Opinions on The Wind That Shakes the Barley from IMDB
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Very biased view of the Irish Troubles
delwboy 21 January 2010

Well made film of course, good acting and powerful scenes.

However, it is so biased towards the IRA that it is little more than propaganda. The core
problem of Catholic Irish against Protestant Irish is virtually ignored. The British would
have been happy to get out of Ireland completely years ago were it not for this
intractable divide amongst the Irish themselves.

The portrayal of the heroic IRA and the wicked British is so cartoonish, I'm surprised the
IRA are not in white hats and the British in black.

The modern tendency to always think that rebels of any sort are in the right is indicative
of the shallowness of contemporary political thought. Can we look forward to films
portraying the heroic al-Qaeda?
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Marxist Revisionism At It's Best
journalistl 6 January 2015

Shockingly poor with an almost child-like interpretation of historical events seen through
the eyes of a dedicated Marxist. The British Army, storm troopers, forces of darkness
while the IRA are a happy go lucky bunch of folk-singers, democrats and human rights
activists. Honestly, I have never seen such nonsense in my entire life, it's so ridiculous
it'd be funny if it wasn't for the damage it causes promoting the idea that was how the
British behaved, when reality couldn't be more different.

The IRA weren't the courageous freedom-loving heroes some would like to portray them
as, no, instead they were murderous thugs intent on suppressing by knee-capping and
murder anyone including women and children who stood in their way. They run the drugs
and every other level of criminality in both Ireland and Northern Ireland supported
financially by America who stood and smiled as innocent men, women and children were
blown to pieces by these 'heroes'.

What a political dinosaur you are Ken Loach, simplistic, naive and dangerous in your
attempt as historical revisionism seen through the eyes of a dedicated Marxist, with your
self-loathing channelled against your country as though the fault lies with it and not with
you.
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This film endorses violence for political ends
Jazzist-H-Crisp 6 October 2009

The key scene in this film is where Loach tries to justify siding with the Die-Hards in
1922. The Treaty had been approved by a majority in the Dail and the people of Ireland,
North and South, voted 2 to 1 for the Pro-Treay candidates versus the Anti-Treay
candidates. The Treaty therefore had democratic backing, but the Die-Hards decided to
fight on, to take by force what they could not achieve by political means.

Most people would say that terrorists who ignore democratic decisions and inflict violence
on others to impose their will on them, are fascists. Loach, however, takes their side in
his incredibly selective (with the facts) and biased film. To hell with democracy, in other
words, let's use murder and brute force to achieve our goal.

Loach presents the justification in the scene where the priest tells the congregation that
the Treaty has been voted on and so it should be respected as the democratic decision of
the people. Damien, our young hero, does not agree. "The Treaty does not express the
will of the people; it shows the fear of the people." And that is it. That is all the argument
that is needed to trample down a democratic decision.

Damien picks up his rifle and goes off to kill some of the Staters who support the Treaty.
And we are meant to approve of that! Loach wants us to side with the fascist thugs, the
Die-Hards, who would not accept the democratically agreed settlement of the Treaty and
tried to murder their way to a 32-county socialist utopia. Loach does not care that the
Treaty was a negotiated settlement which satisfied both ends of the island: the South got
its independence and the North retained its link with Britain. He wants to bludgeon the
North into acceptance. He does not acknowledge the wishes of the Northern Protestants
once in his biased, narrow-minded version of events.
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Great film
briandelaney 24 June 2006

This is a truly great film and well deserving of the Palm D'Or.

It has been said that it is pro IRA or IRA propaganda. I disagree. In fact I think the
reverse is the case. It shows up both the brutality of war and the even greater brutality
of civil war that sets nation against nation and brother against brother. The film provides
an understanding of how Ireland became independent in 1920-1921. It is well
documented (e.g. visit the BBC or CAIN websites) that the Black and Tans were a brutal
and oppressive irregular force sent to put down the rebellion. The IRA reacted with
similar brutality. The film records both with equally graphic scenes. But that is only the
first half of the film. The second half deals with the civil war. That's even more tragic and
brutal.

Who was on the right side or the wrong side? The film presents the arguments but I
really don't think the film takes sides. More of the anti British and anti treaty argument is
advanced. But this is understandable because it is historically accurate that West Cost
was ferociously anti British and mainly anti treaty. That's why Michael Collins was
destined to die there. And it is more important to understand why people/nations go to
war or civil war rather than why they don't.

Understanding the reasons does not mean support for war. The film highlights the futility
and awfulness of war. Misery destruction and death. Is there such a thing as a just war
(apart from 2nd World war)? Aside from the historical debate, the story, filming and




