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From Peaceful Protest to Guerrilla War: 
Micromobilization of the Provisional Irish 
Republican Armyl 

Robert W. White 
Oberlin College 

Concentrating on the development of one politically violent organi- 
zation, the Provisional Irish Republican Army (IRA), leads to con- 
clusions that differ from more aggregate approaches. A quantitative 
examination of the development of IRA violence in a community 
mobilized for peaceful protest shows that state repression, not eco- 
nomic deprivation, was the major determinant of this violence. 
Intensive interviews with IRA supporters help to interpret these 
quantitative results by showing that, before endorsing political vio- 
lence, victims of repression must (1) view the authority repressing 
them as illegitimate, (2) view peaceful protest in the face of repres- 
sion as ineffective, and (3) consider the reactions to repression of 
people with whom they have close ties. These responses to repres- 
sion appear to be conditioned by social placement; that is, in con- 
trast to members of the middle class, members of the working class 
and student activists are more likely to experience repression, to be 
available for costly violent protest, and to experience the efficacy of 
political violence. 

The traditional explanation for why people engage in political violence 
stresses that deprivation, typically in the form of economic inequality, 
creates grievances and discontent that prompt rebellion and social revolu- 
tion (Tocqueville [1835] 1961; Davies 1962; Gurr 1970).2 An alternative 

I I thank David Knoke, Robert Robinson, William Corsaro, Philip O'Connell, Larry 
Griffin, and the AJS reviewers for their helpful comments. Special thanks also go to 
John Hedges and Frank Hopkins for their help and to the respondents for their 
willingness to participate in this research. A version of this paper was presented at the 
Political Activists and Local Structures of Movements session at the American 
Sociological Association meetings in Atlanta, August 1988. This research was funded 
in part by grant SES-8318161 from the National Science Foundation and by a grant 
from the Indiana University Graduate School. Requests for reprints should be sent to 
Robert W. White, Department of Sociology, Oberlin College, Oberlin, Ohio 44074. 
2 The general argument is that grievances produce frustration, anger, and discontent, 
and these activate participation in protest activities. In the quantitative analysis be- 
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explanation for such participation derives from the mobilization perspec- 
tive (Oberschall 1973; McCarthy and Zald 1973, 1977; Gamson 1975). 
From this viewpoint, grievances are assumed to be relatively constant, 
and protest results from a cost-benefit calculation such that participation 
in political protest is likely if the costs of participation are outweighed by 
its benefits (Oberschall 1973, 1980; Klandermans 1984; Muller and Opp 
1986). Protest is seen, not as an emotional reaction to grievances, but as 
"simply politics by other means" (Gamson 1975, p. 139; Tilly 1978). 
Factors such as solidarity incentives (Fireman and Gamson 1979), social 
networks (Oberschall 1973; Snow, Zurcher, and Ekland-Olson 1980), 
and positive political conditions (Jenkins and Perrow 1977), each of 
which may decrease the cost of political protest, are viewed as the pri- 
mary determinants of political violence. 

Neither of these explanations is completely satisfactory, and recent 
authors have synthesized these competing perspectives by combining the 
sociopsychological aspects of the deprivation argument with the struc- 
tural/organizational approach of the mobilization explanation (Gamson, 
Fireman, and Rytina 1982; McAdam 1982; Klandermans 1984; Ferree 
and Miller 1985; Snow et al. 1986). While they do not resort to the view 
that protest results from extraordinary or pathological psychological con- 
ditions, these authors agree on the need for an explanation of the dynamic 
process in which the goals, interests, and ideology of individuals with 
grievances become congruent with the goals, interests, and ideology of 
social movements engaged in political violence (in other words, how does 
"frame alignment" occur? [Snow et al. 1986]). 

McAdam (1982), arguing for a "political process perspective," states 
that protest depends on "cognitive liberation," in which "favorable shifts 
in political opportunities will be defined as such by a large enough group 
of people to facilitate collective protest" (p. 48). Because cognitive libera- 
tion travels through established interaction networks, aggrieved groups 
of people explain their situations as functions of situational factors rather 
than of individual ones (McAdam 1982, pp. 48-51). This increases the 
likelihood that potential protesters will delegitimize the authority struc- 

low, I follow the usual practice of using a measure of economic deprivation, change in 
the percentage rate of unemployed, as an indicator of grievances and discontent (e.g., 
Weede 1981; Muller 1985; Park 1986). The usual practice of defining political violence 
as "collective attacks within a political community against the political regime" (Gurr 
1970, pp. 3-4) is rejected because this definition assumes a pluralist political system 
and misses political violence undertaken by state agents (see also Alford and Friedland 
1985, pp. 107-11). Instead, my usage of the term "political violence" is based on Tilly's 
conception of the term: "any observable interaction in the course of which persons or 
objects are seized or physically damaged in spite of resistance" (Tilly 1978, p. 176). 
The focus here is on political violence undertaken by one organization, i.e., the Irish 
Republican Army. 
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ture, expect others to engage in protest, and expect protest to be success- 
ful and, therefore, engage in it (Gamson et al. 1982; Muller 1983; Klan- 
dermans 1984; Ferree and Miller 1985). Whether this protest will be 
violent depends on the population's repertoire of collective action (Tilly 
1978, pp. 151-66), the resources and political opportunities available, 
and the expected efficacy of peaceful versus violent protest. 

My focus here is on the cognitive processes that occur as people move 
from supporting peaceful protest to supporting violent protest. I will 
present two examinations of these processes, both related to the develop- 
ment of the Provisional Irish Republican Army (IRA) in the early 1970s. 
The first examines a quantitative assessment of the factors that promoted 
violent insurgency (i.e., IRA activities) in a population engaged in peace- 
ful protest. In the second, I examine intensive interviews with people who 
initially supported peaceful protest and later supported IRA violence. My 
findings show that support for political violence results from a complex 
process in which people consider such factors as social solidarity, political 
repression, and the potential of peaceful versus violent protest before they 
endorse political violence. 

