CULTUR AGUS AN STAT

Stamas O SfocHAIN

1. An Ndisiunachas

Idéal de chuid an naot haois déag is ea an t-idéal gur céir gurb
ionann iad an stat polaitiuil neamhspleach agus an t-aonad cultirtha
ar a dtugtar an naisitin. Idéal € a d'eascair 6n naisiinachas agus ata
mar bhuntréith ag an naisiiinachas. Ach thdinig go leor de na haon-
aid pholaitiiila da dtagraionn an t-idéal seo ar an saol i bhfad roimhe
sin—oén geeathri go dti an séli haois déag—mar ghnaththoradh ar
iarrachtai rithe a gcumhacht a leathni. I gcasanna airithe—Iluaitear
Sasana mar shampla—chuaigh méid airithe den aontacht chultirtha
taobh leis an aontacht pholaititil 6 this. I gcasanna eile thainig
aontacht chultirtha i ndiaidh agus de bharr na haontachta polaititila.
I gcasanna eile fos, san Eilbhéis mar shampla, nior aontaiodh na
haonaid pholaitiila riamh ar leibhéal an chultiir.

Go dti an naou haois déag, afach, nior glacadh leis mar abhar
creidimh, nach mor, gur coéir go mbeadh aonaid neamhspleicha
pholaitiila ag teacht go hiomlan leis na haonaid aitheanta chulttrtha.
Cé go n-diritear tréithe bunusacha eile leis an niisitinachas ta an
t-idéal seo sa cheartlar. Ni haon ionadh €, mar sin, go ndiritear aird
6 am go chéile ar an geceangal idir cultur agus polaitiocht i dtréimhsi
airithe i stair na tire seo againne agus go mbionn tionchar ag an
naisiunachas ar na freagrai a chuirtear ar aghaidh. Ar an &bhar sin
ni miste an cheist a chur: Cé mar a luigh polaitiocht agus cultur le
chéile in Eirinn roimh theacht na Normannach?

2. Cultir agus Polaitiocht in Eirinn

Leagtar béim ar leith ag scolairi ar aontacht chultirtha sa luathré.
“As far back as we can trace Irish literature Ireland, was, in a full
sense, a nation (although not a nation-state) . . .” a deir de Paor.?
Luaitear aontacht teanga, creidimh agus eagrd ndisiinta an aos
léinn, ach nios minice fos, b’théidir, aontacht arsa na scéimeanna
cosmografacha. “The Pentarchy is the oldest certain fact in the
political history of Ireland” a scriobh Eoin Mac Néill3 Agus ar
nddigh, ni féidir labhairt faoin chdigii cuid gan an t-fomlan a
bheith intuigthe. I mir amhain den traidisiin samhlaitear an tir mar
aonad: ciige amhain i lar baill .i. Mide, “an lar”, agus na ceithre
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cuigi eile mérthimpeall: Connachta, Ulaidh, Laighin agus Mumbha.
[ mir eile den traidisitin samhlaitear dha larphointe a bheith ag an tir,
Teamhair agus Uisneach. Suiomh riogacht dhiaga ab ea Teamhair,
ach nil tabhacht shacrach Uisnigh chomh soiléir—tugann Giraldus
Cambrensis umbilicus Eireann air.4 Sa scéal Suidigud Tellaig Temra
tosafonn an eachtra i dTeamhair, né mar a deirtear in alt 20 den
scéal, i “tellach Temhrach ... co ceithri hardaib hErenn imbi”.
Leanann an slua ar aghaidh go hUisnech, &it a bhfégtar “lia cloichi
céic-druimneach i fir-mullaich Uisnig” (“a pillar-stone with five
ridges . . . a ridge for every province in Ireland”’).5 .

Cé go n-admhaitear go leor de na foinsi a bhfuil fianaise ar na
sciimeanna cosmografacha seo ar fail iontu a bheith déanach, glactar
leis gar fiorthraidisitn &rsa Ceilteach atd iontu. Mar thaca leis seo
deintear tagairt d’fhianaise Chaesair i dtaobh mcrthindl draoithe a
reachtaileadh ar dhata cinnte i geeartlar crioch Gall .i. i dtir na

" Carnutes.®

Ag glacadh leis, mar sin, gar tugadh aitheantas airithe d’aontacht
tire ar leibhéal an chultuir, ni mér féachaint cé mar a luigh sé seo
leis an georas polaitiochta a bhi i réim.” T4 tuairimi nochtaithe ag
Proinsias Mac Cana ar an gceangal idir cultdr agus polaitiocht.® Ag
tracht d6 ar na fili deir sé:

According to the view of the world by which they were con-
ditioned the spiritual concept of a national unity did not require
a mirror image in the realm of secular politics: in other words
religious concept and political structure did not necessarily
coincide. :
Agus

In the primitive Irish view of things political cohesion and
centralism was not in itself necessarily a social good.?

