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An Irish Journey – itinerary

DAY 1

Dublin 

Meet with Tommy Simpson.

Journey to Limerick

University of Limerick. 
Jan and René meet with Gisela Holfter 
and Joachim Fischer to view the 
German Irish literature Collection.

That evening they meet with the  
president of the University Kerstin Mey 
and local member of parliament Brian 
Leddin TD.

DUBLIN

LIMERICK

ACHILL ISLAND

BELFAST
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DAY 2

Journey to Achill Island

Jan and René meet with:

Kathleen Smyth 
Chair Achill Heinrich Böll Association

Sheila McHugh 
Member Achill Heinrich Böll 
Association

Eilis O’Sullivan 
Member Achill Heinrich Böll 
Association

Edward King 
Member Achill Heinrich Böll 
Association

John McHugh 
Member Achill Heinrich Böll 
Association

Gabriella Attems 
Resident writer at the Heinrich Böll 
Cottage

John and Elizabeth Barrett  
Bervie Guest House 

DAY 3

Journey to Belfast

Jan and René meet with:

John Barry, Katy Hayward,  
Councillor Mal O’Hara GreenParty, 
Councillor John Kyle Ulster Unionist 
Party, Peter Emerson. 

They visit the peace wall and are  
given a presentation on Brexit. 

DAY 4

Journey to Dublin

Jan and René meet Katherine Meenan 
and the German Group of the IIEA 
(Institute of International and European 
Affairs)

Jan gives a talk in private session. 

They then meet Lord Mayor Caroline 
Conroy, Minister Eamon Ryan, 
Councillor Claire Byrne and John 
Gormley in Dublin’s Mansion House, 
the Lord Mayor’s Residence. 
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In May 2022 I was in Kiel visiting my son who was 
on an Erasmus programme at the university there. 
When he mentioned that he wished to interview a 
local politician for one of his assignments, I imme-
diately thought of Jan Phillip Albrecht. I knew Jan 
from his time in the European Parliament where 
he had led the way on introducing the ground-
breaking GDPR legislation. Jan had since gone 
on to become a reforming environment minister 
in Schleswig-Holstein. Within five minutes of my 
WhatsApp-ing him, he replied positively to the 
request for the interview. Afterwards when we 
spoke he told me of his plans to take up the role 
of president of the Heinrich Böll Foundation. I 
knew that the loss of such a dynamic personality 
to green politics would prove to be an incred-
ible gain for the Foundation that bears the name 
of one of Germany’s most notable writers of the 
20th century. The Heinrich Böll Foundation would 
assume even greater importance and responsi-
bility for the dissemination of green ideas now 
that the Greens were in government at national 
level. It would be an extremely busy time for the 
newly ensconced president. Nonetheless, when 
I suggested to Jan the idea of a trip to Ireland 
to reconnect with the legacy of Böll, his interest 
was piqued. He agreed to visit once he saw the 
programme of events and following a meeting with 
René Böll, the son of Heinrich, who had main-
tained his links with Ireland and in particular with 
his beloved Achill island.

Achill inspired so much of Böll’s most popular 
book, Irisches Tagebuch (Irish Journal) and the Böll 
cottage is maintained to this day (see the piece by 
John McHugh). Not only is the Irisches Tagebuch 
an engaging social history, it is also a useful type 
of baseline study. Modern Ireland is a very different 
– some might say unrecognisable – place from the 
mid 20th century Ireland depicted by Böll.

In the mid 1950s right up to the 1970s the 
Republic of Ireland had a population of around 3 
million, with vast numbers of Irish people emigrat-
ing annually. That population now stands at 5.2 
million in the Republic with a further 1.6 million in 
Northern Ireland. An astounding one in five people 
here was born abroad. Indeed, as I write, both 
Ireland and Germany have the highest numbers 
per capita of Ukrainian refugees. The poverty and 
emigration described in Böll’s Journal are no longer 
as evident, and he could scarcely have imagined 
the economic transformation that began in the 
1990s. Now poverty levels in the UK – once the 
main destination for Irish emigrants – are much 
worse than in Ireland. The Financial Times recently 
reported that the poorest 20% in the Republic of 
Ireland are 63% wealthier than the poorest 20% in 
the UK – an astonishing turn around.

The transformation can be linked to our member-
ship of the EU, the abandonment of protectionism 
and becoming one of the most globalised econo-
mies in the world. Irish creativity, so admired by 
Böll, has been applied, controversially perhaps, to 
our corporate tax code, encouraging large multina-
tionals to set up their EU headquarters here. It has 
proved to be a lucrative strategy. Just what would 
Böll have thought of the excesses of the Celtic 
Tiger and how would have he reacted to the renun-
ciation of Catholic teachings? The controversies 
dogging the Church have resulted in a significant 
fall off in religious adherence and belief. It has also 
been accompanied by major legislative changes in 
relation to gay marriage and abortion. The Republic 
of Ireland is now a far wealthier, more liberal and 
progressive state than the six counties in the north 
that remain as part of Britain; and these differences 
have been brought into sharp relief by the negative 
consequences of Brexit. Jan and René were given 
excellent presentations on the current situation by 

Foreword 
John Gormley 
Editor on behalf of Green Foundation Ireland
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Katy Hayward and John Barry in Belfast. Both have 
contributed to this publication. The vexed ques-
tion of the Protocol will be resolved by pragmatic 
politics, as will the long-term relationship of Britain 
with the EU. It would seem inevitable, given the 
downward slide in the British economy, that Britain 
will re-engage with the European project by rejoin-
ing the Customs Union and perhaps the Single 
Market. Such a move could help to normalise rela-
tions between Northern Ireland (which voted to 
remain in the EU) and the EU State with which it 
shares a border – the Republic of Ireland.

This publication seeks to reflect the complexity 
and eclectic nature of the modern Irish State, a 
hundred years since its foundation and sixty-seven 
years after Böll first visited these shores.

Jan Philipp Albrecht and René Böll write about 
their recent trip; Gisela Holfter, a Böll expert from 
the University of Limerick, reflects on the relevance 
of Böll to modern Ireland; John McHugh, the cura-
tor of the Heinrich Böll Cottage in Achill island 
informs us about how the Böll legacy has been 
preserved and fostered on the island.

Katy Hayward and John Barry, academics from 
Queen’s University Belfast, write about the effects 
of Brexit and the relevance of green politics on the 
island of Ireland.

Rosalind Skillen and Karin Dubsky write about the 
negative effects of a growing economy on biodi-
versity and environmental sustainability.

In her piece, Katherine Meenan from the Institute 
of International and European Affairs discusses the 
development of German-Irish diplomatic and politi-
cal relations.

The bonds of friendship between Germany and 
Ireland have deepened over the years. Likewise, 
the political bonds between the German Greens 
and the Irish Greens have always been strong. 
With both political parties now in government, 
it’s encouraging to know that the respective think 
tanks associated with these parties are now 
embarking on joint projects. I have no doubt that 
that spirit of friendship and co-operation between 
Green Foundation Ireland and the Heinrich Böll 
Foundation will endure and prosper long into the 
future.

December 2022

John Gormley is the Chair of 
ScreenGreening and a former 
Minister for the Environment 
and Lord Mayor of Dublin. 



6 

One of the first ‘To-Dos’ on my list when I started 
my new post as President of the Heinrich Böll 
Stiftung in June 2022 was a meeting with the 
son of the Foundation’s name patron, René Böll. 
Listening to him talk about his lifelong relation with 
Achill Island was inspiring. The Böll family spent 
its summer over decades on the rough Atlantic 
coastline on the edge of Europe. I decided to go 
with him on the next possible occasion. Achill in 
September first sounded like a windy and rainy 
adventure. Arriving at the island, I experienced a 
completely different setting: blue sky and sunny 
conditions were inviting us to discover the scene 
of Heinrich Böll’s Irish Journal. We stayed at the 
hotel in which the Bölls stayed first before they 
bought a house on the island, and the daughter of 
the hotel manager back then warmly welcomed us 
to this marvellous place, with the view across the 
shore of the ocean. One could feel the love for this 
place which the Böll family had. Although the way 
to the island was far easier for us today than what 
the Bölls had to take in the early years when they 
left from Cologne and needed days by ferries and 
long trips on bumpy small roads through western 
Ireland.

Heinrich Böll had a strong connection to Ireland 
and wrote many of his novels in the small cottage 
that the family owned for a long time on Achill. 
His legacy, as a Nobel literature prize laureate, is 
mainly a range of excellent novels but it is also as 
a special role as ambassador for an Irish-German 
literature exchange. Also in this spirit, the University 
of Limerick had built the most important Centre for 
Irish-German Studies. Its director, Gisela Holfter 
who also founded the Centre, welcomed René 
and me together with Tommy Simpson of Green 
Foundation Ireland. It was exciting to see how the 
library at the Centre had been growing over the 

last decades and still continues to grow.  
And nowadays it seems to be an important spot 
for European dialogue and Irish-German relations, 
too – a role which becomes increasingly important 
in times where further European integration is so 
needed and Ireland becomes the most important 
partner in the north-west of Europe. Brexit had a 
strong impact on this, said the Centre’s deputy 
director, Joachim Fischer who also currently holds 
the Jean Monnet Chair in European Cultural 
Studies.