THEORY AND PREVIOUS RESEARCH 

Research on participation in political violence often uses measures of 
economic inequality to index discontent and finds a positive relationship 
between economic inequality and the level of political violence (Sigelman 
and Simpson 1977; Park 1986; but see also Hardy [1979], Weede [1981], 
and the review by Zimmerman [1983]). Even after they have controlled 
for mobilization variables, researchers find a relationship between discon- 
tent and political protest (Isaac, Mutran, and Stryker 1980; Walsh and 
Warland 1983; Muller 1985). To date, however, few authors have exam- 
ined political violence from a political process/micromobilization perspec- 
tive. Those authors who have considered political process arguments 
(e.g., Muller 1985; Muller and Seligson 1987) have followed the lead of 
earlier research. Specifically, they have examined the insurgency of the 
oppressed or the deprived with macro-level, comparative measures of 
political violence. Political violence, however, is not necessarily the "in- 
surgency of the deprived," and analyses based on general levels of polit- 
ical violence mix violence perpetrated by a number of actors. For ex- 
ample, theoretical statements such as "Antisystem frustrations are apt to 
be high where a substantial portion of the public does not fully share in 
the allocation of scarce resources" (Sigelman and Simpson 1977, p. 106) 
are usually tested with aggregate data from several countries that index 
"collective political violence" (typically defined as "deaths that occur from 
domestic political conflict" [Muller 1985, p. 51]). Within nations, re- 
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searchers do not concentrate on the people to whom their theories pertain, 
that is, the victims of social and political deprivation. Since "collective 
political violence" is perpetrated by groups competing for power in soci- 
eties, including groups that are relatively advantaged (Snyder and Tilly 
1972; Tilly, Tilly, and Tilly 1975, pp. 224-25; Gamson 1975, pp. 72-88), 
a death from "domestic political conflict" may be caused by any of various 
agents, including rebels, state security forces, and counterinsurgents. De- 
termining the process in which members of an aggrieved population be- 
come advocates of political violence requires information from that sub- 
population, not from an entire population (Zimmerman 1983, pp. 227- 
29).3 In the following, by concentrating on the activities of one insurgent 
organization, I avoid many of the problems of earlier research. 

Synthesizing the Deprivation and Mobilization Perspectives 
Attempts to synthesize the deprivation and mobilization perspectives 
have taken two approaches. While some researchers have included polit- 
ical process variables in their aggregated studies of political violence 
(Muller 1985; Muller and Seligson 1987), others have chosen to examine 
micromobilization with individual level data (Gamson et al. 1982; Klan- 
dermans 1984; Snow et al. 1986). I combine these approaches here. My 
macro-level examination essentially replicates the past macro-level re- 
search on political violence that incorporates political process theories. I 
then study intensive interviews with supporters and nonsupporters of 
political violence. These provide a context in which to understand the 
macro-level results. The key to these two analyses is an understanding of 
the role that state repression plays in prompting support for political 
violence. 

Muller (1985; see also Eisinger 1973) combines the idea that grievances 
promote frustration and, thus, political violence with McAdam's (1982; 
see also Jenkins and Perrow 1977) argument that protest depends on the 
political opportunities available to aggrieved populations. In this view, 
discontent is a necessary cause of political violence that depends on "re- 
gime repressiveness" (Muller 1985, pp. 52-53). Muller argues that the 
relationship between regime repressiveness and political violence takes 
the shape of an inverted U. In "open" societies, there is no need for 
protest, and, in "closed" or repressive societies, protest opportunities do 
not exist. Protest is said to be most likely and most severe under regimes 

3 This same argument applies to measures of independent variables employed in 
macro-level research on political violence. For example, it is often assumed that the 
people suffering from income inequality are those perpetrating political violence, yet 
no justification is offered for this assumption (see Zimmerman 1983, pp. 177-78). 
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that are moderately repressive; where "organization is possible, the cost 
of collective action is not prohibitive, but opportunities for effective par- 
ticipation are restricted" (Muller 1985, p. 48). Research confirms this 
argument (Gurr 1970, p. 251; Muller 1985; Muller and Seligson 1987; see 
also Zimmerman 1983, pp. 191-99). 

In the North of Ireland in the early 1970s, peaceful protesters were met 
with state repression. The discussion above suggests that, when the re- 
sponse to initial protest activity is state repression, increased levels of 
protest and political violence will follow. Then, as repression increases 
over time and becomes more effective (assuming the insurgency is not 
successful), protest levels should decline, providing a curvilinear relation- 
ship between levels of repression and levels of political violence taking the 
shape of an inverted U.4 Inclusion of measures of state repression in an 
aggregate examination of the beginning period of IRA violence should 
show a positive relationship between repression and violence. 

While this expectation follows directly from previous research, inter- 
pretation of the relationship between repression and political violence 
does not. It is in interpreting the effect of repression on the psyche of 
protesters that combining the theories of deprivation and mobilization is 
most fruitful, since repression both produces a grievance and helps define 
the available political opportunities. From a traditional deprivation per- 
spective, repression (punishment) is likely to "elicit aggression" in individ- 
uals if it is intense, be ignored if it is weak, and elicit flight if it is strong 
(Buss 1961, p. 58; see also Gurr 1970, pp. 238-51; Snyder 1976). Repres- 
sion of peaceful protesters may produce anger among those subjected to 
it-perhaps enough anger to turn protesters from peaceful methods to 
violent ones. 

Micromobilization research suggests that a more complex reaction to 
repression must take place before people will embrace political violence. 
On one level, the repression has to be defined as illegitimate (people must 
develop an "injustice frame") and people must redefine their own beliefs 
to make them congruent with organized political violence (Gamson et al. 
1982, pp. 122-37; Snow et al. 1986). On another level, people must 
believe that others in the population are also experiencing these cognitive 
changes and anticipate that these others are also going to support political 
violence (Klandermans 1984). Finally, people must determine that polit- 
ical violence is a viable and effective option (McAdam 1982). Underlying 
these processes are two assumptions: (1) people engaging in violent poli- 

I Examination of indicators of IRA violence in the North of Ireland over the early to 
middle years of the current IRA campaign, e.g., the number of shooting incidents and 
explosions yearly between 1969 and 1982, reveals the shape of a rough inverted U 
(Flackes 1983, p. 322). 
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tics are no less rational than those engaging in nonviolent politics; and (2) 
these cognitive changes occur among groups of people whose interpreta- 
tions and behavior are determined by their expectations of the people 
with whom they feel solidarity (Heirich 1971, pp. 10-48; Gamson 1975, 
pp. 81-82, 136-39; Fireman and Gamson 1979; McAdam 1982, pp. 48- 
51; Klandermans 1984; Klandermans and Oegema 1987). 

DATA AND PROCEDURES 

The Irish Republican Army, an organization dedicated to reestablishing 
an Ireland free from British interference, has "organizational ancestors 
that date from the 1840s" (Bell 1987, p. 136). Its ideology comes from the 
French Revolution and from an attempt by Irishmen to wrest control of 
the island from England in the 1790s. The core belief of Irish republicans 
is that the only way for Ireland to gain complete independence is through 
physical force (Tone 1910; Bell 1976, pp. 27, 201, 205). A guerrilla cam- 
paign waged by the IRA and the political party Sinn Fein between 1918 
and 1921 led to the partition of Ireland into the 26-county Irish Free State 
and the six counties of Northern Ireland. The Free State, populated 
predominately by Catholics, eventually seceded from the British Com- 
monwealth and formed the Irish Republic in 1949. Northern Ireland 
remains part of the United Kingdom. In the North, two-thirds of the 
population is Protestant (Loyalist) and identifies itself as British, while 
one-third of the population is Catholic (Nationalist) and identifies itself as 
Irish (Moxon-Browne 1983, pp. 1-18). 

