbentrop wrote in a
confidential letter 1o Hitler that. *An alliance Germany-Britain is for kin (Edward) an
urgent necessity and a guiding principle.’™ Regarding Edwards’s insistence on taking
direct governmental action. Ribbentrop noted that in response to his (Ribhentrop’s)
suggestion that he arrange a meeting between Baldwin and Hitler. the King replied.
“Who is King here? Baldwin or 17 T myself want to talk to Hitler. and will do so here
or in Germany. Tell him that please.” Continuing to underscore Edward’s desire to
participate directly in British politics. Ribbentrop underscored that the King was
determined bring the business of government on himsel e
Having established that Edward VIIT was well disposed towards Fascist
authoritarianism, held pro-National Socialist views. and had a desire to take the reigns

of eovernment for himself. we now need to take a brief look at Churchill,
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By the 1930s, Churchill’s political power had waned significantly, as his
opportunistic nature was well known to all.™ Though. as noted earlier. Churchill had
declined to join his forces with Mosely in his attempt o establish a new party to
challenge the British government in 1931, Churchill still held great respect lfor the
accomplishments of European Fascist governments,  [n 1926, Churchill praised the
Fascist leadership of lhaly, saying that haly possessed a government under the
commanding leadership of Signor Mussolini. which does not shrink from the logical
consequences of economic tacts,”™ Churchill commented approvingly. on a 1927 wip
to Italy, on the changes under Mussolini. Continuing. he noted how impressed he was
with the enthusiasim of those giving the fascist salute.™ Slightly more than one week
later Churchill rebuffed those who stated that the Fascist government of laly was
ruling contrary to popular support. stating that he himself. had he been an ltalian,
would have joined the Fascist struggle against Communisi, and that the Fascists had
‘rendered service to the whole world.”

Contrary to popular notions, in the early 1930s Churchill was among the
ranks of the appeasers. calling for the ‘removal of the just grievances of the

vanquished. ™

Although Churchill saw great merit o Fascism. he recognized the
difference between Fascism and National Socialism. However, in the carly through
mid 1930s he continued in praise of Hitler and sympathized with Hitler's push for a
growing German assertiveness.” In 1935 Churchill wrote in praise of Hitler that he
had restored Germany to the most powerful position in on the continent. and had
reversed the results of the Great War.™ By the late 1930s Churchill perceived
Germany as an increasing threat, though how great o threat, as opposed
Communism, is not clear. What is clear is that Churchill appreciated the efficiency of
Fascism as an agent of change for the state and a counterpoint to Communism. This

played nicely into the growing popularity of Fascism in Britain as evidenced when the
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British Olvmpic team entering the 1936 games offered the Fascist salute, to the
delight of the crowd.
Upon his father's death, Edward became King of the United Kingdom and
British Dominions and Emperor of India on January 20, 1936, Prior to his ascension to
the throne, Edward had kept a number of consorts, several of them married. for whom
he developed intense romantic feelings. When he came to the throne. Edward had
already known Mrs. Wallis Simpson, wife of an American millionaire. since 1931,
and had maintained a love affair with her since 1934, As mentioned. Simpson was a
woman with a dubious past, including espionage and sexual arts training obtained in
the brothels of Kongmoon.™ Given Edwards problem with impotency. Mrs. Simpson
was the only person who could physically arouse him.™  Edward's parents
disapproved of Simpson. By mid summer of 1936, Sir Horace Wilson. advisor 1o
Prime Minister Baldwin. noted that the King's involvement with Mrs. Simpson had
come to the point where the King and Simpson were under government surveillance.
with significant questions surrounding the King's having shared access with Simpson
1o state papers.”’
The Simpson affair became more heated in October. when Simpson filed
for divorce from her husband. On 20 October, Prime Minister Baldwin chose 1o
broach the matter with the King, aware that although the British press had chosen not
to follow the story of the King and Mrs. Simpson. the American press was pursuing it.
However, Baldwin doubted that his intervention had any efficacy.” In early
November. calling Simpson a “hard-bitten bitch,” Baldwin openly stated that he had
turned the state’s lawvers to the matter of investigating how the state could block a
possible marriage of the King to Simpson.”  Edward. however. had his support
network as well.
In 1934, Sir Reginald Mitchell-Bank founded the pro-Edward. royalist,
Imperial Policy Group (IPG), which included such notables as Lord Mansfield. Lord

Bertie of Thame, the Earl of Glasgow. Sir Charles Petrie, and Lord Phillimore.  This
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group encouraged Edward’s direct participation in government and sought 1o signal
to the governments of France. lhaly, Austria, and Spain, that, despite official state
proclamations. Britain’s real policy regarding Europe was to keep out of all conflicts
on the continent in order to give Mussolini and Hitler free reign against the Soviet
Union.™ As Edward’s intention 1o marry Wallis Simpson became clear. the PG began
1o meet almost daily in order to find ways to court MPs and raise support for a King's
government.”

The King's increasing foray into public politics angered Baldwin's
govemnment. In mid November 1936, the King toured mining villages of South Wales
to discern the living conditions of the urban poor. Distressed by what he saw, Edward
publicly stated that “something must be done” o ease the plight of the working poor.™
As Victor Cazalet noted. King Edward publicly united Baldwin's  National
Government and Bolshevism as responsible parties.” The Blackshirt, the newspaper
of the B.UF., came out in favor of the King's call for reform. offering him their full
support.”™ Ramsay MacDonald noted in his diary of the King's trip that Edward must
be monitored. and that the King's actions were constitutionally questionable.™
Baldwin responded to Edward’s increasing foray into public politics by increasing
pressure on Edward to abdicate, using the monarch's relationship with Simpson as a
convenient foil. Confronting Edward. Baldwin stated that the King could not marry
Wallis Simpson and remain sovereign.®  After another meeting with Edward on
November 25, Baldwin agreed to consult the Dominion PMs regarding the possibility
that he either marry Wallis Simpson in a morganatic marriage. in which she would not
become queen. or abdicate. A review of the telegram sent to the various PMs shows
that Baldwin worded the document in such a way as 1o ensure that the reply would be
‘in favor of abdication.” stating that the idea of a morganatic marriage had been put 1o
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the King by ‘some outside quartier.”™ While the Dominion PMs replied in favor of

abdication, Canadian PM Mackenzie King saw through the guise questioning if the
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ahdication was voluntary. or imposed by the King’s ministers.”™ To further pressure
the King to ahdicate. Baldwin threatened Edward with the resignation of the
Government. along with the assurance that Labour had agreed not to form a new
savernment. if Edward did not cither abdicate or refrain from marrying Simpson.”
:\s Baldwin and his Cabinet worked to force Edward from the scene, others rallied
around the King in opposition to the government.
Churchill was one of the King's strongest proponents.  As Baldwin’s
covernment pushed for Edward to abdicate. Churchill remarked. “What crime has the
King committed? Had we not sworn allegiance o him? Were we not bound to that
oath? Was he to be condemned unheard? Was he seeking to do anything that was not
permitted to the meanest of his su bjects?™ Lord Beaverbrook. coming into possession
of Baldwin's telegram to the Dominions. canceled his tour of the United States and
returned to London.™ With the English press now openly covering the Simpson issue.
Edward compared the subscribership of the papers supporting him versus those
against, finding that the readership of the papers supporting him was 12.5 million
people versus 8.5 million against.™ Playing to his popularity. Edward announced 10
Baldwin his wish to put the issue of his marriage to Simpson to the people by making
a Tive hroadeast on BBC. and then retiring from the country while the people decided.
This was a direct endeavor by Edward to sidestep Baldwin’s government: basically, a
statement to ‘let the people choose between you and me.” The proposed statement by
the King appealed directly to the people based on the King's authority, completely
bypassing the Cabinet. The proposed address began
By Ancient custom. the King addresses his public utterance to his people.
Tonight 1 am going to talk to you as my friends — British men and women
wherever you may reside. within or without the Empire...1 am still that

same man whose motto was “fefr Dien.” “[ serve’: and | have tried to serve

this country and this Empire for the last twenty years.
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Note that in this statement bBdward does not acknowledge the government in any
way—neither its authority, nor its existence. He chooses 1o appeal to an ancient
tradition of abselute monarchial authority and then reminds the public of his twenty
years of service, first as Prince of Wales and then as King. By so doing Edward made
a clear claim that governance rested with him and not with Baldwin's National
Government. Ramsay MacDonald understood this. stating in the 4 December Cabinet
meeting that the proposed address was o blatant attempl (o overthrow the
government.”  Sir Horace Wilson. advisor to Baldwin. received direct information
from the King’s private secretary, via Sir John Reith. that the proposed broadeast was
just one phase of an attempt to set up a “King's Party”. "