The impact of Brexit also became visible for us 
as we continued our Irish journey to Belfast in 
Northern Ireland, which is so much “sitting in 
between two chairs” as the Germans would say. 
Safeguarding the Good Friday Agreement while 
Brexit was happening, Northern Ireland retained 
access to the EU’s single market while staying 
part of the United Kingdom which had decided 
to leave the European Union. A Protocol laying 
down the details of this complex undertaking is 
being debated heavily in London and Belfast, as 
it certainly leads to an increased bureaucratic 
burden and more border checks between the UK’s 
mainland and Northern Ireland. With representa-
tives of the Greens in Northern Ireland and other 
parties, we got the opportunity to discuss these 
challenges and the possible ways ahead;  there is 
an emerging consensus that private and business 
life should be affected in the least possible way by 
the fact that the UK has  left the European Union. 
Having said that, it should always be clear that the 
underlying problem to all this is the Brexit decision 
of the United Kingdom and that for the European 
Union there can’t be any cherry picking, particularly 
in light of the upcoming accession procedures for 
eastern European States and the western Balkans.

Irish journey 
Jan Philipp Albrecht
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Those questions were also part of the round table 
conversation which was set up with René and 
myself at the Institute of International and European 
Affairs in Dublin. Discussing the role of Ireland in 
the European Union and the effects of Brexit and 
the UK current political scene was a good round-
up to this incredible journey which, last but not 
least, brought us to Dublin’s Mansion House where 
we met with the Lord Mayor, Caroline Conroy and 
the Irish Energy and Transport Minister, Eamon 
Ryan. Wrapping up the current political challenges 
in light of the Russian war in Ukraine and its effects 
on the energy policies in Europe, as well as the 
debates about climate protection and social meas-
ures to fight the pricing crises, was an important 
part of these talks. There’s been a lot to take back 
home from this journey – in political but also in 
cultural terms. Ideas like strengthening the ties 
between Germany and Ireland and opening new 
possibilities for artists and researchers to follow 
Heinrich Böll’s path to and through Ireland will 
remain on my agenda in the coming years.

I’m thankful to get the experience of this Irish jour-
ney right at the beginning of my time as President 
of the Heinrich Böll Stiftung. It was a pleasure to 
be invited to the various places across the country 
and, in particular, to visit the Heinrich Böll Cottage 
on Achill Island with its exceptional possibilities 
for writers to stay there for a while and do their 
creative work in such a unique environment, with 
Heinrich Böll’s thoughts and works on the walls. 
I’d like to thank the local committee of the Cottage 
for their work and the dedication to Heinrich Böll. 
And thanks to John Gormley for setting up the jour-
ney in its final form and making sure I came over, 
as well as to Tommy Simpson for accompanying 
and driving us around through the whole island of 
Ireland in about four days, which obviously was 

quite a challenge. I wish Green Foundation Ireland 
all the best for its work and look forward to strong 
co-operation with the Heinrich Böll Stiftung. Finally, 
as various occasions are coming up, it won’t be 
the last time for me to visit Ireland and I’ve already 
decided to go to the yearly Heinrich Böll weekend 
on Achill Island in spring 2023. Everyone should 
do so, as this place and its people are just amaz-
ing.

Jan Philipp Albrecht  is the co-
president of the Heinrich Böll 
Foundation and a former MEP 
and  Minister for the environ-
ment in Schleswig Holstein. 

L–R: Minister Eamon Ryan, Jan Philipp Albrecht,   
Lord Mayor Caroline Conroy, Councillor Claire Byrne
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To what extent does Heinrich Böll and his engage-
ment with Ireland still mean anything today? Does 
his book on Ireland, Irisches Tagebuch (Irish 
Journal), still have currency? Another artistic 
engagement by Böll with Ireland, his film Irland und 
seine Kinder (Children of Eire) from 1961 caused 
considerable controversy when shown in Ireland in 
1965, but it has been mostly forgotten since. It still 
holds a lesson on the possibility of misunderstand-
ings despite best intentions. 

When I mention Heinrich Böll to my final year 
students and ask them to read at least some chap-
ters of Irisches Tagebuch not everyone seems 
convinced this is a good idea, at least initially. 
Heinrich Böll died in 1985, a time when no-one 
dreamed of German reunification, when the Iron 
Curtain still existed. And despite its reputation 
in some quarters of the German readership of 
Irisches Tagebuch being a lovely little book, albeit 
rather romantic and perhaps a rather saccharine 
portrayal of Ireland, it is actually not easy reading 
(nor always terribly romantic and sweet if you read 
it more carefully). And it is not unfair to question 
why a text that was published in 1957, sixty-five 
years ago, should be still of relevance to us today. 
From the students’ point of view, it does not 
capture their reality, not even their parents’ situa-
tion but rather that of their grand- or even great-
grandparents. 

A closer look at the topics covered in Irisches 
Tagebuch only reinforces that view. Key themes 
that appear repeatedly are religion and the power 
of the Catholic Church, emigration and poverty. 
Almost all of these have turned into opposites – 
the Catholic Church has suffered a dramatic loss 
of authority since the 1990s, Ireland is no longer 
a country of emigration but has become a country 

of immigration where in April 2021 the population 
has risen above five million for the first time since 
1851 according to the Central Statistics Office. 
Furthermore, Ireland’s Gross Domestic Product 
per capita is significantly above Germany’s, its 
percentage of “risk of poverty” slightly below 
Germany’s. More important than these changes 
are two other aspects – the narrator’s passionate 
defence of Ireland against the unfair criticism of 
another German in the second arrival chapter, and 
the way Böll integrates criticism of hypocrisy and 
questionable expressions of power and wealth of 
the Church in the 1950s – by letting a young Irish 
woman, an emigrant, speak in the first, carefully 
crafted chapter, written specifically for the book.

The impact of Böll and his book is still huge in 
many ways. Heinrich Bölls Irland, a 2016 television 
programme by Arte (the European public service 
channel dedicated to culture) claimed that Ireland 
which “had been unknown in Germany” until the 
1950s, secured a place in world literature thanks 
to Irisches Tagebuch. The same year, the Royal 
Irish Academy published Modern Ireland in 100 
Artworks, edited by Fintan O’Toole, Catherine 
Marshall and Eibhear Walshe, presenting a particu-
larly important piece of art for every year. The work 
chosen for 1957 was not created by an Irish artist 
but was Böll’s Irisches Tagebuch. Böll’s 100th 
birthday was celebrated and reflected upon in 
2017 both in Germany and in Ireland in numerous 
and frequently sold-out events. In 2018, the Irish 
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade published 
Ireland in Germany: A Wider and Deeper 
Footprint, and referred to “the spirit of Heinrich 
Böll” that it aimed to follow by creating an award. 
That Böll is the most frequently used reference 
point in reflections on Irish-German relations, both 
by German and Irish commentators, was illustrated 

Heinrich Böll’s relevance to 
contemporary Ireland
Gisela Holfter
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once more in 2021 when German President 
Steinmeier came for a State visit to Ireland. Böll 
featured in the speeches of both presidents. Irish 
president Michael D. Higgins emphasised that 
Nobel Prize-winner Heinrich Böll “fired the German 
imagination with his beautiful ethnographic word-
sketches of the west of Ireland” and declared that 
the Irisches Tagebuch “has shaped the German 
perception of Ireland for decades and continues 
to be influential”. German president Frank-Walter 
Steinmeier in his speech quoted directly from 
Böll’s assessment from the book that Ireland was 
Europe’s “glowing heart”.

Arguably, Böll is more than a reference point 
though. One legacy of the publication of Heinrich 
Böll’s Irisches Tagebuch was that it was opening 

a direct link between Ireland and Germany without 
a constant reference to Great Britain (in contrast 
to all other books about Ireland at the time). And 
he created an interest in Ireland and challenged 
his readers to experience it themselves right from 
the beginning with his famous foreword “This 
Ireland exists”. Today, Ireland has changed beyond 
anything that Böll would have imagined, as has 
Germany. The challenge continues to find out more 
about each other, to be aware of these changes.

So, yes, Böll is still relevant – his awareness of 
many facets of Irish culture and his deep engage-
ment with Ireland over many years is exemplary, 
as is his interest in learning from one another, his 
championing of the marginalised and sustain-
ability (specifically expressed with his Anekdote 
zur Senkung der Arbeitsmoral, the Anecdote to 
Lower Morale at Work, published in 1963, where 
a [German] tourist learns to question his belief in 
constant growth and profits after an encounter 
with an [Irish] fisherman who gently teaches him 
a different approach to life – it was re-issued as a 
children’s book Der kluge Fischer in 2014 to great 
acclaim). And it is also of relevance that we keep 
an open mind and remember that even in the rela-
tionship of Böll and Ireland there were misunder-
standings, and that a key ingredient of successful 
relationships is not to take each other for granted.

Gisela Holfter is a Senior 
Lecturer in the School of 
Languages, Literature and 
Culture in the University of 
Limerick and is Joint Director, 
Centre for Irish-German 
Studies, since 1997.

Gisela Holfter, Ken Bergin, Jan Phillip Albrecht and René Böll. 
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Heinrich Böll visited Achill Island, staying at the 
Bervie Guesthouse in Keel run by the Gallagher 
family, first in 1954 – directed there by Dublin 
based Austrian film maker, Georg Fleischmann.  
He came the following years with his wife and  
children, staying with the Gallaghers in Keel. In 
1958 they purchased the Böll Cottage in Dugort. 
He visited each year until the 1970s.

The Heinrich Böll Cottage in Dugort, Achill has 
been in use as a residency for artists and writ-
ers since 1992. This has been organised by a 
local voluntary association, Achill Heinrich Böll 
Association, in conjunction with Mayo County 
Council, the Arts Council of Ireland, the local 
community, and the family of Heinrich Böll.

The residency achieves the following:

 › It provides a secluded and private environ-
ment for writers and artists to do their work.