Between 1921 and 1962, the IRA maintained itself and engaged in a 
civil war and two other unsuccessful military campaigns aimed at reunit- 
ing the island. By 1962, both the IRA and Sinn Fein were relatively 
inactive. In the North of Ireland, however, a peaceful civil rights cam- 
paign emerged in the mid-1960s, when Irish Nationalists protested the 
discriminatory practices that they had faced since the foundation of the 
state.5 These peaceful protests were met with state repression, which 
eventually set the stage for the organization of the Provisional IRA in 
1970 and for a guerrilla campaign, supported by Sinn Fein, that continues 
today.6 Why people moved from supporting peaceful civil rights protests 
to supporting IRA violence is the subject of the examinations that follow. 

I A number of sources document the social, economic, and political discrimination that 
Nationalists in the North of Ireland face. These include Fermanagh Civil Rights 
Association (1969), Northern Ireland Civil Rights Association (1978), de Paor (1970), 
Darby (1983), and King and Viggers (1988). 
6 In late 1969 and early 1970, members of both the IRA and Sinn Fein split over 
whether political or military activities should be dominant in the republican move- 
ment. The Provisional IRA and Provisional Sinn Fein were formed by those emphasiz- 
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I will first make a quantitative examination of the development of 
Provisional IRA violence in Derry City, in the North of Ireland. Derry 
provides an excellent setting in which to determine whether economic 
deprivation and state repression influence the development of political 
violence in a community mobilized for peaceful protest. Unlike the case in 
other cities, Nationalists in Derry were blatantly discriminated against 
politically and economically in spite of being in the majority (e.g., de Paor 
1970, pp. 157-58, 171; McCann 1980; Hewitt 1981, pp. 366-67). Be- 
cause of this, Derry was the focal point of civil rights protests that 
mobilized much of its Nationalist population (Bell 1979, p. 357; McCann 
1980; McClean 1983).' Since they were in the majority, Derry National- 
ists were not threatened with violence, as were Nationalists in other areas 
(Boyd 1969; Farrell 1976).8 The development of the IRA in Derry, there- 
fore, was not influenced by sectarian threats and violence. Furthermore, 
and probably because of the lack of sectarian threats, Derry did not have 
the republican tradition that influenced the development of the Provi- 
sional IRA in other areas, such as Belfast or South Armagh (McGuinness 
1985; Bell 1987, pp. 185-86). Instead, Derry was a stronghold of the 
constitutional Nationalist party, the moderate forerunner of the Social 
Democratic and Labor party (SDLP).9 Finally, Derry was the focal point 
of several instances of state repression, including the Battle of the Bog- 
side, internment, and Bloody Sunday, that directly affected the National- 
ists in the community (McCann 1980; McClean 1983). 10 While repression 

ing military activities. Those favoring a more political response became known as the 
Official IRA and Official Sinn Fein. In 1972 the Official IRA declared a cease-fire. See 
Bell (1979, pp. 355-72) for a discussion of the split. 
7 Fifteen thousand people marched in Derry on November 16, 1968, in a civil rights 
march (NICRA 1978, p. 13). This represents approximately 29% of the city's 1961 
population. Of course, not every marcher that day was from the city, but much of 
Derry's Nationalist community must have been represented. 
8 A confrontation between a crowd from Derry's Bogside and a Loyalist district on 
April 15, 1972, was the first sectarian conflict in the city since 1969 (Deutsch and 
Magowan 1974, p. 170). 
9 While the SDLP replaced the insular Nationalist party as the main party of moderate 
Nationalists, it did not develop from the Nationalist party. It developed from the civil 
rights movement as an alternative to republican violence and Nationalist party inade- 
quacies. The SDLP advocates the reunification of Ireland through peaceful means. 
10 The Bogside, a Nationalist area in Derry, was attacked by Loyalist mobs and the 
Royal Ulster Constabulary (RUC) on August 12, 1969, after rioting in the area. With 
Nationalists still behind barricades on August 14, Westminster intervened and sent 
British troops in to separate the two communities. Further rioting caused troops to be 
deployed in other areas of the North. Internment began on August 9, 1971, when the 
British army arrested and held without trial republican and other (almost exclusively 
Nationalist) agitators. Practice raids tipped off the IRA, so that most of those arrested 
were civil rights activists and old, no longer active IRA men (McGuffin 1973). Intern- 
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or economic injustice affected most Nationalist communities in the North 
of Ireland in the late 1960s and early 1970s, no other community has the 
background that makes Derry ideal for a quantitative examination of the 
development of political insurgency. 

I index the rise of the Provisional IRA by counting events in Deutsch 
and Magowan (1973, 1974). The number of shootings and bombings 
attributed to the Provisional IRA in Derry per month between August 
1970 and March 1972 is used to indicate the emergence of the Provision- 
als."1 These beginning and ending dates are not arbitrary, but they de- 
marcate the development of IRA violence. Aside from defensive activities 
during major riots, the first recorded incident of IRA violence in Derry 
took place on August 5, 1970, when shots were fired at a British army 
sentry. By March of 1972, the Provisionals had bombed out much of 
Belfast and Derry, had forced the British to prorogue the Northern Ire- 
land government at Stormont and institute direct rule from London, and 
had become strong enough to make the British willing to negotiate a 
temporary cease-fire (Bell 1979, pp. 386-88; McCann 1980, pp. 105-6). 

Economic deprivation is indexed here by monthly change (unemploy- 
ment, - unemploymentt -1) in the percentage rate of unemployment in 
Derry as reported in the Employment Gazette (Great Britain Employ- 
ment Department, 1970-72). Discrimination in employment is probably 
the key form of economic deprivation in the North of Ireland (Kovalcheck 
1987) and in Derry in particular (McCann 1980). With respect to the 
North generally, O'Hearn states that "discrimination in employment is 
probably the most important form of discrimination" (1983, p. 442). This 
fits with the findings of Peroff and Hewitt (1980), who show that the 

ment was phased out at the end of 1975. Bloody Sunday occurred on January 30, 1972. 
During an anti-internment march in Derry, members of the British army's First 
Parachute Regiment shot and killed 13 unarmed Nationalist civilians (Bell 1979, pp. 
384-85; McClean 1983). 
" Incidents of petrol bombing and instances where IRA members were part of a 
community-based defensive effort, e.g., during the Battle of the Bogside, were not 
included in the measure. In some months there was so much violence that the level for 
Derry had to be estimated. Thus, for November 27, 1971, Deutsch and Magowan 
(1973, p. 141) report 12 explosions in Belfast, Derry, Dungannon, and Coalisland and 
a total of 21 explosions throughout the North. On that day it was estimated that three 
of the twelve explosions in the four cities took place in Derry. When no location was 
offered for explosions, a threshold measure was adopted whereby it was assumed that 
every fifth incident occurred in Derry. In some cases it was impossible to determine 
whether the violence was caused by the Provisional IRA, the focus of this examina- 
tion. For violent incidents directed at the security forces for which no organization 
claimed responsibility, it was assumed that the Provisional IRA carried out the attack. 
This is consistent with accounts that state that the Provisional IRA was more active 
militarily than the Official IRA in Derry (e.g., McCann 1980). More detailed informa- 
tion on the measurement of the dependent variable is available from the author. 
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unemployment rate but not the level of "new homes completed" was 
related to the frequency and severity of rioting in the North between 1968 
and 1973. In Derry, unemployment levels were especially important be- 
cause high unemployment promoted Nationalist emigration and helped to 
ensure Loyalist domination of the community (e.g., McCann 1980, pp. 
22-23). 12 

