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“It is time for Hamas to relinquish control of Gaza and lay down its arms, just as
the Irish Republican Army once did—the situations are comparable.” With this
historical analogy, British Foreign Secretary David Lammy attempted to push the
Israeli narrative that disarmament is a prerequisite—without guarantees—for
ending the campaign of extermination launched by Israeli forces since October 7,
2023.
Lammy, a representative of the same British colonial power that once waged war
against the Irish, glosses over a complex, eight-decade conflict that saw the Irish
exact heavy losses on the British, including bombing the heart of London near the
residence of Iron Lady Margaret Thatcher. Only in the final stretch did the IRA
disarm—after a political agreement had been reached to end the war.
In equating Britain with Israel and the Irish Republican Army (IRA) with Hamas,
Lammy made a historically neat but substantively flawed comparison. He
omitted critical facts: without the IRA’s long and bloody campaign, neither the
British colonizer, nor the Europeans, nor even the United States would have
come to the negotiating table to strike a peace agreement that ultimately led to
the IRA disarming.
Unintentionally, Lammy’s comments also exposed the double standards of the so-
called international community, and unmasked the West’s long-standing
pretenses of justice and civility.
86 Years of Armed Struggle
The IRA was founded in 1919 to continue the Irish nationalist fight against
British occupation—a struggle initiated by 19th-century militant movements,
most recently the Irish Volunteers, established in 1913. These groups led major
attacks during World War I, most notably the 1916 Easter Rising.
Following that rebellion—what some dubbed the “Easter Revolution”—nationalist
militants regrouped under a single umbrella: the Irish Republican Army. Their
aim was clear—full liberation from British rule. By 1920, guerrilla warfare had
erupted, targeting military barracks, police officers, and collaborators.
The campaign forced Britain to sign the Anglo-Irish Treaty in 1921, splitting the
island into two: the partially independent Irish Free State and British-controlled
Northern Ireland. This division fractured the IRA—some accepted the
compromise, while others continued the fight for full Irish unification.
Thus began a new phase of conflict, nearly a civil war, pitting the pro-treaty
government in the south, backed by Britain, against the anti-treaty IRA. Though
defeated early on, the IRA did not disband and persisted in its struggle.
From the 1930s to 1960s, the IRA launched attacks in both Ireland and the UK,
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refining its methods through bombings, ambushes, assassinations, and
kidnappings. The July 1972 Belfast bombings alone involved more than 20
explosions, killing nine and injuring 130. Subsequent attacks in Birmingham
(1974), Enniskillen (1987), and Warrington (1993) killed dozens more.
Faced with relentless pressure, the British government began backchannel talks
with both Irish governments in the mid-1980s, supported by the EU and the US.
This resulted in the 1995 Downing Street Declaration between British Prime
Minister John Major and Irish Taoiseach John Bruton.
The agreement included the political wing of the IRA—Sinn Féin—as a legitimate
negotiating party, in return for the group’s gradual disarmament.
After nearly four years of negotiations, a broadly accepted settlement was
reached: semi-unified governance across both parts of Ireland, an autonomous
administration in the south, and a public referendum to determine Northern
Ireland’s future.
In 2005, after the agreement took effect, the IRA formally abandoned armed
struggle and joined the democratic political process to pursue its century-old
goal—unifying Ireland.
A Parallel Struggle
There are striking parallels between Hamas and the IRA, from motivations and
goals to organizational structure and public support. Both emerged in response
to foreign occupation, and both represent marginalized populations.
The IRA championed the cause of Catholic nationalists in Northern Ireland, a
group sidelined by British colonial rule. Similarly, Hamas represents a large
segment of the Palestinian population—especially in Gaza—seeking
independence from Israeli occupation.
Each group has military and political wings: the IRA’s armed resistance was
complemented by Sinn Féin; Hamas comprises both the Gaza government and its
military arm, the Izz al-Din al-Qassam Brigades.
Both were labeled “terrorist” organizations by opponents and their allies—early
in its existence, the IRA faced such designations from the UK, US, and other
European countries. Hamas faces similar treatment from Israel, the US, and
much of the West.
Both believed liberation required sacrifice, regardless of the cost, and were
undeterred by accusations from pacifist or compromising factions.
Each also experienced internal betrayal. The IRA split after the Anglo-Irish
Treaty, with some calling for surrender to undermine the movement. Likewise,
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Hamas has faced betrayal by elements within Fatah, the PLO, and other
factions—some of whom have coordinated with Israel to suppress resistance.
Their strategy blends armed resistance with political engagement. The IRA
bombed London even as Sinn Féin negotiated peace in Belfast. Hamas continues
political negotiations in Doha and Cairo while resistance persists on the ground.
These shared traits have helped forge strong Irish-Palestinian ties. Dublin
remains one of Europe’s most vocal defenders of Palestinian rights. Both peoples
suffered similar colonial demonization and followed parallel paths of resistance.
There are reports of contact and mutual understanding between Palestinian and
Irish resistance leaders.
What Lammy Missed—or Chose to Ignore
By invoking only the IRA’s final chapter, Lammy attempted to legitimize Israel’s
disarmament demands of Hamas, mirroring Zionist rhetoric with chilling
precision. He ignored the long and painful path the IRA took to reach that point,
as well as the diplomatic scaffolding—local and international—that made the
disarmament possible.
In 1995, the IRA carried out deadly bombings in London and Liverpool, including
a failed assassination attempt on Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher—an
operation with political and symbolic resonance akin to Hamas’s October 7, 2023
“Al-Aqsa Flood” operation.
Britain, however, did not respond by razing Dublin, starving its population, or
destroying basic infrastructure. The British military didn’t target Irish children or
women, nor did it impose a total siege.
Nor did the international community stand idle or complicit. European leaders
spoke out, and US President Bill Clinton was asked to help mediate peace—unlike
today’s silence on Gaza’s devastation.
Britain did not exile IRA leaders or ask Northern Irish civilians to find new
homelands under the pretense of turning their land into a “European Riviera,” as
is proposed today for Gaza.
On the contrary, the IRA was welcomed into peace talks. Sinn Féin became a
governing partner. Meanwhile, Israel and its Western allies seek to erase Hamas
from the political landscape entirely, even in post-war scenarios.
Britain, despite its imperial arrogance at the time, only agreed to negotiate with
the IRA after nearly a century of armed struggle that cost it dearly. The
negotiations saved Britain from further humiliation and bloodshed.
This is exactly what Israel fears: that it too will be forced into negotiations due to
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continued resistance and the success of Hamas’s guerrilla tactics. Thus, Tel
Aviv—backed by Washington and several European capitals—desperately wants
to strip Hamas of its weapons and authority, to prevent a repeat of the Irish
scenario.
In the end, colonial powers always exhibit a troubling selectivity when reading
history. They cherry-pick events to suit their agendas, ignore broader context,
and reject narratives that undermine their messaging. That’s precisely what
David Lammy did: whether out of ignorance or willful distortion, he parroted
Israeli talking points at the expense of historical truth.
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