 › It provides access for the resident island 
community to high quality, professional 
standard cultural and artistic events.

 › It builds on the existing tradition and reputa-
tion of Achill Island as an area of interest to 
writers and artists. The residency attracts 
interest from professional artists from an 
international base – hence focusing on the 
island as an area of cultural and artistic 
interest.

 › It creates an appropriate memorial to 
Heinrich Böll on Achill Island. The residency, 
by providing support for artists, is a living, 
growing and creative way to celebrate the 
work and achievement of Nobel Prize winner, 
Heinrich Böll.

The Achill Heinrich Böll Association is a not-for-
profit company which owns the Heinrich Böll 
Cottage, ensuring its continued use as a writ-
ers residency. This Cottage was purchased with 
funding from the Minister for Arts, Mayo County 
Council, and through support from the local 

community. Renovations were completed with 
capital funding from Mayo County Council, the 
Arts Council of Ireland and the Government of 
Germany. The annual residency programme is 
funded by Mayo County Council and the Arts 
Council of Ireland, and through donations from the 
community.

The Cottage has become a place where artists 
from all over the world come to write and work –  
a vital resource for artists and writers to spend 
time to work undisturbed and to immerse them-
selves in the landscape and culture of Achill Island. 
Writers from many countries, including the USA, 
Vietnam, New Zealand, England, Germany, Ireland, 
as well as in many other places, have acknowl-
edged the Cottage in their work. The Cottage 
keeps the name of Heinrich Böll and his associa-
tion with Achill Island alive. The Cottage has within 
it the aura of its great, original writer, and offers a 
resource and space unparalleled to all artists and 
writers, and to the island people to cherish and 
enjoy.

Writer Hugo Hamilton wrote in 2017:

It is not difficult to understand why Böll found 
this place so inspirational, away from the heart of 
Europe and the horrors of the second World War, 
a place so forgiving and open to the visitor. It is 
that non-judgmental welcome in the place and the 
people that gave such a key spark to his imagina-
tion. That same powerful, liberating force is given 
to every artist coming to stay at the Cottage since 
then. It is a place apart from the world in which 
the freedom to create is imbedded in the walls, 
in the view from the window, in what the German 
writer described as a distance in the landscape 
that hurts the eyes, one that offers a clear and vivid 
artistic vision.

The Cottage remains a place of pilgrimage for 
many German visitors to Ireland. Heinrich Böll’s 
Irisches Tagebuch, as well as his novels and 
stories, and his public engagements for peace 
and environmental stability, are the reason for this 
continued interest.

Heinrich Böll and Achill island
John McHugh
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Writers and artists staying at the Heinrich Böll 
Cottage visit and engage with schools or with the 
adult learners on the island. Some residents chose 
to work with the older members of the community 
in St. Colman’s Day Care Centre, with the local 
creative writing group, or to host public read-
ings. This outreach allows the writers and artists 
an opportunity to meet and engage with the local 
community; to share their skills and experiences 
through workshops, talks and readings, enriching 
and inspiring both young and not so young. Writers 
and artists, by living in the island community and 
engaging with life on the island, benefit the whole 
community.

The annual Heinrich Böll Weekend event (held 
each May bank holiday weekend) of readings, 
walks and discussion has a focus on new writ-
ing from Ireland and Germany and is organised in 
conjunction with the Goethe-Institut in Dublin.  
It is attended by audiences from Ireland and 
Germany, including members of regional 
Heinrich Böll Foundations in Germany, all shar-
ing and promoting the work of the Heinrich Böll 
Foundation.

We introduce Heinrich Böll, his philosophy and 
his writings, to the younger members of the Achill 
community by means of an annual Heinrich Böll 
Essay Competition, in conjunction with Coláiste 
Pobail Acla. A special trophy is presented to the 
winning essayist annually, along with monetary 
prizes for first, second and third placed winners.

Dr. Ellen Ueberschär, then co-president of the 
Heinrich Böll Foundation Berlin, visited and spoke 
at the annual Heinrich Böll Weekend in 2019. 
We acknowledge her support in securing capital 
funding for renovation works in the Cottage in 
2020. We also acknowledge the support of Deike 
Potzel, then Ambassador of the Federal Republic 
of Germany in Dublin, and for her commitment 
in helping to secure funding support from the 
German Bundestag. This facilitated repairs and 
renovations of the Cottage which were completed 

by Pat Carr Architects in 2021. We were delighted 
to meet Jan Philipp Albrecht, President of the 
Heinrich Böll Foundation, and René Böll, the son  
of Heinrich, in Achill during September 2022.

The Achill Heinrich Böll Association will continue 
the artists residency at the Heinrich Böll Cottage. 
We will work to develop established and new 
cultural relationships between Ireland and 
Germany, in co-operation with writers and artists, 
the German Embassy in Dublin, Goethe-Institut in 
Ireland, the Heinrich Böll Foundation in Germany, 
and the German-Irish cultural and educational 
organisations in both Ireland and Germany.

John McHugh of the Heinrich 
Böll Association is an artist 
living on Achill island. 

L–R: Jan Phillip Albrecht, John McHugh, Kathleen 
Smith (Chair of Heinrich Böll  Association.), Gabriella 
Attems, (Writer in Residence, Austria),  Eilis O Sullivan, 
Sheila McHugh, René Böll.
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In 1955 I came to Ireland and to Achill Island for 
the first time at the age of six nearly seven, and 
during the next ten to twelve years I spent many 
months annually on the island. We came to a world 
far away from modern developments, far away from 
prosperity to a place  where being poor was not 
a shame. We arrived from Cologne, from a city 
which was nearly completely destroyed in World 
War II, and then experienced a country which was 
impressive and memorable. Ireland was a complete 
contrast for us – the sea, undestroyed villages, 
mountains, and very importantly a country where 
the German army had not been, and where we 
were not called Nazis. We loved the sea; it was 
adventurous to see the tide bringing in the remains 
of many ships that had been torpedoed in the war 
and to see the two lifeboats from German subma-
rines rusting on the strand on Achill. We also saw 
a walrus in the early 1960s near Inishgallon.

In the evening we sat round the fire, stories were 
told or read out from the Bible or later on when we 
were older about the Great Famine.

I remember Dublin and the cities on the way to the 
west in the mid 1950s and early 1960s as very 
poor.

The economy of Ireland was completely different 
from today – the 1950s and 1960s were char-
acterised by farmers and fishermen, today the IT 
industry is probably the most important industry, 
while farming then was artisanal farms. It is now a 
highly industrialised milk industry, advertising with 
an image of Ireland as it was in the 1950s. The 
invention of the “Wild Atlantic Way” is ingenious, 
no new road had to be built, just some signs show-
ing the coastal way, which became famous all over 
the world. Some places on Achill, such as Keem 
Bay, which were once isolated places in the 1950s 

when we were there,  have now become famous 
thanks to the internet. I think the EU changed 
Ireland and brought prosperity. As Hans Magnus 
Enzensberger wrote: “The tourist destroys what he 
is looking for, by finding it”.

Achill Island became an important part of my child-
hood and youth; it was a second home and still is. 
And it was very important, not only for my parents, 
but also for me and my brothers Raimund and 
Vincent. As children we had lots to do. We spent 
our days outdoors, on the water and ocean, even 
when it rained. For months we didn’t go to school.  
I never missed the city, because it was always 
exciting here. Later we had our own boat and 
were very often alone on the water. Even today I 
very much enjoy riding around in a boat. Viewing 
the island from the sea is a totally different experi-
ence from viewing it from the land. The people of 
Achill were very poor, most of the children had to 
emigrate, but the population was nearly more than 
double of the current level. There were many farm-
ers on Achill and the shark fishing industry was 
important. The shark fishing finished in the early 
1960s, the farming is no longer viable, and the 
people prefer to work in the cities, many moving to 
Galway or Dublin. As in the 1950s there are still 
many sheep but the salmon fishing is gone, there 
are fish farms now bringing work to some people 
on Clare Island and Achill. 

In the 1950s and the 1960s nearly all men went 
to work in Great Britain, the women and children 
were the ones who stayed at home. Men went to 
work in Great Britain or on the continent, coming 
home only at Easter, in the summer and for 
Christmas. The families got credit and the debts 
were paid when the men came home. Some money 
was also sent by relatives in the USA.

Memories of Achill
René Böll

René Böll in the Heinrich Böll 
Cottage on Achill Island 
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In the mid 1950s there were many houses on 
Achill without electricity, the only water supply was 
from some wells and the rainwater tanks, there was 
no sewage system. There were just some phones, 
in the post offices, the hotels and the doctor.

Most of the houses had no bathroom. All this 
changed in the last decades, many of the old typi-
cal cottages disappeared and (probably too many) 
holiday homes were built. Many hotels closed, and 
people moved to the cities or abroad. Life is much 
easier now for the people, not so picturesque as 
in the 1950s but much more comfortable. Turf is 
hardly used any more, as people are becoming 
aware of the environmental danger. The birds are 
nearly gone.

The influence or power of the church at that time  
was palpable; I think the Index of Prohibited Books 
still existed in the 1950s. Probably the biggest 
change – not including the economic – is that the 
influence of the church has waned considerably, 
and that is a very good trend. It is incredible that 
same-sex-marriage has been legal in Ireland since 
2015 and abortion since 2018.

In the years of the “Celtic Tiger” house and land 
prices have increased hugely and it’s now very 
expensive to buy a house on Achill.

I think there will be difficult times ahead for Ireland 
with Brexit but hopefully no new “troubles” in the 
north.