Dirionn Mac Cana ar n-aird ar aiteanna eile ina bhfuil, dar leis®
an ceangal céanna idir an cultdr agus an pholaitiocht—an Ind agus an
Afraic, mar shampla. I gcis na hAfraice, tar éis d5 tagairt a dhéan-
amh do shaothar ciilitil san antraipeolaiocht, deir sé: ‘

Basically what they (na hudair) are saying is that when there is
cultural diversity unity must be maintained through centralist
state-like structures, but that where there is cultural homogenity
these may be dispensed with. The problem in early Ireland was
that each individual kingdom was small enough not to require
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such structures, while in the country as a whole cultural religious
homogeneity was such that centralised government was
unnecessary. !0

Ma ta tabhacht ag an gcultir, ta easpa tabhachta ag baint leis an
bpolaitiocht. Luionn sé leis an dearcadh seo nach bhfuil sa chog-
aiocht ach cluichiocht:

... one might almost describe the endemic warfare of early
Ireland as ‘‘harmless’, for, while it could be barbarous, its
primary aim was like that of the modern riot weapon: to sting
and to stun but not to kill.

B’¢ feidhm na cogaiochta, deirtear linn, “to uphold social order and
to bond the tribal kingdom”. Agus ni raibh sa chreachadéireacht a
ba ghnith sna céadta tar €is teacht na Normannach ach “little more
than a well-tried social lubricant that conferred certain benefits and
carried few dangers for the system”.12

‘T4 an minia seo ar an gceangal idir cultur agus polaitiocht, dar
liom, bunaithe ar (n6 gineann s, nilim cinnte c¢é acu) thuiscint ar
an bpolaitiocht ata lochtach, teoranta. Ni haon rud nua é an deacr-
acht seo ag scolairi luathpholaitiocht na hEireann a thuiscint i
dtéarmai ata ag freagairt don saol mar a bhi an trath ad seachas i
dtéarmai na linne seo. Léirit ar seo ab ea an t-easaontas idir G. H.
Orpen agus Eoin Mac Néill i dtaobh an chérais pholaitiochta.
Chonacthas do Orpen gur tir ainrialta i Eire (“‘anarchic”, “in a
tribal state””). Dhitltaigh Mac Néill an téarma “treibh” a usiid;
samhlaiodh d6 go raibh an tir ina hiomlan aontaithe faoi riail Ard-Ri,
ag a raibh déthain cumhachta leis an dli a chur i bhfeidhm.!* Ba
théarma didltach ¢ “treibh” déibh araon—téarma a chiallaigh easpa
gach tréith a bhain le riar ordaithe an Stait. Mar a thug Binchy faoi
deara go géarchuiseach, ni raibh ar chumas ceachtar acu céras
polaitiochta a shamhld ina gcoinneofai ord poibli gan tréithe stat
ar linne féin aige.

Cé go bhfuil an-dul chun cinn déanta inir dtuiscint ar luathstair
na hEireann 6 this an chéid, ta deacracht fés ag scolairi an cdras
polaitiochta a thuiscint de bharr easpa friotail agus easpa taithi ag
déiledil le struchtur agus saintréithe na polaitiochta i bpobail 4rsa.
Léirit ar théraiccht friotail is ea gur glacadh athuair leis an téarma
“treibh’ ag scolairi airithe: i dtis ag Binchy, a ghlacann le “treibh”
mar “a primary aggregate of people under a headman or chief”’;
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ansin ag Byrne ag a bhfuil alt iomlén ar an dbhar.’* T4 comhartha
ar an scéal, amh, gur téarma fuill (“residual’) é “treibh” f6s, agus
gurb é ata i geeist le “treibheachas” na easpa tréithe a ghabhann le
stat ar linne féin. Sé croi an treibheachais, dar le Binchy, na “the
complete fragmentation of political authority . . . coupled with the
absence of public administrative machinery”’; séard atd sa chéras
polaitiochta go ginearalta nd “the state in chrysalis” né “in
embryo”.!® Dar le Byrne, “it is difficult to speak of politics or the

state as such”.!® Tathar f6s ag smaoineamh ar an stat.