I employ three indicators of state repression to index limits on the 
ability of Nationalists to engage in protest and on possible psychological 
changes that may result from repression. "Organized state repression" is 
measured with a binary variable, coded zero for all months before the 
introduction of internment in August 1971 and one for all months includ- 
ing and following this date. This captures the effect of the introduction 
and sustained use of internment on levels of protest. "Unorganized state 
repression" is measured with two variables. The first is a binary variable 
indexing the effect of Bloody Sunday, and it is coded one for January 
1972. The code for all other months is zero. The second is a count of the 
number of Nationalist civilians killed in Derry per month by the security 
forces (i.e., by the Royal Ulster Constabulary [RUC], the Ulster Defence 
Regiment [UDR], or the British Army).'3 

The exogenous variables are lagged one time period. Lagging these 
variables eliminates the possible simultaneity bias between contem- 
poraneously measured dependent variables and independent variables 
and is consistent with the theoretical issues being examined. The choice of 
a one-period lag is made with the assumption that, between 1970 and 
1972, one month was the approximate time needed for an individual to 
respond to an event, become an IRA member, and affect the IRA's ability 
to engage in violence. This is consistent with current republican literature 
("Five Days in an IRA Training Camp" 1983, pp. 39-45) and accounts of 
IRA recruiting during that time period (Bell 1987, pp. 182-83). In order 
to control for the initial level of the dependent variable and for influences 

12 A better index of deprivation might be the ratio of Nationalist to Loyalist unemploy- 
ment. This would provide a sense of the relative economic deprivation of the National- 
ists. Unfortunately, the monthly unemployment levels for these discrete groups in 
Derry are not available for the period of time examined. 
13 The UDR is a locally recruited regiment of the British army that replaced the almost 
exclusively Loyalist Ulster Special Constabulary ("B Specials") in 1970. Between Au- 
gust 1970 and March 1972, five Nationalist civilians, not counting those killed on 
Bloody Sunday, were shot dead in Derry, in disputed circumstances (Asmal et al. 
1985, pp. 135-39). One of them was killed in cross fire between the security forces and 
the IRA; this incident is not included. As with unemployment, there are other mea- 
sures of repression that could be used, including fluctuations in the level of the security 
forces and the number of arrests of Nationalists. Unfortunately, only the yearly level of 
troop strength and the numbers jailed are published regularly, and these are available 
only for the entire North, not for subdivisions like Derry. 
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not specified, I also include the lagged level of IRA violence in the equa- 
tion. With the introduction of this term into the level equation, the depen- 
dent variable becomes the amount of change from month to month in the 
level of IRA violence, rather than the level of violence itself. 

Intensive Interviews with Political Activists 

Data for the second examination are from my larger study of support for 
political violence in Ireland (1987). While completing the larger study, I 
conducted interviews with people who were active in the civil rights 
campaign in the North of Ireland in the late 1960s and early 1970s. Some 
of them became IRA supporters, others did not. 4 I made two field trips to 
Ireland in 1984, and a third in 1985. My initial trip was exploratory- 
there was no indication prior to my entering the field that access to 
political activists was possible. Interviews conducted during this first field 
experience were not tape-recorded, and the data collected yielded exten- 
sive field notes I used to develop the questions that I asked, on tape, 
during my second and third field trips. I recorded all interviews con- 
ducted during the second and third trips. Short repeat interviews were 
also conducted on the third trip to assess the reliability and validity of the 
data. 15 The interviews are as long as two hours. They consist of discus- 
sions of a number of topics that, because the interview was potentially 
threatening, were written out and shown to the respondents before the 
taping. The second examination described below is confined to taped 
interviews with 11 former civil rights activists. Background information 
on the respondents is in table 1. 

The respondents were not chosen randomly. I did try, however, to 
ensure that respondents came from as varied backgrounds as possible. 
Former civil rights activists from urban and rural areas were inter- 
viewed, as were people with varying levels of education and supporters of 
different civil rights organizations (e.g., Northern Ireland Civil Rights 

14 "Support" for peaceful protest does not necessarily mean that a given individual was 
a formal member of a specific civil rights organization. I listed as former civil rights 
supporters those who stated that they had supported the civil rights movement and 
described civil rights activities that they had participated in, e.g., squatting or attend- 
ing civil rights movement-sponsored marches. 
1 Snow and Machalek (1984, pp. 177-78) argue that the reliability of retrospective 
accounts is questionable. To check this, I interviewed five republicans twice, with the 
interviews separated in time by approximately one year. There was no evidence that 
the respondents reconstructed their accounts to fit a "politically correct" interpretation 
of events (as is often the case with religious converts). Instead, individuals gave a 
similar account in each interview, often using different phrases or examples to convey 
the same theme. 
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TABLE 1 

GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF CIVIL RIGHTS SUPPORTERS 

Interview Year Social Republican Place of Shifted 
No. Born* Backgroundt Background Birth: Support to 

1 ..... 1935 Farming Yes County Fermanagh Sinn Fein 
2 ..... 1945 Working Yes County Tyrone Sinn Fein 

class 
3 ..... 1950 Middle No Derry Sinn Fein 

class 
4 ..... 1950 Working No Belfast Sinn Fein 

class 
5 ..... 1950 Farming No County Fermanagh Sinn Fein 
6 ..... 1955 Working No County Armagh Sinn Fein 

class 
7 ..... 1955 Working No Belfast Sinn Fein 

class 
8 ..... 1955 Working Yes County Armagh Sinn Fein 

class 
9 ..... 1955 Working No County Tyrone Sinn Fein 

class 
10 ..... 1940 Middle Yes County Tyrone SDLP 

class 
11 ..... 1945 Working Yes Belfast SDLP 

class 

* Year born is rounded to the nearest year divisible by five in order to ensure anonymity. 
tSocial background is self-reported. 
tPlace of birth is purposely vague in order to ensure anonymity. 

Association [NICRA] and People's Democracy [PD]). When interviewed, 
eight people were active in Sinn Fein, two were active in the SDLP, and 
one was a former Sinn Fein member who was not a member of any 
political party. Most of the activists became republicans or SDLP mem- 
bers in the late 1960s and early 1970s, though two joined Sinn Fein in the 
early 1980s. 

