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Foreward

“Today Northern Ireland is one of the most important military com.
mandsofthe British Army, and the only one engaged in active oper.
ations. .. It has 13 major units of battalion $12¢-10,000 men in qlj,
deployed throughout the countryside of Ulster,”

That is what the New Statesman said. on 2nd April 1971, Since then
the British military committment has increased to 24 Sfighting units,
more than half the tota] number of such units in the whole army. Heath,

Maudling, and Faulkner have explicitly stated that they are involved in
a war,

British imperialism has recognised that the Strugele in Northern Ire.
land has transcended the civil rights stage and has become q struggle
for national liberation, and the British press, which once gave half-
hearted Support to the civil rights movement, has now come to the
defence of British imperialism. What s qf stake is the continued exist.
ence of the State of Northern Ireland, and therefore the continued de-
nial to the Irish people of their right to 5o self-de

termination,
By and large this fact s recognised by the imperialis forces in both
Britain and Ireland,

It is not recognised, however, by the majority of groups in Britain,
which claim to be socialist, The objective reason for this is the weight
of imperialist ideas which has long acted as a millstone round the neck
of the British left in relation to Ireland.

Bob Purdie’s pamphlet is an important contribution to the battle for
the eradication of this disease.

Fifty years 420, in a somewhat similar Situation, John Maclean attemp.
ted a similar task in his pamphlet Treland’s tragedy, Scotland’s shame
It.cannot be coincidenta] that both Maclean and Purdie spring from the
Scottish as ©9Pposed to the English Laboyr Movement,

The experience which Scottish Marxists hape gained of the nationa|
question in their own country aids them in the tash of explaining to
the more backuward English movement the dynamics of the Irish revoly-
tion,

The lack of such an understanding on the part of British, and parti.
cularly English socialists prevents them from playing a meaningful role
in solidarity with the Irish struggle,

Gery Lawless,
January 1972,
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Introduction

1. Civil Rightsto

DEDICATION

This pamphlet is dedicated to Peter Graham, i
and a dedicated comrade. Those who murél;eg; (;gnfr 1}6;‘:;13,
only succeeded in strengthening Irish Trotskyism, and have
made the Fourth International more determined th,an ever to
contribute to he victory of the Irish revolution.

1 have, throughout this pamphlet, used the i ori
sympathetic 10 the Irsh struggle, and refrained 1 souns oric o S
;mlzn u{n}g the ‘legal’ names of _the two Irish states. Thus ‘Northern
Ireland’ is usually called “The Six Counties’, ‘The North’, or ‘The
North East', ‘The Republic of Ireland’, usually referred to in the
British press by its pre-1948 name of ‘Eire’, has beon rendered as
either .The 26 Counties , ‘The South’, or ‘The Free State’. I must
apologise o readers who are unfamiliar with Irish politics for amy
L‘o{l/."u.rlan thx{ may cause, but the responsibility is entirely that of
British Imperialism, and its Irish collaborators. s

Bob Purdic

Civil War

It started quietly enough. A meeting of various organisations in Belfast
in 1967; they called themselves the Northern Ireland Civil Rights
Association and they issued the following statement of objectives:

To define the basic rights of all citizens;

To protect the rights of the individual;

To highlight all possible abuses of power;

To demand guarantees of freedom of speech, assembly and
associations;

To inform the public of their lawful rights;

Four and-a-half years later the campaign they launched has led to
a situation brinking on civil war in the Six Counties of Northern
Ireland. History is ironical, those who wish to understand it must seek
through the skein of superficially contradictory events, the thread of
logical development which leads to real understanding.

The initiators of the Civil Rights movement did not set out to provoke
civil war, their motives were entirely opposite; they simply demanded
British standards of justice in an area which was (legally speaking) part
of Britain. But of course they were in Ireland, and willy-nilly they had to
bcar the weight of Irish history on their shoulders.

October 1968 to August 1969

Irish history made its presence felt in Derry on October 5th, 1968.
Before the press and television of the world the Royal Ulster
[Constabulary reacted to a Civil Rights demonstration exactly as they
had always treated manifestations of uppityness amongst the natives.
[The huc and cry caused by their batoning of the M.P. s Gerry Fitt and
[Eddic MacAtcer, and the brutality with which they treated the demon-
trators, gave the Civil Rights movement international publicity; more




important it drew behind it the mass of the people for whose benefit
it was fitting—the Catholic minority in the Six Counties.