3. An Pholaitiocht agus an Antraipeolaiocht

Bionn ar antraipeolaithe dul i ngleic le téarmajocht agus struchtur
na polaitiochta chomh maith. D’ls4idti an téarma “treibh”, mar
shampla, go forleathan agus gan moérchruinneas i gconai; d usdidti é
i leith pobail mionoiledin san Aigein Chitin agus i leith riochtaf
laidre ar nés Buganda san Afraic Thoir. Ach aris t4 dul chun cinn
déanta, go hairithe 6 1940 nuair a foilsiodh leabhar a aithnitear mar
thtisphointe ag an bhforoinn sin den antraipeolaiocht ar a dtugtar
“antraipeolaiocht pholaitinil”. Seo African Political System inar
roinn na heagarthdiri na cérais pholaititila sa leabhar ina dha chuid:
iadsan le tréithe an stait agus iadsan gan iad.l?

T4 nochtaithe ag diantaighde 6 shin i leith go bhfuil lion i bhfad
nios mé na sin de shaghasanna cérais polaitiochta idir an céras is
simpli agus stat na fichia haoise. Slat tomhais amhain a usaidtear le
saghasanna a mheas nd méid an idirdhealaithe (“differentiation’”)
ata i réim .i. ¢ chomh mér is ata an pholaitiocht scartha amach 6
ghnéithe eile den choras sdisialta, le struchttr agus oifigigh da cuid
féin. I stat na linne seo t4 an t-idirdheald seo sofheicthe go maith;
ta struchtdir na polaitiochta so-aitheanta ¢ struchtiir a bhaineann
leis an eacnamaiocht, le cursai creidimh, oideachais 9rl. Ach sna
pobail is “simpli” ar domhan t4 an céras polaitiochta neamh-
dhealaithe (*“‘undifferentiated””); ta polaitiocht, eacnamaiocht <rl.
fite fuaite ina chéile—taid neadaithe (“embedded”) ina chéile.

Conas a aithnitear an pholaitiocht nuair atd si neadaithe mar seo,
gan aon struchtuiir infheicthe? Ni mér i aithint én bhfeidhm (“func-,
tion”) ata ag an bpolaitiocht. Diritear sainmhinithe sa socheolaiocht
agus san antraipeolaiocht nios mé ar fheidhm na ar struchtdr.
Sampla:

. . . the policy or political system is viewed, not as a concretely
distinct part of the social system, but rather as a functional
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aspect of the whole system: the aspect concerned with making
and carrying out decisions regarding public policy, by whatever
institutional means.18

Chomh maith le sainmhinithe Gsaidtear réimse eile téarmai/coinchea-
panna a leagann béim ar fheidhm na polaitiochta; ina measc ta
udaras (“authority”), cumhacht (“power”), polasai “‘(policy-,
decision-making’), tacajocht (“‘support”), forneart (“force/co-
ercion”), ceannas (‘“leadership”), dlisteanacht (“‘legitimacy’),
riarachan (“‘administration”), srathu soéisialta (“social stratifica-
tion”), larnd (“centralization™), idirdhealu (“‘differentiation”).

Le cabhair 6 shainmhinithe, coincheapanna agus domhaineolas
ar an bpolaitiocht i measc na scértha pobal ar fud an dombhain, tig
le hantraipeolaithe cdrais pholaitiochta a shineadh ar line 6n saghas
is simpli go dti an saghas is casta. T4 {arracht mar seo déanta ag
Dole:1? .

I Tribe: (Autonomous group of people organised primarily
by kinship ties) .
A Egalitarian:
1. Informal Unsegmented (Unstable band or horde)
2. Formal Unsegmented (stable group without lineal kin
divisions)
3. Simple Segmented (group with lineal kin divisions)
B Ranked:
1. Stratified Segmented (aggregate of related kin groups
under the control of a paramount Ieader; chiefdom)

II Nation: (Autonomous group with a centralised government,
organised primarily on the basis of non-kin relation-
ships)

A Simple:
1. State (a nation comprising a single centralised govern-
ment)
B Complex:
1. Empire (a nation comprising more than one previously
autonomous state, each of which continues to exercise a
considerable degree of local autonomy)

C4 lujonn Eire na luathré ar an line 6n gcéras is simpli go dti stat
na haoise seo? T4 si nios goire, dar liom, do chéras stait nd mar a
thugtar le fios go minic.?® Don chuid den aiste seo ata figtha,

103



CULTUR AGUS AN STAT

féachfaidh mé ar dha ghné de chdrais pholaitiochta—srathu séisialta
agus riarach—le polaitiocht na hEireann a chur i gcomhthéacs nios

leithne.

