


It was no small task, from labouring over the name, to sifting
through fantastic submissions from students. Despite the work,
and the arguments over font sizes, it was a fantastic experience
and I am privileged to be the one to bring the annual
Government and Politics Review back from the dead, now as
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to my sub-editors, Georgia-Mai Murphy and Laura O'Keeffe, as
well as Niamh Kiely and the rest of the Government and Politics
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Everyone becomes a little political in college, and for those who
become a little too political (like myself), Polity is a platform for
original and contemporary political thought to be heard. From a
scathing examination of economic sanctions to an exploration of
the political powers of protests, this years issue certainly packs a
punch. There is no shortage of debate on campus, and I hope this
magazine serves to throw a little theory and spice into the mix.
 
Please enjoy, and give next years issue a go if you would like
your voice and opinion to be heard!
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 A notoriously difficult problem in the study of international relations is the 
assignment of a rigorous definition to the word “war”. This is particularly 
important in the field of international law, where the existence of a state of war 
has consequences outside of material realities – concrete facts, of course, being 
indifferent to the abstractions of lawyers and political scientists. While it makes 
little difference to a man staring down the barrel of a rifle whether it would be 
legal for his assailant to pull the trigger, it makes a substantial difference to an 
international community that orders its affairs – or at least claims to order its 
affairs – around lofty notions of legitimacy and the rule of law, and as such an 
coherent understanding of what constitutes and doesn’t constitute warfare is of 
integral importance to the international community. One classic definition was 
offered by Oppenheim: 

“War is a contention between two or more States through their armed 

forces, for the purpose of overpowering each other and imposing such 
conditions of peace as the victor pleases.” (Oppenheim, 1906: 202) 

The interstate criterion is somewhat clumsy, excluding, for example, civil 

wars and wars against bodies not recognised as states – it seems somewhat 
questionable, for example, to say that the recent conflicts between numerous 

Middle Eastern States and ISIS did not constitute warfare. The other two criteria, 

on the other hand, namely the aim of coercion and the application of armed force, 
seem to offer a working practical definition of warfare, although unsurprisingly a 
rigorous legal definition remains more obscure. 

 The application of armed force in the absence of coercion is easy to 
understand as simple State policing (at least in principle – once again actual 
reality is resistant to definition). What, then, of the opposite, namely coercion in 
the absence of armed conflict? One obvious example is the coercion of one State by 

one or more others through economic sanction. It might be peculiar to view these 
actions in the same context as armed warfare. As Schwarzenberger comments, “it 

is for each subject of international law to decide for itself whether... to grant equal 

treatment to other States.” (Schwarzenberger, 1971: 163). It is a traditional and 
almost self-evident right of a State to govern its own economic relations. Where 



those relations are aimed at political coercion, however, we must concede that, 
under Oppenheim’s definition of war, they are as close to warfare as an embargo 
is to a blockade; the two are separated only by the application of armed force. This 
is even reflected in, of all places, the UN Charter. Article 41 grants the Security 
Council the right to impose coercive economic sanctions in the name of 
international security, and Article 42 holds that, when those sanctions fail, the 
Security Council may resort to armed force. The sanctions, in other words, serve 
the same purpose as armed intervention; the two are distinguished only in their 
methods. 

 To paraphrase von Clausewitz’ famous maxim, then, politics, in this 
instance, seems to be a continuation of war by other means. These sanctions 

represent a “softer” form of international coercion, filling the same role as armed 
conflict but in the absence of armed – in essence a form of unarmed warfare. Their 

central paradox emerges, however, when we note that, while this form of coercion 
involves neither bombs nor bullets, it is anything but nonviolent. 

One particularly notorious example of this can be seen in the combination 

of trade embargoes and bars on financial services imposed on Iran. Inability to 
make use of international payment systems has, according to Iranian sources, 

resulted in drug shortages (Esfandiari, 2012). Medical exports in general are not 

subject to international sanctions, for obvious humanitarian reasons, but in 2013, 
Julian Borger of The Guardian pointed out that, on account of Western sanctions 

on financial services and dual-use chemicals, thousands to tens of thousands of 

Iranian haemophiliacs, cancer patients and HIV/AIDS patients faced extremely 
limited access to the medicines they required to live with and treat their illnesses, 

and a group representing Iranians suffering from the inherited blood disorder 
thalassemia reported that its members were beginning to die from drug shortages 
(Borgher and Dehghan, 2013). 

The absurdity of here, leaving aside the glaring humanitarian concerns, is 
that were these shortages imposed at gunpoint rather than in the marketplace, 
they would almost certainly constitute a war crime; even leaving aside the obvious 
fact that they represent an indiscriminate attack in civilians, Article 23 of the 



fourth Geneva Convention (1949) expressly states that medical supplies are to be 
allowed through a siege line, an abstraction comparable to an international 
embargo. Such attacks are, in essence, legal during peacetime and illegal during 
wartime. This absurdity defies the entire justification for a law of war distinct 
from the law of peace, i.e. that the extremity of armed conflict would demand more 
legal and moral leeway and flexibility. 

The obvious corollary of this justification is that states in peacetime should 
face stricter restrictions on their behaviour during peacetime than during 
wartime, not laxer. To shoot an enemy soldier dead during wartime is – generally 
– a permissible act of war; to do so during peacetime is an illegal assassination. 
And yet, in this instance, we bizarrely see the reverse; denying a man lifesaving 

medicine is a reprehensible crime during a time of armed conflict, but during 
peacetime, seemingly perfectly acceptable. 

The entire body of international law is one of the great achievements of the 

human race, and one of which the international community is rightly proud. And 
yet there are few fields which face so much cynicism and sneering dismissal. It is 

difficult to call this cynicism unjustified when it seems encoded into this law that 
to starve a man to death is permissible while to shoot him dead is not. If we are to 

show that our dedication to law and peace on the world stage is more than just lip-

service and posturing, we must show a dedication to the rule of law beyond mere 
Bismarckian Machtpolitik, and abandon such crude, cynical paradoxes as that 
which lies behind these coercive sanctions. 

 



a world without
women?

M a e v e  M c T a g g a r t  e x p l o r e s  t h e
i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  a  m a l e - d o m i n a t e d
p a r l i a m e n t  a n d  q u e s t i o n s  t h e
g e n d e r i n g  o f  D á i l  É i r e a n n .

M a e v e  M c T a g g a r t ,  2 n d  Y e a r  A r t s



The institutions of a society dictate the rules and procedure of power by which 
political and social life function. Governed by mores and norms which have been 
constructed by tradition, an institution is culturally encoded to reinforce the accepted 
rules of the political game (Lovenduski, 2014). Feminist institutionalist theory argues 
that as tradition is established in accordance to the preferences of its founders, and 
as the founders of global political institutions were predominantly male, the rules of 
politics are thus gendered and inherently embedded in the masculine (Duerst-Lahti, 
2005).  
 

In the 32nd Dáil, women held just thirty-five of the seats in the lower chamber 
compared to 123 male deputies, in the 33rd, women hold a humbling thirty-six. When 

men and the masculine are over-represented in a political institution assumed to be 

fair and gender-neutral, man is asserted as the “paradigm of humankind” (Caverero, 
2005: 36) while women and the feminine are forced to assume the position of the 

‘Other.’ This essay will demonstrate that the male-dominated political institution of 

Dáil Éireann and Irish politics negatively impacts parliamentary communications, 
policy and policy-making and the political aspirations of women.  

 

Politics is seen as the study of power, defined by Dahl (1984: 9-10) as “any 
persistent pattern of human relationship that involves, to a significant extent, 
control, influence, power or authority.” When this power is manifested in parliament 

as male, the structural exclusion of women impedes upon political participation 
(NWCI, 2013). As the political institution of Dáil Éireann was constructed in the 

male-biased vision of necessity, women are excluded from the Dáil chamber both 
literally and figuratively. Physically, there has been little provision for women in the 

corridors of the Houses of the Oireachtas. Former-Fine Gael Deputy Nora Owen 

recalls searching for a ladies’ toilet in 1982 when she was to second the nomination 
of Garret FitzGerald as Taoiseach but as she searched, she feared she had “got locked 
out” of the vote as the ladies’ toilets were in another part of the building (Fitzgerald, 

2018: 33). This visible manifestation of gender blindness in the physical construction 



 

of the institution is also represented in the intangible collection of procedures and 
practices. Parliamentary debates, for example, adhere to a masculine culture in the 
Oireachtas which privileges certain machismo stereotypes of masculinity which are 
alien to women and non-conformist men. Aggressive and open to heckling, the Houses 
of the Oireachtas received 5,800 complaints from the general public in 2011 as a 
result of the adversarial debating style of Dáil Éireann (NWCI, 2013: 54). The 
adherence of Dáil deputies to a debating system which privileges a traditional and 
two-dimensional definition of the aggressive, uncompromising masculine, deters 
female parliamentarians from participating in discourse and further alienates them 
from an institution which already fails to facilitate their presence. 
 