The nature of Northern Ireland was underlined again in January
1969, when a march from Belfast to Derry organised by the Peoples
Democracy was ambushed at Burntollet by Orange thugs, some of
whom were later identified as off-duty members of the ‘B’ Specials.
Constabulary. On the arrival of the marchers in Derry, they were
attacked again. Later in the evening, when the RUC had been drinking
heavily they invaded the Catholic Bogside, smashing windows and singing
“Hey, hey we're the Monkees, and we'll monkey you around, until your
blood is flowing on the ground”. The following April they re-enacted the
scene, this time beating Samuel Devenny to death.

Radicals & Moderates

So the Civil Rights
thrust upon it.

d iolent, had violence

as

An important factor which led to this was the internal struggle which
went on within the Civil Rights movement, between the ‘radicals’ and
the ‘moderates’. Indekd while the moderates initiated the movement,
the important actions which changed the situation were the respon-
sibility of the radicals, and occurred against the wishes of the moderates.

The October 5th march ir Derry, called in defiance of a ban imposed
by the then Minister of Home Affaics, Craig, was opposed by the exec-

utive of the CRA Similarly the Belfast/Derry march, which was ambushed

at Burntollet, was held during a halt on demonstrations decided on by

the CRA executive.

The Final Blow

Then in August 1969 the final blow was dealt to the theory that peace-
ful change could be achieved in the Six Counties. The annual walk of
the Apprentice Boys of Derry provoked a response from the Derry
“Young Hooligans’, the violence spread. Bogside was once more artacked
by the RUC, its defenders drove them back, and held them outside the
Bogside, despite their frenzied pumping of canister after canister of CS
gas into the area. At the same time the Falls in Belfast became the object
of an attack from mobs of Orangemen, determined to wreak in Belfast
revenge for the defeat the police were suffering in Derry. Here, too,
despite six dead, hundreds of injured, and the burning out of whole
streets of houses, the defenders of the Falls held out. Then Stormont
announced the mobilisation of the ‘B> Spedials, i.c. the putting into
uniform of the same thugs who had been trying to carry out 2 pogrom
in Belfast. This was circumvented by the British government, who sent
in troops; and guarantees were given that Bogside and Falls would be
left behind their barricades, free from the intervention of cither Six
County or British forces.

Peace: Armed and Unarmed

The peace that was achieved, was an armed peace. The inhabitants of
Bogside and Falls had shown their ability to hold off the RUC and the

Orang they would, btedly, have shown their mettle against
the British Army had the need arisen. But the British Labour Govern-
ment had sent the troops in to acheive an unarmed peace, and with
considerable political skill they proceeded to manouver a situation in
which they could get this.

Smiling Jim Callaghan slid past the barricades to chat to the people;
“change was coming,” he assured them, there would be a commitment
by the London and Belfast governments to a package of reforms which
1 would dispel the main grievances of the minority, and meet the main
demands of the civil rights movement. With the immediate threat of a
pogrom held behind the lines of British troops, and the future distinctly
rosier, the pressing reasons for the barricades, and the opting out of the
Northern state, by the citizens of Free Belfast and Derry had dis-
lappeared. Slowly at first, then with inevitable speed the unity began to
disintegrate, the Catholic Church, and the ‘moderate’ Civil Rights
leaders began to re-assert their influence, the barricades were taken
down, and the people of Bogside and Falls slipped back to ‘normality’,
and waited in expectation for the changes which were to come.

The ground was laid for the next stage in achieving an unarmed peace,
(i.e. a peace in which everyone was disarmed except the British and

Six County states). Some concessions were made; with a heavily armed
British Army in the background it was not too risky to take the guns
from the RUC; the ‘B’ specials were difficult to control, so they were
abandoned in favour of a smaller Ulster Defence Regiment. And the

lgean ting of “One man one vote” cost nothing when there was little
chance of any elections in the near future.

Patiently the British government waited, hopeful that the mass move-
ment evoked by the Civil Rights campaign would subside, and some
kind of stability could be reached, from which a permanent solution

to the problem of Northern Ireland could be achieved. This ‘phoney
peace’ lasted almost a year.

Behind the facade of quiessence the elements which would shatter
that peace were gathering. On the one hand the Catholic population,
shocked to the core by the imminence of the terrible pogrom which
had nearly swept over the Falls in Aygust; began to prepare their
defence, in case of future attacks of this kind. This was matched by

2 growth in the protestant Ulster Volunteer Force, as a substitute for
the old ‘B’ Specials. If stability was to be maintained there had to be a
eduction in the level of “unofficial” armaments, and a process of
disarmament had to begin. The British government decided to start
with the Catholics.