The data below are from discussions of topics relating to peaceful 
versus violent methods of bringing about political change. These data 
provide an opportunity to assess the cognitive changes that resulted from 
repressive events such as those indexed in the quantitative investigation. 
Republicans were asked why they became involved in the republican 
movement, what their opinion of the SDLP was at the time they became 
involved in republican politics, and why they shifted from supporting 
peaceful protest to supporting violent protest. Questions asked of the 
SDLP supporters were to assess their views on IRA violence versus 
peaceful methods for bringing about political change. 
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TABLE 2 

DETERMINANTS OF PROVISIONAL IRA VIOLENCE IN 
DERRY CITY, AUGUST 1970-MARCH 1972 

IRA 
Independent Violence 

Variable 1970-72 

IRA violence (t-). ..................... -.04 
(.25) 

Change in unemployment rate (t ...... -.54 
(1.79) 

Organized state repression: 
Internment (t-1). .................... 9.28* 

(3.88) 
Unorganized state repression: 

1. Bloody Sunday (t- 1)............... 9.35 
(5.84) 

2. Shootings (t-1) ......... ........... 6.03* 
(2.50) 

Constant ............................. 1.86 
(1.53) 

R2 ........... ....................... .66 
Estimation technique ........ .......... OLS 
T (months) ............................ 20 

NOTE.-Unstandardized coefficients are presented; standard 
errors are in parentheses. 

* P < .05 (one-tailed test). 

MACRO-LEVEL CAUSES OF POLITICAL INSURGENCY 

Regression of the measure of political violence on measures of economic 
hardship and state repression shows that IRA violence increased signifi- 
cantly in months following incidents in which the security forces shot 
down civilians (unorganized repression) and months in which the state 
was engaged in organized repression (internment; see table 2). 16 Inter- 

16 Several diagnostic checks on the stability of the assumptions underlying these esti- 
mates were performed. For example, the possibility, suggested by Goldstone (1986), 
that unemployment and repression interact to produce insurgency, was assessed. In- 
cluding interaction terms in the equation (change in unemployment by number of 
civilians killed and change in unemployment by organized state repression), however, 
showed no evidence of nonadditivity. The degree and form of autocorrelation of the 
disturbances were evaluated by including et - 1 as a regressor in an equation regressing 
the residuals from the initial equation on the original independent variables (see Dur- 
bin 1970). This produced no evidence of autocorrelation. Second, and perhaps more 
important, I plotted the autocorrelation and partial autocorrelation functions, observ- 
ing the pattern of autocorrelations and inspecting Q (McCleary et al. 1980). The Q- 
statistic (4.378, with 10 df) was not significant at conventional levels. Moreover, no 
single autocorrelation or partial autocorrelation was statistically significant. 
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estingly, higher levels of economic deprivation, as indexed by changes in 
the rate of unemployment, were not related to increased violence, con- 
trary to what deprivation arguments suggest. 

The findings are consistent with historical accounts of events in Ireland 
in the early 1970s. Internment, an attempt to control the IRA by jailing 
its activists without trial, was a serious mistake. Because of poor informa- 
tion and IRA foreknowledge that internment was imminent, the major 
victims of internment were civil rights agitators, not current IRA activists 
(McGuffin 1973, pp. 86-87). After internment, many peaceful protesters 
turned to political violence, as is shown in my results and in McCann 
(1980, pp. 96-97; see also Bell 1979, pp. 381-82). However, IRA vio- 
lence did not increase significantly after Bloody Sunday. This may result 
from the date of Bloody Sunday-it occurred after internment, when 
IRA violence was already on the increase. 

Increased deprivation in the form of unemployment was not related to 
change in the level of violent protest in Derry. 7 Various types of repres- 
sion, however, were related to change in the amount of political violence. 
On a macro level, the repression of protest led to political violence, a 
finding consistent with those of other researchers (Hibbs 1973; Hamilton 
1981; Muller 1985; Muller and Seligson 1987). What remains unclear is 
the process through which repression changes people from being support- 
ers of peaceful protest to being supporters of political violence. 

SUPPORT FOR GUERRILLA WAR: PERSONAL ACCOUNTS 
I combined life history and analytic induction methodologies to examine 
the intensive interview data. I began by examining the social movement 
career of one individual as he moved from supporting peaceful protest to 
involvement in the IRA. Since this respondent had been arrested, his IRA 
membership was public knowledge. This allowed him to describe in his 
own words the changing environment, his reaction to these changes, and 
the process by which he became ready to join the IRA. I then compared 
this account with the accounts of other republicans. All the respondents 
were, or had been, members of Sinn Fein. Some of them may also have 
been members of the IRA, but they could not discuss this openly. These 
accounts demonstrate that the general processes described in the life his- 
tory were not specific to one individual. Finally, I contrasted the republi- 
can accounts with statements from former civil rights supporters who did 
not embrace political violence. 

These personal accounts are used to provide insight into the cognitive 

17 Thompson (1987) examines political violence in the entire North of Ireland for 
longer time periods and also finds that it is not significantly related to unemployment. 
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processes that people experience as they become IRA supporters. Though 
no tests are available to determine whether one topic is addressed or 
emphasized significantly more than any other, consistencies in the ac- 
counts and the respondents' tendency to focus on certain issues and not on 
others can be used as support for or against the theoretical questions 
considered here. Particularly in relation to the frustration-deprivation 
arguments, respondents' discussions of why they support the IRA and 
their reactions to state repression should provide evidence of an aware- 
ness of deprivation and a frustration associated with deprivation and 
repression. Evidence that questions this perspective and supports polit- 
ical process theories will be present when individuals mention depriva- 
tion in a broader context than just the impingement of grievances and 
repression on themselves. Fireman and Gamson (1979) and Snow et al. 
(1980), for example, argue that solidarity and connections with people 
already involved in social movements make it likely that the uninvolved 
will become involved. Theories of cognitive liberation and frame align- 
ment suggest that the data will provide evidence that people consider the 
reactions and opinions of other people as they determine their own re- 
sponses to experiences. Finally, if protesters are rational, a consideration 
of the merits of peaceful versus violent protest should also be found in the 
data. 

The following discussion pertains to an individual who became active 
in civil rights protests in 1968 and subsequently joined the IRA in 1972, 
after Bloody Sunday. His statements indicate the development of an 
awareness of past and present injustices, problems with the political 
system, the inefficacy of constitutional politics, and the sincerity of those 
engaging in political violence. This awareness developed from interaction 
with others who were politically active. The data fitted well with the 
ideas that people, over time, weigh the costs and benefits of political 
violence before they engage in it, and that there is an alignment process 
whereby people study the actions of others in their established social 
networks when they consider supporting political violence. 