Other political insiders, too, understood the intensity of the intrigue
surrounding the King's proposed broadcast. Baldwin’s threatening the King with the
resignation of the government if he refused to abdicate. and securing a pledge from
the Labour Party that its leadership would not agree to set up a government in it's
place. opened the door for the possibility of the King. by not abdicating. 1aking direct
control of the government. Given the King’s strong pro-Fascist leanings, there is
every likelihood that this would be a Fascist government.  Sir Henry Channon. a
friend of Edward’s. noted in his diary on 22 November of the King ‘He ...is pro
German, against Russia ... shouldn’t be surprised if he aimed at making himself a
mild dictator.”™ Churchill agreed 1o set up a “King's Party.” establish a new
government. and overthrow Baldwin's group of “feeble men. with the tlly of
approximately sixty MPs ready to support the King."' Channon stated that Churchill
was the only possible person 1o form a government it Baldwin's cabinet resigned.™
Duff Cooper. another close friend of Edward’s, cited Baldwin's statement that he

(Baldwin) had been approached by an undisclosed member of parliament who asked if
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the monarchy was going Fascist™ Word spread that a large segment of the military
were ready to take up arms in support of the King and against the Government.™

Baldwin moved quickly to hlock the King’s plan to make the broadcast.
confronting him on 3 December, stating that constitutionally. he must speak through
his Cabinet (Baldwin's Government).” Edward replied. “You want me 1o £0. don’t
vou?" 1o which Baldwin. dropping all pretence. replied syes.” ™ Baldwin reported to
the Cabinet that the King wanted to avoid divisiveness and leave with dignity.”” He
also stated that he urged the King to make his decision as soon as possible.™ The
King emphatically denied that he had ever stated an intention to abdicate. or used the
word “abdicate’ in the presence of the Prime Minister.” What all parties do agree on
is that the King won a major concession from Baldwin, whose Government had
moved guickly 1o isolate Edward. The King asked for. and was granted. permission [0
talk with Winston Churchill, although Baldwin stated later that he regretted allowing
the meeting.”

Churchill dined with Edward on 4 December. He reported that the King
was quite upbeat at first. but papidly sank into a state of exhaustion.”” 1 Churchill
were tasked with forming i new government. he would need time and he pushed the
King to delay: an argument Edward appreciated.” Churchill charged ahead. writing 2
letter 1o Baldwin stating that Edward was “in a state of great nervous tension.” and that
it would be a cruel to force the King 10 make a decision in his present condition A
Baldwin dismissed Churchill’s account of the King's state and the Government
continued 1o work toward abdication.  Churchill. having failed to gain needed time
from the Cahinet. made a direct appeal to the public. publishing a statement in the
Times on 7 December, challenging the National Government's authority and pleaded

for time for the King. A portion of this statement read:
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If the King refuses to take the advice of his ministers, they are. of course,
free 1o tesign. They have no right whatever (0 put pressure upon him 1o
accept their advice by soliciting beforehand assurances from the Leader of
the Opposition that he will not opt for an alternative in the event of their
resignation. and thus contront the King with an ultimatum. Again. there is

cause for time and patience.”

Here Churchill asks for time and attempts to undermine the legitimacy of both the
National Government and the Labour party. Political insiders understood the deeper
meaning of the plea. J.A. Spencer. a friend and advisor of Asquith’s. wrote of
Churchill’s petition “that the present state of things should be prolonged for five
months - five months of raging and tearing controversy. quite possibly a King’s party
heing formed against the Government...”" Yet, however hard Churchill and others
were willing to work, Edward was exhausted, Lord Beaverbrook. confidant of both
Churchill and Edward. telephoned Churchill after meeting with the King that weekend
and reported. “Our cock won't fight. ™ Although Churchill tried to press on, his
public challenge to the Government backfired and he was ferociously booed in the
House of Commons, as long time allies abandoned him. One. Robert Boothby. tore

into Churchill, accusing him of doing more damage o the King than Baldwin could

have.”” The King’s party disappeared. leaving Churchill politically isolated.

On Il December. 1936, Edward abdicated. Fears of social division
regarding Edward’s abdications were s0 intense as o compel Mary, the Queen
Mothet. to issue a direct proclamation to the people of Britain and the Dominions in
which she appealed for continued loyalty to the Empire.” The Queen’s statement
shows sincere fear that the abdication might not only be divisive. but also lead 1o acts
of disloyalty. Interestingly. no constitutional stonewall was erected by Baldwin’s

government against Queen Mary directly addressing the people of Britain.
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Hitler was distraught by the news of Edward’s abdication since he had
viewed the king as a fascist supporter and admirer of himself and his policies.” While
Germany revised its plans regarding Edward. Baldwin worked to ensure Edward
would pose no further threat. To ease the transition of his brother to the throne.
Edward was willing to leave the country for a reasonable period of time. but based on
the premise that he had behaved honorably by abdicating, he intended a retumn to
government in some capacity. ' Baldwin's government. however. had permunent exile
in mind. and worked to make the now-Duke of Windsor's allowance of £25.000 per
year conditional on his remaining out of the country unless granted special permission
by the government.”" At 2:00 A.M.. 12 December, the moming after his abdication
broadeast, the Government moved Edward 1o the HMS Firy with orders that the ship
was to take him to France.”

In Britain, Lloyd George considered mounting a campaign in favor of
Edward. threatening to bring such disruption that the "Coronation won't count for very
much.”™" Additionally, Edward received continued offers to establish the “King's
Party.™ However, immediately after abdication. Edward was not disposed to entertain
such thoughts. His relations with his family began to rapidly deteriorate though. as
did his feelings towards Britain’s government. The first insult came when archbishop
Lang published an invective against Edward. This was followed by Baldwin's threat
to remove police protection from Mrs. Simpson.  In April 1937, Edward learned that
not a single member of his family would attend his wedding.  As well. his £25.000
allowance was called into question. By spring of 1937, any good will by Edward
towards the Government or his family had dissipated. While these issues ruminated
outside of public view. the Government worked efficiently to brush the memories of
the former King under the carpet.”” Still. others in Britain worked hard on Edward’s
behalf, not giving up on the possibility of a Fascist restoration.

On 4 September. 1937. the Special Branch of the Metropolitan Police.

London. issued a report on a new organization, formed that June, known as the
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“Octavians.” The report noted that one of the founding officers of the group was a
man named George Whish, who had been a member of the British Union of Fascists
up until the founding of the Octavians.”™ The constitution of the Octavians states that
the organization was formed to assure the good treatment of the Duke of Windsor and
recognize his service to the people and o *make contact throughout the country with
those who hold similar views... To organize. i’ necessary, meusures of protest against
any uctions which may in the future be directed against HR.H." On 11 October,
1938, Whish. on behalt of the Octavians. wrote in the editorial section of the Daily
Mirror of the need to invite Edward back to Brituin to take up residence.™ The
editorial staff of the paper agreed. and on 13 October of 1938, the Dailv Mirror ran a
posting asking readers who had a “strong opinion of the desirability of the return of
the Duke of Windsor” buck to Britain to express their views,”

Meanwhile, in late July. the now-Duke and Duchess of Windsor traveled 1o
Ttaly. during which both spoke in tavor of the benefits of Fascism.™ On the evening of
30 July Edward appeared at a performance of the Monte Carlo Ballet and frequently
eave the Fascist salute. to the joy of the crowd.”’ A few months later. in October of
1937, the Duke and Duchess toured Nazi Germany. joined by Churchill's son.
ostensibly to review working class living conditions.” Though Churchill grew
increasingly wary of the re-armed Germany. he still felt Fascism was a better
alternative than Communism as he stated in an 14 April address o the House of
Commons. when he said I will not pretend that, it | had w choose between
Comnunism and Nazi-ism. | would choose Communism.”™ Many individuals in
Britain feared their political options were rapidly coming to that choice.