4. Sratha Soisialta:

I measc sainmhinithe ar an stét bunaitear gripa iomlan acu ar
shraitheanna sdisialta (.i. aicmi seasmhacha) a bheith i lathair.®!
Roinneann Morton Fried, urlabhrai amhéin don dream a dsaideann
sainmhinid den chineal seo, pobail i dtri codanna: “egalitarian-
ranked-stratified”’. Scriobhann sé:

Stratified societies lacking political institutions of state level
are almost impossible to find . . . The cause of this rarity is not
difficult to isolate. Once stratification exists, the cause of state-
ship is implicit and the actual formation of the state is begun,
its formal appearance occurring within a relatively brief time.??

Lig dom cur le seo. I bpobail ina maireann daoine ar chomhchéim
(“egalitarian”), ti an oiread céanna diteanna inmheasta (“positions
of value”) is at4 daoine ann. I measc pobail ata rangaithe (‘‘ranked”),
ta nios lu diteanna le stidas na mar ata daoine céilithe chun a lionta;
bionn daoine in iomaiocht di réir. Ach bionn ar an té a bhfuil
gradam ar leith aige a chuid a shaothrd fCs agus ni roinntear bun-
riachtanais na beatha go héagothrom de bharr rangaithe. Cé go
seoltar bia agus canacha eile i dtreo daoine le stidas, athdhdiltear
aris iad; ta cinniri saibhir “for what they dispensed and not for what
they hoarded”. Ni bheidh aon chuid den phobal, 4fach, gan maoin
né dishealbiizithe (‘“‘expropriated””) .i. ni bheidh aicmi oibiachtila,
aicmi i gciall eacnamiil i I2thair.2® Chomh maith leis seo beidh
ideolaiocht an mhuintearais (“kinship”) fés in uachtar; “even the
highest chiefs were conceived superior kinsmen to their people”.?4
Ait a fhaightear srathy séisialta, afach, roinntear maoin bhunus-
ach an tsaoil go héagothrom, biodh an maoin i bhfoirm talamh, uisce,
abhar tégdla, 4bhar déanta gléasanna oibre nd cibé. Le seo td againn
“genuine socio-economic classes associated with markedly com-
trasted standards of living, security and even life expectancy”. T4
a thabhacht bhuntsach imithe chomh maith én muintearas mar
phrionsakal s¢isialta. Dar le roinnt antraipeolaithe, mar sin, td an
stét agat (no geall a bheith) m4 ta srathd scisialta i lathair. Ta fior-
idirdhealu (““differentiation”) anois ann le mionlach ina rialaitheoirf
proifisitinta ar thaobh amhdin agus an mérlach ar an taobh eile:
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Ni mér a chinntii, mar sin, cén saghas éagotiroime a bhi le fail
in Eirinn. Usiidtear focail mar “maithe”, ‘“‘vaisle”, “hierarchical”,
“aristocratic” agus ‘‘nobility” go forleathan ach d’fhéadfai iad a
usiid i leith phobail rangaithe né srathaithe. Féach, mar shampla,
smaointe Byrne ar cacnamaiocht na hEireann:

Did early Ireland have a tribal economy? . .. At the present
state of knowledge one is tempted to answer in the affirmative,
at least for the centuries before the tenth . . . Gluckman points

out that tribal societies are characterised by the possession of
primary goods only, without luxuries, so that the standard of
living of the wealthy could not differ radically from that of the
ordinary tribesman. “A man with a thousand head of cattle
could not himself consume all their milk, meat and skins. He
could only use them to attract and support dependants and.
thus acquire power over people”. The relevance of this observa-
tion to the Irish system of giallnae or célsine will be immediately
obvious.

Agus (Gluckman aris):

“Many well-authenticated records described how African
chiefs distributed the tribute which flowed into them from their
people, back among the people, whether as individual gifts or
in huge public feasts” . . . Poseidonius attests that lavish feasts
and bardic praise for royal generosity, prominent features of
Gaelic society down through the middle ages, were equally
characteristic of Gaul in the first century B.C.