René Böll is the son of 
Heinrich Böll. He is an artist 
living in Cologne and has  
done extensive work on the 
Cillíní of Achill island. 
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10 April 2023 will mark the 25th anniversary of the 
Good Friday (Belfast) Agreement. But the birth-
day celebrations could be dampened by a fune-
real atmosphere. The institutions founded by the 
Agreement have not functioned properly since late 
February 2022, and the prospects for their resto-
ration look somewhat bleak at the moment. The 
largest unionist party in Northern Ireland, the DUP, 
has said that it will not go back into power-sharing 
until its concerns around the Brexit Protocol are 
addressed. All eyes are on the UK and EU to find 
a new agreement as to how the Protocol should 
be interpreted and implemented. But were that to 
be forthcoming, there is still no guarantee that the 
matter will be settled. To create the best conditions 
for future peace and prosperity in Northern Ireland, 
it is necessary to learn lessons from past mistakes. 
The bottom line is to recognise that the Protocol 
is now critical to the success or otherwise of the 
1998 Agreement.

It is almost two years since the end of the 
Brexit transition period. On 1 January 2021, the 
hastily-signed EU-UK Trade and Co-Operation 
Agreement (TCA) came into force and, with it 
the Protocol on Ireland/Northern Ireland from the 
Withdrawal Agreement. In these two years, several 
things happened that will have serious long-term 
consequences for UK-EU relations and, relat-
edly, for all three strands of the 1998 Good Friday 
(Belfast) Agreement which the Protocol seeks to 
protect. It is worth learning from these if there is 
to be hope that the Protocol might yet realise the 
common UK-EU objective behind it.

The first notable thing is actually an absence: the 
UK and EU have failed to publicly agree on the 
implications of the Protocol. This has caused a 
vacuum of information and a dearth of common 
understanding. The fact that EU-UK relations 
remained in combative mode into the negotiation  
of the TCA compounded the negative effects of 
this information-confusion. The lesson from this 
is that the proper test for UK-EU relations (and 
agreement between them) is whether they are will-
ing and able to jointly present factual information 
on the Protocol. ‘Testing the Temperature’ polling 
from Queen’s University in June 2022 showed only 

9% of respondents in Northern Ireland doubting 
the value of such joint presentation of information.

In place of clear information, public discourse 
on the Protocol has been characterised by two 
contrasting narratives. This takes a particularly 
divisive form in Northern Ireland. Here the sources 
of information on the topic considered reliable by 
more people than any other are political parties 
they would consider voting for (see Figure 1). This 
is especially true of those with strong positions on 
either side of the debate. This helps us understand 
why it is that the debate is so polarised in Northern 
Ireland, and why factual information is both rare 
and subject to political spin. Until information is 
presented jointly, the subject will be highly divisive 
in Northern Ireland, and thus compounding the 
difficulties for the 1998 Agreement.

Secondly, many of the problems with the Irish 
Sea ‘border’ arising from the Protocol were not 
only predictable, they were predicted. Some were 
also avoidable. There was a failure to properly 
prepare businesses in Britain or Northern Ireland 
for the new regime, resulting in confusion among 
Northern Ireland businesses and officials as to 

Protecting peace and adjusting the Protocol: 
Why it is necessary for the UK and EU to learn from 
past mistakes and present divisions
Katy Hayward

Reliable or 
very reliable

Unreliable or 
very unreliable Do not use

Political parties that you 
would consider voting for

76 20 4

Business organisations 67 22 11

Academic/ think tank publica-
tions/ websites

58 28 14

Official websites (eg UK 
Government, NI Assembly, 
European Commission

62 27 11

Civil society organisations 43 31 26

Radio/television news 
programmes

53 44 3

Radio/television talk/discus-
sion programmes

45 52 3

Newspapers/magazines 40 53 7

Social media (eg Facebook, 
Twitter)

20 72 8

How reliable do you consider the following sources for information 
on Brexit and the Protocol?

Figure 1: The sources of information on the Protocol that respondents in Northern 
Ireland consider reliable (Testing the Temperature polling, October 2022)

https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/relations-non-eu-countries/relations-united-kingdom/eu-uk-withdrawal-agreement/protocol-ireland-and-northern-ireland_en#protocol-on-ireland-and-northern-ireland
https://www.qub.ac.uk/sites/post-brexit-governance-ni/ProjectPublications/OpinionPolling/TestingTheTemperature5/
https://brc.org.uk/news/corporate-affairs/progress-is-welcome-but-detail-is-mission-critical-ni-business-responds-to-uk-protocol-command-paper/
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what was required. The responsibility for this 
primarily lies with the UK, but clarity from the EU 
would have helped too – not least because the 
text of the Protocol itself is so obtuse for the aver-
age reader. The disruptive effects felt in January 
2021 were exacerbated by the fact that there was 
no implementation period for the TCA nor for the 
Protocol. The refusal of the EU to grant longer, 
more realistic ‘grace periods’ for Northern Ireland 
to implement the most onerous changes required 
by the Protocol in December 2020 compounded 
the difficulties.

This meant that, as soon as the Protocol came 
into force, businesses were facing a ticking clock 
towards the impossible. This meant that the 
expectation had to be that the law would either 
be ignored or broken. The lesson from this is that 
any new or additional UK-EU agreement needs to 
include reasonable implementation periods and 
supports to enable adjustment, as well as clear 
and accessible information.

On top of this, the UK government’s belated 
acknowledgement of the implications of the 
Protocol came in the form of the UK Internal 
Market Act (2020), which originally threatened to 
equip the British government to break it. This had 
several negative effects – not least for UK-EU  
relations – but perhaps a longer term one is the 
fact that it has set an assumption in place that the 
international agreement somehow has a lesser 
status and that breaking the law is a reasonable 
course of action for a State. Thus, the UK’s pursuit 
of the NI Protocol Bill as a form of unilateral action 
to adjust the Protocol is not entirely new in seek-
ing to equip the government to break international 
law (albeit on the grounds of ‘necessity’). This is 
not compatible with restoring conditions in which 
trust and stability in Northern Ireland can be rebuilt, 
even aside from the fact that 52 of the 90 MLAs 
are overtly opposed to the Bill – as are 59% 
(almost the exact same proportion) of the respond-
ents in the October poll (see Figure 2). The lesson 

for this is that, in coming to a new agreement with 
the UK over the Protocol, the EU might be wise to 
look for signs that the UK is less ambiguous than it 
has been in the recent past regarding the status of 
international law.

This is of profound importance. Such failures and 
ambiguities over the past two years opened a 
space for people to think that change to an inter-
national agreement can come through threats of 

violence. The acts of loyalist violence around the 
Protocol have been sporadic, disorganised and 
thankfully minor. Of deeper concern is the willing-
ness of the UK government and some politicians 
in Northern Ireland to point to them as justifica-
tion for their approach to the Protocol and to its 
non-implementation. Such reasoning only gives 
succour to those who wish to see the end of not 
only the Protocol but also the 1998 Agreement.

Katy Hayward is Professor of 
Political Sociology at Queen’s 
University Belfast and a 
Senior Fellow of the UK in a 
Changing Europe thinktank. 

L–R: Tommy Simpson, Councillor Mal O’Hara (Green Party), 
Katy Hayward, John Barry, René Böll, Jan Phillip Albrecht, 
Councillor John Kyle (UUP), Peter Emerson.  

The UK government would be justified in taking unilateral action to 
disapply core elements of the Protocol, as per its Northern Ireland 
Protocol Bill, even if this is a breach of international law.

59%

36%

3% 2%

AGREE

DISAGREE

NEUTRAL

NO OPINION

Figure 2: Views of respondents in Northern Ireland on the UK 
Government’s unilateral approach to the NI Protocol (Testing the 
Temperature polling, October 2022)

https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/research-briefings/cbp-9333/
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2775
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2775
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3182/stages/17088
https://www.qub.ac.uk/sites/post-brexit-governance-ni/ProjectPublications/OpinionPolling/TestingTheTemperature6/
https://www.newsletter.co.uk/news/politics/david-frost-and-brandon-lewis-met-loyalist-paramilitary-representatives-3234221
https://www.newsletter.co.uk/news/politics/david-frost-and-brandon-lewis-met-loyalist-paramilitary-representatives-3234221
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Finally, from past mistakes to present divisions. 
Over the course of two years, we have seen 
patterns established in public opinion in Northern 
Ireland with regard to the Protocol. There is around 
30% on the one end of the spectrum who strongly 
believe that the Protocol is good for Northern 
Ireland, its economy and the 1998 Agreement, 
and who do not see any problems with its full 
implementation. There is around 30% at the 
other end of the spectrum who strongly believe 
that the Protocol is bad for Northern Ireland, for 
the 1998 Agreement and for the UK union and 
internal market. They believe that the removal 
of the Protocol should be a condition for the 
re-establishment of the NI Executive. This opposi-
tion comes almost exclusively from unionists, most 
particularly those who would describe themselves 
as ‘strongly unionist’. In between them, 25% think 
that the Protocol is, on balance, good but have 
some concerns and want to see it adjusted. Very 
few people are ‘neutral’ on the subject (Figure 3). 
It should be noted that these opinions have been 
formed in conditions in which we do not have the 
full implementation of the Protocol as originally 
envisaged.

In sum, support for the Protocol takes both strong 
and soft forms in Northern Ireland – and it covers a 
slim majority of people at the moment. Opposition 
to the Protocol is, in contrast, almost wholly vehe-
ment – many of that 30% want to see the Protocol 
scrapped altogether – and are unlikely to be 
moved by technical adjustments. This indicates 
that it will be near impossible to find a UK-EU 
agreement on the Protocol that can garner strong 
support across the political spectrum in Northern 
Ireland. As such, whilst the UK and EU should 
engage in talks to revise the Protocol, the EU 
should be cautious about believing that the future 
operation of the NI institutions rests entirely on 
the Protocol and the flexibility the EU might find to 
persuade strong unionists as to its benefits.