Unpaid domestic labour like care, cleaning and cooking accounts for more time 

spent by women than men, regardless of the employment or paid work time of either 
gender (McGinnity and Russell, 2008). To therefore transition from the private 

sphere of the home and into the public sphere of politics, women must make decisions 

and sacrifices about family planning and childcare which, disproportionately, male 
politicians may not experience. As late-night Dáil debates are often held on pertinent 

issues in “family-hostile hours” (NWCI, 2013: 19), women are forced to choose 

between their career and constituents, or family and personal relationships.  
 

An unrepresentative, male-heavy parliamentary composition fails to represent 

the needs and wants of all Irish people as male and female bodies are not 
interchangeable in policy-making and political debate. Gender socialisation has 

resulted in men and women leading different lives under varying degrees of 
oppression, making it difficult for either gender to ever fully comprehend the lived 

experiences of the other (O’Brien and Piscopo, 2019). Anne Phillips (1994: 76) writes 

that “no amount of thought or sympathy, no matter how careful or honest, can jump 
the barriers of experience.” Phillips infers that when political decision-making is 
made by men on behalf of women, by white people on behalf of people of colour, then 

the resulting policy is inevitably lacking. Deficient in the lived experiences of women 



 

due to the limited and largely homogenous representations of socio-economic class, 
race, et cetera in the Dáil, “the state [becomes] male in the feminist sense,” writes 
MacKinnon (1989: 161), “it sees and treats women the way men see and treat women.”  
 

Institutionalised male-dominance has consistently asserted the association 
between the political and the masculine, Bunreacht na hÉireann limiting women to 
the parochial and patriarchal functions of virgin/nun or wife/mother, rather than 
emphasising their political capacities (Bacik, 2007). Throughout Irish legislative 
history, the androcentrism of the Irish Constitution manifested itself in the 
unsympathetic policies of Dáil Éireann to women’s issues1. Legislation included the 
banning of contraceptives (Government of Ireland, 1935a), the neglect of marital rape 

as a crime until 1990 (Government of Ireland, 1990), the Marriage Bar (Government 

of Ireland, 1973) and the equation of the mother’s right to life to that of the unborn 
(Government of Ireland, 1983). Female-friendly policies and women suffer by a male-

dominated decision-making process.  

 
When female membership in a political institution fails to achieve a ‘critical 

mass’ of representation wherein the number of female parliamentarians constitutes 

one of substantial influence over decision-making, the figure of the female politician 
tends to be more tokenistic than transformative (Kanter, 1977). Essentialism thus 
becomes symptomatic of a male-dominated system where the gender composition of 

Dáil Éireann falls below the Council of Europe’s aspiration of 40:60 (Council of 
Europe, 2016). In the absence of a critical mass of female representatives, the few 

female politicians present are at risk of becoming tarred by the ‘labelling effect’ 
where, by essence of being a woman, female politicians are expected to represent their 

sex rather than their constituents and speak first as a woman, a political actor 

second. Over 85 per cent of women surveyed in 2009 agreed that female 

                                                 
1 ‘Women’s issues’ are defined as “those that directly affect women as women (e.g., reproductive health 
and gender-based violence), those connected to women’s traditional roles as caregivers (e.g., children), 
or those tied to the social sphere more broadly (O’Brien and Piscopo, 2019: 61).” 



 

parliamentarians have a responsibility to their gender, as opposed to just 30 per cent 
of men believing the same about male politicians (IPU, 2009). Such a statistic forces 
female politicians into a limiting binary as a result of their low numbers, presenting 
them as “a unified category [of] shared interests” (Celis et al, 2013: 10) rather than 
independent individuals. While cross-party alliances in Women’s Caucuses and on 
the parliamentary floor are beneficial to fostering the conditions necessary to 
encourage female candidacy to Dáil Éireann, to assume one woman will speak for 
many makes little sense. “If I’m being criticised, it’s not just me personally that’s 
being criticised,” explained former-minister Máire Geoghegan-Quinn of the pressures 
of being one of few women on the bench, “it’s every female that could be in this job or 

will be in this job (Fitzgerald, 2018: 171).”  
 

A predisposition to pigeonhole female politicians into the confines of women’s 
issues and ‘softer’ cabinet portfolios is a damaging to the political process in a number 

of ways. Joan Burton of Labour, for example. experienced deep personal 

disappointment upon her seemingly illogical appointment from the role of party 
spokesperson on finance to the ministerial position of Social Protection in 2011 

“because it was kind of a woman’s area (Fitzgerald, 2018: 158).” By failing to elect 

any women to the position of Minister for Foreign Affairs or Finance - let alone 
Taoiseach - not only implies that such are unfit for women, but fails to admit the 
female perspective into the most influential portfolios. Such decisions have the 

potential to stagnate democratic growth through undermining electoral integrity and 
female voter efficacy as they outline the homosocial-capitalistic nature of Irish 

politics where “even when women… have the necessary qualifications or experience, 

[it] may not translate into political capital (Culhane, 2017: 48).”  
 

The symbolism of female leadership is not lost on scholars, or on potential 
female political aspirants. “You can’t be what you can’t see,” wrote Wright Edelman 
(2011), articulating that the absence of representative role models to whom one can 

relate and see oneself within results in the internalisation of the notion that to 



 

achieve beyond social expectations is impossible. A political system wherein men 
dominate and women are marginalised to the cabinet briefs of care and protection, is 
harmful to the aspirations of women and girls. This is demonstrated in the twenty-
percentage point gender gap in political interest between fifteen year-old children, 
one which extends by ten additional points into adulthood (Fraile and Sánchez-
Vitores, 2019). 
 

The male gendering of the Irish political system is, from national candidate 
selection to cabinet assignments, an aspect of politics in Ireland which is toxic to the 
representative democratic process. Dáil Éireann fails to be a reflection of the 
population it represents on a multitude of intersections including gender, race and 

class. For just 22 per cent of national seats to be filled by women, for seventy-three of 

158 TDs to have respective net worths of over €1 million (The Sunday Independent, 
2018) in a country within which the average yearly income is €38,871 (CSO, 2019), 

politics becomes the preserve of men, the wealthy, the white, and is inherently deaf 

to the concerns of those who occupy the margins. “No amount of thought… can jump 
the barriers of experience” (Phillips, 1994: 76) and legislate on behalf of the observed 

and not heard. Inequality in parliament alienates the lived experiences of half the 

citizenry of Ireland and inevitably stunts democratic progress on issues which 
requires the stories of women to resolve them.  
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The ‘platform economy’ (Schor et al. 2017) is one of the various definitions that the 
so-called ‘sharing economy’ has taken in its development during the past decade after 
Botsman and Rogers (2010) coined the concept of ‘collaborative consumption’ almost 
ten years ago. Many other terms have been used since that moment: ‘peer economy’, 
‘collaborative economy’, ‘on-demand economy’, ‘gig economy’ (Botsman 2015). However, 
this is a neutral name that focuses its attention on the digital firms instead that on 
the P2P aspect. Indeed, what at the beginning was an innovative P2P business, aimed 
to “match supply and demand in ways that create some form of disintermediation” 
(Botsman 2015), has been conquered very soon by venture capitalists and turned to 
new oligarchic monopolies (Coyle 2019). 

 
According to Schor and Cansoy (2019), the sharing economy emerged on the 

U.S. scene in 2008, the foundation date of Uber and Airbnb, born out of technological 
possibility and economic necessity. On the one hand, the technological possibility has 

been represented by the invention of the smartphone which has disrupted the ancient 

means of communications allowing on-demand contacts between people. Instead, on 
the other hand, the economic necessity has been determined by the bankruptcy of 2008 

after which lots of workers lost their jobs because labor markets resulted to be 
saturated in most of their sectors (Schor 2017). Thus, a new social class arose, what 

Standing has defined the ‘precariat’ (2011). They were people coerced by the new 

economic conjuncture to accept contracts that lack the classic forms of occupational 
safety. 

 

Hence, digital platforms have been able to capture many of them pretending to 

offer an alternative that undermines the standard capitalism and reaches ‘utopian 
outcomes’. Instead, the traditional way of doing business started to influence also this 
market determining a transition from ‘non-profit’ to ‘for-profit’ platforms (Schor 2014). 
Indeed, new firms have proved very soon that their value chains were perfectly 
complementary with the current structure of the labor market and, following the 
principle of the ‘creative deconstruction’ (Schumpeter 1942), the crisis has ended up 
being only an opportunity for the capitalism itself and not its demise. It was the birth 

of what Lobo (2014) has defined the ‘platform capitalism’ and the evolution of the 
precariat into the ‘cybertariat’ (Huws 2014). 