This fateful decision may well have been taken for military
rcasons. They could be sure that if they tackled the Catholics first
the Protestant extremists would do nothing to make their task more
difficult, on the other hand they could not rely on the armed van-
kuard of the Catholics, the IRA, standing by if they took on the UVF
in fact the “Official” IRA had a position of attempting to woo the
Protestants, and might even support Protestant resistance to the




Army). An initial policy of disarming the Catholics was to be the
prelude to a more generalised attempt at disarmament. But an
additional factor was the internal crisis in the Unionist Party, an
attack on the Catholics would take the heat off the ‘moderates’
within the Party, who were working with the British government.

Gradually the brittle relationship between the Catholics and the
Army began to crack, and fragment. It was shattered for good in
July 1970, when the British Army attempted to take the Falls by
Storm. A curfew was imposed (which they later admitted was
illegal) four people were killed, and vast quantities of CS gas dis-
charged. The curfew was finally broken by the women from other
Catholic areas of Belfast who marched into the Falls bearing bread
and milk for the hungry inhabitants. When the curfew ended the
residents of the Lower Falls totted up the damage. It included walls
and doors smashed down, upholstery slashed and torn, religeous
ornaments broken, and money stolen, large numbers of copies of the
Republican newspaper ‘United Irishman’ had been burnt, and
quantities of literature and documents seized. The amount of arms
found was pathetic.

The IRA Emerges

But there was one other feature of the operation which underlined the
new situation. The British Army had been met by the determined
resistance of the Official IRA, who fought a sixteen hour gun-battle
with them, resisting from street to street. The Falls was no longer the
inadequately armed, defenceless ghetto that it had been eleven months
battle of the Falls confirmed the most important
olitics since the rise of the Civil Rights movement, the
emergence of the IRA once more as an armed force, in conflict with
British domination of their country, but this time linked indissolubly
with the people of the Catholic ghettoes.

previously. The
change in Irish p

The disillusion in the British Army on the part of the Catholic pop-
ulation turned to hatred, the resistance which the growth of the IRA
implied turned to attack, as a new force the Provisional IRA entered the
conflict. We will discuss the split in the IRA later, but it is necessary to
underline the factors which led to the winning of mass support by the
IRA, in most of the Catholic areas of Belfast.

The British Army had been carrying out raid after raid in Catholic
areas, it had met the slightest flicker of opposition with immediate and |
devastating response, their extensive use of CS gas spread resentment
since the gas had its worst effects on the old, the sick and very young
children, ie. those not involved in any violence. The more the British
Army tried to quench the support for the IRA, the more it grew: the
more it grew, the more the British Army was forced to take precisely
the kind of actions which alienated the Catholic population further.

In addition Storemont, (with the Protestant extremists breathing down
its neck) brought in legislation making statutory sentences mandatory
for people convicted of certain offences. Thus Crumlin Road jail saw
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a steady trickle of prisoners arrested for giving some kind of support
to the IRA. Women who demonstrated wearing combat jackets, and
black berets, people found with small quantities of arms, ctc. The way
in which this was operated was so blatantly sectarian that it further
deepened the hostilicy of the Catholic population. A good example of
this was the man who was arrested by the Army outside Unity Flats
during the regular parade of supporters of the Protestant Linfield
soccer team, who on their way home to the Shankhill Road indulged
in sectarian songs and abuse against the Catholic residents of the

flats. During a break in the noise caused by the singing of ‘The Sash’
and the shouting of slogans which advocated sexual relations with

the Bishop of Rome, one man, separated from the Protestants by

2 broad rank of British troops was heard to shout ‘Up the IRA’,

he was arrested and given six months. The fact that he was a mental
defective was not considered any kind of defence. Thus step by step
the IRA built up support, while the British Army became increasingly
[brutal in its treatment of the Catholics, indeed their attitude became
practicaly the same as the RUC and ‘B’ Specials whom they had
elbowed out of the way in 1969.

Guerrilla War & Internment

It soon became clear that the British Army faced an urban guerrilla
war, a war which was probably tougher than the Black & Tan war and
lone of the most sophisticated guerrilla campaigns that has ever been
seen. Within a few months the Army was totally incapable of making
fany progress, the audacity of the IRA volunteers knew no bounds, they
Ipulled off coup after dazzling coup, while the Crown forces fumed
limpotently.