Hess. Goebbels. and Goering enthusiastically feted the Duke and Duchess
and. on 22 October, the day before their departure. Hitler asked them o tea.™ Edward

enjoved an hour-long private meeting with the Fuhrer. Commenting on the visit,
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Albert Duckwitz. with the German Embassy in Copenhagen. remarked to his
American counterpart “The Duke of Windsor is by no means finished in his work."™
Bruce Lockhart reported to the Foreign office of the trip that the Nazis remained
convinced that Edward would return to Britain “as a social-equalizing King.” and that
he would initiate an “English form of Fascism and alliance with Germany.™™ There
was popular support in Britain for the visit. even cheering in the cinemas when a
newsreel of the Duke’s tour was shown, and Winston Churchill wrote to congratulate
Edward on pulling off the visit so successfully,”” However. the Duke's brother. now
King of Britain. feared that Edward was trving to stage a comeback with the help of
friends and advisors who were sympathetic to the Nazi's.™

In Britain, the B.U.F. came out against the Government’s conduct in
forcing Edward’s ahdication.™ In another Fascist paper. ACTION, Oswald Mosely
wrote that with Edward leaving the country, so too “have gone many of the hopes of
his generation.” Oswald went on to write of the deep divide within the country. stating
‘the line of division was broadly the line dividing the younger from the older
generation,” referring to the Fascist tendency to emphasize the importance of vouth.”
The Octavians. too, kept up their work, writing of Edward's abdication and exile in
March 1939 that it was time “the episode be terminated. that the exile be recalled,” and
called for the Duke to be allowed public office - in other words. 10 be able to establish
his own government.”"

Although it is elear that multiple Fascist groups in Britain desired to return
the Duke to power. resistance on the part of the British govemnment to any attempt to
allow Edward back into Britain, coupled with the war in Europe. thwarted any such
plans. As mentioned. Edward originally thought his exile would be temporary, but the
British government moved swilily to ensure that it would be permanent.”” While
Edward contemplated his return to Britain while enjoying the company of Fascist

Continental political and social leaders. the world moved toward war. Following
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Germany's invasion of Poland, Britain declared war on Germany on 3 September.
1939, On that day, Edward and his wife were sunbathing at their house at Antibes,
The British Ambassador phoned Edward from Paris to tell him the news of the war.
After the call. Edward returned to the pool. stated simply “Great Britain has just
declared war on Germany’. Then he dove into the pool for a swim"' Edward
requested permission to return to Britan. Eventuadly Churchill sent a destroyer 1o
ferry the Duke and Duchess back to Britain. but neither the government nor Edward's
family sent a car to pick him up when he and his wife arrived. nor did any family
member come to see him.™ Still. Edwards’s presence made it necessary 10 provide
him with some type of government job. The Duke was offered a choice between two
jobs. The first was that of Assistunt Regional Commissioner in Wales and the second
was as a liaison officer with the British Military Mission at French General
Headquarters. Edward chose the first. which would have kept him in Britain, and the
offer was immediately revoked.” So. with little fanfare. Edward and his wife were
transported back to France.

The British govemment worked hard to keep Edward's profile low - so
low. in fact. that he was forbidden to visit the British Expeditionary Force in France.™
On 1) May 1940, Germany began its invasion of France. piercing the French line of
defense within days. Edward lefi his post - some say abandoned it - and returned to his
home in Antibes. On 10 June. Paris fell. Six days later. Petain became premier and
made peace with Germany.  The Duke and Duchess stripped their home of everything
of value. threw together a hasty caravan of cars. and fled to the Spanish border. The
British government gave them no help.”

Upon arriving in Spain. Edward made several public remarks that Britain
should make peace with Germany.” Churchill instructed the Duke to head
immediately (o Lisbon, from which he and the Duchess would be evacuated. While
the Duke and Duchess proceeded to Lisbon, Edward foolishly threw down a gauntlet.

stating that he would not return to England unless his wife was recognized as a Royal.
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and he were given an influential governmental or military post.” In other words.
Edward not only sought Royal recognition for his wife, but also pushed for his active
retum to British government.  Churchill’s responded to Edward via telegram
threatening him with arrest if he did not comply immediately with the demand to leave
the continent.'’ The next day Churchill sent another telegram. this one, softened in
tone. offering Edward the governorship of the Bahamas. The Bahamas, as well as
heing geographically removed from Britain, was little more than a spit of sand and
rock off the coast of Miami and one of the least important and smallest of Britain's
colonies with a population of only 72,000, Edwari accepted the appointment, leaving
Lisbon on 1 August. 1940. Edward later remarked that he regretied the decision,
stating that he wished that he had stayed in Europe “so as to be able to step in at the

decisive moment. The German government established a plan to coax, coerce. or if

necessary kidnap Edward in order to install him as the Fascist leader of Britain after
what they presumed would be a quick victory."™ How much British intelligence knew
of this plan and whether the Duke would have actively paricipated is unknown. Yet
with his appointment 1o a remote chain of islands on the other side of the Atlantic. the
Duke of Windsor would not again pose a threat 1o the government of Britain.

A significant problem exists with much of the current historiography
regarding the complex issues around Edward and Churchill during this time, Some
noted historians. such as A.LP. Taylor. simply state that Churchill intended to
establish a “Kings Party,” but give no documentary proof."™  Philip Zeigler,
biographer of Edward VIIL portrays Edward as innocent of any intrigue against the
Government. Others such as Martin Gilbert paint o rosy picture of Churchill as duped
by the King. but having no knowledge of what Edwards intentions were. However,
the subtitle of Gilbert's hiography of Churchill. “The Prophet of Truth, 1922-1939.
reveals his bias. Though key documents that would prove conclusively what each
persons intentions were and how each was involved remain classified, this is stll a

field worthy of more study, in that an abandonment of the teleological idea of history
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in light of the incredible potential for a radically different outcome had the King
chosen to fight, or had he overtly joined forces with the Germans presents to us the
terrifying possibility of a very different world today. As shown. views that paint
Churchill or Edward as innocent of any Fascist ideology or of any intention o take
over the government are highly suspect.

This essay has demonstrated not only that Edward and Churchill viewed
Fascism in a positive light, but that both had high respect for the accomplishments of
the Fascists in ltaly and Germany. It has also been shown that both openly praised
Fascism. and that both commented that Fascism would be of benefit to Britain in
combating Communism.  Additionally, and crucially, It is evident. that. through
analyses of Edward's thwarted attempt to broadeast his position to the United
Kingdom and Churchill's public “appeal for time” published in The Times that both
actors, one within a very shont time of the other. attempted to appeal directly 1o the
public to cast off Baldwin's government. and that this was openly recognized by
CGovernment leaders. Repeatedly we have been reminded of Churchill’s opportunistic
nature and the fact that, being already politically alienated. he had little o lose and
much to gain from a change in government.

My analysis of the Govemment’s behavior during and after Edward's
abdication show that Baldwin's Government feared the possibility that Edward. as a
private citizen. would stage some type of comeback. Furthermore. evidence shows
that the British Union of Fascists, as well as the Fascist Octavian Society. openly
supported Edward's return to government as a private citizen. | have demonstrated that
during the period of Edward’s first exile in France, he was openly supportive of
Fascists on the continent and that this was widely known in Britain and supported by
Churchill. Indeed. I have shown that the British Government remained fearful of, and
sought to isolate, Edward up to and through the change of venue from exile in France
to exile in the Bahamas.

Thus claims by biographers and historians that Edward or Churchill acted
alone, without the knowledge or support of the other. are dubious.  Yes, key
documents do remain classified.  But as this short article has shown. documents
currently available complicate a picture that many have oversimplified. Questions
concerning possible attempts by Edward and Churchill to overthrow Baldwin's

government, or by Edward. after abdication, to force his way back into a position of
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leadership in the British government, warrant a book length treatise as does a
speculative examination of the possibility that. had these attempts played out. a Fascist
government could have come to power in Britain and allied with the German National

Socialists.

1

Irish perceptions of Germany 1945-55

André Heller MLA.

The famous German novelist Heinrich Boll came to Ireland in the early 1950s. His
experiences in this country can be found in his 1957 publication Irisches Tagebuch
(Irish diary). Reading his account it becomes obvious that less than o decade after the
end of the Second World War, the lrish reaction o a German native was characterized
by warmth and friendliness. reactions that seem quite remarkable given the fact that
Germany had not only started a world war. but had also committed terrible atrocities.
especially against Jews. In chapter six of Boll's Irisches Tagebueh. we come across
an lrishman, who utters an even more remarkable opinion.  After several glasses of
beer. the Trishman savs: *Sug mal, Hitler war, glanbe ich, kein so sellecter Mann, nur
ging er, so glaube ich, ein wenig o weit . (Tell me. Hitler was. | believe, not such a
bad man. but he went. I think. a bit too far)'  When Boll tried to explain that Hitler
indeed was a very bad man, the Irishman replies: “Schade dass duch du dich von der
englischen Propaganda hast beoeren lassen, sefwde . (I is very sad that even you got
bewitched by English Propaganda.)” Given the international reputation of Germany
during that time this opinion seems quite extraordinary.