 
 



Thus, the encounter of the sharing economy with the neoliberal way to create 
value chains has determined a regression to the old constitution of the labor markets, 
before many western nations decided to build their welfare systems after the second 
world war. Therefore, the workers are now victims of companies’ free riding and labor 
exploitation because of the shifting from the sharing economy to an economy task-
based and piece-rates characterized, the ‘gig economy’. 

 
Indeed, they are fascinated by the golden narration of self-entrepreneurialism 

and the possibility to maximize their unproductive assets – homes, cars, resources, 
time and skills – through peer-to-peer technology. However, the reality is that many 
taskers, instead of being free and independent collaborators, are vulnerable money-
seekers whose behavior is set by the companies (Ravenelle 2017). Therefore, both a 

Marxist and not Marxist literature has examined in depth the old topic of labor 
exploitation in connection with the digital world. 

 

For example, Fuchs (2012) has sustained that digital workers are suffering a 

new kind of alienation. Indeed, as the factory employees in the previous century, they 
are deprived of the benefits they generate, they are excluded from the ownership of the 

P2P platforms, and the firms appropriate the value they create trying to drop the 

barrier between play and labor (Kucklich 2005). This is the typical twenty-first 
century’s way of surplus-value appropriation. Indeed, with various strategies of 

nudging and gamification, the digital companies make their functioning more efficient 
pushing taskers to work free and out of their fixed hours (Scholz 2016) or to wait 
unpaid for their next calling (Biella & Felicetti 2019). 

 

Thus, as Gerald Davis has said (2016), modern corporations have been replaced 

by ‘uberized’ and project-based enterprises that assemble supply chains in an 
incredible more effective way and shift to the workers the whole risk. Indeed, after 
having attracted many providers into their net by offering them a lot of ‘efficiency 
wages’ in the beginning (Shapiro & Stiglitz 1984), the platforms can now reduce the 
cost of using ‘the price system’ because it has become possible to rent ad hoc inputs to 
production instead of hiring them. The digital firms are so shifting themselves from 
companies with corporate social responsibility to free-riders that pay ridiculous taxes 

and organize real works like the content on a web page. 

 



Indeed, beyond slogans like “Boost your income! Choose your own hours! Stay 

Fit!” (Foodora), the hidden reality is the complete misclassification of the traditional 
forms of employment. Therefore, these new companies are depicting their taskers as 
flexible collaborators responsible for their own timetable instead of employees with 
rights. In this way riders and drivers, for example, are forced to stay logged all day and 
platforms have an army of people ready to start working whenever they need. 
Moreover, riding around the town with the company logo on their back they are also 
doing a sort of free advertising to those companies which already appropriate their 
time (Biella & Felicetti 2019). 

 
Thus, platforms that were born with the promise of a better redistribution of 

wealth for those who decide to join the revolution, have ended up in the most of the 
cases enhancing only old class, race, and gender discriminations and widening the 

scissor of the global inequalities (Schor & Attwood-Charles 2017). Indeed, exploiting 

the satisfaction of the first high-skilled providers and of many users that have access 
now to cheaper and on-demand products, companies are free-riding on the weaknesses 

of many national labor markets and intercepting vulnerable categories to bewitch with 

the sharing dream. It is a problem of rational choice. Indeed, the poor indubitably do 
choices but not in circumstances of their own choosing (Bertrand et al. 2004). They 

need the money and so they are forced to accept those risky jobs with ‘zero-hour’ 

contracts as the only opportunity that they have. 
 

Nevertheless, there is to consider how multifaceted is the platforms world 
because different companies determine different levels of providers’ satisfaction. 
Indeed, after having made a long series of qualitative interviews in Boston, Schor et 
al. (2017) have built a ‘platform hierarchy’. They have discovered that digital firms 
like Airbnb or TaskRabbit, which have considerable entry barriers and are composed of 

highly skilled people who just want extra earnings, are characterized by workers low 
committed with the platform and so with a high degree of satisfaction. Instead, the 

opposite is the case of riders and delivery men. They are always more often low skilled 

or vulnerable people, like migrants or youngers, excluded by highly corporative 
national labor markets and so grabbed by platforms that have become their only 
source of income. 

 

 



This essay has briefly traced the history of the platform economy and of how capitalism 
has conquered it. Since that moment the market dimension has grown and many low 
skilled workers have started to see digital firms as their best option among a terrible 
set. Thus, these companies have had the possibility of free-riding on them and they 
have ended up suffering from labor exploitation, misclassification, and risk-shifting. 

 
Moreover, with the birth of those phenomena, also many policy proposals have 

been presented by authors like Trebor Scholz (2016). He has urged on promoting 
workers’ unionization, on using the block-chain technology for a wider democratization 
of all the platforms, on claiming for the peer ownership of some stokes of the 
traditional firms or for the founding of new digital ‘co-ops’, on guaranteeing minimum 
wages to the taskers, and on introducing the Universal Basic Income for the whole 

citizenship. However, in general, the most popular approach, in this case, is that of 
aiming to ‘bottom-up’ policies that favor a direct action of the workers involved in this 

market. Indeed, the final purpose must be just to create the ground condition for a 

following revolutionary movement in which they fight for changing the value chains 
and having the credits they deserve for their original contributes. 

 

Indeed, they must understand that what the founder of Zipcar Robin Chase 

(2015) has called the ‘Peer Inc’ needs equally two players to be successful. Indeed, on 

the one hand, there are firms that make significant resource investments, sets the 
general rules, and determines the global scales for the growth of the business. Instead, 

on the other hand, there are the peers themselves. Theyguarantee the local dimension 
of the services and they add diversity, customization, and innovation into them. Thus, 

without the peers, the business simply wouldn’t exist and therefore they must make 
their voices heard. 
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Why is it that people vote the way they do? Why do political actors engage in 
the political system in different ways? Why are politicians in a constant state of 
acting, reacting, clashing and resolving? Why is the political system constantly in 
flux? This is what the theory of socialisation, through a political perspective, attempts 
to explain. Essentially, it is social conditioning, by way of the family unit, our peers, 
the media, cultural norms & customs, and our individual experiences that make each 
of our political understandings and leanings so different.  

The theory associated with this area is ‘political socialisation’. It is an apt 
context through which to understand the why of politics. A theory can be explained 

as an “explanatory proposition” (Heywood, 2015: 2) - it is the basis for understanding 
how things work or act as they do.  Dowse and Hughes (1986: 190) define socialisation 

as the “process of social learning … whereby individuals acquire the knowledge, skills 
and dispositions that enable them to participate [in society]”.  Ray (1968: 136) 

explains socialisation as “a process of transmission by society of certain relevant 
attitudes, aimed at securing social control over the individual and social integration”.  

Whatever the core characteristics of social integration may be, it is clear that 

the process of socialisation are major factors in the manner through which individuals 
perform, and adhere to social norms in a society. People are not rational actors 

according to an ad hoc, invisible force that decrees how and why they think and act 

they way they do; they are all the products of family units, peer groups, and cultures. 
These elements of human existence - the knowledge and values necessary to be a 
social actor -  fundamentally shape the way individuals view politics. Political 
socialisation, therefore, applies this general societal knowledge to the political 
context; in terms of political processes, attitudes, expectations, participation, and 
institutions. Bottomore (1979: 7) succinctly defines political socialisation as 

concerned with “power in its social context”; in essence: who has the power in a 
society, where their legitimacy of power monopoly comes from, who enables this 
legitimacy, and the processes and institutions involved with upholding this power.  



Ray (1968) gives a clear framework through which to understand the process of 
political socialisation. Through studying the political behaviour of an individual 
within the political process, one can understand the political system in which the 
individual is acting. Ray discusses the link between role performance and the process 
of political socialisation; roles being defined as “the organised sector of political actors' 
orientation towards political actions” (ibid). Roles thus are the systematic 
organisation of the political process, and consist of formal or informal offices, the 
electorate, and groupings. Ray claims that political socialisation “seeks to transmit a 
set of attitudes which serves as the content of some socially prevalent and politically 
relevant roles”, and therefore results in the role performance within a society from 

individuals (1968: 138). Accordingly, it is evident through Ray’s theoretical 
framework that the nature of the structure, system and process of the political sphere 

is inherently dependent on the processes of socialisation under which individuals 
undergo; and thus processes tend to benefit and advance such features of the political 

sphere. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume and expect an empirical backing of this 

conclusion, to demonstrate the application and explanatory value of political 
socialisation. 