The Protocol is indeed crucial to the future of the 
1998 Agreement, but in a less direct way. The 
first is in demonstrating the UK’s unambiguous 

upholding of international law and agreements. The 
second is in creating conditions for prosperity and 
economic growth that contribute to political stabil-
ity. The third is in relation to the operation of Article 
18 of the Protocol itself – the ‘democratic consent 
vote’.

In late 2024, there will be a vote in the Northern 
Ireland Assembly on whether to continue the oper-
ation of Articles 5-10 of the Protocol (those which 
in effect give rise to the Irish Sea border). If that 
vote were to fall wholly along green/orange lines 
it would be destabilising for the 1998 Agreement. 
We see from polling (Figure 4) that an amended 
version of the Protocol could garner support from 
7/10 respondents (from a weighted representa-
tive sample of 1,500) in Northern Ireland. These 
‘persuadables’ come from across the political 
spectrum. When the UK and EU engage in talks 
over the Protocol, it is these voters they should 
have in mind. And while April 2023 will be a signifi-
cant date in Northern Ireland, it is late 2024 that 
the negotiators on both sides should have in mind.

Is the Protocol, on balance, good?

Figure 3: Time series of views of respondents in Northern Ireland on whether the 
Protocol is, on balance, good for Northern Ireland (Testing the Temperature polling, 
March 2021-October 2022)

STRONGLY  
AGREE

STRONGLY  
DISAGREE

DISAGREENEUTRALAGREE

If there was a UK–EU agreement on the Protocol’s operation, 
what would you like to see happen in the NI Assembly vote on the 
Protocol in late 2024?

28%

41%

3%

17%

41%

28%

11%

FOR CONTINUING APPLICATION 
OF ARTICLES 5–10

AGAINST CONTINUING  
APPLICATION OF ARTICLES 5–10

NO PREFERENCE EITHER WAY

DEPENDS IF AGREEMENT  
MEANT ONLY MINIMAL  
CHECKS & CONTROLS

DEPENDS ON IMPICATIONS  
FOR NI ECONOMY

Figure 4. Views of respondents in Northern Ireland on how they would like their 
Members of the Legislative Assembly to vote on the application of the Protocol in the 
democratic consent vote to be held in the Assembly in late 2024 (as per Article 18 
of the Protocol) (Testing the Temperature polling, October 2022)
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No United Ireland on a dead planet: 
Why ecological fundamentals need to be 
central to debates about constitutional 
futures of the island of Ireland
John Barry

John Barry is Professor of 
Green Political Economy and 
Co-Director of the Centre for 
Sustainability, Equality and 
Climate Action at Queens 
University. 

Brexit, the decision by the United Kingdom (well, 
actually England really) to leave the European 
Union in 2016, has had an unforeseen impact in 
hastening the debate around the reunification of 
Ireland. 6 years after the Brexit referendum, and 
100 years after the partition of Ireland and the 
creation of the Republic and Northern Ireland juris-
dictions, the debate and momentum around reunifi-
cation has gathered pace across the island.

The thorny and contentious issue of the Northern 
Ireland Protocol, one of the other unforeseen 
outworkings of the Brexit vote (leaving one part 
of the United Kingdom, namely Northern Ireland, 
within the EU Customs Union), has, like Midas, 
created instability in whatever it touches. This 
includes relations between the European Union 
and the United Kingdom (including the decision 
by the latter to break an international agreement it 
signed). Within Northern Ireland, the Protocol has 
caused considerable instability and raised politi-
cal tensions, with some sections of Unionism/
Loyalism claiming that customs checks on goods 
coming from Great Britain to Northern Ireland (an 
economic border in the Irish Sea) undermines the 
constitutional status as an integral part of the UK. 
Opposition to the Protocol has meant that NI has 
been without a functioning Executive since the May 
2022 elections, with the largest Unionist party, 
the DUP, refusing to re-enter government until the 
Protocol is removed (or radically altered).

A meeting hosted by myself at Queen’s University, 
with representatives of local political parties and 
academia, and which also included Jan Philipp 
Albrecht (President of the Heinrich Böll Stiftung) 
and John Gormley (Green Foundation Ireland) in 
September 2022, discussed the various economic 
and political dynamics of Brexit, the Protocol and 
the implications of calls for a border poll on Irish 
reunification.

Issues raised at that meeting and more generally in 
political and public debate related to the legal and 
regulatory complexity of finding a solution to the NI 
Protocol that would reduce its negative economic 
impact on those elements of the NI economy most 
affected. At the same time, two other dimensions 
of the Protocol were also strongly raised at that 
meeting, and help, in some ways, to ‘balance’ the 
view that the Protocol has only negative impacts in 
and for NI.

The first is the rather obvious political issue of 
the power of perceptions, as opposed to empiri-
cal reality. So here we confront the issue that 
the inconveniences of the operation of customs 
checks on some goods coming into NI from GB, 
have been presented by some unionist and loyal-
ist leaders as presenting a ‘constitutional crisis’ 
for NI. While for some, this author included, the 
introduction of customs checks do  not a consti-
tutional crisis make, in politics perception and 
narrative is and can be made into political reality. 
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And while one might question how robust a sense 
of Britishness is for those who feel threatened 
by customs checks, this is unlikely to change the 
views of those loyalists and unionists (led by the 
DUP) who have now transformed an economic-
regulatory issue into a constitutional-political crisis. 
Rather like giving a climate change sceptic more 
climate science and evidence for the climate crisis 
does not usually convince them, likewise for those 
determined to perceive the Protocol as an existen-
tial threat to the constitutional status of NI as part 
of the UK.

The second is that an argument can be, and has 
been, made that the Protocol gives NI a ‘best of 
both worlds’ opportunity. Unlike other parts of the 
UK, NI can trade unhindered with the EU as well 
as continuing to participate and be part of the 
UK market. As a result of the Protocol, NI has in 
effect remained in the EU’s single market for goods 
(England, Scotland and Wales have left the EU’s 
single market). This allows goods to flow to and 
from NI to the Republic of Ireland and the rest of 
the EU as they did while the UK was a member 
of the EU, without customs checks, tariffs or new 
paperwork. The EU’s rules on customs and regu-
lation of agri-food products continue to apply to 
goods arriving in NI.

While inconclusive, there is evidence that some 
firms in NI have reoriented supply chains away 
from GB towards the Republic of Ireland and this 
helps explain how North-South all island trade has 
increased both by volume and in value over the 
past year or so. This positive case for the Protocol 
however is largely drowned out by the louder 
voices above for whom the Protocol has to be 
abolished (something that is not going to happen 
in any case, since the fate of the Protocol can only 
be decided by the EU and UK, not NI local political 
parties).

An issue that did not figure much in our meet-
ing, and one that is odd given the ecological and 
green representatives at it, was the climate and 
biodiversity dimensions of the debate around Irish 
reunification. The reality is that an understanding 

of the scale, nature and severity of our planetary 
crises must inform all discussion of the political, 
social, and economic dynamics of arguments for 
and against Irish reunification. Post-growth assess-
ments of the planetary emergency point to over-
developed and unsustainable capitalist economies 
geared towards endless economic growth as the 
primary cause of these crises.

These perspectives are grounded in findings 
rooted in both ecological/green economics and the 
physical sciences. The earth is an ecosystem fixed 
in size and finite in its stored energy and mineral 
deposits. The biocapacity of the planet – the abil-
ity of the earth to provide and regenerate the finite 
inputs (material and energy) required for economic 
activity and absorb the outputs of this activity 
(emissions and pollution) – is also fixed. It logically 
and biophysically follows that you cannot grow 
an economy at a compound rate forever within 
the fixed planetary system. In fact, globally we are 
presently in a position of profound planetary over-
shoot, causing global heating, ecological degrada-
tion, and the 6th great mass extinction of species.

Economies structurally geared towards this 
ecocidal level of growth are exploitative, ineq-
uitable, and unsustainable. The maintenance of 
growth past sustainable levels, relies on overwork, 
environmental exploitation, endless overconsump-
tion or consumerism, the privatisation of public and 
non-market provisions, and so on. In other words, 
growth is contributing to worsening (not improving) 
living standards.

To put it bluntly, “growth for the sake of growth is 
the ideology of the cancer cell”, and the increase 
in Gross Domestic Product (‘GDP’) tells us noth-
ing about real social conditions in the economy or 
the well-being of citizens. It tells us nothing about 
inequality, poverty or social exclusion, or the unpaid 
work of women. GDP measured economic growth 
is not measuring what matters. To illustrate, this let 
me share with you the hero of economic growth 
that informs dominant economic thinking, includ-
ing the economic thinking of those debating and 
promoting Irish reunification.
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Economic growth’s ideal economic hero is a chain-
smoking, terminal cancer patient going through an 
expensive divorce, whose car is totalled in a 20-car 
pileup as a result of being distracted by his mobile 
phone while munching on a fast food hamburger 
and swigging a can of Guinness – each of these 
activities contribute to GDP measured economic 
growth.

The conclusions for the economic debate 
surrounding Irish reunification are clear. Arguments 
for Irish unity based on scientifically unfounded 
projections of a post-unification economy based 
on the island-wide extension and continuation of 
endless, ecocidal economic growth is scientifically 
illiterate, extremely risky, and therefore simply not 
credible.