There are other visible signs that ten years after the end of the Second
World War. the Republic of lreland held Germany in quite a high regard. First of all
is St Kilians. a German school, since 1957 situated in St. Brigid's house in Dublin
directly beside University College Dublin. Another visible indicator is a well in 5t
Stephen’s Green which was donated by Germany and opened to the public in 1957,
With it Germany expressed its gratitude for the lrish relief work for Germany after the
war. But how did it happen that the Republic of Ireland reinstalled very close
telations with Germany very soon after a devastating war. which had not only
damaged the image of Germany worldwide. but also changed the face of Europe?

| would like 1o analyze the Irish pereeption of Germany in the first decade

after the Second World War not only 1o find out why Heinrich Boll was received 50
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positively by the Trish but also 1o find out what this perception said about the Irish
self-perception and indeed about the way the Irish saw themselves within the
emerging European structure.

‘Neutrality gone mad.”

Even hefore the official end of the Second Warld War an Taoiseach Eamon De Valera
made a very controversial move. On 3 May 1945 he went to the house of the German
ambassador 1o Treland. Eduard Hempel, and formally offered condolence to the
German people on the death of Adolf Hitler. This action triggered a strong reaction
especially in the US, Britain and Russia. Newspapers in the United States published
by Irish communities were even more virulent in their criticism: 1 am horrified.
ashamed. humiliated, by you offering your sympathy 1o the German people on the
death of a murderer of millions: not only soldiers, but women and children, patients in
hospital’.’ Angela D. Walsh. a member of the Irish-American community in the
United States of America. most likely wrote this in a letter to Teresa S Fitzpatrick. the
circulation manager of the Atlansic Monthlv, a periodical founded in Boston in 1857,
where it was published. Another voice in the Atlantic Monthiv perceived the action of
De Valera as “Neutrality gone mad™.* According to Dermot Keogh. 1o many Irish in
Britain as well the visit seemed “singularly out of place’” And it was not only the
English-speaking world that criticised the Irish policy. Professor I § Zvavich, an
expert on Britain and Commonwealth Affairs at Moscow University said after the war
that Ireland had been “thoroughly pro-fascist” in the Second World War. The
government of Eamon De Valera was “one of the most fascist and reactionary in
present-day Europe”.”
“Peccadilloes in comparison with supreme crime of the atomic bomb.”

When the first pictures of German concentration camps were shown in
Irish cinemas. the reaction of the viewers was characterized by disbelief. At first. this
reaction seems inappropriate. given the proceedings and the character of those camps.
Analyzing the circumstances in which these pictures were shown, we are able to
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understand why this reaction occurred. The existence of German concentration camps
was known in lreland since mid 1944, The wanime censorship was lified on 11 May
1945 and not only brought pictures of Genman concentration camps into lrish
cinemas. but also Allied propaganda movies. Very often the propaganda got mixed up
with reports about German atrocities, which changed the Irish perception of the
matter.  Another important element to be considered is that films about hiberuted
concentration camps were often shown together with a horror film. which definitely
influenced the Irish perception. In fact. letters were sent to the newspapers protesting
that the films ubout the concentration camps were obvious fabrications.” The Leader
offered an mteresting approach on the topic of concentration camps, and maybe
another explanation for the weak Irish reaction. There it was said that the Killing and
toriures in Genman concentration camps were “insignificant in companison to the
slaughter and cruelty which was camied out in the corresponding institutions in Russia
[-..I"" The dislike Russia had of Ireland afier the Second World War can be seen as
mutual, The dropping of the atomic bombs on Japan riised far more criticism and
open disapproval in Ireland. For the Irish Times. the German concentration/death
camps. the tortures and Killings of the Soviet's Gulags and all the other atrocities of
the war were as “peccadilloes in comparison with supreme crime of the atomic
bomb,""

It becomes obvious. that immediately after the end of the Second World
War, Irish opinion differed from international opinion about Germany.  The Irish
reacted with a certain disbelief to the widely displayed pictures of German wartime
atrocities. Complementing this view was the Irish post-war position towards Germany
which was characterised by a strong urge to help the German population.

“With our own sorrowful henitage of the policy of “to hell or 10 Connacht’. surely we
will not exclude these unfortunate victines of war from our charity™."

While on the one side this quote clearly and appropriately describes the
Irish perception towards the German population during the post-war years, we also see

a cynical anti-British statement within these lines, a sentiment which still persists in
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Ireland. The Irish government, following an initiative of an Taoiseach Eamon de
Valera agreed to donate goods worth £3.000.000 to the continent in 1945, One year
later goods worth the same amount were donated to the continent. If we compare this
amount to the amount of relief sent by other countries. £3,000.000 seems like a drop
in the ocean. But small as it may seem. this donation put severe strain on the Irish
population. If this amount of money is seen in the context of the Irish Gross National
Product and the overall economic performance in 1945, it becomes obvious. that this
donation was a ‘remarkable Achievement”.”

The Irish population, urged by the Irish hierarchy 1o act as Christians to
preserve a Christian spirit in Germany. did what they could o support a war stricken
continent,”" More donations per capita were made by the Irish population than by any
other country. These donations were mainly sent to the Continent through
organisations such as the International Red Cross or the Save the German Children
Society. This organisation had been founded in October 1943, o help German
children. who were seen as most affected by the destruction of Germany.  As
honourable as this organisation was. it had since its foundation. aroused a very
controversial overtones. This was due not only to the involvement of two Irish MPs
who during the war had uttered anti-semitic statements. but mostly because the first
secretary of the organisation was Hermann Goertz. a former German spy in Ireland.
Still this organisation was very successful and had its brightest moment in 1947
during *Operation Shamrock™. when a number of German children. mostly from the
Ruhr area. were brought to Ireland to escape the destruction and 1o recover. While the
European nations, who had been members of the Allies during the Second World War,
reproached the Irish Free State for this aid and. somewhat simplistically. depicted
them as pro-German and pro-Axis. the real picture was far more complicated than this
criticism would indicate. The Irish government as well as the Catholic Church
provided help for Europe and especially for Germany while fostering ulterior motives.
Donating goods worth €3.000.000 was a remarkable move, but it also clearly
expressed the wish of the Irish government to step out of the shadow of other big

nations especially Britain and to take a position beside them. The Irish population
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provided help simply out of humanitarian reasons,  Induced by the memory of
suffering in their own country. the Irish population built up organisations and also
helped personally by sending parcels o Germany.
“The Irish people have watched with interest and admiration the wonderful economic
recovery of the German nation since the end of the war."™

In 1949, important changes happened in Ireland as well as in Germany.
Ireland was split into the Republic of Ireland. which was established that year. and
Northem [Ireland. Germany witnessed similar developments with the foundation of
the Federal Republic of Germany which included the areas in western Germany which
had been occupied by Britain, the USA and France. The eastern part. occupied by
Russia, was cut off and later tumed into the German Democratic Republic. Several
aspects of the partition of both countries were similar and the sitwation in Germany
wis closely observed by the Irish in the Republic of Ireland.
Das interesse wurde dadurch gesteigert, dass man in Irland bei der Teilung
Dentschlands in Ost und  West an die  eigenen  sclimerzlichen  Erfaliriten  in
Nordirtand erinnert wurde.
(The interest [of the Irish] was increased, because the German partition imo East and
West woke painful memories of their own experiences in Northern Ireland,)'”

There were several similarities visible. The *Basic Law’. the constitution
of the Federal Republic of Germany. so called because it was perceived as a
temporary and preliminary constitution under both German states were reunited.
stated  that the Federal Republic of Germany was the only legitimate German state
and that East Germany was currently under Russian/Polish administration.  The
establishment of the Federal Republic of Germany deepened the German partition and
the Russians made the crossing from one state to another more and more difficult.
Shifting our focus 1o Ireland we can see similarities in the development. The Irish
constitution of 1937 had been drafted for an lreland of 32 counties, including the six
counties of Northern Ireland. While the Federal Republic of Germany blamed Russia

for the continuation of the German partition. many Irish blamed Britain for the Irish
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partition. We have to keep in mind though. that the erossing of the border from the
Republic of lreland into Northern Ireland was not as ohstructed as the border crossing
hetween the two German states.