T4 an lomthéarma “‘treibheach” rdmhaol, dar liom, le hidirdheald
cruinn a dhéanamh idir cirais shéisialta éagstila ach ma iarrtar
orainn cé acu lena réitionn cur sios Gluckman, déarfainnse cdras
le rangd seachas le srathi. Cheapfainnse nach bhfreagraionn seo
don saol mar a bhi in Eirinn mar go raibh fioraicmi i lathair in Eirinn
sa luathré. Féach fianaise Crith Gabhlach.*® Déantar idirdhealt
sa téacs seo idir saordnaigh agus iadsan ata ina ndaoir né gar do.
Eagothroime bhunisach maidir le teacht ar bhunriachtanaisi (talamh
agus stoc, ach go hairithe) atd mar bhonn leis an idirdhealu. I measc
na ndaor ta an fuidir, and bothach, an senchiéithe agus an sclabhai
(cumal né mug). Ni scéann cdipéisi de chuid na huasalaicme an
t-uaféds eolais i dtaobh na n-iseal ach tuigtear go bhfuair an tiarna
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fénamk éiginnte mar aisioc. Cé gurbh fhéidir, go teoiriciuil, crioch a
chur leis an gconradh eatarthu, caithfidh go raibh sin deacair. Méa
mhair an ceangal naoi nglin deineadh senchléithe, cuid de threallamh
an tiarna, den fuidir n6 den bhothach. Os a gcionn seo go léir bhi na
saordnaigh, roinnte i ndha chuid, grdd flatha agus grdd féne. Aris
bhraith difriochtai stadais eatarthu seo ar dhifriochtai maoine (agus
an lion na gcéle). M bhi athdhaileadh maoine 4 chleachtadh, mar
shampla sa chélsine, ni hionann é agus an t-athdhdileadh bunisach
ata le fail i gcoras rangaithe.

Ma ta fioraicmi in Eirinn sa luathré, éagothroime iomlan cumh-
achta, agus uasalaicme ar rialaitheoiri proifisidnta a baill, ta againn
ceann, ar a laghad, de bhuntréithe an stait.

5. Riarachdn

Déantar idirdhealt usiideach san antraipeolaiocht idir (i) an
ghné sin den ghniomhaiocht pholaitidil ata dirithe ar chinneadh ar
pholasai agus (ii) an ghné sin até dirithe ar pholasai a chur i bhfeidhm,
tar éis a roghnaithe, .i. an riarachin.?’ Sa chéad ghné bionn coimhlint
i geeist idir dreamanna ata in iomaiocht lena chéile agus ti an
ghniomhaiocht contraphointeach (n6 “‘segementary”), dar réir.
Bionn an choimhlint seo, an téraiocht seo ar chumhacht, le braith
ag gach leibhéal den chéras, ach nios feicealai i measc na huasal-
aicme. Sa dara gné ni coimhlint ach udards a ghabhann leis an
ngniomhaiocht agus ta an caidreamh hierarcach, dirithe ar pholasai
a chur i bhfeidhm 6n mbarr sios agus amach.?® I bpobal ata neamh-
dhealaithe (“undifferentiated”) ni bhionn struchtiir ar leith ar fail
chun na gnéithe seo a léirii. Déantar an d4 ghnd taobh istigh de
ghrupai eile sa phobal (m.sh. iadsan ata bunaithe ar an muintearas).
An dtugtar aitheantas don da ghné seo den pholaitiocht in Eirinn?
Tugtar don chéad ghné .i. coimhlint dirithe ar dhul i bhfeidhm ar
pholasai, ach deintear failli ar ghné an riarachdin. Ni amhain sin,
ach toisc gan struchtir ar leith don riarachin a bheith sofheicthe
(i. nil an céras polaitiochta idirdhealaithe ar fad), ni thugtar aith-
eantas don riarachan a dheintear.2? Cuis amhain le seo is ea easpa
caipéisi dirithe ar an riarachdn. Ciallajonn seo go bhfuil tabhacht
ar leith ag baint leis an bhfianaise atéd ar fail. Féachfad ar dha
shampla 6n seachti céad a nochtann eolas bunisach faoin riarachén.

(a) Cain agus Slégadh: Senchus Fer nAlban: Téacs gairid ag
tracht ar Dhal Riata na hAlban is ea Senchus Fer nAlban.® Sa
chéad leath t4 ginealaigh agus sa dara leath (thart ar leathanach in
iomlan) t4 liostai de thithe a ghabhann le fo-roinn de chuid Dal
Riata3
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Coildub 30
Eoghan Garb 30
( Cenél Fergusa Fergna 15
Shalaig 60 | Eogan 55
Baitan 5
( Cenél < Cenél Cathbadh 60 .
Loairn 420 Ferdalach 20
Baotan 20
| Cenél Muiredaig Cormac 20
Bledan 10
Crénan 10
[ Oideach 20
Dél Riata < Freg 120
: Calad Rois 60
Cenél nOengusa 430< Ros Deorand 30
Ard hEs 30
Loch Rois 30
| Ath Cassil 30
L (Cenél nOengusa) 30

