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‘AFFECTIONATE CANNIBALISM AND THE BLOOD DRINKING MOTIF IN GAELIC LITERATURE.’

This week alone one and a half billion people will knowingly and wantonly drink blood and eat flesh! It is called Transubstantiation.

Rodway provides us with a summary of his work on page 51.
‘we must distinguish between ‘aggressive cannibalism’ (typically exo-cannibalism, the consumption of outsiders) and ‘affectionate cannibalism’ (typically endo-cannibalism, the consumption of one’s kin). […..] we should keep apart ‘survival cannibalism.
Rodway sets about proving or disproving the information that we get from ancient sources. Some of the documentation goes back to 58BCE. With Diodorus p51
 the Iris ‘Ireland’ (?) eat human flesh like the Scythians

At a scan read of the article there are about 8 references to affectionate cannibalism where it would seem the way to grieve the loss of a loved one. and approximately 7 references to the aggressive kind where, as an example, Rodway quotes on page 59. Shakespeare’s Titus Andronicus, Titus has Chiron and Demetrius baked in a pie which is them served to their father Tamora. Along with other examples this leads to unbearable grief and madness.

So! Did the people of the past including the celts eat flesh and drink blood? And has Rodway clarified this? 
From the amount of references and footnotes that Rodway has used it would seem nobody could be more well read and prepared to answer this. We should open the question up to look at other sources before we agree or disagree with Rodway.  
Let us first start with being more anthropological. Is cannibalism a thing? We can understand, in theory, that if we were going to starve to death then maybe, just maybe we would eat another human being and Rodway acknowledges this on p51.
Bill Schutt in his book: cannibalism a perfectly natural history. tells us that in china under Mao Zedong 1893-1976. The people were so hungry that they were trading their own children for their neighbours, so they did not end up eating a precious child of their own. This is known as donner cannibalism and there are cases of this even now. In the horror film: Silence of the lambs. Hannibal Lecter is in an asylum for eating people. Fiction, yes. But it is in the nature of some to desire to eat others. 
Papua New Guinea had a tribe called the Fore who had been isolated for a great number of years. They had a long tradition of eating the dead at the funeral. The men would eat the flesh and woman and children would eat the brain. They would also take the power of their enemies by consuming them. This was outlawed in the 1950s, but we can gather a lot of real information that make the historical Greek and Roman records of Strabo and Herodotus, among others, come to life. it shows us that if its culturally ok then we as humans will eat!
Blood seals the deal. Watching the antics of Del boy and Rodney in the sit come ‘only fools and horses.’ The deals are sealed with a spit on the palm of the hand and then a shake on it. Not very hygienic to our way of thinking but it is considered binding. A follow on from the American Indian way that we have seen in the old movies of putting a cut across the palm of the hands and then ‘binding’ the hands together with the same import as the market street spit. 
A few examples that say if we do it now then we could have done it then. Or, it could say that apart from a few isolated incidents it is not accepted now and was not accepted in our history.
Transubstantiation. The Catholic church has been practising this for two thousand years. The first three gospels in the new testament mention the last supper along with other new testament books. Billions of other Christians also practise the eucharist but only the catholic church, used to (?) believe it was/is, quite literally. The body and blood of Jesus. 
In the New International Version of the Bible in the book of Mathew it says:

26While they were eating, Jesus took bread, and when he had given thanks, he broke it and gave it to his disciples, saying, “Take and eat; this is my body.”
27Then he took a cup, and when he had given thanks, he gave it to them, saying, “Drink from it, all of you. 28This is my blood of the b covenant, which is poured out for many for the forgiveness of sins. 

The people with Jesus did not find this information disturbing. There was no discussion. Just an acceptance. And they were in a Roman ‘civilised’ world. Where, according to Rodway, p56. He uses an example of Pliny the Elders (c23-79 CE) (this is within the same timeline as Jesus speaking). Natural history (30,4) that the Romans put an end to the custom of cannibalism among the Gaulish druids. 

Rodway has clearly invested a substantial amount of time to the subject. Reading the foot notes along with the text leaves the mind buzzing with information. Instead of the ‘he said, she said’ information. It would have been so much easier to read if the quotations were kept to a minimum in the texts and we were able to read a more flowing narrative. 
Apart from the title it seems as if Rodway changed his mind about what he was going to write about. When he starts, he talks about the funeral mourning and keening. This was done in many ancient cultures and still is done in some. They are always women who are lamenting. The term ‘keen’ is said to come from the Gaelic word caoineadh which means to weep, cry, lament, wail. The purpose was not random. They were professionals hired to tell tales of the dead loved ones. Herodotus c5 BCE describes this behaviour amongst the Egyptians and the Sparta women.
It was not just the wailing that would draw your attention. The woman would be rocking, clapping, a beating of the breasts. And here we come back to Rodway, self-mutilation!  
This practice was still happening in Ireland up until the 1950s when the catholic church disapproved of the pagan ritual.
As a custom that was happening in Ireland and probably Scotland in living memory then the self-mutilation would not be a very far cry from Rodways opening paragraphs about drinking the blood of the loved one. P48. Or of Strabo’s account. P54 of affectionate cannibalism.
After the discussion on keening it seems that Rodway has found his stride. He jumps all over the place to mention a multitude of ancient and modern writers talking on the subject of cannibalism.  Its rather exhausting! And not very concise or flowing. The effort Rodway has put in is not rewarded with a clear view of the subject. You start by looking up some of the people that he mentions and then you are left wondering if its worth the effort. The piece would have been clearer if Rodway had said, Strabo says… St Jerome says…etc.
Rodway looks to archaeology to support the written word. P59. He quotes from Timothy Taylor. The buried soul. Ch3 the edible dead.
In the UK we have quite a few ancient human bones with cut marks on. This does indeed suggest cannibalism but as we are speculating and having educated guess work the cut marks could just as easily be ritualistic funeral rights. Rodway has an agenda for cannibalism but mentions p60 that not enough credence is given for other points of views.
Rodway on p60 says, ‘in conclusion’, 
“Strabo’s account of Irish affectionate cannibalism cannot be relied upon.” […] “his work cannot be used to prove the antiquity of funerary blood drinking in Ireland.”
At this point Rodway changes his approach again. In the first part he was finding his feet by exploring Irish ‘Celtic’ funeral rites. He seemed to get lost in the middle, which is why, probably, there are so many quotes and references and confusion. 
The last part is unpleasant, and dare we say, unpalatable to read. He quotes Henry Suso.
I started repeatedly kissing the fuming blood that was flowing from the wounds of the Son and dripping all the way to the ground, with such keen desire that the face of the mother was rendered blood-stained by the blood of her slain Son
This is very much the same as the beginning. Only now the statement is not Celtic but religious. To the non-Christion Celts it must also have been a religion.  The imagery is more graphic. More pronounced. Rodway is asking the question; did religion take on pagan rituals or did paganism become embedded in the Christian religion. And he concludes with his answer.
It may not have been easy to get through and Rodways article could have been said in a more succinct way, but this would have been almost derogatory to the effort that he has put into this article. 
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