Another issue in connection with Germany came into the focus of the Irish
population, another issue connected closely to the problem of partition. The Franco-
German struggle over the Saarland is critically viewed by Irish newspapers. The
Leader blames French possessiveness as the major reason for the tensions between
hoth countries, The question was raised in 1952 as to why free elections were taking
place in West Germany. while the French were not allowing free elections in the
Saarland.'" Reginald Colby, who visited the Saarland in 1954, was a journalist not
only for the Irish Idependent. He also wrote an article for the periodical The Age. It
might thus be assumed that he was a freelancer. Colby described the situation in as
late as 1054, as satisfactory. The Saarland had connections with French economy., but
the Saarlanders spoke German and were o European state, independent politically
from both Germany and France.'’As late as 1955 however. the problem of the
Saarland appeared far from solved. as the Saarlanders were still torn between
Germany and France. Even more. freedom of press did not exist in the Saarland."”
The ohserver writing for the frish Independent pointed out what he saw as German
traits persisting in the Saarland. which might also be seen as especially appealing to
the Irish.

“The Saarlanders themselves are patriarchal in character. strongly catholic and
mainly of peasant origin, They are deeply attached to their own land and live in close
knit communities.”""

A further reason to cover this topic can be seen in the evoking of parallels
with Ireland. Like Northern Ireland. the Saarland was a part of Germany. German
speaking but governed by another, foreign country which seemed unwilling to give it
hack to the country it obviously seemed to belong to. Joachim Fischer pointed out
that already before the Second World War. when it was agreed in the Treaty of
Versailles that the Saarland would be cut off of Germany. parallels between Ireland

and Germany had created Irish Sympathies for Germany. when the case of the
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Saarland was compared 1o the cutting off of Ulster from the rest of Ireland.™' The
Saarland itself voted in 4 plebiscite in 1935 to be included into the Federal Republic of
Germany. which led to the so-called “small reunification” in 1957.”" As the sitation
between Germany and the Saarland was seen as paralleled with that of Ireland and
Northern lreland, the “small reunification” would have been a sign of hope for Ireland.
Romantischen Tréitnen von einem wiederanfleben des christlichen Abendlandes
(Romantic dreams of a resurrection of the Christian Occidenty™
The first German elections after the Second World War gained much
interest in Ireland. Several aspects of the elections can be seen as the reason for that.
First of all, Konrad Adenauer, first German chancellor after the Second World War.
wis a devout Catholic. His party, the Christmas Democratic Union openly displayed
its Christian character in the title, These two aspects clearly aroused the interest of the
Irish hierarchy, who shonly after the war had addressed their flock to send help to
Germany to prevent a Christian spirit from failing. It can be assumed that the Irish
hierarchy took some credit for this development. The German Catholic church would
have as strong an influence in German politics as the Irish hierarchy had in Irish
politics. However, Eda Sagarra is right which she stated:
Als die fren nach der Wall des Katholiken Konrad Adenawer zum
Bundeskanzler, cines  Staatsmanns, de  rim Grunde  dem  irischen
Gesclunack  durchaus  entsprach, Dewtschlands Weg zurneck in eine
enropdische Staatengemeinschaft christlicher Pragung begriissten, hing
man filsehlicherwveise romantischen Trédwmen von einemWiederaufleben
des christlichen Abendlandes nach.
(When the Irish after the election of the Catholic Konrad Adenauer as
chancellor, a politician after the taste of the Irish. greeted the return of
Germany into a European community influenced by Christianity, they
followed the wrong assumption of the resurrection of a Christian

occident. )™
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When it became clear that West Germany had its own government, the
government of the Republic of Ireland quickly tded to establish trade relations.
Already in 1949, a trade agreement between both countries was signed.  This
definitely was a very good development for both countries. The Republic of Ireland
needed raw materials, especially coal, while the rapidly growing German econony
needed to find new export markets, A darker aspect 10 this definitely positive
development is that in the area of local government as well as in the economy and
politics. many Germans were employed and protected by the Allies, who had in one
way or the other collaborated with the Nazis While the Irish had been the first to
critically approach the Allies in connection with their proceedings in Germany, this
development did not cause any apparent hesitation or guilt. It seems therefore ax if the
Irish government was acting very ¢ ynically. and hypocritically. ignoring the German
past to explore and join new markets outside the Commonwealth. This shift away
from Britain and towards the continent becomes even more clear when we take a look
at how Ireland tried to solve the economic crisis the country was facing in the early
1050s, Instead of turning to Britain. which still was the higgest export market for the
Republic of Ireland, the Irish government turmed o Germany instead. In the early
19505 Ireland tried to attract German businesses to Ireland. especially hy pointing out
that goods could be exported to Britain duty-free. Further Irish arguments were the
Jow wages in Ireland and a stable government.” These arguments show that Ireland
tumed to Germany 1o solve their industrial crisis rather than to Britain, the more
obvious choice.  Additionally. by offering German companies the opportunity (0
establish branches in their country. the Irish government aimed at self~sufficiency at
the expense of the British. Onee again this was not only a purely economic move. it
way another strong indicator of the Irish desire t distance itsell from Britain. Another
.s0n can be seen in the comment of John Belton. Irish envoy to the Federal Republic
of Germany: “The Irish people have watched with interest and admiration the
wonderful economic recovery of the German nation since the end of the war' ™
Relations between Ireland and Germany continued to grow rapidly.  In 1951,

diplomats were exchanged between hoth countries and from 1952 onwards. Ireland
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had a permanent stand on the Frankfunt Trade Fair. The Irish hierarchy admired the
sensible choice of Germany in sending a catholic ambassador to Ireland.

The main aim of this society would be the strengthening ol cultural ties
between Treland and Germany on the basis of their common Christian civilisation.™
The Irish population definitely welcomed the growing economic and cultural
connections between both countries. In 1951, cultural organisations started to replace
relief organisations in Ireland.  In October 1951 the Ihish-German Society was
founded. It can be assumed that this society was founded with the memory of the
foundation of the German-lrish Community in Berlin in 19177 A rather
controversial element of this cultural society is that the Irish-German society had been
called for, among others, by Heinrich Becker and Helmut Clissmann.  During the
Second World War, Heinrich Becker had been allowed to stay in Ireland making
pictures und teaching German, closely watched by the Irish secret service. But he had

also been & member of the NSDAP and a former SA member.” Helmut Clissmann
was a graduate of Trinity College Dublin. but during the Second World War he
hecame involved with the German Intelligence and worked for it attempting to make
contact with the IRA.  Although the effort of these two men 1o establish an Irish-
German cultural friendship was apparently genuine. their dubious past seemed to be
quickly forgotten. The aim of the Irish-German society was declared as follows:

“The main aim of this society would be the strengthening of culural ties

between Ireland and Germany on the basis of their common Christian

civilisation.” ™

Possibly remembering the problems that Save the German Children
Society had had to face since the foundation, it was pointed out that the Irish-German
society was “non-political and non-sectarian.™' Under the auspices of the society,
social events were organised. such as dances, screenings and exhibitions.

Although the Save the German Children Society had been quite
controversial since its foundation, the help and support they had provided for

Germany in the difficult years after the end of the Second World War were not
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forgotten. In early 1952, German gratitude for the “strictly private and voluntary™ help
which had been offered by the society was declared and tokens of gratitude in the
shape of gifts were sent.™ In late 1953, the work of the Save the German Children
Society was honoured even more when the Cross of Merit of the Federal Republic of
Germany was awarded to five members of the Irish Red Cross. It is remarkable
however. that the honour was given to members of the Irish Red Cross for their work
in connection with the Save the German Children Society.™ The question remains.
why no members of the society were honoured directly.

The mains features of Irish perceptions of the German past that had started
to develop immediately after the end of the Second World War had continued to grow,
until four tendencies had become clearly visible, First of all. a strong anti-British
sentimeni continued to persist in the Republic of Ireland.  This had always been a
strong sentiment within the Irish community. but after the Second World War, fuelled
by the Irish wish for independence from Britain and the strong orientation towards the
continent especially Germany. had created some extreme opinions such as the one
uttered by the Irishman in response to an explanation of Heinrich Boell.  Another
development. for which a certain anti-British opinion was essential, was the desire of
the Irish government to position the country alongside and on the same level with
other hig nations in Furope and in the world such as the USA and Britain. The first
manifestation of this after the Second World War clearly was the Irish donations
worth £3.000.000 to a suffering Europe. This development is clearly visible in the
Irish creation of close trade connections with Germany and the application for
acceptance into the UN. which Ireland joined in 1955. A negative aspect in the
developments is the Irish reaction on German wartime atrocities.  First characterised
by disbelief. the dark German past gets then first quietly accepted and then ignored.