Primarily, processes of political socialisation begin very early in childhood, 
through the family unit. The political self exists and is in its initial development 

stages even before school-going age in most children (Dowse and Hughes, 1986). 

Predominantly through an understanding of the family unit, structure and authority, 
children tend to form affectionate attachments from a young age, though the cognitive 

element to such attachments is weak. Dowse and Hughes (ibid: 195) discuss 

American children’s attitudes towards the President of the United States as being 
reflected in the child’s attitude towards other authority figures early in life, and claim 

that “most of the child’s initial contact with the political system is mediated by and 
infused with emotive familial involvements.” Thus, a child’s primary emotional 
experiences with their parents lays the groundwork through which they will 
understand leaders in the wider context throughout their lives.  



In Burma, children tend to be taught, through interactions with their family, 
that the most important value in life is submission to a higher authority (Dowse and 
Hughes, 1986). Pye also finds that Burmese mothers tend to oscillate between 
warmth towards, and emotional distance from their children with no real basis in 
their child’s behaviour: and such the child experiences a world “in which there is no 
rational relationship, no recognizable cause-and-effect connection between his power 
of action and choice and the things he most desperately wants” (Dowse and Hughes, 
1986: 194). Thus, Burmese people tend to be socialised to view authority and power 
in terms of a “faith in the diffuse and suspicion of the particular” (ibid). Consequently, 
this makes nation-building and creating an organisational culture within the state’s 
institutions more difficult.  

Dowse and Hughes also make reference to the case of familial socialization that 
occurs in Southern Italy, where children are taught to be suspicious of any entity 

outside of the family unit. Therefore, individuals from this region tend to view “social 

arrangements [as] best made by private settlements, on a one-to-one basis” (1986: 
193). The political relevance of this is demonstrated in the slowness and 

unwillingness with which such individuals engage with and trust the welfare and 
social state.  

Though early years kin and peer socialization is an important part of political 

behaviours and attitudes, they are not the exclusive factors of the socialisation 
process. In more differentiated societies, the family unit may not play as strong a role 

and different societal factors may play a more influential role in socialisation 
processes.  

Rooted in the American context, Dowse and Hughes (1986) use various studies 
and authors to explore the nature and effects of education on political socialisation. 
From when a child enters the schooling system, their understanding of the nature of 
authority and of the power hierarchy changes. Teachers much more resemble political 
leaders than parents, and therefore a child’s reasoning of authority becomes more 



influenced by their experiences in education. Authority figures become much more 
impersonal during this period in a child’s life, which provides for the basis of their 
political behaviour as the cognitive elements of socialisation develop and take shape. 
Dowse and Hughes (1986: 197) invoke Parsons in stating that “the schoolroom in 
America is a microcosm of American social norms within which the child internalises 
regime norms”. This is shown especially to be true when discussing the experiences 
of black children in a predominantly white-centred educational system. This is 
supported by Jaros (in ibid: 197), who states that because almost all political power 
in America is white, black children are taught “essentially white norms and 
behaviours”. Further to this, black children may experience a dissonance between the 

American values of liberty and democracy that they are being taught in school, and 
their lived experiences of the reality of the inequalities and deep-rooted 

discrimination inherent in American culture and institutions. The potential for this 
fact to thus influence black educational engagement, political engagement and 

political behaviours is substantial. Hence, Dowse and Hughes (ibid) hold that there 

can be “conflicting stimuli for the majority of children socialized by their parents - 

members of a conflicting generation - but facing contemporary problems and 
attitudes”.  

Behaviour is learned and does not exist in a vacuum. The political behaviour 

of leaders, voters, political groupings and individuals can only be understood through 

an analytical understanding of the factors that differentiate one society and culture 
from another. Furthermore, socialisation generally is a dynamic process. While I have 

concentrated on childhood experiences of such political processes, socialisation does 

not simply ‘stop’ once individuals reach a certain age, maturity level, or arrive at some 
sort of abstract ‘conclusion’. Political socialisation happens through the family unit, 

through peer groups, through gender, class and sexuality lenses, through the media, 
through cultural norms and customs, and more generally through the interactions all 
of these processes have on our daily lives, which makes up an individual's lived 

experiences. It is impossible to thoroughly analyse political behaviour, attitudes and 



institutions without first asking through what context have the individuals who make 
up such elements of the political sphere have been influenced. Ultimately, politics is 
made up of people, and without understanding why people act and think as they do, 
one cannot attempt to understand the very nature of politics itself.  
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A perennial debate in Anarchism relates to whether or not Anarchists should 
vote in national elections and referenda. This may seem unusual given the highly 
democratic ideals anarchism professes, and so this article seeks to explore the 
arguments against voting as well as those in favour, in an effort to understand and 
reconcile the two.  
 

To first understand why Anarchists do not vote, one must first understand 
what anarchism is against, namely all unjustified hierarchy. If it is seen to be 
unnecessary or illegitimate it is abolished. What renders a hierarchy unjustified is 
often a reliance on coercion and an absence of direct popular legitimation. There are 
various hierarchies and facilitators of hierarchies deemed unjustified by Anarchists; 

most famously Capitalism, Organised Religion and crucially The State.  

 
As a critique of power Anarchism is immediately at odds with the idea of the 

social contract and takes issue with the legitimacy of the Weberian conceptualisation 

of the state as put forward in Politics as a Vocation. Legitimacy and consent are 
particularly important for Anarchists, so to lend legitimacy to as coercive an 

institution as the state is too much for some. 

 
It is further worth noting that the anarchist implementation of democracy is 

typically a mix of consultative, delegative and direct modes of democracy. This is in 

contrast to the primarily representative paradigm most liberal democracies inhabit. 
It then follows that if anarchists won’t contest control of state power through the 

electoral process, they won’t seek to control it through seizure either; the ideal 

anarchist rebellion being to dismantle state power rather than take it for themselves.  
 

Anarchism is a revolutionary ideology and predicates it’s revolutionary nature 
on the idea that the state cannot be reformed out of existence as the state as an 
institution is capable of perpetuating itself through the permutations it endures 

through being reformed (Malatesta 1920, pp.6) . This is one of the most significant 



differences between Anarchism and Marxist Communism, with the latter believing 
the state can be withered away to create a stateless and classless society.  
 

So why then do anarchists vote? The fact remains that Anarchism, whether it 
be articulated as a left-wing or post-left disposition, shares common concerns with 
other political identities on its side of the ideological cleavage, such as opposition to 
war and the provision of necessary supports for those who need them.  Tendencies 
within the broad spectrum of anarchism may have more specific interests; 
syndicalists looking to undo constraints on unions or ecological anarchists looking to 
prevent ecological disaster. Faced with the opportunity to help make a larger impact 
than they otherwise could, anarchists may compromise by backing a candidate or 

party in an election. Anarchists may also not wish to divorce themselves from the 

world of electoral politics, a primary theatre for political discussion. It is worth noting 
that both the American Democratic Party and the British Labour party now contain 

nominally libertarian socialist interest groups, the DSA Libertarian Socialist Caucus 

and Black Rose Labour, respectively.  
 

The argument is further made that by removing themselves from the electoral 

process that anarchists are leaving reactionary parties and candidates unopposed. To 
abstain and facilitate this occurring would be an ethically unsound form of 
accelerationism; accelerationism meaning the deliberate deteriorating of a situation 

to give rise to conditions more conducive to revolution. In this way the casting of a 
ballot is a means of rejecting reaction through attempting to deny it the ability to 

utilise state power.  
 

Yet even these considerations have been rejected, with the reasoning based in 

two key concepts of anarchist theory: Direct Action and Dual Power. Direct Action is 
a primary principle which informs anarchist activity, which dictates that taking 
action to resolve matters should be done by the anarchists themselves. For example, 

the recent popular social movement Extinction Rebellion describes their protests as 



direct action when in fact they are trying to entreat politicians to take action on behalf 
of the citizens. It may be civil disobedience, but they are aiming to use the existing 
system to enact their goal. 

 
Conversely, when faced with an absence of accommodation and shelter, 

anarchists in Greece have expropriated and occupied derelict buildings to establish a 
network of squats as can plainly be seen in the Exarchia quarter of Athens. This is 
the community taking matters into their own hands and is an expression of the 
autonomy anarchism strives for. “It means that the working class, in constant 

rebellion against the existing state of affairs, expects nothing from outside people, 

powers or forces, but rather creates its own conditions of struggle and looks to itself for 

its means of action.”(Pouget, n.d.) 

