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Background


Political violence is difficult to measure numerically. Its severity is often measured through the number of “total deaths” during a specific time period, however, such data are often incomplete and this is misleading, as it suggests the existence of only one perpetrator of such violence (usually anti-state forces). In reality, political violence can be exercised by anti-state forces, pro-state forces (both of which are usually extralegal) and by state forces themselves.


Northern Ireland is not unique in its tradition of political violence, however, it gives a good example of its contemporary manifestations and is easily disaggregated into nationalists/republicans, unionists/loyalists, and state forces (including the British Army, RUC, and UDR), allowing for a better assessment of the association which exists between the data and a more accurate interpretation of those associations.
 The author of this particular study, Robert W. White, chooses the dates from 1969 through 1980 because of their historical significance. In 1969 Catholics erected barricades in Derry in response to a perceived threat by the local and heavily Protestant police force, the B Specials, and three days of rioting followed, with the violence soon spreading to Belfast. On August 14, 1969, the British Labor government made the decision to enter Northern Ireland in an attempt to quell sectarian violence. Their presence was, at first, a welcome one to the local Catholic community (not as much to the Protestants as they felt British intervention was impeding their ability and right to run Northern Ireland’s political affairs), however, the love affair soon ended, and the British presence radically altered the nature and extremity of the conflict.
 White chose 1980 as an end date because of the first set of hunger strikes and the dirty protest which began in that year. These events changed the nature of the conflict, at least in the political arena, to non-violent protests within the prison system in the hopes of convincing the British government to acquiesce to the prisoners’ five demands, the most important of which was political status.
 

 White uses several sources to obtain data on Northern Irish Political violence. Agenda database, published by the Irish Information Partnership, 1987, includes a complete listing of all those killed in the Northern Ireland conflict since 1969, and by whom they were killed as well as their own status and the manner of their death (i.e. were they republican paramilitary, civilian, loyalist paramilitary, a member of the security forces and were they killed by explosion, shooting etc). White also compared these counts with those provided in The New York Times Index. The most important difference between the data provided by Agenda and The New York Times Index is geographical. The New York Times Index includes deaths associated with the Northern Ireland conflict which were perpetrated in areas outside of Northern Ireland, notably in the Republic and in England, while Agenda does not. However, Agenda uses multiple sources such as newspapers from the North, south and from Great Britain and reports by Stormont (the Northern Irish government from 1920 to 1973), the British government and the police, forces providing a more complete and accurate account. 

Method


White uses a time-series regression analysis to analyze the data provided by Agenda and The New York Times Index. He then breaks up the data into the categories, anti-state, vigilante pro-state, and state deaths and conducts another time-series regression analysis. These three variables are dependent. In his first test, White compares the monthly counts in Agenda and The New York Times Index and the null hypothesis = There is a positive association between the monthly counts in Agenda and those in The New York Times Index. The alternative hypothesis would be that there is no association between the monthly counts in those sources.


White then works with the disaggregated data and asks three main questions having to do with the nature and frequency of political violence in Northern Ireland, 1969-1980. The first has to do with economic deprivation. It has been suggested by several authors on the Northern Ireland conflict that political violence is linked to inequality or deprivation. White measures deprivation by the average monthly unemployed in Northern Ireland. This seemed to be the best option to achieve accurate results, as unemployment is historically a better indicator of inequality than monthly income in the North of Ireland. Thus, White’s null hypothesis is = There is a link between monthly levels of unemployment in Northern Ireland 1969-1980 and political violence during that same time. The Alternative Hypothesis is then that there is no link. 

The second question White investigates concerns regime repressiveness. In order to be able to protest within any state, the correct resources must be available and the regime must be moderately open. If the regime is closed, protests are repressed and political violence would be equal or close to 0, however, very open regimes are also likely to have non-violent means of protest open to their citizens and be more accommodating and so political violence in this instance would also be equal or close to zero. In order for significant political violence to exist, the government must be moderately oppressive. White tests this theory in the context of Northern Ireland by using the relationship between security forces and political violence noted by many historians of Northern Ireland. In 1969, the state could not suppress violence well, and violence usually increased when they tried. As the government began taking a harder line in Northern Ireland (i.e. increasing the security forces and their own organization), the violence decreased. White notes a U shaped pattern to political violence from 1969-1980. His null hypothesis is thus = There is a link between the size of the security forces in Northern Ireland 1969-1980 and extent of political violence during that time. He notes that the coefficient for the size of the security forces should be positive and the coefficient for the square of the size of the security forces should be negative if this pattern is correct. 