Nevertheless. the Irish contributed immensely to the recovery of Germany.
something which was not forgotten hy Germany. Visible connections of this and of a
special and grown friendship are the German school. St. Killians. which found its final
Jocation in 19537 in St. Brigid’s House on Stillorgan Road in Dublin. The connection
of the school and one of Treland’s patron saints might stand as another symbol for the

close connection hetween hoth countries.  The other symbol of friendship between
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both countries can be found in St. Stephen’s Green in Dublin. In 1954 the German
Gratitude Fund presented the Irish with a sculpture called Normenbrumnen.™ When
the statue was unveiled in 1957, Dr. Katzenberger expressed the gratitude of the
German people to the Irish for having supported Germany in a “truly Christian
spirit™.™ John Cosgrave, Minister for External Affairs. accepted the gift in the nume
of the Irish people and expressed the belief that the sculpture stood in the centre of
Dublin “us a symbol of the friendship of the two peoples down the years.””

The Irish perception of Germany had already been good. but during the
first decade after the war, this relationship intensified. But we always have to keep in
mind that the Irish sympathies for Germany had been used for Irish self-interest.
especially when it comes to Irish economic self-sufficiency. particularly from the
British economic hegemony. It is obvious. that the Irish perception of Germany was
positive, but always characterised by special intentions, at least when it comes to the
Irish government and the Irish church.

Thus the treatment of Germany by the lrish helps o deepen our
understanding of Irish self-perceptions.  Although Ireland had been neutral during the
war. the Irish immediately understood the importance of the concept of a unified
Europe and tried to play un important role in his development.  Although on the
periphery and concerned with their own autonomy and sovereignty. they worked for
Europe and tried to get involved in it. as the Irish saw themselves as Furopeans more
than other European countries at that time. It has become clear in this thesis that the
Irish perception of Germany was indeed more positive in the decade afier the Second
World War. Another aspect that has become clear is that the developments were not

always uncontroversial and much more complicated that it might have been assumed.
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Rehabilitation and vocational training among the
Jewish community in Shanghai during and
immediately after the Second World War'

Katarzyna Person

This aticle will examine the extraordinary story of the Jewish community in Shanghai
_Jews from Austria. Germany and Poland. who escaping the Holocaust. managed to
create a thriving community in the Far East. Through the example of vocational
training it will show how with an amazing strength of spirit a group of enthusiasts set
up schools which were to provide the Jewish community with a future, at a time when
the shape of such a future looked very unceriain.

The Intemational Settlement of Shanghai was set up in 1842, when the pont
was opened 1o Westem trade, and as a result. France. Portugal. ltaly. United States
and Great Britain established their exterritorial rights in the city with the formation of
the so called foreign concessions. Shanghai of the 1930s was already the financial
centre of China. & busy commercial centre and one of the most important ports in the
world. It was a city of immigrants, many of them adventurers who came there to make

a fortune. As David Kranzler wrote in a study of the city:

" Whilke writing this antiche | have received grem help from the ORT Archive { The acromym ORT has tlll‘ml.':l.lliﬂﬂ In
Vonglish and derives Trom the nineteenth cenrury. Russian society formed for the sdvancement of the Jewish e ),
expeciinlhy the srchivist Ruchel Bracha. For mone on the Jewish community i Shutnghi see for examphe Marci K.
Ristumni, Peeer af bast vesert the dinypentan commnities of Shanghat (Stnfond, 2000 Hillel Levine, M .\:'.rn’-h nf
Sugthara, the Olusive Japanese diphontt who rixked is e 10 reseue TO000 Jeas from e Holorvest | New York,
P00 Times 1 Ross, Exeape t Shanghat: a Jowisl commminy n Chibvi (New Yok 10040, Murvin ll:kll}'l:‘r anmd
Miry Swarts, Phe Pt plon. the antelid sioey of the Japanese and tlre Jewy during Wearlid Wirr 11 {Niw ¥ urL.l:-'lﬁJ
i e hooks whih ane guuted bn this article, Por more on OR'T during and immedionely alter the Secomnd World
War see Saruh Kavamaugh, ORE The Second Workd War and the rebabifitanton of Holocaust suvfior, (humdom,
RUIETH

At one and the same fime, Shanghai’s forcign coneesrins were the centres Tor Christin missionizing
andl @ " of foeyuity,” with thee Bighest rako of Brodhels in the workd I was i price where everything
carakd e and was boaght or sokl, where formunes wene mide quickly and dissipated even Eser. *

From 1937. pant of Shanghai. the Hongkew. was occupied by Japan. The

occupation cut short the economic growth of the city, Aside from its four million

Chinese inhabitants. Shanghai became a temporary home 1o 100.000 foreigners.
including a large Jewish community.

A small Sephardic Jewish community made of 600-700 mainly Baghdadi

Jews. who had existed in Shanghai from the mid-nineteenth century. was in the early

twentieth-century joined by Russian Jews who fled the country afiter the 1917 October

Revolution. By the early 1930x these two groups constitted a community of about

6.000. From the mid-1930s. refugees from Central and Eastern Europe staned

amiving. By the end of 1939, when large-scake immigration was halted. 20,000

refugees fleeing the Holocaust had made it 1o the International Sentlement of Shanghai

- the only place in the world thar, until August 1939, required no visa and had no

immigration quotas. For many the city became the only hope of salvation and a true

haven. Describing the immigration in his memoir. one of the former inhabitanis of

Shanghai wrote:

I 1939 the trickke inrcasad (i stich a fhoond thet the kical Jowich assistance CHmmittoes were o

wimger abke 1 cope.. The tempo of their amival increased with every pcean lier ammiving mto the

tarbour. with o end i sight. The maority of neligess came by ship the burge Walian Sincrs Conte

Biancamanis, Conte Verde and Conre Kovso shunked hack and fonh heaween Naly and Shanghai,

hringing thuusamds Others iravelled by rain vig Poland, the Sovier Unbon where they hoanked
Japanese cosial steamers fur the dhree-day voyage 10 Shanghat '

The 1930s refugees consisted of two main groups. The first 10 arive consisted of

¥ Travid Kraneler, Jupwimese, Meizta and Jew Hhie dewish Kefiger commanity of Shangiel 19351945 (Hoboken N1
(UEEN
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Central European Jews. mainly from Austria and Germany. fleeing their home
countries in the wake of the first anti-Semitic legislations. Among those refugees were
many assimilated and sometimes converted Jews. including a large proportion of
professionals. The second group. originating in Eastern Europe. started arriving in
Shanghai in 1939, after Hitler’s invasion of Poland and his advance into the East. This
group was much more differentiated. It was composed of a number of traditional
Jews. including rabbis and yeshiva students as well as Zionists and secular
intellectuals and artists. A large pant of this group. around 1.000 people. who reached
Asia via Siberia, amrived in Shanghai in mid-1941 after firs aaying in Kobe in Japan.

At its peak the Jewish Community of Shanghai numbered 30.000 people.
They settled in three sections of the city - the residential and fairly comfonable French
Congession {or Frenchiown). the buzzing commercial Intemational Settlement and
finally, the poorest, Japanese’s controlled sector of Hongkew. inhabited mainly by the
poorest strata of working-class Chinese. The divisions reflected the varied economic
«tatus of the refugees. One of the refugees wrofe:

Wheever cams well can m fa foraa tha this i Asa amd G lhve in Puropean Syle. The med
bemiful Nas are mailable m Shumghai. villas, parks. theatns movie fass, concerts, wthes
American-<tyie depanment stones with roof gandens”

Yet with rents as much as seventy-five percent lower than in the rest of the city. it was
Hongkew that became the new home of the vast majority of Jewish refugees. With the
support of the existing community and international organisations, the refugees were
able to find homes and establish thriving businesses. They also successfully

implemented  their communal institutions. The social and religious matters of the

N " 1 . : e . iy . e, 1"').‘1.1‘-41.

Frmest O Heppoer, Shemghar refuge: @ mesne ol the Werd War I Jewish ghe 1o, (ARG ! :

+ Annke I WPIE‘I“II& atter” (19400 in Trene Eber leckh, Vanees from Shanuhai: Jevtsh wriles i wartme China
(Chicago. 20K p. 82,

community were administered by o collective body of the Jewish Council of Eastern
European Jews. known as the Judische Gemeinde - similar 1o those existing in Jewish
communities in Europe.