 

With this in mind we must now examine how direct action relates to state 
elections. Attributed to the prominent anarchist writer, Errico Malatesta, is the 

identification of two conflicts of the electoral process with direct action. First issue is 

the idea that the good enacted by electoral bodies is not largely informed by public 
pressure; an idea which can be framed in the context of Ireland’s own experience with 

Gay Marriage legislation. This Malatesta describes as the way in which “rulers 

concede what little they think is necessary to calm the people, anesthetize their 

energy…”. (Black Rose Anarchist Federation, 2019) 

 

This in turn dictates when and how these allowances and decisions are made, 
namely in line with electoral cycles for the maximised benefit of the politician or 

party. This informs the behaviour of groups and individuals utilising indirect action, 
frustrating any attempts at a sustained campaign across an electoral term due to 
their dependence on the parliamentary system. With only windows of opportunity to 
act in effectively this prevents a popular movement getting established and gaining 
momentum over time. Direct action, being a way of acting outside the existing system, 

is comparatively unaffected. The second mistake identified relates to the assumption 



by parliamentarians that failure to engage in the electoral process means that no 
progress is being made, ignoring the concept of direct action and dual power 
altogether. The assumption being that the dominance of parliamentary institutions 
renders them the sole means of enacting political measures.  
 

Taking the above into account voting alone should not be relied on as a means 
of affecting change. This way of working outside the system to establish Anarchy is 
heavily linked with the idea of Dual Power. Whereas Marxist thought puts forward 
the idea of revolution to be followed by a withering away of the state, anarchist 
thought suggests that the means of releasing a stateless society be created before the 
revolution by having Anarchists form their own ways of providing goods and services, 

undermining the state by reducing reliance on it before its abolition.   

 
This approach can be seen in the preamble to the constitution of the largely 

anarcho-syndicalist Industrial Workers of the World constitution where it states  

“The army of production must be organized, not only for everyday struggle with 

capitalists, but also to carry on production when capitalism shall have been 

overthrown. By organizing industrially, we are forming the structure of the new society 

within the shell of the old.” (The Industrial Workers of the World, 1908). It is therefore 
not a neglect of moral and ethical responsibility on the anarchist’s behalf to forgo 

voting if the anarchist in question is still acting outside of the established system to 
realise their aims. In the case of opposing reaction as mentioned previously 
anarchists may instead point to the establishment of community defense committees 

or involvement in the wider anti-fascist movement as an alternative to reliance on 
the police for anti-discrimination measures.  
 

To conclude it is clear to see why this issue continues to be an object of 

discussion of among anarchists, with its intersection of key anarchist concepts and 
their interplay fueling much of the discourse. While there may be issues surrounding 
the legitimation of the state, which is the primary anti-electoralist stance, 



pragmatism dictates that on issues of sufficient importance anarchists utilise their 
vote. What dictates sufficient importance may be a perceived collective good as can 
be demonstrated in the case of the Irish group the Workers Solidarity Movement and 
their campaigning around the repeal of the eight-amendment referendum. However 

the electoral and legislative process is seen as an imperfect instrument in the 
anarchist tool-kit due to the cyclical waxing and waning dynamic it can impose upon 
political efforts as well as the potential for causes to become invested in the system; 

trapped in a reform based paradigm rather than anarchism’s revolutionary one. 
Anarchists have historically gone so far as to be opposed to the Women’s Sufferage 

movement due to its channeling of potentially revolutionary feminist egalitarian 
sentiment into a more reform-oriented movement for enfranchisement to the existing 

system, (Goldman 1917, pp.1).  

 
As such electoralism cannot be the sole means through which anarchists hope 

to achieve their aims, but instead be supplementary to the application of Direct 

Action and Dual Power.  
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In 2019, there was a global wave of protests, taking place across the Arab 
world and South America. Protests were held in European countries such as UK, 
Ireland and France and also in Asian provinces of Hong Kong. 2019 became year 

of the street protester (Diehl, 2019). The protests had shared grievances including 
economic issues, democracy and climate change, as well as common threads of 
discontent against the government.  

According to Tarrow, protests are “disruptive collective action that is aimed 
at institutions, elites, authorities or other groups on behalf of the collective goals 
of the actors or those they claim to represent.” A key aspect of collective action is 
the process of resource mobilization. Mobilization is the process by which a group 
secures collective control over the resources needed for collective action 
(Jenkins,1983) these include tangible assets such as capital, facilities , means of 

communication and intangible assets such as human resources.(Freeman,1979). 

McCarthy and Zald (1977) emphasised the importance of outside contributions 
and the co-optation of institutional resources by social movements. These 

institutional resources include private foundations, mass media, universities, 

business corporations and governmental agencies. These agencies give support too 
social movements by providing resources and legitimizing the movement. This led 

to the increase of social movement organizations in the 1960’s (McCarthy and 
Zald, 1977).  

In the 1960’s there was a change in cultural values and elite actions that 
led to an interest in movement politics. The middle class “participation revolution” 

was rooted in a shift towards “postmaterialist” values emphasizing self-fulfilment 
that supported participation in political decisions and moral concerns for 

others(Ladd & Hadley 1978). The middle class wanted to see an improvement to 

peoples lives . Important to the development of social movements is opportunity 
structures. This includes political opportunities. A favourable government 

towards protesters significantly increases the number of protests. (Minkoff,1997). 
During the 1960’s civil right movement, the democratic government of Kennedy 
and Johnson fostered an environment that encouraged protests.(Minkoff,1997). 

The government backed up this environment of support by passing civil right acts. 



However, I do acknowledge that there was a lot of push back from government 
agencies such as the police. The widespread police brutality against black people 
caused riots around the U.S., drawing the lens of the media and forcing the 
granting of these civil liberties. 

Modern governments are not shy to take credit for social movements that 
leads to changes in civil rights. In the 2020 general election Fine Gael boasted 
changes they have made to the country that included passing of same sex marriage 
and legalising abortion. What they failed to tell the electorate or conveniently left 
out is the grass root campaigns that put pressure on the government to call for a 
referendum and swayed public opinion. There were strong social movement 
campaigns across Ireland such as “repeal the 8th” and “Together for yes”. Large 
rallies attended by thousands were held across Ireland to force a referendum on 

the 8th amendment. Therefore, I find it disingenuous that Fine Gael is taking 

credit for legalizing abortion in Ireland. Also, they fail to recognise other great acts 
they passed due to social movement campaigns such as abolishing the water 
charges due to widespread protests and the right to water campaign.  

While Governments have lower resistance to protests for civil liberties and 

civil rights. How do they respond when the people are protesting against the 
government and the economy? I will be focusing on two social movement where 
there has been contrasting government responses. 

The yellow vest movement was protesting against the state of the economy 

and the government. It was fuelled by a rise in fuel prices and increasing cost of 
living coupled with a low approval rating for French President Emmanuel Macron 

who was dubbed president of the very rich. The movement lasted for 45 weeks, 
wherein it received a lot of media coverage for the first few months but drastically 

dropped off and was the subject of limited coverage towards the end (Lee,2020). 
There was also strong police brutality to deter protesters. Images and videos were 
posted on social media showing police brutality on citizens. As I have mentioned 
previously key to social movements is the ability to organise resources and 
opportunity structures such as a favourable government environment. The French 
government did not provide a fostering environment for protesters as they tried to 



end and minimise the movement. One way they did was police brutality towards 
protesters. Social media was a key organisation tool for the protest, it allowed 
protesters to spread the movement’s message without the need for mass media 
coverage. The French government did increase the minimum wage and paused the 
fuel tax but will they try to pass it again? Also, there was no change to the head of 
the government. There was limited success to the social movement, but they failed 
to address the underlying issues such as inequality. 

Therefore, I question whether protests can improve conditions and pose the 
possibility that they never address the real underlying issues of the economic  and 
government motivations that lead to inequality in the country.  It seems to fail to 
cause radical changes that can effectively give real change to peoples living 
conditions. Government tries to give enough concessions to effectively supress the 
population until another protest cycle begins.  

Another social movement is the global climate change strikes. There has 

been limited response from global governments. The most radical idea they can 
come up with is implementing carbon tax which again fails to address the 

underlying issues that is causing global warming. One such factor is capitalism, 

which is causing overproduction and the burning of fossil fuels. When people are 
protesting against global systems that are causing grievances such as inequality 

and climate change, there is little government reaction due to them having 

invested interests in the economic system that is powered by capitalism. The 
governments are happy to foster equal rights and civil liberties but will not make 
effective radical change.  

Resource mobilization speaks of the assets needed to secure collective action 
as it is focused on the organization of protesting. However, protesters struggle to 

secure the necessary resources to make effective change and implement the goals 
of the social movement when addressing economic grievances such as inequality 
and climate change issues. It is difficult for social movements to force real change 
when they don’t have ownership of assets and institutions including banks, media 
and fossil fuels. The people owning and benefiting from these institutions are 
effectively running the economy and have strong lobbying group that are effecting 



decision making. However, the one valuable asset is people and when enough 
people band together in collective action change can happen. 