There were two truces during from 1969-1980, one in June 1972 which lasted only until Bloody Friday on July 21 1972 and one in December 1974 which held until September 1975. White notes that in this situation there should be a binary variable coded 1 for months where there was a truce and 0 for all other months and that the coefficient should then be negative representing the drop in the death toll during months where there was a truce. The Northern Ireland conflict, however, does not lend itself to simplicity. The truce between Republicans and security forces means that there will be a negative coefficient expected for violence both by and to Republicans and security forces. However, Loyalists were not a part of the truce and they would cause a positive coefficient for the truce time periods. In fact, during such times of truce, Loyalist violence did increase. Implicitly, the British government legitimized Republicans when they agreed to a truce and such peace talks threatened the withdraw of the British forces from Northern Ireland. Increasing their violence insured that Republicans would be punished for their apparent victory, British forces would remain on the streets of Northern Ireland and negotiations between the IRA and the British government would be put under further pressure and potentially fail. Thus, White’s null hypothesis is = Security forces political violence in Northern Ireland during truce times, 1972 and 1974 = 0, Republican Violence during truce times 1972 and 1974 in Northern Ireland = 0 and Loyalist violence during truce times 1972 and 1974 > 0   
Results and Conclusion


The count of deaths from The New York Times Index is highly correlated with the count of deaths in Agenda as the correlation coefficient r = .88. This means that the two variables, The New York Times Index and Agenda are reasonably well associated. The disaggregated data yield lower correlation coefficients (For Times and Agenda r = .71 and .91 for Republicans respectively, .65 and .78 for Loyalists, and .65 and .62 for security forces), however, as a whole, it can be concluded that the two are reasonably well associated and provide good indicators of political violence in Northern Ireland from 1969-1980. 


More important are the results of the disaggregate data. White used the maximum likelihood autoregressive technique for deaths by loyalists and deaths by republicans and the ordinary least squares for deaths by security forces. It was based on a simple random sample of 136 observations from each category. Using a significance level of .05 for some of the data and .01 for others, White found that the two measures of regime repressiveness (.002 and -.032 with significance level .01) and the deaths by security forces (.345 with significance level .05) are significantly related to the deaths by Republicans. However, the percent unemployed (.098), truce (2.150) and deaths by loyalists (-.054) are not related to deaths by Republicans. These data support the hypothesis that the truces simply changed the targets of violence and did not lead to less Republican violence. It also means that Republican violence is influenced by the security forces, but not by loyalist violence supporting the view that republican paramilitaries are fighting a political, or guerilla war against state forces, and not a sectarian war. 


      Deaths by republicans produce many more deaths by loyalists (.122). Deaths by security forces do not (-.113), and as was stated in the null hypothesis, truce is associated with a significant increase in deaths by loyalists (2.893). 

White found that counter to prevailing theories, the percent unemployed leads to fewer deaths by loyalists (-.301). White believes this could be due to the inability to measure Catholic and Protestant unemployment separately, or that it was simply less likely for a Protestant to be unemployed than a Catholic in Northern Ireland at the time. 

White also found that deaths by Republicans had a significant effect on deaths by security forces (.345) while loyalist deaths did not (-.113). This suggests that the security forces in Northern Ireland are not neutral. This is supported by the fact that from 1969 to 1980 state forces responded to Republican violence by increasing their forces and decreased their forces in response to loyalist violence. 

Critique


This article uses the most accurate sources to obtain their data, and analyzes the pros and cons of each thoroughly, taking them into account when deciding how to conduct their research. This is especially important as data on political violence is particularly troublesome. Not only is it often extremely difficult to piece together a month by month account of deaths, but it is also debatable whether or not simply analyzing the death toll will give an accurate account of political violence in the first place. The IRA often works in scare tactics as it is difficult at times to obtain weapons. However, by lagging some of the variables, White takes the ability to obtain resources into account and takes into account the fact that the ability to obtain resources one month would be dependent on the ability to obtain them in the next month. 


The article confirmed, for the most part, the prevailing ideas within the field, with the exception that it found a negative association between unemployment and deaths by Loyalists. This might suggest that Protestants were not usually unemployed. This would be logical as even working class Protestants held a socio-economic position above working class Catholics, and for this reason would not join working class Catholics in demanding better conditions from the British government during the Civil Rights Movement which began in 1968 for fear of loosing that bit of social stability. 


This was an observational study, though the article does not explain how samples were collected. Sample sizes were 136 for each group which is relatively small, however, since there were only 231 total deaths caused by the security forces, this sample size seems reasonable given that the data was disaggregated and then tested. Given that this was an observational study, and given also the complex nature of political violence and Northern Ireland’s politics in general, there are likely to be confounding variables that may not have been taken into account, but may influence the outcome of the data. White chooses the height of the “Troubles” to analyze, but leaves out the first year of the Civil Rights Movement and its non-violent protests. As the Movement progressed it grew more militant and marches that do not necessarily end with a death may still have an impact on violence perpetrated by other groups in the future which would not be included within this study.         
� Nationalists are distinct from Republicans only in their rejection of extreme violence and paramilitary activities. Thus, all Republicans are nationalists, but not all nationalists are republicans. The same distinction exists between unionists and Loyalists, and the violence is usually perpetrated by the latter half of both these groupings. The Royal Ulster Constabulary (RUC) is the primary Northern Irish state police force, and the Ulster Defense Regiment (UDR) is another state policing force.  


� Cameron Commission Report, Disturbances in Northern Ireland: Report of the Commission appointed by the Governor of Northern Ireland, (Belfast: Her Majesty’s Stationary office, 1969), 35-36. retrieved from Cain website, <http://cain.ulst.ac.uk/hmso/Cameron.htm.>  


� David Beresford, Ten Men Dead: The Story of the 1981Irish  Hunger Strike (London: Grafton Books, 1987).  