It was this situation which led to internment; that this caused the
greatest violence ever, that in the two months following internment
ore British soldiers were killed than in the previous two years, cannot
n fairness be blamed on the British Army. They were sceptical about
he value of internment as a repressive measure, and the decision to
mpose it was taken by the British government for purely political
easons.

.l-llaving run through two previous Unionist Prime Ministers, the
British government were not too anxious to lose another, but the lack

f success in holding the IRA meant continuous pressure on Faulkner
from the ultras inside and outside his party. With the problem of the
Apprentice boys walk coming up again it was necessary to get some kind
f deal which would mollify the Protestant right when the march was
anned. Internment was the bait.

The British Army relied on the RUC files as a guide to potential

nternees, these lists were completely out of date, and moreover the

iles on extreme Protestants were ‘lost’. It was inevitable that intern-

Inent would lead to mass resistance, but the injustice and brutality

pvith which it was panied ined i and made it

mpossible for the ‘moderate’ leaders of the Catholics to do any other

han go along with the breach between the Catholics and the Six County state.
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The SDLP plans for an alternative assembly are motivated not so mud
by a desire to smash Stormont, as by a desire to keep at the head of the
mass of the Catholic people. The ‘moderates’, starting with a desire to on ues +
get change within the existing system ended by opting out of that system| | |

Their action proved conclusively that the hope of achieving British

standards of justice within the Six County state was a vain one. History
cannot be denied. L]

From Civil Rights to a situation brinking on Civil War, why has this
happened? How can the minority in the North get justice? To answer
this we must come face to face with the history which has worked so
inexorably in Ireland in the last five years.

Frederic Engels attempted to write a history of Ireland, he did not com-
lete it, but the approach taken in the fragment which we have is sig-
ificant. Engels starts by discussing Ireland’s geographical position, goes
n to talk about her geology and climate, before moving on to a des.
ription of Ancient Irish society ending with the Norse invasion in 795.

Engels understood that in order to analyse Irish political problems,
ne should begin with the special features which mark Ireland out
Politically and culturally from other European countries. Ireland’s
feographical position meant that her more powerful feudal ncigh-

our England had to await the development of marine transporg, a state
tructure and permanent army before being able to make any sustained
ttempt to annexe Ireland’s wealth. Thus it was met by a developed
eltic society, and cultural as well as economic resistance. Ireland’s
aucity of exploitable mineral resources meant that she was not able
o develop as an industrial power, condemning her to a role as an
ericultural reserve for England, contrasting with Scotland and Wales
hich were able (to some extent) to participate in England’s industrial
xpansion.

flantation and Pale

he history of Ireland is a history of conquest and re-conquest, the
pnquest by England of the lands of the native Irish, the plantation of
telers to replace the Irish and the setting up of laws to keep the
rtivcs off the land. The Irish inevitably crept back onto their land
ther as tenants or by painfully buying their land back. Just as the

ish incvitably got back their land they also advanced their culture,
pt only resisting and overcoming attempts to destroy it, but

sorbing whole sections of the planted English population into their
plture. The English were never able to maintain ‘The Pale’, as a

rrier to the native Irish.




Even the fiercest and most 1 conquest, the Cr 6
backed by the relentless urges of a capitalist class newly come to power,
failed to drive the native population into the province of Connacht.

The Ulster Plantation

However there was one exception to this pattern: the last Province
to be subdued, Ulster. The key difference was that the land here was
not simply transfered to a new caste of British landowners and aristo-
crats, but was rented out in small and medium sized lots to working
farmers. The ‘Ulster Custom’ gave them security of tenure, and other
privileges.

From 1609 large numbers of land-hungry lowland Scots flooded intol

the North East of Ireland, as a prosperous and

energetic force in the cconomy. In addition to their different land tenure

they were distinguished from the native Irish, by religion, being mostly
Presbyterians; and while they were discriminated against by an Anglican
establishment, they had privileges and nevertheless presented a cultural
and economic entity which was sharply distinguished from the Gaelic/
Catholic Irish.

They were colonists, during such times as they could wring a good
living from the land, and tax and rent demands were not too severe,
they could live with their English overlords; but the disinherited,
papist Gaels were an ever present threat to their privilege. The division
between Gael and planter, between landholder and landless, between
privileged and dispossessed became expressed in the division between
Protestant and Catholic. Thusin Ireland more than in any other part
of the world, political,economic and class differences were expressed in
theological terms.