While protests can and do change policy, lives and social attitudes, the lack 
of key resources and ownership of the stakes in the economy and society holds 
back protest groups with a bigger dream, such as inequality.  
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Each area of social science has their own interpretive approach to political 
topics such as corruption, and each areas’ interpretation is of significant 
importance. Political scientists, sociologists, economists and anthropologists all 
consider political corruption to have an increasingly pervasive presence in debates 
focused on the efficiency and the calibre of governance. The social significance and 
the complexity of corruption has urged academics to undertake a substantial 
amount of research on the topic in all areas of social science. An important aspect 
to note about the literature on corruption in other social science areas is the 
absence of acknowledgement to the anthropological approach to the topic. 
Anthropological interpretations are rarely referenced by other social science areas 
despite the fact that the anthropological field has participated in the development 
of significant research that offers us a fresh approach for exploring corruption. 

There are many reasons to explore political corruption from an anthropology-
based perspective and this article will outline the contribution anthropological 

approaches have made to the study of corruption.  

 
 Before delving into the details of how anthropology can contribute to the 

study of political corruption it is necessary to first have an understanding of the 

field of anthropology. Anthropology is the study of humans in the past and the 
present. To gain an understanding of the breadth and complexity of cultures across 

all of human history, anthropology draws upon knowledge and research from the 
social and biological sciences as well as the humanities and physical sciences 
(Americananthro.org, 2019). The field of anthropology is divided into multiple 
subsections, each subsection focuses on a unique area of research within the field 
such as cultural anthropology or physical anthropology (Torsello and Venard, 
2016). Anthropology studies begin with the analysis of a minute social fact, in this 

case it is corruption, and then further develops towards a detailed understanding 
of the fact on a larger scale.  

One major contribution of anthropology to the study of corruption are the 
challenges it develops in opposition to other interpretive approaches in corruption. 
Anthropology critiques the insistence of political and economic approaches on 
providing a universal definition for the concept of corruption. In anthropology, 



instead of offering a broad, all-encompassing definition, the anthropological 
researcher will attempt to understand the social realities of corruption. 
Ethnographers are people who study ethnography, a subsection of anthropology. 

Ethnographers qualitatively approach the analysis of cultural realities, by use of 
participant observation, this is a key research tool in anthropology. From an 
ethnographer’s perspective, the field is the reality in question that is under close 
observation. An ethnographer undertaking a survey on corruption attempts to 

understand the social, economic and political context of the corruption from the 
perspective of the citizens effected. The ethnographer will come to the conclusion 
though this research that giving corruption a simplistic, universal definition is 
problematic as it is not applied from the perspective of the observed. 
Anthropologies insistence on not defining corruption simplistically and 

universally originates from anthropological investigations that utilise the 
inductive analytical line of reasoning to study institutions and norms at ground-
level (Torsello and Venard, 2016).  

Another major contribution of anthropology to the study of corruption is the 

idea that anthropology can give us observations and conclusions that other 

interpretive approaches cannot. Zinn cements this contribution in his editorial to 
the book ‘Corruption: Anthropological Perspectives’, in which he states that 

“anthropology tells us things that a Homo Economicus perspective on corruption, 

alone, cannot” (Zinn, 2005). This anthropological contribution encourages us not 
to blindly follow an economic or political approach and assume that corrupt 
officials are solely driven by economic incentives. Anthropology reminds us to 
acknowledge that corruption is much more complex than that assumption.  

Furthermore, another notable contribution of anthropology to the study of 
corruption is the use of ethnography within anthropological research. 

Ethnography offers us with a plentiful and highly detailed set of qualitative data 

on political corruption due to the use of participant observation. This highly 
detailed research is often hard to find when approaching corruption from different 
perspectives and this is one of the key reasons as to why an anthropological 

perspective is so important when studying corruption. An ethnographer's goal is 



not only obtain a precise record of qualitative data but to also take the position of 
the observed parties. An ethnographer will typically immerse themselves in the 
society they are studying. This immersion gives them a clear insight and intuition 

of a local cultures perspective on corruption. Ethnography makes way for a critical 
and detailed analysis of corruption by means of the collection of rich and ground-
level data (Torsello and Venard, 2016). Corruption is a social practice and 
therefore can be best observed from inside the society (Kerby, 1991). Anthropology 

acknowledges that to understand corruption one must become and personable 
with the social practice and become close to the citizens affected daily.  

Anthropological based discussions on corruption more accurately addresses 
the interaction between culture, exchange and interactivity in corruption. The 
simple public-private dichotomy often found in political economy approaches to 
studying corruption misses the point. Ethnographies allow for the deconstruction 

of simplistic dichotomies found in alternative approaches and contributions to the 

study of corruption. The anthropological approaches’ contribution to the study of 
corruption is of high importance, however, this does not mean political science or 

economic approaches should be dismissed. Ideally a combination of each approach 

from every area of social science would be used in order to create a clear, broad 
and detailed understanding of corruption.  
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Populism has grown significantly in popularity across the globe within recent 
years, with European politicians such as Silvio Berlusconi of Italy and Marine Le Pen 
of France having brought populist viewpoints into the general political discourse, 
while in Latin America and America leaders such as Nicolas Maduro and Donald 
Trump have achieved considerable electoral success. With the recent electoral success 
of Sinn Féin, we have seen a range of newspaper articles in popular publications such 
as the Telegraph and the Times claiming that Sinn Féins electoral success marks the 
mainstream emergence of populism in Ireland's political landscape. My aim with this 
piece is to explore firstly what exactly populism is and what it stands for, and to then 
investigate whether or not Sinn Fein can really be considered a populist party. 
 

Populism has become a political buzzword as of late, with the label being 

applied to swathes of politicians. The term often is used to describe any politician who 
describes themselves as being “of the people”, but if this is the case then does every 

politician not qualify as populist? 

 
Populism  has existed as far back as the 1890s, with the first “People’s Party” 

emerging in 1892 in America, a party who called themselves a populist party, a word 

drawn from the Latin word “”populus”, meaning; the people (Moffit, 2016:12). As a 
political concept, populism became a recognised political concept somewhere around 
the late 1960s and even back then, populism was an entirely contested concept, as it 

still remains today.  
 

Due to recent abuse of the term and a long history of confusion, it is hard to 
grasp what exactly is meant when the word populism is used, but there are a few 

basic components of populism which have become generally accepted. The writing of 

Mudde, and Kaltwasser, set a generalised definition of populism which has been 
broadly accepted by academics across the field, whereby Mudde and Kaltwasser 
define populism as “a thin centered ideology that considers society to be ultimately 

separated into two homogeneous and antagonistic camps, ‘the pure people’ versus ‘the 



corrupt elite’, and which argues that politics should be an expression of the volonté 

générale (general will) of the people.” (Mudde, et al, 2017: 6). 
 

This definition leads into several characteristics which will later function as a 
type of checklist. This checklist of characteristics is well laid out in Mueller’s 2016 
book, “What is Populism”. The first characteristic of a populist leader laid out by 
Mueller is that the politician in question must be critical of elites, but notes that this 
characteristic, although often cited, is “not sufficient” (Mueller, 2016: 2) an outlook to 
qualify a leader as populist. In terms of what qualifies a person as elite, it is generally 
seen as any person holding a leading position in areas such as the economy, the 

media, the political world, or the arts.  
 

A more valuable way of spotting a populist, states Mueller, is to look not only 

for an anti-elitist but also an anti-pluralist. A populist will claim that “they, and they 
alone, represent the people” (Mueller, 2016:3) and will refuse to acknowledge the 

legitimacy of their political opposition, and will refer to their opposition as not 

properly being “of the people” - after all, if a populist leader claims to represent the 
people as a whole, how can those fighting against their leadership be part of “the 

people”. This is where the issue of populism as a threat to democracy comes into play. 
If a populist leader claims all opposition to him/her is illegitimate, then it follows that 
this could pose a danger to democracy. 

 
A further component of a populist is someone who simplifies complex issues to 

the extent that they can be pinned down upon one single solution. For example, in 

the 1970s and 1980s, the French Front National Party launched a campaign against 
unemployment where posters read “Two Million Unemployed is Two Million too many 

Immigrants!”, as if the complex issue of a national economic downturn and increasing 
unemployment can simply be blamed on an increased level of immigration.  
 



In order to investigate if Sinn Féin can be considered to be a populist party I 
will be using the three criteria from above to investigate: anti-elitist, anti-pluralist 
and the idea of simple solutions. 
 