Many prominent contributions, influential in the 
economic debate on reunification, adopt exactly 
this climate and ecologically illiterate approach – 
unity by growth, growth by ecocide. Therefore, to 
ensure a firm scientific footing for the economic 
debate on reunification, future contributions must 
engage with the reality of the planetary crises, and 
the opportunities to be realised by embracing a 
radical green post-growth political economy.

A post-growth economy should be the guiding 
principle of the political economy of reunification, 
and engaging with the policy challenges required 
to achieve this: how, and in what ways, can Irish 
unity deliver greater socio-economic equality; 
improve well-being; full employment in meaning-
ful work; universal public services; and all within 
Ireland’s fair share of a flourishing natural world 
and stable climate?

In short, a ‘new Ireland’ requires a new way of 
thinking about and managing any post-reunification 
economy. All discussions around reunification need 
to be based on a completely different model and 
understanding of political economy.

There is no new or indeed old Ireland, there is no 
unified or partitioned Ireland, on a dead planet.

L–R: John Barry, René Böll, Jan Phillip Albrecht at the Peace Wall.
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It was the greenness, vitality and beauty of 
the natural landscape that first earned Ireland 
the epithet of the ‘Emerald Isle’. Indeed, when 
Heinrich Böll visited Ireland in 1957, he was 
struck by how ‘green, very green’ the island was. 
Mounds of peat, soft rain, and rolling hills were 
defining features of the Ireland that Böll captured 
in his writing. However, the period following Böll’s 
visit was marred by environmental degradation 
and biodiversity decline. Drained peatlands, 
polluted waters, and brown parcels of land: this  
is the reality of our ‘Emerald Isle’.

It is difficult to know exactly what was the state 
of the Irish environment when Böll was writing, 
since most systematic records only began to be 
kept in the early 1970s. However, the agricultural 
development and urban expansion beginning to 
take hold during mid 20th century helps to paint 
a clearer picture. When Böll was writing in the 
late 1950s and early 1960s, a move towards 
more intensive agricultural practices was already 
impacting the quality of the landscape. After 
World War II, subsidies and schemes for farm 
improvements were causing field drainage, hedge 
removals, and soil erosion. To use the words of 
the development and planning body, An Foras 
Forbartha, ‘heritage’ was ‘being steadily whittled 
away’.

Since the translation of Böll’s Irisches Tagebuch 
into English (Irish Journal) in 1967, perhaps the 
most significant change to the environment has 
been the damage and degradation of peatlands. 
Peat extraction was bound up with economic 
growth in rural areas, and post-World War II  
saw a massive acceleration in bog extraction.  
By 1946, nearly 50% the total area of large 

raised-bogs in the Midlands recorded in 1814 
had been cut away. However, where 56% of the 
original area of Irish bogs was still considered 
‘unmodified’ by human activity in 1979, loss of 
peatland habitat in the 60 years that followed 
became ever more rapid. Fast forward to modern 
day, and 86% of peatlands in the North are in a 
degraded state. The South is not much better: 
over 70% of peatland habitats have been lost.

If the last 60 years have been characterised by 
a decline in peatlands, they have equally been 
marked by an increase in forest cover. These two 
patterns may be opposing, but they are closely 
connected, as afforestation is one of the driv-
ers behind peatland degradation. Forest cover 
across the island is now at its highest level in over 
350 years, having grown from covering 3.7% of 
the land area in 1965 to 11.35% in 2020. The 
1950s saw a surge of afforestation activities in 
the South, with a move towards State planting 
and the introduction of the Forestry Act in 1946. 
Afforestation in the North was less of a feature 
during these years, although planting peaked 
following the introduction of the 1953 Forestry 
Act which focused especially on private plant-
ing. The substantial increase in forest cover on 
the island over the past 60 years means that 
more non-native tree species now populate our 
hills, including Beech, Laurel and some conifer 
species. The introduction of more non-native 
species is not without its problems: non-native 
trees have secured dominance over native 
species, growing exceedingly fast in their early 
years, and developing canopy structures that 
block light and prevent native tree seeds from 
germinating.

Ireland’s biodiversity crisis
Rosalind Skillen
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Non-native trees are not the only species to have 
been introduced to Ireland since Böll’s visits. 
In terms of animal species which have been 
introduced, grey squirrels would have only been 
expanding their range beyond the borders of 
Castle Forbes, where they were first released in 
1911. Similarly, Germany only introduced bank 
voles to Ireland in the 1920s, when they were 
released on the south side of the River Shannon. 
This, by contrast, was around the same time 
when the North Atlantic right whale disappeared 
from Irish waters. The North Atlantic right whale 
is just one of the species that went extinct around 
the time Böll was writing. The Hornet moth and 
Spiral Chalk-moss also disappeared just a few 
years before Böll’s first visit to Ireland.

Notably, Ireland’s island setting means that the 
potential for species loss is greater than for other 
parts of Europe, but it was the mid-century shift 
towards livestock farming that placed pressure 
on the natural environment, resulting in consider-
able species and biodiversity loss. In the South, 
now almost a third of species are threatened 
with extinction. The North experiences a similar 
trend in species decline, with 1 in 5 species at 
risk of extinction. Species decline was part of 
the national conversation when Böll was writing; 
even before Böll had arrived in Ireland, the 1891 
Fisheries Act, the 1930 Wild Birds Protection Act 
and the 1937 Whale Fisheries Act had all been 
passed.

Lastly, in terms of the marine environment, there 
has been a substantial decline in the water quality 
of Ireland’s rivers and streams since the 1960s. 
Biodiversity threats and a decrease in marine 
populations was a concern when Böll was living 
in Ireland, with the Maritime Jurisdiction Act 
passed in 1959. While the state of the marine 
environment is unsatisfactory in both jurisdictions, 
the situation south of the border is marginally 
better where just over 50% of Irish rivers and 
lakes are in ‘good’ or ‘high’ biological quality. By 
contrast, not one of Northern Ireland’s 450 river 
waterbodies is in ‘good’ or ‘high’ quality condi-
tion.

Despite an increase in environmental law, govern-
ance, and protection over the past 60 years, it 
feels like what has most changed since Böll’s 
visits to Ireland is our understanding of place and 
appreciation of our environment. Böll marvelled 
at the natural world, writing that the ‘greenness 
of these trees and meadows defies description’. 
If we are to develop a greater understanding of 
environmental awareness and protection, we 
must, then, re-cultivate an ‘almost mystical feel-
ing for nature’. Returning to this sense of wonder, 
which layers the pages of Irisches Tagebuch, 
will not only be essential to protect the environ-
ment and halt biodiversity decline but, crucially, 
to realign and transform our relationship with the 
natural world.

Rosalind Skillen is a  
columnist with the Belfast 
Telegraph and was youth  
delegate at COP27.
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When my parents bought an out-farm on Bannow 
Bay in South Wexford and brought us children 
to that magic coastal spot in 1964, I remember 
my mother noting that the people’s kindness and 
attitude, the greens of the landscape and the 
weather were all just as described in Heinrich 
Böll’s ‘Irisches Tagebuch’. But Böll had failed 
to describe wet cold in all its intensity and had 
hardly touched on superstitions and biodiver-
sity. These were matters we had to discover 
ourselves.

My parents – refugees from Riga and the lakes of 
West Prussia – met in West Germany near Bonn 
after the 2nd World War. When they married it 
was still open whether my father could return 
to his estate, but those hopes faded and as 
‘Lastenausgleich’ grants to help settle refugees 
became available with top-ups for those who 
were willing to emigrate – they did.

When not working or enduring our first cold 
miserable ‘I’ll beat it into you’ school, my little 
brother and I roamed and played every spare 
minute. We were mermaid and Wassernöck, 
watching fish and molluscs in seagrass Zostera 
marina meadows. Our saltmarsh channels were 
warm and turned you dark brown. Little fish 
smelling of cucumber could be caught by hand. 
Fishermen brought locally caught wild salmon, 
seabass, and various flat fish. In autumn, Tintern 
Abbey woods were full of chanterelle and differ-
ent boletus species. We had no competition as 
locals would not touch them and so we took just 
a little to ensure this abundance would last.

Böll captured the German versus the Irish atti-
tude brilliantly in the short story ‘Anekdote zur 
Senkung der Arbeitsmoral’ where the well-to-do 
German tourist cannot understand the Irishman 
who is content when he has potted enough crab 

and lobster to satisfy his needs and well-being 
for the next few days. After that – he would go 
out and fish once more. While the driven German 
was looking at the potential for harnessing that 
ocean wealth and becoming rich, so rich that he 
could just doze in the sun – which the fisherman 
assured him he was doing right there and then 
without all the hassle of getting rich.

This attitude wasn’t just a feature of Achill island. 
It was seen in many people around us. The 
‘meitheal’ was still cherished. People helped each 
other in the harvest, sheep dipping, house build-
ing and fishing when the shoals of mackerel came 
in. Apart from Sunday Mass and service, time was 
bendable to suit the occasion. It wasn’t your boss 
like in Germany. When the sugar beet campaign 
was in full swing, even the Rosslare train would 
have to wait for the sugar beet wagons to move 
and farmers delivering would wait for the wagons 
to arrive playing cards and chatting rather than 
getting irritated.

‘Progress’ was circling over Ireland and came to 
roost in the early 1970s. We were getting fit to 
join the EEC and become wealthy Europeans.

Progress looked irresistibly shiny and smart. 
Initially few noticed that it also ate into the coun-
tryside and sea life, while polluting all over the 
place and causing fish kills.