The account begins with the respondent's reaction to civil rights dem- 
onstrations and state repression of these demonstrations: 

RESPONDENT (hereafter, R): As soon as the civil rights started, things 
started to fall together for me. All of the little bits of information and facts 
and evidence that I had picked up, from whatever source. Be it just casual 
comments from people around me, just watching people's attitudes . .. it 
all began to gel for me, and build up towards some main picture. And the 
picture was that . .. the way I had been brought up to respect other people's 
rights wasn't being done by the state. And therefore all the stories and 
mythologies and all the rest of it had to have some foundation. And so I 
started talking to more people, and reading more about it.... I mean, it 
wasn't natural that I thought, "The gun was the only answer." But when 
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you went out to riot and you saw the RUC coming into the area-they used 
to invade areas and they'd break down doors and they'd go into people's 
houses and they'd beat them up. Once I saw that, then there was no 
problem with rioting. And, I mean, myself and a group of others took it 
sometimes one step further. Instead of simply going and taking part in a 
riot, we would actually go along and entice the cops into ambush situations 
where ... one of us would go up ... [and] start pegging stones at them.... 
And eventually they'd all charge out after us.... You'd get about thirty of 
them coming at you. And on either side of the corner we'd have maybe 
another thirty people, just waiting on them. With bottles and stones. And 
as they charged out they'd get wiped out. 

Through interaction with other people and because of personal experi- 
ence, he defined the state as illegitimate and defined opposition to the 
state, including rioting, as legitimate. At this point in his social move- 
ment career, the British Army entered the North as a peacekeeping force. 

INTERVIEWER (hereafter, I): What was your reaction when the British 
Army came on the street? 

R: I can't say that I was antagonistic towards them, as soon as they 
appeared, because a lot of people felt a great sense of relief. . .. They 
[Nationalists] had beat the RUC into the ground, and the guns were the 
next thing. And the RUC had used their guns on two occasions in Derry. 
And they had used them more frighteningly in Belfast, where they actually 
killed in August [1969]. 

After the British army arrived: 

R: . . . Once there was a relative amount of peace, I would have been 
waiting to see what the next stage was.... I knew there had to be some sort 
of a political initiative. So I would have accepted them as being there.... 
But it didn't take long for my antagonism to build up. Because the first day 
that I saw barbed wire had been put across a street to stop a march, or a 
protest, and it was in the same areas where we were never allowed to march 
before.... Nothing had really changed. And then, of course, one day I saw 
a bit of a hassle going on with Brits and some people were trying to march 
and the batons were pulled. And I recognized one of the Brits that was 
doing the batoning as one of the guys I had been speaking to. And he saw 
me and he said, "Look, go on, get the fuck out of here." And I said, "No, 
you can't tell me to do that. I know you're all right, I know you're a sound 
enough character because I've spoken to you, but this is my town and I'm 
allowed to be here. " And he says, "I'm just fucking telling you for your own 
good because we're going to start using [CS] gas." Well, I said, "That's too 
bad because I'm going to be over there. So it looks like we're on opposite 
sides after all. " And that's really when it started. But that didn't prompt me 
to run looking for a gun or for the IRA. 

I: What . . . would have legitimized supporting the IRA? 
R: Well, the Brits come in. . . . They're on the streets, and then the 

natural progression . . . is that they get involved in more riot situations, 
they get in more and more repression, and the cycle goes on.... But at this 
stage [the respondent went away to school].... But then Bloody Sunday 
happened and again this incredible sense of outrage. . . . And following 
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along Bloody Sunday I decided that what I was doing ... was wanting to 
go home more and more. And as soon as I came home, I got into Sinn Fein, 
and it was a natural progression from there. Because my beliefs were fairly 
well formulated at the time. The British were killing our people, they were 
locking them up, and they were nothing more than Stormont. 

Bloody Sunday, a key instance of state repression, had a great in- 
fluence, but, even with this, the respondent did not immediately join the 
IRA. His joining resulted from a "natural progression." In the following, 
he describes his reaction to Bloody Sunday and compares it with his 
reaction to the deaths of IRA Volunteers on hunger strike in 1981.18 The 
account shows that his reaction was emotional, political, and rational. 

R: Bloody Sunday, then, didn't change my attitude, and, in particular, it 
wasn't an emotional response that "I hate the Brits and it's about time I did 
something. . . ." I'd always been concerned, I'd always been motivated 
towards things Irish, and it was just another . .. act of political vandalism 
on Irish people. But I mean it didn't . .. insist that I should immediately 
lash out and join because at that time the IRA was virtually signing people 
up on the streets.... 

I: But would that have been an [emotional] response on their part? 
R: I think so, yeah ... and especially since it still had the ... hangover of 

the civil rights and it was a massive march of civilians .... But ... there 
is always emotionalism involved in everything. It's impossible not to have 
it.... You're not human if you're not emotional in certain circumstances. 
I worked my ass off during the Hunger Strike, right? ... But when Sands 
died, and I mean I expected him to die-from the word go, I expected him 
to die; I didn't have any illusions about it. I was shocked and I was stunned 
when Hughes died.... I was in tears when Hughes died.... I couldn't 
believe that it had happened, you know? And ... I had the same emotional 
reaction right through to the end. And to this day it's something that ... 
can literally bring tears on.... But it didn't make me any less rational in 
what I was doing, because my reaction that day [when Hughes died] was 
not-I did, I freaked a bit ... because there was a couple that wanted to 
kneel down and say the Rosary. And I lost my head and started shouting at 
them, "Get out and block the fucking traffic," because we were down at a 
black flag protest anyway.... And, I left.... I went out and ... bought 
black markers in a stationery shop and sheet of card and come back and 
wrote up posters, you know? It doesn't make you any less rational as long as 
you understand what you're doing and why you're doing it. 

The process by which he became a member of the IRA can best be 
summed up by two more brief quotes. The first is part of his response to 
the question of why he became involved in the republican movement; the 
second is his response to the question of why he became involved in Sinn 
Fein rather than the SDLP. 

18 In 1981, 10 republican prisoners fasted to death in an attempt to win political status. 
Bobby Sands was the first to die and Francis Hughes the second. For an account of the 
hunger strike, see Collins (1986) or Beresford (1987). 
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R: ... I didn't join because my friends were in the movement.... I was 
motivated to join the republican movement because I knew that the people 
who were in it were sincere.... 

R: (Laughs) . . . because, quite frankly, I consider myself intelligent 
enough to see that constitutional politics as they're termed in the six coun- 
ties are British constitutional politics. And it's British constitutional politics 
that have produced the situation in the North.... 

I: . . . What led you to that conclusion? 
R: I lived there. 