It is undeniable that Sinn Féin’s campaign was based on an anti-elitist 
foundation. The leader, Mary-Lou McDonald, has repeatedly painted Fine Fail and 
Fine Gael as being “in bed” with the business elites, stating in the RTÉ primetime 

debate that “The political establishment will find every reason in the world to provide 
breaks to the big corporates”, painting a picture of political elites who do not act in 

service of many but rather act in service of the few. On Sinn Féin’s website, they refer 
to the “ordinary people”, and talk about “giving change a chance”, all a populist way 
of speaking. Being anti-elitist is a major component of Sinn Féin’s strategy. 

 
Irelands’ political system does not lend itself well to an anti-pluralist 

viewpoint. The first Irish coalition government was formed in 1945, and since 1989 

we have had successive coalition governments. As such, any party aiming to 
campaign on an anti-pluralist view will find it difficult to avoid the reality that it is 

likely they will be forced to share governance with other parties.  

Sinn Féin have not behaved in a true anti-pluralist manner. In fact, they have been 
eager to look into forming a government with other left-wing TDs who are not of their 

party. Furthermore, they have stated they are willing to enter into coalition with Fine 

Fáil or Fine Gael, parties on the right/centre-right of the spectrum, with Mary-Lou 
McDonald stating during the RTÉ Leaders Debates that she would “speak to 

everyone after the election” (RTE, 2020). As such, Sinn Féin cannot be considered 
anti-pluralist. 
 

An example of the simple solutions of populism would be the idea, for Britain, 

that leaving the European Union would solve a majority of their domestic issues. In 
certain areas, it appears that Sinn Féin does indeed produce simple solutions to 
complex issues. Our population profile means that, as noted in 2018 by the Melbourne 



Mercer global pension index, our pension system has “serious sustainability 
problems” (Mercer.ie, 2018). Sinn Féin’s promise to keep our pension age at 65 can be 
taken as an example of a party who are providing a simple solution to public anger 
at the rising of the pension age. 

 
However, in areas such as housing, Sinn Féin’s solutions are no more “simple” 

than Fine Fáil or Fine Gael’s. Sinn Féin plans to freeze rent prices for the next three 
years, in line with other EU rent policies, provide €30 million to local authorities and 
homeless charities for urgent accommodation provision and over the next five years 
build 100,000 social and affordable housing for €6.5 billion, a figure taken from Fine 
Gael parliamentary question estimates on the cost of building social housing. The 

figures have been tested by the Department of Finance and also the Department of 

Housing so as such it is not a “simple” solution but rather a radical change. While 
many have stated the 100,000 figure to be unlikely, it is no different from Fine Gael’s 

figure, who have stated they will double their housing output to 25,000 houses a year 

by 2020, thus leading to 125,000 houses being built in the next year. While Sinn Féins 
policies in some areas are simplistic solutions, other proposed policies are well-

thought out, balanced and department-approved solutions, which although radical, 

cannot be accused of being simplistic. 
 

The fact that populism has become the political buzzword of the 21st century 

can not only cause confusion over it is true meaning, but also gives way to the word 
being misused. Is it possible that it may be tempting to apply the populist label to a 

politician in order to undermine the legitimacy of “a successful politician one doesn’t 
like?” (Mueller, 2016:2). As of yet, the verdict is not quite set regarding if Sinn Féin 

are populist or not - while certainly some of their wording can be considered populist, 

many of their policies are not, and it is their future words and actions in government, 
if they get there, are what will truly answer the question. Perhaps, for some, the 
harsh swing from the centre right politics which have dominated the Irish Free State 



for its 98 year history to a strong left-wing party, have prompted a knee-jerk 
reactionary shout of “populists!”, regardless of the true facts. 
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Climate change is defined as the radical long-term change in average weather 
patterns of the world over a period of time. It has become a major security issue due 
to the fact that it is a high impact threat which also has a high probability of quickly 
advancing as time goes on. Climate change as it currently stands is particularly as a 
result of global warming known as the greenhouse effect.  

Since the industrial revolution, human activity has accelerated the affects 
global warming due to massive increases of carbon dioxide emissions being released 
into the air and becoming trapped within the earth’s atmosphere causing sea, surface 
and air temperatures to rise.  

This has and still is creating a wide range of problems for the geostrategic 

environment. Climate change can also be seen as a ‘threat multiplier’ as it deepens 

existing cracks within societies, adding pressure to weakening institutions and 

upsetting balance of powers in ways I will now explain. (The Security Implications of 

Climate Change, Armed Conflict Survey, 2019). Social and political stability is 

suffering at the hands of short term and long-term effects of climate change. Short 

term effects such as climate variability is defined by the World Metrological 

Organisation as ‘variations in the mean state and other statistics of the climate on 
all temporal and spatial scales, beyond individual weather events.’ (World 

Metrological Organisation, 2019). Long term climate trends are those which concern 

desertification and rising sea levels.  

Implications of climate change are extreme and cover a multitude of areas. 

Rising sea levels are being caused by huge ice glaciers melting due to an increase in 
the temperature of the planet and atmosphere. This has generated mass flooding in 
coastal areas and small islands. The Climate Science Special Report in America, 

stated that U.S coastal flooding has doubled which is directly due to climate change 
along with other factors. (Denchak,2019). There is also the example of the massive 

flooding in Bangladesh in 1998 during the Monsoon season. Consequences of this 



results in loss of life and a vast amount of property damage, both of which are having 
serious effects on security and economic stability. Flooding also increases the risk of 
disease and infection in affected areas.  

Often, sewage waste, toxins, leaked chemicals, and factory-farm runoff are 
carried along by flood waters. This can contaminate drinking water causing health 
problems for those who consume it. Leftover bacteria is linked to respiratory related 
sickness, such as Hepatitis A, Asthma and Cholera.  

There is also the problem of serious economic loss associated with flooding, due 

to damage to homes and business, death, and the slowdown of economic output. These 

problems damage many communities, and the consequences of economic instability 

have major security implications.  

This economic instability can drive political conflict due to need, fear and 

survival instincts, and human fear is a dangerous factor in security problems. State 
security is undermined during times of natural disaster, when the survival instinct 

can often trump common sense. Furthermore, damage to supplies and structural 

damage can impact the ability for state law enforcement to carry out their duties.  

Another security issue caused by climate change is extreme weather 

conditions. According to the National Weather Assessment human -caused warming 
has led to a global increase in water vapor in the atmosphere. This had resulted in 

heavier rainfalls due to the excess moisture usable to storm systems. (The National 

Weather Assessment, 2014). Storms, hurries and flooding become more frequent. This 
is illustrated by Hurricane Katrina which took place in New Orleans in 2005 causing 

mass devastations which certain areas are still recovering from.  

Food and water shortages as a result of climate change are another impending 

security threat. A report conducted by 100 experts in 52 countries this year was 
prepared by the U.N, and was released in August containing information about the 



world's food supply. It states that half a billion humans are inhabiting areas which  
are turning into desserts. Soils are being lost between 10-100 times faster than is 
forming. (Flavelle,2019). Climate change speeds up this process in conjunction with 
extreme weather climates which will over time shrink food supply. There is already 
10 percent of the world’s population that is affected by starvation. Starvation, similar 
to natural disaster will increase the possibility of looting, and crime based on 
resources. 

Experts in the report also warned an increase in cross-border migration could 
come as a result of this. A pressing concern is the possibility of a food crisis occurring 

on numerous continents at the same time. Senior researcher at the NASA Goddard 
Institute for Space Studies Cynthia Rosenzweigh stated, “The potential risk of multi-

breadbasket failure is increasing,” and claimed “All of these things are happening at 

the same time.”  

Melting ice and the rise of water levels are affecting fish stocks, while on land 

agriculture is slowing down due to damaged soils and droughts. This can cause vital 
implications for security nationwide.  

All of these combined factors leads to another critical dilemma affecting 

security which is environmental refugees. Tensions rise in destination areas for 
displaced people and migrants. It adds pressure to areas and can become over 
crowded causing various problems including health care problems, overuse of lands 
and food shortages. This can also lead to outbreaks of violent conflict and disputes. 
Moreover, there is little legal framework accounting for climate change as a factor 

driving migration or a multilateral strategy in place. A clear example where climate 
prompted migration is in the Pacific Islands.  

In the Pacific Islands the sea levels are rising by 12 millimetre per year and 

has already submerged eight islands while two more are on the verge of submersion. 
It is estimated by 2100, 48 islands will be lost to the rising sea level. (Podesta,2019). 



This will cause large scale migration to larger land for people living on these islands. 
In New Zealand in 2015, a case that took place where the Teetotal was the first to 
apply for refugee status. The family was fleeing from the disappearing island 
Kiribati. The case went to the High Court in New Zealand but was dismissed. This 
further highlights why environmental migration is a growing concern for security as 
there is no process for handling it.  