The Protestant Ascendency

For many of the Irish people the dispute between their nation and Engla
became a dispute about religion, and they supported that faction of the
British ruling class which embraced Catholicism. Thus when James the
Second ascended to the throne and came into conflict with the
Protestant section of the ruling class, they supported his efforts to
maintain his throne. Many of the wealthier Catholics would have
benefited from the re-distribution of land following a defeat of the
Protestants and the ending of the Ulster Custom; but the masses would
have gained nothing. In any case there was no road forward for the
Jacobites.James was defeated, and the Ulster planters joyfully saw their
position consolidated by the accession to the throne of the victor of
the Battle of the Boyne, William of Orange.

The United Irishman

Nevertheless, the presbyterians and dissenters were settlers, their
interests were in conflict not only with the natives, but with the
masters at home. They gave birth to an Ulster presbyterian bourgeosie,
based on the linen industry, which had its own economic and cultural
interests and which having been in Ireland for generations, identified

bself as Irish. From this bourgeoisie sprang the Society of United
rishmen.

For a short time the norther eastern Presbyterian bourgeoisie was
he most progressive section of the capitalist class in the whole British
les, and Belfast was a haven of enl and religious tolerati
Wolfe Tone, a presbyterian, issued a pamphlet arguing for Catholic
ights, and he later created the United Irishmen, who inspired by the
Erench revolution, by Tom Paine, and the light of democratic ideals,
burned history upside down. The planters made common cause with the
atives against their masters in England. Their demand was for
tion from England, their means were the uniting of all Irishmen

fepara
Fegardless of creed.

Only armed struggle could break the connection with England,
nly in an alliance with France could the breach be maintained. The
bragedy of the United men was that, by the time they were ready to
Frake the break, Bonaparte had risen above the French thermidor,
nd the revolution had shedits early democratic altruism. Help was

$romised, but it came tardily and too late, the rising of 1798 was

hefeated, Tone committed suicide, and the torch he had lit guttered
ut in the 1803 conspiracy of Robert Emmet, after England dis-
olved the Irish Parliament and imposed the Act of Union.

Pemocracy or Empire

The Ulster presbyterian bourgeosie was given an historic choice,

t could stand by the democratic principles of Tone, and defy a_strong
British ruling class; or it could make common cause with the British
uling class, join in the expansion of the developing British empire, and
Hevelop its industry as part of the Glasgow/Liverpool complex. The
IPresbyterian bourgeosie plumped for the British empire, and in token
of the new relationship of forces, Britain extended the privileges of
Anglicans to all Protestants, and the Orange society opened its doors
to Presbyterians and dissenters.

Catholic Rights and Repeal

From that time the fight for the Irish nation was almost exclusively that
of Catholic Irishmen, and it was politically dominated by the rising
Catholic bourgeosie.

It shared all of that bourgeosie’s vices, personified by Daniel O'Connell.
O'Connell’s agitation was a retreat from the United Irishmen, it limited
itself to Catholic emancipation, but it did create a mass movement, which
was forced willy-nilly to go over to a demand for repeal of the Act of
Union. But when the pressure was put on him from England O’Connell
retreated even from repeal.

The Fenians

But the spirit of Irish nationalism as expressed by Tone did not die, a
new force arose within the repeal movement around the newspaper,
“The Nation’. A group of writers, and political agitators formed around
it known as ‘Young Ireland’. Though at first politically conservative,
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they produced three great men, Davis, Lalor and Mitchell, who
re-created the powerful democratic spirit of Tone, and welded the
struggle against English domination back to its true base, the struggle
for democracy, linked to the mass struggle against the English
landlords.

Fenianism became the developed expression of the tradition of
Tone, Davis, Lalor and Mitchell, but it based its programme for the
freedom of Ireland on means rather than ends. Fenianism divided
itself from the more ionali y its insi
on physical force as the only basis for the struggle. Its organisational
structure was modelled on the Irish peasant secret societies and the
European revolutionary/d i piratorial The
inner core of Fenianism was the Irish Republican Brotherhoods, its
strategic reserve was the Irish emigrant population in the United
States.