| Cenél nGabrain 560

Is cosuil go raibh tri thuatha taobh istigh de riocht né mérthuath
Dhal Riata. Mar fho-ranna ag ceann acu seo. Cenél Loairn, bhi na
on:o”_worm.r Cenél Fergusa Shalaigh, Cenél Cathbadh agus Cenél
Muiredaig agus bhiodar aris roinnte idir taoisigh. 1 gcélsine ag na
taoisigh bhi lion 4irithe tithe.3 Bhi feidhm riarachdin ag an struchtur
seo chomh maith:

... it should be realised that the Senchus was compiled for the
purpose of informing either the over-king of Dal Riata, or some
outside authority, how much tribute, among other things, could
be expected from the D4l Riata.3?

Léirionn an téacs, chomh maith, c¢é mar ar bailiodh fir throda le
haghaidh slégadh ar mhuir né ar thir:

Fecht dirmi slégad Fecht mara/for imram

Cenél Loairn 700 fer da vii sess cach xx tech

Cenél nOengusa 500 fer 2 s s e »

Cenél nGabrain 300 fer [T TR Y BT [Z )
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{s féidir a ra, mar sin, gur riaraitheoiri proifisiunta iad baill na hua-
salaicme agus go ndearnadh an riaradh tri ghnathstruchtdir an
phobail—cenélacha, célsine, bailte fearainn.

(b) Béithre: Cogitosus: O scriobh Colm O ro.o:_mis an t-alt
aige in 1940 ni mér ati scriofa i dtaobh na mboéthar.3* Rian na
mbéthar seachas cursai riarachdin ba shuim le O Lochlainn. Is
soiléir go ndearnadh go leor taistil sa tir, ar a laghad W.Bowmn aicmi
airithe. At mhuin capall n6 i gcarbaid (trucail) a chuaigh an uasal-
aicme; ar chos a ghabh an gnathdhuine.

Liostilann Sanas Cormaic na saghasanna boithre agus an ga ata
le glanadh.?® Caithfear iad a ghlanadh in aimsir oenaig A.omorwcmgma.
cogaidh agus cue (cuaird an tiarna ar a chéili). Luaitear mB,mthm
(fine4il) sna gluaiseanna a ghabhann leis na dlithe, ma Qrom.dnmn
failli i nglanadh na mbZthar.%® Is soiléir 6n Sanas gur don uasalaicme
iad na baithre: “It hé aicsin ara nglanaiter .i. arna héilnet cairpthiu
oc dul for cai agus arna éilnet echrada oc techt do oosco:”.. .. :,.EH
reasons why they are cleared are that they may not mo_._ chariots
going on a cua and that they may not soil steeds going to an
assembly”.%7 - o N
Cé a thég né cé a d’ordaigh go dtégfai na béithre? Ta riail ghairid
amhain sna dlithe a deir: “‘atach ri rindad ramut”—*"the demand of
a king for the cutting of his roads”.3® Léireoidh an sampla deir-
eanach agam go raibh suim ar leith agus cumhacht ag rithe ina
leithéid. Sliocht ¢é as Vita Sanctae Brigidae le Cogitosus 6n seachtd

céad:

Again by the following miracle also St. Brigid shone forth.
Because as in as much as the power of the king of the country,
in which she herself was, was very strong throughout the peoples
and provinces which were under his authority; so this king was
able to assemble together all peoples from all his regions and
provinces to build a wide and strong road. Branches of trees
and stones were laid as a foundation, and certain very strong
buttresses were placed across a deep and completely uncrossable
marshy hollow, and in damp and swampy places nearby, where-
a very strong river flowed, so that the edifice could support
four-horse carts, and knights, and chariots, and wheeled carts,
and an onrush of people and an incursion of enemies from all
sides.