Lastly there is the risk of climate change provoking war. Climate change has 
had modest effects on warfare and conflict so far but these effects are predicted to get 
much larger in the coming years. (O’Loughlin and Hendrix,2019). Critics suggest that 

multiple complex wars will rage, fuelled by this goal crisis. Harad Welzer stated “My 
belief is that we will see a renaissance of violent conflict in the 21st century, and that 

many of these conflicts will spring from climate change.” When survival conditions 

are put under pressure and are threatened to run out, disputes are heightened and 
potential for war is magnified. Many wars that have already happened have been 

indirectly affected by climate change already, for example the Syrian War.  

Solomon Hsiang, a researcher at Berkely University, believes climate change 

was an invisible actor in the Syrian War. A severe drought, worsened by a warming 

climate, drove Syrian farmers to abandon their crops and flock to cities, helping 
trigger a civil war that has killed hundreds of thousands of people. The prospect of 
war triggered by climate change is not a distant future, and is clearly happening now.  

All of these direct and indirect influences have extensive security 
repercussions. As it continues to intensify already fragile issues such as food and 

water shortages, spread of infectious diseases, mass migration and more, the list of 
security implications grow. As a global response, debates and negotiations are taking 

place in order to try slow down and combat global warming. Climate-linked activities 

have caused widespread political consequences making it one of the largest potential 
security threats in the 21st century.   
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The invitation to partake in this small study was extended to all Councillors 
for Cork City Council, Cork County Council and Clare County Council. In Total, 114 
Councillors were contacted. 40 responded. It is worth commenting that the majority 
of respondents were sourced from, (in no particular order), the Green Party, Sinn Féin 
and from Non-Party (Independent) Councillors. 

 
 
 
One Councillor noted that Councillors in their Chambers “get some 

information the Thursday before the meeting. However, answers to questions are 
often only given just before the meeting”. Other Councillors (4) went so far as to 

comment that they are not given enough time to digest answers prior to a meeting, 
which they held significantly inhibits the discharge of their duties as a Councillor. 

Another Councillor stated that it “depends on the items on the agenda. For general 



full Council meetings, the documentation is required to be made available at least 
three days before the meeting scheduled. It is generally available online much time 
before the meeting. The exception to this would be responses to motions. It was a 
decision of Council in previous years that responses to motions would not be made 
available until the morning of the meeting. The principal reason for this was to avoid 
motion being debated in the media before they got a chance to be debated in the 
Chamber.” The Councillor’s personal experience is that I would prefer to have 
responses to motions available sooner than this so that I would have adequate time 
to assimilate them”. The Councillor did, however, empathise with the decision was 
made to release them only on the morning of the meeting. 

 

 

 



 
 

Several (8) Councillors returned that they were “strongly/very staunchly” in 

support of transparency in the Council Chamber and would have no difficulty should 
there be a decision to stream Council meetings on social media. One Councillor 

commented that their concern rested “not in relation to transparency in the Council 
Chamber but rather in relation to what happens outside of the Council Chamber” at 

that it presented as much more of a challenge to capture.” 
It is worth noting that One Councillor, who indicated that they would not 

support the streaming of Council Meetings on Social Media, remarked that the 
installation of the hardware to facilitate such broadcasting would be “too costly” - 
when the Councillor was contacted to disclose their calculations of the costings to 
serve as evidence in support of their statement, they did not respond. 1 

 

                                                 
1 At the time of submission. 



 
 

In relation to the final question, one Councillor concluded that Councillors 

“don't engage sufficiently with the public and therefore the public are often unaware 
of the good work being done by the council”. Another Councillor gave a very thorough 

response to the final question: “I would hope that a quick look at my Facebook page 
over the past 6 years will indicate that I regard my position as a Councillor to be a 

link between my electorate and the Council executive.  In that role, engagement is 
critical. To be fair, County Hall is relatively central to Cork City and there are no 
restrictions to the viewing gallery. Realistically, with 55 Councillors in the Chamber 
at a full Council meeting, it is difficult to relocate a meeting of this size to a venue 
that would be similarly conducive to discussion. However, I have both proposed and 
supported the movement of Development Committee and Municipal District 
Committee meetings in the past to locations which are more relevant. For example, 

during the last term we convened for Development Committee meetings in Youghal 
and on Haulbowline Island. We also hosted our Municipal District meeting in 



Douglas on one occasion and were delighted when members of the public chose to 
attend. As a member of the -_____ ________ District, we hold our regular Municipal 
District meeting in County Hall because that is where our Municipal District office is 
located.” 
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This essay will discuss the security community in Western Europe and how it 
came to fruition, there will also be a focus on the prospects of retaining that 
community in Western Europe in contemporary times. This essay will aim to 
discuss how Western Europe transformed from a conflict zone to an area of peaceful 
cooperation between neighboring countries. This essay will also investigate how 
new issues such as the rise of populism will affect the Western European Security 
Community and the potential security issues that could be attached. 

Many would describe the Euro-Atlantic security community (this includes the 
Western European Security Community) as the most successful to date (Troitskiy, 

2013). This leads many pondering how did this community come about? Before 

1945, Western Europe was notoriously known for the regular wars that broke out 
among states, however post 1945 has now become known for its period of prolonged 

peace (Cottey, n.d.). As a result, war within the Western European States looks 

highly unlikely and as mentioned above is now a part of a larger security 
community, the Euro-Atlantic security community which also comprises of the 

United States, Western European and Central European countries (Troitskiy, 

2013). So how did this security community form? There are a number of factors 
presumed to have played a part in the formation of this peace in Western Europe, to 

begin with the Soviet threat which created unity amongst the Western countries 

and also created a hegemony between Europe and the United States (Cottey, n.d.). 
As well as that, one could argue that the nuclear threat posed by the two 

superpowers of the US and the USSR brought the Western countries closer together 
also (Jervis, 1988). Despite these factors, it cannot be denied that the formation of 
the European Union was vital to the peace experienced in Western Europe since 
1945 (Europa.eu, n.d.). One of the main purposes of the European Union was to end 
bloody conflict between states and encourage the process of diplomacy as opposed to 
warfare in an aim to prevent another war like World War two occurring (Europa.eu, 
n.d.). The European Union also encouraged free trade, economic interdependence 
and prosperity amongst member states and through the process of integration has 



become a large union (Cottey, n.d.). By the end of 1989 it had signed an agreement 
with the Soviet Union regarding trade, commercial and economic cooperation 
between the Community and the Soviet Union (Europa.eu, n.d.) thus preserving 
peace in Western Europe. 

Following the conclusion of the Cold War, there has been arguments 
regarding European security with realists believing that without a Cold War that 
Europe could return to its historic patterns of conflict, while Liberals counter that 
the Western European Security Community has stronger links then previously 
(Cottey, n.d.). In fact, many scholars believe that the realist models in security 

models are giving way to the constructivist approach to achieving peace through 

establishing communities rather than the balance of power equation (Adler and 
Barnett, 2012). There is plenty of evidence to back up this claim as there has been a 

continuity of peace in Western Europe, Germany was unified and successfully 

integrated into the community and there has been further integration through the 
forms of the EMU and EFSF (Cottey, n.d.). However, there has been a few issues 

that have occurred since the conclusion of the Cold War with the rise of populism 
being a particular concern.  

2016 was an influential year that has shaped the world of politics and 
international relations ever since, during this year one witnessed the Brexit 

referendum and the election of Donald Trump as US president. Brexit was where 

British citizens voted to leave the European Union and many within Europe fear 
that it could trigger a domino effect as populism is on the rise within the European 

Union. This can be seen as Nigel Farage former leader of the UKIP party has 
spoken about how the European Union goes against ‘global trends’ such as breaking 

into smaller units (Shuster, n.d.) which US president Trump and others such as 
Matteo Salvini in Italy and Marine Le Pen in France appear to agree on. This 
threat poses major questions on how the Western European Security Community 
will be affected if its members keep leaving the EU. Britain also provides quite a 
sum to European security which will be withdrawn from the security community 



thus impacting its finances. One could argue that another factor of Brexit is that it 
could trigger security issues is how it will affect trade and economies across Europe 
and could lead to economic downturn which could have an impact on security 
spending. 

In conclusion, the Western European security community was achieved 
through the EU and its aim to avoid another war like World War II, as well as in 
response to the Soviet threat. It is easy for one to identify the many successes that 
this organization has experienced, with the prime example being the continuity of 
peace within Western Europe. However, it cannot be denied that with the issue of 

the rise of populism within Europe (particularly in the case of Brexit) and Trump 

could see the security community encounter new issues and also face economic 
challenges if further EU member states leave the union. 
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