This career history presents the process by which this one person be- 
came a supporter of political violence. The process took place in the 
context of his ongoing interaction with fellow members of the Nationalist 
community. Together, he and people with whom he identified experi- 
enced a questioning of the state in response to repression by the local 
authorities, and then they experienced a similar delegitimation of British 
authority in response to British repression. Contrary to the arguments of 
mobilization authors (Jenkins and Perrow 1977; Tilly 1978), for this re- 
spondent, grievances had not been constant. State repression had in- 
troduced new grievances that caused him to interpret these new injustices 
in the light of his knowledge of long-term grievances, his commitment to 
people affected by the repression, and his knowledge of and interaction 
with those who had reacted to the repression by supporting political 
violence. In the words of Snow et al. (1986, pp. 469-72), the repression 
made him more open to "belief amplification" regarding the efficacy of 
political violence. His perceived options were limited, his awareness was 
raised, political violence became legitimate, and the cost of inactivity was 
great ("The British were killing our people"); therefore, he did experience 
a "natural progression." What remains to be seen is whether this progres- 
sion was also experienced by others who supported peaceful protest ini- 
tially and then became IRA supporters. The data suggest that it was. 

Each of the republicans was asked the open-ended question, "Why, in 
general, did you decide to become involved in the republican move- 
ment?" In response to this question, none of the respondents mentioned 
economic discrimination specifically. This is consistent with their per- 
sonal situations. At the time they became active in republican politics, 
five respondents were, or had recently been, students, three were working 
full-time, and only one was unemployed. Consistent with the career his- 
tory above, each mentions community loyalty, state repression, and non- 
economic injustices as motivators of republican support. These people 
support IRA violence because: 

1. They feel a social commitment to their community and kin. 
I have five children and I have to try and pave the way for them. That they 
won't have to be up against the same things as their father and I were.... 
And I feel that my parents could've done more, and didn't. Be it through 
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selfishness or whatever, you know? And the situation in the country where 
you have x number of men behind bars and they're going to stay there if you 
don't get out and do something about it. [Interview 2] 

2. They have experienced state repression. 

... Internment ... was a watershed in the six counties.... Hundreds of 
people were taken from their homes.... And ... as a young person ... it 
was an experience that obviously would leave an impression. [Interview 5] 

3. They believe that organized political violence will produce social 
change. 

Well, first of all, I believed very strongly that . . . it's the only way to 
remove Britain from Ireland. . . . [Interview 8] 

4. Injustice impinges on their national identity. 

. . . The six counties is part of Ireland, and it is being occupied by a foreign 
force, that is, the British Army and the British government which has sent 
them there.... If we went over tomorrow and took over the Home counties 
of England, the English are not gonna bow down and say it's all yours, 
right? "It's Irish now, you can keep it." So why should we be any different 
to them? Why should we be any the less patriotic? [Interview 9] 

These comments suggest that community loyalty, a reaction to repres- 
sion, and a belief that IRA violence will bring about political benefits 
have influenced a large portion of the Nationalist community. 

The interview data also show that many people in the Nationalist 
community became alienated from nonviolent responses to the repres- 
sion. Examination of the attitudes of the respondents toward the leading 
alternative to the republican movement, the Social Democratic and 
Labour party (SDLP), gives a sense of the political opportunities that 
were perceived. Several respondents were asked, "Why would you have 
chosen the republican movement instead of the SDLP?" Responses to this 
question, presented in the Appendix, show that the SDLP was viewed as 
a party of nonmilitant hypocrites. 19 In the context of a mobilized popula- 
tion desiring political change that was met with forceful resistance, con- 
stitutional politics were seen as useless. 

Participation in organized political violence appears to be a reaction to 
state violence that is conditioned by a commitment to one's peers and 
community and by the belief that a given state is not reformable. If the 
state is reformable, repression does not take place. The accounts also 
show that political violence was seen as an effective alternative to ineffec- 
tive peaceful protest. Note the following: 

19 See McCafferty (1981, p. 64) for comments similar to those presented in the App. 
(Interview 2) concerning the SDLP and the ill-fated rent strike. 
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I: ... Do you think that the republican movement will succeed in forcing 
the British to withdraw? 

R: Yeah, well, obviously I do, or else I wouldn't be involved in the 
movement. [Interview 4] 

The data show that the decision to become involved in political violence 
is influenced by state repression and interaction with other people experi- 
encing this repression. The data also show that this decision is an emo- 
tional, political, and rational one. 

Republicans and Non-Republicans 

The SDLP supporters were also influenced by the state violence, but their 
political choice was to remain with constitutional politics. Although lim- 
ited because so few SDLP members were interviewed, those interviews 
done suggest that their choice resulted from their differential placement in 
the social structure from their working-class and student counterparts'. 
This differential placement increased the costs, perceived and actual, of 
involvement in political violence for the future SDLP supporters and 
decreased the likelihood of their experiencing cognitive liberation and 
frame alignment. As a result, the SDLP supporters were less likely to 
view political violence as an effective counter to British repression. 

The SDLP supporters were older than the IRA supporters, were uni- 
versity graduates, and held middle-class occupations in the late 1960s. 
Because they had careers, they were probably less "available" (Snow et 
al. 1980) for involvement in political violence than those who became 
republicans. In addition, participation in political violence is a career- 
threatening, high-cost behavior. Middle-class students and members of 
the working class would have been less affected by these costs. 

Not only was the cost of participating in political violence greater for 
the SDLP supporters, but they were also insulated from the need to 
question the state and the evidence that political violence is efficacious. In 
the North of Ireland, the people most likely to experience state repression, 
both in the massive, organized forms like internment and, more usually, 
in the form of daily harassment from British soldiers, are working-class 
people. If IRA violence was viewed as an effective counter to this repres- 
sion, and the evidence suggests that it was, then it is likely that cognitive 
liberation spread more thoroughly through working-class areas than it 
did in middle-class areas.20 The future SDLP supporters, having estab- 

20 During this period (1970-72), the efficacy of IRA violence was manifested to IRA 
supporters in the following: the IRA established and patrolled "no-go zones" in work- 
ing-class areas that protected Nationalists from Loyalist violence and security-force 
harassment; the IRA bombed the Stormont government, the symbol of Loyalist domi- 
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lished themselves in the middle-class community, would have been rela- 
tively insulated from this process. In this sense, the SDLP supporters 
experienced less "frame resonance" (Snow et al. 1986, p. 477) than their 
working-class counterparts. Students, in contrast, were more likely to 
identify with those suffering from repression. Some were from working- 
class backgrounds, and student civil rights involvement centered on a 
socialist, proworker ideology espoused by the principal student civil 
rights organization, People's Democracy (Arthur 1974). Their physical 
and ideological proximity to the people suffering from repression made it 
easier for them to follow the IRA's interpretations of events and to formu- 
late proper responses to them (see also Heirich 1971, pp. 29-31). 

Contrast the following statements from the SDLP supporters with the 
statements of the IRA supporters reported previously: 

I: After something like the pogrom here in Belfast in 1969, or the intern- 
ment, or Bloody Sunday, would you have ever been attracted to political 
violence? 