The ‘Shanghai Jews' established their own schools.  newspapers,
hospitals and a total of seven Synagogues. There was a vibrant cultural life with a
Yiddish Theatre. which despite complete lack of funds and rehearsal time put on
performances of the greatest Yiddish classics including Der Dibbuk and Mirele Efros.”
There were a number of lending libraries. Political and communal organizations were
set up. the oldest dating to the amrival of first Jewish refugees from Russia in 1917,
including the branches of all the major Jewish youth movements. One of the relatively
well off Shanghai Jews remembered:

Agasmst sif ok, wn ihe Lace of surmoumablc otk wnd the aover crding rmgghe lor a meal the
desmmd for culiural sctivies wan consta. Several dosen pernalicaly were publishal by emcrprsang
refugees. Thore wore Mieraty gasetios. (e oty modical nowsktions for pliysicuams (i Germii
Einglish. and China . memcrims Yiddbh pehlicatsen. snd three daly nosspapens. Those oof us who
were lucky conugh to wurk and cum enough aancy ok 10 have w tive i one of the camps had
epponuntics for varous giverswan. We atiendod countles kectunes, Berry and musscal rocmls. and
chasniber cunoeris, and coukd Lsten 1 Germn-knguape padior programs. (ner the seans we Bl our
chice from among the muone than sixy plays proaducd, We especially enjoyed the vpercilas tha wore
perdurmad by scti whi snce fud heen wiell knerwn o the suapes ol Vienms amd Berfin

Even though the vast majority of Shanghai Jews managed (o maintain i
minimum standard of living. or perhaps live out of selling their possessions and help
from relatives abroad. those of the community who could not achieve some degree of

economic self-sufficiency were offered support from numerous charity organizations

COn Yiddish tanguage theatee in Shanghal, we Shushima Kahan, I fayer an flamgi: sooehukl fun o vidilisher
shavshpiteein {Buenos Alres, 10401 Foxcerpts o g lish ranshaion are published in Vidies from Shimglai pp 107+
(NN
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functioning in the city, The most important local ones were the Committee for the
Assistance to European Jewish Refugees in Shanghai (CFA). organized in 1938 by
prominent Shanghai inhabitants already established in the city to help newly arrived
refugees. There was also HICEM - the oldest Jewish immigrant aid organization - 4
combination of HIAS (Hehrew Immigrant Aid Society) and JCA (Jewish Colonization
Association), OF all the foreign organizations, the most important part was played by
the largest international aid organization - the American Joint Distribution Committee
(the Joint). Those of the refugees who could not afford private rooms. were living in
one of five permanent refugee camps. cuphemistically referred to as Heime (Home).
Aside from housing 300 10 600 refugees each’, Heime operated public kitchens which
provided them with three free meals @ day. The Heime were permanently
overcrowded, depressing places. unable 10 offer refugees any sense of privacy while
also being devoid of any acceptable sanitary conditions.

The focus of the Jewish community in Shanghai was placed on the
aducation of the youth. There was o large, secular English-language free school run by
the Shanghai Jewish Youth Association in the Kinchow Road Heim, which consisted
of two kindergartens and nine erades.” Additionally, {here was the smaller fee-paying
and more Jewish-oriented Erevsinger School. Additional recreation wis provided by
sports and activities clubs. Both schools as well as the majority of activities were
financed by the Joint. There was also a range of courses for adults. focusing especially
on teaching them English. which would prove necessary hoth for earning a living in
Shanghai and in emigration. There was also a quasi-university. the so-called Asia

Seminar, where a faculty consisted of intellectuals who raught high-level classes in

e =

Krunzler. Japanese, Nazis and Jows, i3

subjects such a Sanskrit and Urdu. Additional elasses for adults were also provided in
Jewish culture. languages and history. The Orthodox community of Shanghai
maintained a Talnud Torah. which by 1944 had an enrolment of 300 swdents,” and
later a Yeshiva. known as the Far East Rabbinical College. The students of the already
mentioned Mirr Yeshiva also continued their studies. There were also two branches of
Beth Jacob School established to provide education for Orthodox girls.

A clear void in the educational landscape was the lack of education for
vouth who no longer qualified for free primary-level education provided by the Jewish
Community in Shanghai. These young people. who were referred to by members of
the members of the community as the “lost” generation, spent their days roaming the
streets and picking up random jobs. These young people had to be provided with skills
which would enable them to make a living both in Shanghai and in whichever places
they ended up in the lfuture.

This task was taken over by ORT (The Society for the Promotion of
Trades and Agriculture in Russia). ORT was established in Russia in 1850 By the
mid-1930s, despite growing anti-Jewish legislations and mounting anti-Semitism. the
organisation expanded into a well-functioning network of Jewish trade schools
providing physical and psychological relief for the unemployed in Eastern and Central
Europe. The work continued after the outbreak of the Second World War in
September 1939, From the beginning of the war the help provided by the organization
was two-fold. ORT concerned itself firstly with Jewish refugees, who sought asylum
in countries not vel taken over by the war. Secondly. it worked in the ghettos of

Eastern Europe.

“Ibid.. pp Angeul,
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ORT's work in Shanghai began in early 1941, It was first started by
Charles Rosenbes. a refugee from Poland and a member of the central board of ORT.
In setting up its schools in Shanghai ORT cooperated with the successful Guild of
Craftsmen. which was set up 1o secure jobs for skilled Jewish craftsmen and 1o
promote their work in Shanghai.
The funding of the schools met with two primary ohstacles. The first was that in order
to function properly. the schools needed the support of the whole community. The
relations within the Jewish community of Shanghai were extremely fragile. and by the
ummer of 1941, had. as Irene Eber writes, reached unbearable proportions."" The old
established communities generally rejected the newly arrived refugees, seeing them as
economic competition and a burden on social help. The second was the extremely
unfavourable attitude of the Chinese community. By training skilled Jewish workers
ORT was only contributing to the already existing severe economic competition
hatween the Jewish refugees and the local population.

Not less importantly, the organization had to undertake serious
organizational challenges. Space for classes. ofien requiring specialist workshops. had
1o be found in the alien and new environment of Shanghai. Specialist teachers had to
he recruited from among the refugee community. The school had to cater for a variety
of skills and backgrounds. Among the Austrian and German refugees was an
especially high percentage of members of the intelligentsia and  professionals.
including many medical doctors. According to an AIDC report quoted by David

Krazler. more than fifty-five percent of refugees from Austrin and Germany were

bl po 427,

1 prene Pher, ‘Introduction’ in Viees from Shanghat, niT.

already over forty at the time of their emigration.'” The group from Poland was
younger. and more traditional. Even though it included many secular intellectuals.
among Polish refugees was also a large Orthodox group, which included 400
Talmudic students and rabbis - members of the Mirrer Talmudic School veshiva. one
of the oldest in Europe, ORT teachers had o be therefore not only skilled tradesmen
but also great pedagogues able 1o deal with a class consisting of such diversity and
different linguistic backgrounds. Finally, and maybe most importantly. young people.
who up until then were making tull use of their freedom in the fascinating. new
environment, had to be convinced that vocational training was really worth their
while.

Despite the obstucles. the undertaking turned out o be an astonishing
success. By the end of the year, Rosenbes had a wide range of educational and
training courses running in several locations. Six-month courses offered by ORT
included building trades. electricity, locksmiths training and carpentry and later
cooking. gardening, bookbinding. gas welding. typewriter repair, millinery. driving,
wireless operating and industrial trades. The courses offered where therefore very
similar to those offered by ORT at the time to Holocaust refugees in Europe. "
Altogether 3.500 students. more than fifteen per cent of the refugee population of
Shanghai. were trained in relatively good conditions. Many of them started work
immediately upon graduation.

The fortunes of the community changed in December 1941 after Japanese
forces attacked Pearl Harbour. In February 1943, at the insistence of the Germuans, the

Japanese authorities restricted its Jewish inhabitants to a ghetto in the Hongkew. A

" Kranzler, Joapamese, Nazis and Jews, p. 234
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Polish-lewish actress noted:

What we feared has Tinally tappenesd. Today the sifickal prociamatkn appeared That everyone whe

came after 1937 must move ot o speeciad peighbourhiood. Tt s called by the petite frame] *permitted

distriel” Jdesignated wreal; one is sishmed T cill it by its neal pame. sahettn,” Tn truth we will e

Toeked inside o ohetto, And @ jor this we Had 1o ran thowsands of mites n order o fall inte 2 gheto

here.'