More efficient farming with greater outputs and 
less hedgerows became an obsession. Bigger 
and better boats which can find more fish and 
stay out in bad weather. Better and larger houses 
with more bathrooms and tarmac – black, dry 
and flat. An industrial future, with latest technol-
ogy and wealth: from a nation going nuclear, to 
local finest civic offices in a key position on Wood 
Quay in Dublin.

A German migrant in Ireland
Karin Dubsky
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It was both rousing and exhausting for communi-
ties and individuals to counter that fast-driven 
snug wave of progress. I was a student in Trinity 
College Dublin with one lecturer – Robert 
Blackith – standing out as strategic campaigner 
and teacher. His scientific arguments, coupled 
with the emotional sway of music by young men 
like Christy Moore and international support by 
people like Petra Kelly, made the anti-nuclear 
movement successful. Many other campaigns, like 
‘Save Wood Quay’ which was trying to protect 
the Viking archaeology uncovered in construction 
works, weren’t.

Slowly – far too slowly – checks and balances 
were coming in, with EU environmental law and 
the Aarhus Convention.

As we were heading for the new millennium 
‘progress’ became affectionately known as the 
‘Celtic Tiger’. Ireland was admired, proud to build 
more roads for more business and bigger cars 
– now with appropriate and inappropriate assess-
ments. Big new cars and roads were associated 
with successful Germans. Were we growing 
more alike?

Then our Celtic Tiger died quite suddenly and 
shocked the nation. We sat up to rethink our 
future and grasped the end of the milk quota by 
continuing progress into a surge of agricultural 
intensification and processing capacity. The trend 
of improving water quality was reversed, mapped 
annually by the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA). Today we are further away from achieving 
EU water law minimum standards in the country-
side than 10 years ago.

On the fragile coastal rim, grants are fuelling 
aquaculture expansion. Aquaculture comes in 
many forms. You may have native mussels grown 

in cotton stockings in a suitable location, feeding 
themselves on plankton as a low impact, good 
return business. Or grow non-native salmon 
in open sea cages in estuaries known for their 
wild salmonids and make more money. Your 
responsibility lies with good site management 
and returns for your investors. You are insured 
against disease and cage failure with mass 
release of Norwegian salmon. But nature isn’t. 
The fishing for sprat at more than 4 times the 
maximum advised by the International Council 
for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES) to feed 
caged salmon and the demise of wild salmon and 
seatrout passing fish cages on their migratory 
travels isn’t your concern. Government needs to 
look after that.

When did you last eat a wild salmon?

All this sounds like sheer misery and sometimes 
I feel like despairing when I think of the destruc-
tion my own family was part of – grant aided. But 
perhaps we have turned the corner.

The Irish government declared a dual climate and 
biodiversity crisis in 2019. A signal of intent to 
act. Action is urgent and the Green Party is driv-
ing an energy revolution – though with 23 out of 
24 resident Irish seabirds on the orange or red 
list, we cannot afford a drive without adequate 
checks and balances on expanding offshore wind.

If we pull together and focus on respect and 
value of what is still intact and on restoration of 
what has been damaged, we can dramatically 
improve with a whole new approach.

The place is covered in low hanging fruit where 
we can have quick results if we did act.

Karin Dubsky is a Marine 
ecologist and campaigner. 
She is a mother, wife and 
grandmother and the founder 
of Coastwatch Europe. 
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Here are three examples which work at different 
levels.

A small European Innovation Partnership (EIP) 
project to improve water and biodiversity in the 
Ballymoney stream catchment – this stream runs 
5km from Tara Hill to the Irish Sea. With lots of 
changes in rural demographics, the area could be 
described as households, farms and clusters of 
interests.

The EIP project pulled together by a few people, 
brought the area together, reawakened meitheals, 
slowed water and brought in stream silt traps, 
restored wetlands and widened to pilot a no 
spray campaign, sharing of information, native 
plants and tools. It brought joint joy and responsi-
bility to protect our bats and pollinators. It brought 
understanding by seeing images captured with 
wildlife cameras of badger, otter and cats hunting. 
Small children and teenagers learnt the language 
of nature right by their house and the shore. That 
was a one year project which we finished on 
one little stream. It cost less than 50,000 euro 
including all the wetland restoration works, and 
could be rolled out all around our coast, perhaps 
targeted to bathing and shellfish waters to maxim-
ise the win-win situation. New CAP and river 
basin management plan can do that.

We also need to work strategically to review the 
advice and decision making processes at top 
level.

We know seagrass beds are the highest value 
inshore habitats for biodiversity and blue carbon, 
but most are not protected. In a citizen science 
campaign, the environmental NGO Coastwatch 
asked citizens to find this valuable seagrass, 
describing what it looked like. Not only do we 

now know over 20% more seagrass beds around 
our shores than we did a year ago, but the 
citizens who found these beds are proud and 
protective of them. We now have perfect condi-
tions for introducing the law to back up local 
protection interests.

After 100 years of central governance of our 
seas, local authorities are to take over responsi-
bility for the ‘near shore’ where all the seagrass 
stocks are. We could protect these jewels in our 
commons right now with the existing Wildlife Act 
and Climate Action Plan.

Finally we need to change the heart of the deci-
sion making machinery.

The sea is our great commons. Ireland has 7 
times more sea than land, with a vast range of 
habitats and species – way more than we have 
on land and way more than most countries.

Government manages these commons for us 
using four main marine authorities which are 
responsible for law enforcement, monitoring/
research and grant aid – the Sea Fisheries 
Protection Authority, the Marine Institute, Bord 
Iascaigh Mhara and the Irish Navy. The first three 
all have an Advisory Committee or Board where 
you will find the representatives of industries 
using the sea sitting together at one table. While 
in the beginning they were all men, now there 
are a few women – but still not a single person 
whose first responsibility is to marine biodiversity. 
We don’t need new laws to change that, just new 
will and that could be done today.
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Relations between Ireland and Germany have 
waxed and waned over the centuries. There have 
been high points of activity, for example when 
Irish monks helped Christianise Germany, particu-
larly in the south. Ninth century monks from the 
Diocese of Cashel, appalled at the poverty they 
found there, set up aid programmes funded from 
Cashel. In order to support this work, they estab-
lished a trading post in Kyiv dealing in furs and 
timber. The proceeds of this were transferred to 
Germany.

For many centuries, Irish eyes were fixed on the 
Catholic monarchs of Spain and France and 
on the Papacy. There were constant efforts to 
seek military help and support against British 
colonisation of Ireland and, in particular, to 
defend Catholicism against the promotion of 
Protestantism.

Even if the divided Germany of the time had 
no great power to project, or involvement in 
European wars, cultural connections remained.  
A particularly important role was played at the 
end of the 19th century. During the so-called 
Celtic revival in Ireland, a period of intense artis-
tic flowering, there was renewed interest in and 
study of the Irish language – up to then regarded 
more as a barrier to economic progress than as 
the repository of centuries of lived experience. 
The work of German academics, particularly 
philologists, was instrumental in re-establishing 
the prestige of the language.

Efforts were made during World War I to engage 
Germany in the nationalist movements in Ireland 
– including a suggestion that a minor Wittelsbach 
might be invited to replace the British monar-
chy at the head of an independent Ireland. But 
Germany showed little interest.

During World War II Ireland remained officially 
neutral, but actually worked intensively to support 
the Allies. Some of the stories of these efforts 
have only been revealed in the last few years.

German imagination was gripped in the 1960s 
by Irisches Tagebuch, written by Heinrich Böll. It 
contained many descriptions of Ireland, particu-
larly the west of the country. Böll and his family 
spent a lot of time from 1954 onwards on the 
island of Achill, and bought a cottage there. 
The book is a series of essays and reflections 
on life in the west of Ireland, with many refer-
ences to tea drinking, rain and sheep. Although 
immensely successful in Germany, it was not so 
well regarded in Ireland because of its theme of 
poverty and want. But for a whole generation of 
Germans, Ireland was a green, empty, impover-
ished and charming place. It served as the basis 
of a huge tourist industry, with great numbers of 
visitors coming to the west of Ireland.

Membership of the European Union was trans-
formative for Ireland. Support for agriculture at 
the time led to an increase in general prosper-
ity, although the impact on the industrial base 
was severe. Funding from Brussels was devoted 
mainly to areas such as education and training 
– an essential pillar of the policy of building the 
economy by encouraging international Foreign 
Direct Investment (‘FDI’), a policy pursued by 
successive governments. Enthusiasm for the 
European Union has remained high among the 
population.

In more recent history, there have been high 
points and low points in the relationship.

When the Berlin Wall fell, there was no accepted 
route for the Federal Republic to be considered 
as a single entity or for the Länder of eastern 
Germany to join the European Union directly. 
There were a number of European States which 
were hesitant at the thought of such a large 
country in the centre of Europe. Ireland held 
the Presidency of the European Union at the 
time. There were two EU summits in Dublin in 
the first half of 1990 to consider the issue. The 
deal reached in Dublin was pushed through by 
the Presidency, in spite of some resistance from 
many of the 12 member states, including France 
and the UK.

Irish German relations
Katherine Meenan
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There was considerable appreciation in Germany 
at the time of the role played by Ireland. On the 
other hand, there was less enthusiasm in Ireland 
for the attitude taken by Germany a decade later 
towards the bailout programme during the finan-
cial crisis. There is still some lingering resentment 
on that topic.

Although membership of the European Union 
hastened the end of Irish dependence on the 
British economy and of the habit of using it as 
the first port of call for ideas for administrative or 
political change, Brexit was still a major shock.