R: No. 
I: No? 
R: There's an emotional thing in everybody which makes you want to 

lash out, but, you know, anyone with any wit determines their response to 
what's happening from their head and not from their heart. [Interview 10] 

I: In your own opinion, will the IRA succeed in driving the British out? 
R: No. 
I: No? Why not? 
R: Because I think they underestimate the tenacity of the British. I think 

the best analogy you can use is the elephant sitting on the flea. Certainly the 
IRA cause a lot of mayhem here, but they don't really have any effect on- 
the British can pursue a long-term policy of damage limitation; it's not like 
a Vietnam or anything like that. [Interview 11] 

The republicans and the SDLP supporters were all influenced by 
repression and grievances, but they differed in how they responded to 
them. Although more data need to be collected before a definitive state- 
ment can be made, the data here suggest that, for the civil rights activists 
who joined the SDLP, the state repression would not have been as oner- 
ous, and the efficacy of political violence would have been less evident. 
While the SDLP members argue that violence is counterproductive and 
will fail, the republicans argue that it is the only logical method for 
obtaining political change. While an SDLP supporter implies that the 

nation, out of existence; and reforms from Westminster were consistently a response to 
violence. The belief that IRA violence is effective was based on concrete events and 
successes, even if the IRA did not drive the British from the North of Ireland (see 
Adams 1986, pp. 52-54). 
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republican reaction is emotional and irrational, republicans believe their 
reactions to be rational. 

SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS 
This article uses information on the Provisional Irish Republican Army 
for better understanding of why people engage in political violence. 
Time-series regression analysis of data indexing the development of the 
IRA in Derry City shows that political violence was not a function of 
economic deprivation. Violence in Derry did increase, however, follow- 
ing instances of state repression. I used personal accounts from people 
supporting political violence to interpret this finding. These accounts 
show that support for political violence results from a conscious decision 
that occurs when people come to see peaceful protest as futile. Viewing 
peaceful protest as ineffective is influenced by the level of commitment 
one has to those who are experiencing repression and by one's placement 
in the social structure. Although state repression does produce an emo- 
tional reaction in its victims, this emotional reaction does not prompt 
noninstrumental behavior. Instead, people experience emotions and still 
act rationally, determining consciously whether violence is the proper 
response to the situation. 

These results contradict those of previous authors who find that eco- 
nomic deprivation is a cause of political violence. The findings of previ- 
ous studies, however, are open to question because a general measure of 
"political violence" is often used to measure the insurgency of the de- 
prived. My results here, based on more appropriate data, provide little 
support for the argument that short-term economic changes cause social 
revolutions, rebellion, or political strife. The results from the personal 
accounts, however, do show that long-term, noneconomic grievances, in 
concert with other factors, such as cognitive liberation, are motivators of 
political violence, as are new grievances caused by repression. 

My findings are limited to the question of why people engaging in 
peaceful protest do or do not turn to political violence; a dilemma facing 
Palestinians in the occupied territories and anti-apartheid protesters in 
South Africa. While the antecedents to involvement in myriad kinds of 
social movements and social protest may be similar, the findings here 
pertain to the choice of peaceful versus violent protest. Although Peroff 
and Hewitt (1980) find that unemployment is related to the level of rioting 
in the North of Ireland and no relationship between unemployment and 
organized political violence in the North is found here, this should not be 
surprising. Participation in rioting and participation in organized political 
violence are different behaviors. Rioting is a relatively short-lived activity 
with few costs, especially when compared with the potential costs of 

1297 



American Journal of Sociology 

shooting at British soldiers and making and delivering bombs. An in- 
crease in unemployment may make more people available for participa- 
tion in a relatively cost-free activity like rioting but not for a high-cost 
activity like organized violence. Alternatively, it may be that the costs of 
participating in rioting are so low that the grievances associated with 
becoming unemployed are enough to cause rioting. This needs to be 
explored by research comparing participation in rioting with participa- 
tion in political violence and cannot be determined from the research 
here. 

Similarly, research on religious conversion shows that converts "spend 
a good deal of time together accounting and recounting for their partici- 
pation" so that they "jointly develop rationales for what they are or are 
not doing" (Snow et al. 1986, p. 467; see also Snow and Machalek 1984). 
Evidence that this behavior occurs among supporters of organized vio- 
lence was not found in the interview data, and this, too, should not be 
surprising. Conversion to a religious organization and becoming a sup- 
porter of political violence are also different behaviors. On the basis of my 
interaction with Irish republicans, it appears that supporters of political 
violence are too busy building a political movement to worry about their 
"conversion process." In contrast, reflection on the conversion process 
and a "correct" conversion are likely to be important for people who are 
changing their entire value system to make it consistent with a religion- 
based worldview. Researchers and theorists have to recognize that there 
are different kinds of social movements and different kinds of protest. 
While participation in social movements and social protest may result 
from a general process, participation in a particular kind of social protest 
may depend more on some causes of movement participation than on 
others (see also Snow et al. 1986, pp. 467, 476-77; and Knoke 1988). 

Finally, finding that state repression is the major factor explaining the 
development of political violence has important policy implications. State 
repression is counterproductive if it causes peaceful protesters to turn to 
violence. In Ireland, the result has been a guarantee of support for the 
IRA and a costly political stalemate. Unfortunately, state agents too often 
opt for coercion and a "tolerable" level of violence instead of for negotia- 
tion and peaceful social change. 

APPENDIX 
Abbreviated Responses to the Question: Why Would You Have Chosen 
to Support the Republican Movement instead of the SDLP? 

It's quite clear . . . the boys that went into the SDLP, quite clearly, 
weren't in the way of thinking of people like me. Because we-you know, 
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there was always ... especially on militant action, we always had trouble 
with them boys .... [Interview 1] 

Well, you have the Austin Curries, and from the civil rights movement 
emerged the SDLP.... And to a certain extent, until things happened, 
the people withheld the rent because of internment. And Mister Currie, 
Mister Austin Currie of the SDLP, he encouraged them.... And there's 
that much has happened that I just can't recall exactly what year and 
what date, but then you had people being threatened with eviction, and 
Mister Currie wasn't to be seen. After telling them to go and spend the 
rent, he then told them to start paying it back.... And that's the type of 
politicians we had at that stage. [Interview 2] 

I would never even have contemplated joining the SDLP at all . . . 
their politics are totally opposed to mine.... I see them as ... maintain- 
ing their own position in this society in Ireland rather than trying to better 
the position of the large majority of the people.... [Interview 4] 

Nationalists would have seen John Hume as a sort of a future leader 
and all that. But once he joined with people like [Gerry] Fitt, and joined 
the SDLP, Nationalists like me, even before they would of sort of become 
converted to republicanism, would of started to say, "Well, he'd made a 
wrong decision. . . ." And when they seen him starting to backpeddle ... 
and so much so now that . .. he is very much starting to go to the British. 
[Interview 5] 

The SDLP is not a nationalist party. They're trying to fool people ... 
they don't support nationalism and they don't support a united 
Ireland.... [They are] not going to get us a united Ireland. [Interview 9] 
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