Control over the Jewish community was taken over from the Judische
Gemeinde by the Bureau for Srateless Refugees. For over £.000 refugees the move 10
Hongkew meant going through the trauma of the loss of housing and livelihood.
Within three months they had to ahandon businesses in other parts of the city and find
pew lodgings in the ghetto. which were almost always severely inferior.
Unemployment grew, living conditions deteriorated, and very quickly life hecame
much harder. Even though some of the ghetto inhabitants managed to live fairly
comfortably out of newly set up businesses or the black market. the living conditions
of the majority were deplorable. During the harsh winter of 1943, the lack of coal and
food meant that a number of people died in the severely overcrowded Hongkew from
disease and malnutrition-related illnesses. The relief organization. cul off from funds
from overseas. were gradually running out of money. Despite all these extreme
drawhacks. ORT Shanghai continued to run its training courses. providing students
not only with practical <kills but. just as importantly. with moral encouragement. The
schools became true asylums were young people could escape from the harsh reality
of the “permitted district” and which made them helieve that there was 1o be a future

in which they could utilise their skills. Agtonishingly, the schools not only continued

functioning but also developed. In 1943 ORT «iarted operating a Complementary

U gee Kavamaugh, ORT, The Cervtat Wonrld Wiar aind e rechbilitation of Hilorvist xurvivors, pp&e-114,
1" Ghoshina Kahan, ‘o fire and fhmes diary of Jewish oetress” in frene Fhor (e Vaices frome Sharghat. 7 111
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School for Apprentices. in which young people training with the Guild of Craftsmen
Masters were provided with theoretical knowledge.

Al the same time however, the situation of the organization itself was
becoming catastrophic. The outbreak of the war in the Pacific severed the Shanghai
community’s contuct  with outside agencies. including financing  from  the
headquarters. ORT Shanghai was left 1o its own devices and had 1o rely on its own
resources. Moreover, ORT in Shanghai suffered from problems similar 10 those
encountered in the ghettos in Eastern Europe. A major problem in the overcrowded
Hongkew was an extreme lack of appropriate housing to build workshops and conduct
classes. This issue became especially acute as in July 1945 ORT was forced 10
relocate to u metalwork factory when its building collapsed during an air raid of
Okinawa-based American Bombers on the Japanese radio station located in Hongkew
- an aitack which left over thirty Jewish refugees dead. No less crucial were the
emotional problems of the students. With the passing of time. those in the ghetio were
growing disillusioned, apathetic and were losing hope that the war was 1o end anytime
in the near future. For the Shanghai refugees. cut off from any news from home, this
feeling of hopelessness was compounded as they could only wonder about the fate of
their families and friends left behind in Europe.

The American troops entered Shanghai in August 1945, The Jupanese
were surrounded and on 3 September 1945 the ghetto officially stopped existing. Yel
for basically all the Shanghai Jews the joy of liberation ended almost immediately as
the Allied troops started discovering death camps and news of the Nazi atrocities
started spreading around the world. In a moving passage of her diary Shoshana Kahan
wrote:

The Mir ¥ eshivi has pusted a Tist ol Jews whe were saved in Warsaw We ull besieged the house ol



e vieshivi, Fvervhody pushed o tke o Jook, perhaps T will [finid] one of his near ones, Many

refugees didi't want 1 go clise o the sk they don't want o know the truth that they don’t hive
11

ARy URYTIRNY,

At that point the Shanghai Jewish community realised that there was no going back to
their former homelands, The only answer wis emigration. While for the time being
many ORT graduates, especially students of a course in “driving motor vehicles'.
found employment with the US Forees.'™ the focus of the whole community was on
leaving Shanghai as quickly as possible. Contrary to their hapes. ohtaining visas
tumed out to be an arduous. and in the first post-war year, seemingly hopeless.
process. The majority of countries where the immigrants wanted to go to. mainly
America, Australia and Canada. introduced a strict immigrant quota. Israel, at that
point under British rule. seemed completely out of reach. While Shanghai Jews were

qiting o emigrate, vocational schools started again playing an important part in the
fife of the community. World ORT re-established contact with ORT Shanghai. and at
the same time additional funds became available from AJDC. Money was seot
through in 1946. enabling the organization 1o move into a more suitable building in
Dalny Road and significantly widen the number of courses on offer and increase the
places available. ORT's programmes were centralised there and its many courses
included building. gardening. fashion-design. hook-keeping, hairdressing. driving.
spray-painting and the manufacture of neckties. A visitor to the school described a
carpentry class “where they are building doors and windows as well as other
construction projects,” The students, she said. built furniture in one class while an

industrial art class supplied “lovely decorative designs for the nursery school.” She

 Kah i ctined lames, p. 116, — .
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explained:

Il childrien Do this nursery, which is mainlained by the AJDC, recedve a hot meal o day cooked by the
girls in the ORT cooking course. In the bookbinding course former lowyers. basinessmen and even o

philosophor ane suceessfully studving (o acquire manual skills and produce begutifol pieces ol

excellent crufismunship,”
Yet the focus of ORT's attention at the time was tumed to the needs of those secking
1o emigrate. In mid 1947 the organization reported:
ORT had iy addapt the schedule amd peneesl cerviculum o the special demuomls conmectad with the
mgration as follows: 1 One bud o consider what were the best trades W teach prospective migrints
2 Une had (o shomen the tmining ok o e courses due b the et tat many of our puplls wens
foaving. 3, O dud 1o give assistance in mugraton problems whenever possible ¥
The gradual lessening of immigration restrictions in the West led w a
growing migration from Shanghai, with most leaving for Israel, North America or
Australasia — including Charles Rosenbes. who moved 1o Australia in June 1947, By
1948 the Jewish population had shrunk from 30,000 to 10,000 and the remainder was
to be forced to leave afier the Chinese Revolution of 1949, With Rosenbes™ departure,
M. Rechenberg took over as director and ORT began to offer vocational courses at the
Shanghai Jewish School (8J8) and the Shanghai Jewish Youth Association School.
where they were incorporated into the regular school curriculum of the SIS for their
senior pupils. ORT vocational training at the SIS commenced on 8 September 1947,
with dressmaking classes. followed by carpentry classes on 8 October (1947,
Gardening classes were opened on 26 January 1948, with a tree-planting ceremony
attended by all schoolchildren, on which occasion explanations were given them
regarding the aims and objects of ORT.

In Muarch 1948, ORT Shanghai relocated from Dalny Road into a hut

YW Amerivan ORT Federaon Bulletn Qanuary 194990 p, 4,
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provided by the JDC and erected in the grounds of the $J8 School in Seymour Road.
To mark the move. the organization set up an exhibition of stwdents” work. the
opening of which hecame an important communal event. The newspaper published by

the SIS informed:

Tl visitoms whis ad turned up i loree, svens jmpressiad by the spick il span ieror of the ot with
it ot of white oil-pamt amd Muorescent lighting T exhibion wis a el treat, Eihjects on displuy
meluded wooden howes, Tadders. exguisitely painted hundkerchicts, leather hrooches, painted plass
otthes, hiiok covers, hlouses, dreses amd fashion drawings by OR1 pupils, mainly S15 hoys und
cirls, . Speciad credit houkt he given 1o the ganlening linss for 1he atrractive Mower bed surrounding
the bt

In addition to its school courses. ORT continued to work with adults. In
late 1948 it offered special courses for the elderly - lessons in bookbinding and the
making of neckties were organised for the elderly inmates of the Joint-House. Another
hookhinding course was organised for T. B. patients undergoing treatment at the
Refugees Hospital. This course lasted from 19 January 1948, antil 13 April 1948,
ORT’s work with Holocaust survivors in Shanghai terminated in early 1949,

The vast majority of those who underwent the training found their new
home in Israel, For many of them their training in Shanghai remained just an episode:
others stayed with their trade for the rest of their lives. What was more important
however. was the extraordinary communal spirit 1o which the schools testified. M.
Rechenberg. the director of ORT school in Shanghai. explained that the school

provided much more than just vocational training:

Oy troming.. wits mone than o men: peaching of u trade. Many o vur pupils had st teresd and

undergone grean hurdshps. and often tave hroken down under this suam We tried o assist them

A diFal 14 Report on the ORT Avrivities At [9460-July Jud7. Submnnted 1o the mecting oF the Central
Poarel of the Workd ORT Union t6-7 Tuly 1947, . E20.

WowoA [R26036- Fhe Weekdy Swimn World ORT Untan Pinanetal amd Accountine (Hffter Wik ending 7
May. 19-8E . B

marally. we Lrie o (TR oo
. we tried o give them o oew outlook aod o new way ol thinking. wod thus w build up thei
: - L ir

charueter and persomaliny.
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