But when the people had come together from all sides, they
divided up the road among relatives and families into indi-

108

O SIOCHAIN

vidual shares which each was responsible for building, so that
each family or group of relatives could construct the part of the
road which had been entrusted to it. And when that very
difficult and laborious part near the river had been allotted to
one of those nations, that nation avoided the very hard task.
And it forced a lesser nation to take on instead, because of its
resolute trust in St. Brigid, this difficult part of the road
construction.®

6. Crioch

Ma tathar le hiniachadh a dhéanamh ar an gceangal idir polait-
focht agus cultdr in Eirinn sa luathré is gi breis aird a dhiria ar
shaintréithe na polaitiochta i bpobal den sért id. Foinse amhdin
chuige seo is ea litriocht na hantraipeolaiochta ar an bpolaitiocht.
Cé go bhfuil téarmai mar ‘‘threibh” agus “‘treibheachas™ dsdideach.
sa ghnathchur sios, mis cruinneas ata ag teastail ni mér dul tharstu
agus mionscridi a dhéanamh ar ghnéithe ar leith den pholaitiocht
ar nos srathu sdisialta agus riarachan.
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NOTAT

1. Féach Cobban, Francis agus A. D. Smith don naisiinachas. 2. de Paor
Ich 20. 3. Mac Néill Ich 101. 4. Féach Rees Ich 159; Mac Cana Ich 61. 5. Best,
152-3 agus Rees 120, 146. 6. Rees Ich 158; Mac Cana 62. 7. Ni mér, ar nd6igh,
an tdbhacht a bhain le haitheantas tire ag an am a chur i gcomhmheas le haith-
eantas agus dilseacht d’aonaid eile, m.sh. an chlann, an tuath, an duiche (regio),
creideamh. 8. San alt thuasluaite; is as a thagann na deismireachtai seo leanas.

9. Ibid., 63, 58. 10. Ibid., 66, ag tagairt d6 do Fortes and Evans-Pritchard;
féach thios. 11. Ibid., 59. 12. Ibid., 68. 13. Don easaontas seo féach Binchy 62;
Byrne 1971, 128; 1973, 24-5; O Corrain, 1-4. 14. Binchy 1954 agus Byrne 1971.
15. Binchy 1973, 45 agus 1954, 59, 62. 16. Byrne 1971, 133. 17. Fortes and
Evans-Pritchard Ich 5. 18. Fallens Ich 312; féach chomh maith Easton Ich 226
agus Radcliffe-Brown i Fortes and Evans-Pritchard Ich xiv. 19. Dole Ich 95;
féach sampla eile ag Southall Igh 128-9.

20. Chomh maith leis na hidair luaite thuas, dhéanfainn tagairt d’aiste Hughes
(1968) at4 easnamhach go maith mar chuntas ar choras polaitiochta. 21. Féach
Fried, Sahlins, Service and Cohen-Service. 22. Fried Ich 185. T4 an d4 alt a
leanann bunaithe cuid mhér ar shaothar Fried. 23. Glactar leis go mbeidh aicmi
suibiachtuil i lathair .i. aicmi i gciall shéisialta. 24. Sahlins 92, 87 cf. Fried 120-
121. 25. Byrne 1971, 138; 143-3 ag tagairt d6 do Max Gluckman 1965 Politics,
Law and Ritual in Tribal Society, Oxford. 26. Binchy 1970. 27. Dob é M. G.
Smith a Mirigh an difriocht seo ar dtiis, 28. Sampla 6ndr gcéras polaitiochta féin:
Léiritear coimhlint i dtaobh polasai idir pdirtithe polaitiochta agus idir iad agus
dreamanna eile ar mhaith leo go n-éisteofai lena nglértha—lucht gnd, céard-
chumainn, na nEaglaisi 7rl: léiritear gné an riarachdin leis an stdtseirbhis, forais
dli 9rl.

29. Mar thréithe luaitear “‘absence of public administrative machinery”,
“extreme fragmentation’” (Binchy 1973, 45) agus “entirely decentralised society”
(Hughes 1968, 9). 30. Faoi bhun tri leathanach san eagran ag Bannerman. On
deichit céad a shiolraionn an chéip atd againn ach formhér an 4bhair inti ag dul
siar go téacs de chuid na seachtu haoise, dar leis an bhfear eagair. 31. Bunaithe

111



CULTUR AGUS AN STAT

annerman. Fagaim ar leathaobh na deacrac1ai a ghabh-

nach dtagann lion na dtithe in diteanna sa téacs leis an
lion a thugtar in itcanna eile. 32. Toisc lion na dtithe faoi smacht na dtaoiseach
a bheith roinnte i gctigeanna sé tuairim an udair go dtagann seo leis an gcuntas
ar an gcélsine i gCrith Gablach; féach Bannerman 133-140.

