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their topncallty Indeed, with the quately Britain’s current role in undercurrents in the conflict are ) in “Northern* I{e- - regulator, and engagingly specu: et grteat tum inkable Otf l.
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good ;. phrases thrown into an spective wholly fails to explain internal conflict perspective shanng"lﬁ ‘préference'tto ngrng However, " those preparéd ‘tg .major:or a minor form. A maja]
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tion, all the essays merit critical regarded the Stormont regime as transferred into the minds of formatich “in*1he North. - It . was | the best mechanism for creating. epublic lto approximately
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