Ireland was the country most directly affected 
by Brexit. Irish exports to Britain have reduced 
steadily over the years, but a considerable part of 
the food industry was focused on the UK market, 
producing specialised goods for the national 
market.

This meant that the potential impact was not as 
severe as it might have been decades earlier but 
it was concentrated in certain sectors. Since 
2016, however, there has been an extraordinary 
diversion of trade, and greatly increased Irish 
exports to continental Europe.

The trickiest of all the issues raised by the 
UK’s exit from the EU was the border between 
Northern Ireland and the Republic of Ireland. 
Interestingly, there appears not to have been 
a single mention of this issue in the entire UK 
campaign. However, the Irish government was 
immediately aware of the implications of a 
so-called “Hard Border”, that is a border with 
customs posts, uniformed customs officers and 
a requirement that all who crossed the border 
could be asked to justify their activity. This was 
unacceptable to the Government and would have 
been strongly resisted by all those who lived 
close to the border, or who passed over it on a 
regular basis. It was also potentially catastrophic 
for the dairy industry, because much of the milk 
produced in Northern Ireland is processed in the 
Republic.

A major diplomatic effort was undertaken to 
explain the importance of the issue to other 
European governments and to enlist their support. 
The support provided by the German govern-
ment in this matter was exceptional. It was clearly 
not just another negotiating point, but something 
which senior politicians and officials understood 
to be existential.

Following Brexit, the Irish government undertook 
a comprehensive review of its external rela-
tions. This focused on our major neighbours/
friends – including, in particular, Germany. This 
has resulted in considerably increased diplo-
matic representation, including a recognition that 
Ireland needed more of a voice at Land level. For 
this reason, new consulates were opened.

At the same time, the German government 
included Ireland in is programme for “Like-Minded 
Countries” and there are ongoing meetings in a 
structured dialogue between German/Irish senior 
diplomats responsible for EU policies.

In spite of all of this, there remains a certain 
mutual lack of understanding between the 
two populations. While many Germans speak 
strikingly good English, the learning of foreign 
languages has reduced in Ireland, so fewer Irish 
people have access to the “real” Germany.

Coverage of Germany is quite good in the Irish 
media, and in the inevitably English-speaking 
international media, but that is not reciprocated. 
Media coverage and interest in Irish issues in 
Germany is generally crisis-driven. In addition, 
coverage of Ireland in German media is provided 
by correspondents based in London, thus limiting 
the quantity and quality of information. Inevitably 
they approach Ireland with attitudes formed in the 
UK, so accurate representation of Irish attitudes 
is not always possible.

There is a sense among decision makers in 
Ireland that Germany lacks a deep understand-
ing of the globalised (and rich) Ireland of the 21st 
century.

Katherine Meenan is chair 
of the IIEA (Institute of 
International and European 
Affairs) Germany Group.
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Ireland has been transformed economically, 
socially, and culturally since Irisches Tagebuch 
was published 65 years ago. Whether the picture 
of Ireland painted by Heinrich Böll in his Irish 
Journal was generally true of the country when 
it was published in 1957 or not has been the 
source of some debate. However, it is fair to say 
that life for most Irish people at the time was 
grim. And it is even fairer to say that the Ireland of 
today bears no resemblance whatsoever to it. 

The Journal was published a mere thirty-five years 
after the Irish Republic had gained independence 
from the United Kingdom in 1922. The industrial 
city of Belfast remained within the UK as part 
of the new state of Northern Ireland, resulting 
in a country that was predominately agricultural 
and whose agricultural exports went practically 
entirely to the UK. 

Throughout the 1930s and 1940s, the Irish 
government sought to realise a greater degree of 
independence by developing national self-suffi-
ciency in new industries. High import tariffs were 
introduced to encourage people to buy local, and 
that resulted in a good number of British-owned 
firms establishing manufacturing plants here 
to avoid paying these on any goods they might 
previously have shipped over.

A modern textile industry began to develop.  
Car assembly plants sprung up. Food processing 
factories, such as Cadbury’s Chocolate, arrived. 
Farmers were encouraged to grow more tillage 
crops to reduce reliance on imports. And peat 
harvesting was industrialised to provide energy 
security.

For the ordinary people, however, self-sufficiency 
led only to stagnation. Ireland’s economy grew 
by a mere 40% in the three decades up to 1952, 

leaving the average Irish person only half as well 
off as their British neighbour, and only one-third 
as wealthy as their American cousin.   

Despite all the new industry, the number of 
people in jobs remained stubbornly stuck at 
1.2 million just as it had been in the 1920s. 
Emigration was the only solution for many young 
people seeking work. One in every three males 
and females who were under the age of 30 in 
1946 was destined to leave. 

When they did so, their comparatively poor 
education levels were exposed. The United 
States had introduced free high school education 
from early in the twentieth century. The United 
Kingdom did so after World War II. But Ireland 
did not do so until the late 1960s.

All of this meant that living conditions remained 
harsh for many. In the early 1950s less than half 
of homes had piped water or electricity. The vast 
majority still had no indoor bathroom and relied 
on an outdoor toilet. 

The recognition that Ireland needed to be more 
open to the world if it was to improve the living 
standards of its citizens gradually dawned on its 
political leaders. By the end of the 1950s the 
decision was taken for an about-face: a total reor-
ientation away from protectionism and towards 
internationalisation. This was the very point in  
time at which Böll’s work was published.

Instead of import tariffs, the country embraced 
free trade. Instead of focusing on production for 
the domestic market, it focused on production 
for export markets. Instead of prioritising local 
companies, it incentivised foreign investment.

The Arrival III: Ireland’s transformation
Mark Henry
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Ireland applied to join the European Economic 
Community in 1963, although it took a further 
ten years for this to come to fruition in 1973. Our 
fortunes were then transformed. Instead of relying 
overwhelmingly on the UK to buy our exports, we 
gained access to the largest market in the world.

The value of our goods exports leapt from €1 
billion in the early 1970s to over €160 billion 
today. The share going to Britain fell from two-
thirds to just 9%. The services we export add a 
further €220 billion on top of that again. 

These exports generally originate from multina-
tional companies who have located in Ireland to 
access the European market. Ireland has created 
more jobs through foreign direct investment 
over the past decade than practically any other 
European country – and the value of those jobs is 
the highest generated in any country in the world. 

The number of people in employment finally 
began to grow in the 1980s as the economy 
expanded. Today, 2.5 million people have jobs. 
The greatest proportion of them are in high-skilled 
roles.  Higher educational qualifications are, 
therefore, increasingly important and Ireland is 
one of the few countries in the world in which the 
majority of working-age adults now have a higher 
education qualification.

Incomes have doubled in real terms since we 
joined the EU. Our economic wealth per capita 
now significantly exceeds that of the UK and 
Germany and evens pips the USA. 

Our openness as a nation extends to people 
too. Our emigration tradition has been decisively 
reversed and Ireland is now a country of net 
immigration. Nearly one in five of those resident 
here today were born elsewhere – a figure that is 
the third highest in the EU after Luxembourg and 
Sweden. Instead of relying on remittances from 
Irish emigrants overseas to support living stand-
ards, more than US$1.7 billion of remittances are 
now sent annually from Ireland to assist families 
and friends overseas. 

By any reckoning, Ireland is now a very different 
country than it was in 1957. The United Nations 
rates our quality of life as the eighth highest in the 
world, one place ahead of Germany. In fact, we 
have risen up the rankings faster than any other 
developed nation – jumping 21 places in the 
thirty years since they started their surveys. 

Ireland has finally taken its place amongst the 
nations of the world – indeed, amongst the lead-
ing nations of the world. It is a modern, liberal 
democracy. The Human Freedom Index assess 
us as the fifth most free country on the planet in 
personal, civil, and economic freedoms. We have 
come a long way.

Why has Ireland made such remarkable 
progress? I identify four factors that account for 
our comparative success in my book, In Fact: An 
Optimist’s Guide to Ireland at 100. 

Firstly, we have experienced stability in govern-
ance and policy direction. We are one of only a 
dozen countries to have been a democracy for 
an unbroken one hundred years. Government 
commitment to export-led growth, openness to 
inward investment, and commitment to high levels 
of education has remained consistent.

Secondly, that openness to the world has 
enabled us to attract the investment and the 
people we needed to flourish. Global competition 
has been good for us and has enabled us to learn 
from best practice elsewhere. 

The high levels of investment in education 
empowered personal fulfilment and the ability of 
many to contribute to our national development.

Finally, our strong sense of community ensured 
high levels of interpersonal trust and a sense 
of fairness that has resulted in great equality of 
opportunity and a reduction in societal inequality 
as we have become wealthier. 

The Irish today have never been healthier, 
wealthier, or better educated. This Ireland exists: 
but whoever goes there and fails to find it has no 
claim on the author.

Mark Henry is the author of In 
Fact: An Optimist’s Guide to 
Ireland at 100 which charts 
the remarkable progress 
Ireland has made as a nation 
in the one hundred years since 
the country’s independence.



30 

Green Foundation Ireland

Management team

Nuala Ahern Ciaran Monahan Stiofán Nutty Ann O’ Conarain Tommy Simpson

Directors

John Barry

Martin Nolan

Joan Campbell

Duncan Stewart

Claire Downey Eileen McDermott Donna Mullen





Im
ages: M

ichael Foley, Paul R
obertson, 

Jam
es S

tringer, Eric Verleene

© 2022 Green Foundation Ireland 
www.greenfoundationireland.ie 
info@greenfoundationireland.ie

https://www.greenfoundationireland.ie
https://www.greenfoundationireland.ie
mailto:info%40greenfoundation.ie?subject=
https://www.boell.de/en