33. Bannerman 137. 34. O Lochlainn. 35. Stokes, Ich 38 s.v. rot. 36. ALT i,
158, 27; v, 476, 21; cf. Binchy 1978 Iml. 5 Ich 1904 1. 7. 37. Stokes 38: seo an
leagan ata ag Binchy 1940 Ich 20. 38. ALI iv 306, 7. 39. Cogitosus Ich
786-7. Taim buioch do Martin Pulbrook, Roinn na gClasaici, Ma Nuad, don
aistritichdn seo. Féach chomh maith, an cur sios ar thogail tochair atd le fail i

dTochmarc Etaine, Bergin agus Best 178/9.

ar théacs agus cuntas B
ann leis an téacs, m.sh.

TUAIRISC

Bhi an tAthair Micheal Mac Gréil ina chathaoirleach don léacht
seo, rud a d’oir mar gur leis an Roinn Socheolaiochta a bhaineann an
léachtéir. Chuir seisean a smaointe in il go medite soiléir—agus in
éit billeog bhi cabhair teilgeora aige. Bhi plé an-bhriomhar. tar éis
na cainte. Ba 1éir don lucht éisteachta go raibh na munlai clasacacha
a dearadh leathchéad bliain 6 shin, agus ata in usaid fés ag lucht
léinn agus luathstaire i geoitinne sa tir seo 4 genagadh. Chuir an
cathaoirleach tus leis an diospdireacht & fhiafrai an bhfuil chriochas
ag brt an mhuintearais i leataobh cheana féin sa tréimhse i geeist.
Dtirt an léachtéir go raibh, abhar. Dhirigh McCone 4r a n-aird ar
thabhacht na mbeathai luatha naomh—Vita Brigidae le Cogitosus
go hairithe, mar fhoinse eolais ar an gcoras polaitinil agus eile sa ré
sin; gur jontaofa go mér iad na na Dlithe faoi shaol na linne; go
bhfuil ciall theicniuil ar leith le focal mar satrap, dux etc. ag leithéid
Mhuirchi. D’aontaigh sé leis an léachtoir sa mhéid gur thuairimigh
sé go raibh an céras polaititiil nios forbartha na mar a deirtear de
ghnath—ar fhianaise fhocal ar scoliri, gan na foinsi féin a ransa.

Luaigh Breandan O Ciobhiin go raibh fianaise sna Dlithe chomh
maith a thaispeanann go raibh forbairt dirithe ar an gcoras polaitiuil
e.g. is léir go bhfuil riarachén i geeist i gCoibnes Uisci Thairidne;
agus go bhfuil dearmad ar an mBinseach nuair a deir sé nach féidir
go dtugadh an ri breith ar an Satharn; deir an téacs a mhalairt;
réamhbhreith a priori faoi deara don scolaire seasamh ar an bhféd

4

sin. Bhi focal mar “scannalach”, “aiféiseach” 4 lua le tuairimi mér-

scolairi idir bheo agus mharbh!
D’fhiafraigh Nollaig O Muraile an raibh forbairt le feicedil sna

caipéisi? Aontaiodh go raibh—agus ar gach gné. Ceartafodh an
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Dochartach a d’fhag ““redistribution’ as an aireamh in alt tibhach-
tach ar thradail le déanaf. Ni fhéadfadh ‘“‘ceannaithe” a bheith in
Eirinn fado—*pedlars’” a bhi againn, da réir sin, a deir scolairi!

D’fhiafraigh Anrai O Braonain an raibh baint ag an Eaglais leis
an bhforbairt. Bhi, ar nddigh, agus go hairithe le cursai piondis e.g.
cloisimid faoi chléirigh ag éileamh piondés bais. Chuir Art O
Maolfhabhail ceist faoi phionds priobhdideach i gcodarsnacht le
pionds poibli.

Luadh an dearcadh dialtach ata ag scoldiri i leith iarrachtai
larnaithe Ui Néill agus Ui Chonchiir. Cdintear an bholscaireacht.
Ach, an bholscaireacht féin, a dairt McCone nar chruthaigh sé go
raibh idéal ag na rithe i gceist. Nuair a bhionn ceisteanna mar seo a
bplé, a duairt Damien O Muiri, ni mér cuimhneamh air go raibh
daonra an-bheag—c. 100,000, sa tir ag an am.

Bhi an tuairisceoir chomh gnéthach ag glacadh nétai, agus bhi
an lucht éisteachta chomh gafa sa phlé, nar éirigh leis féin aon cheist
a chur. Chuir an cathaoirleach clabhsir ar an bplé faoi dheireadh
agus thug an moladh ba dhual don léachtéir. Bhi tart orainn go 1éir
tar éis na deafa: fuair sé a dhiol de mhichadh.
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