Despite the consistent lack of success of Fenianism’s military
efforts, it became the expression of all of the genuine revolutionary
and progressive elements within the petit bourgeosie, the intellectuals,
the peasantry and the newly developing working class. Fenians were
consistently involved in struggle in rural areas, leading assaults on the
landlords, and direct action by the oppressed tenants. They acted like
a leaven within the broader nationalist and rural ising
an influence quite out of proportion to their size.

The Famine ;

But Catholic rights and Repeal and separation were overshadowed by
calamity which scars the Irish nation even today; the famine. A
peasantry, able to gain a precarious living only by intensive cul-
tivation of the potato, was faced with an outbreak of potato blight
which was partial in 1845, general in 1846 and absolute in 1847,

Home Rule - Tariffs

Fhe disgrace and death of Parnell led to the degeneration of his party
Into the Catholic sectarianism and political cowardice of Redmond.
The list became frag d. Redmondism was
upported by the sections of the bourgeoisie which could gain from
inning concessions from imperialism, the Sinn Fein (the name means
lOurselves Alone’ implying self-reliance) of Arthur Griffith was based
n an alliance of the new sectors of small manufacturers and small
usiness men, who wanted protection for the development of their
dustry against outside competition, and wide sectors of the petit-
bourgeoisie and intellectuals. The Fenians in the Irish Republican
Brotherhood worked secretly within Sinn Fein and other national
ovements, giving their support to the Gaclic revival through the
Gaclic Athletic Association and the Gaelic League (Conradh na
Gacilge) which brought fresh force and new life into the nationalist
Jnovement.

Thus although the political terminology of the movement was
Hemocratic, and even radical, it gained its impetus from the drive

or protection, the erection of tariff barriers which could shelter a
ative Irish industry. The smaller the businessman the grander the
reams of an industrialised Ireland; Griffith even talked about Irish
olonies!

But in the North the Protestant bourgeoisie had no interests in
protection, they had a privileged position, and were integrated into
IBritish industry. Their interests would have suffered severely if they
had been separated from England by a wall of tariff barriers.

Land Acts & Home Rule

But the relationship of England to Ireland was never one of unremitting
1 proximity of Ireland, its political inte-

Starvation, disease and emigration reduced the Irish popul. by
one-third, the rural population by one-half. (The effects are evident
in the under-populated Ireland of today.) But during the entire period
of the famine Ireland exported to England enough foodstuffs, both
meat and grain, to feed the entire starving population twice over. In
other words the English landlords were directly responsible for the
sufferings of the Irish people; a profound new factor was inserted into
the relations between the two countries, the hatred against the English
oppressor spread déep into the population and is alive to this day.

After the famine Ireland became more and more a supplier of
agricultural produce to England, but Ireland suffered very greatly from
England’s policy of Free Trade; Ireland had no way to protect the
development of her own economy and had to sell her produce at prices
d d by the fierce competition of the European market.

The disaffection penetrated ever wider sectors of the Irish population,
thus arose the Home Rule party of Parnell, instigated and led by the
Southern Irish bourgeoisie, but with a broad base in the rural pop-
ulation, who had been politically aroused by the mass movement for
amnesty of Fenian prisoners.

10

e
ration into the United Kingdom, the large numbers of Irish in Britain,
nd the need to guarantee the continued supply of Ireland’s agricultural
[produce, meant that they had to come to grips with the problems
created by a violent dissaffection in the countryside, and a national

Amovement with wide support. Thus from the latter part of the 19th

century, attempts were made to give concessions which while

maintaining British domination, would take the edge off the

kesistance. The Land Acts gave a large proportion of the peasantry the
bwnership of their land, and while they paid dearly for the privilege, and
nly a portion of them benefited, this combined with rural depopulati

o take a lot of steam out of the rural struggle, shifting the emphasis of

he national movement more firmly to the protectionist bourgeoisie. The
Home Rule Bills were designed to mollify them by setting up an Irish
parliament which would be able to impose some degrée of protection.

But the Northern bourgeoisie would have none of it, it had power ful
riends in England and the First and Second Home Rule Bills were
btrangled at birth. The Third produced a crisis of dimensi

crisis which led to the most important event in modern Irish history,
he Easter rising of 1916.
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Socialst Republican, Liam Mellows, a few months before his execution by
the Free State army on 8 December, 1922.

3. Easter
and After

On Easter Monday 1916, the customers in the GPO Dublin were rudely
fisturbed by a group of men in ill-assorted uniforms, who proceeded to
1sher everyone out and smash the windows. In St. Stephens Green a
sarty of armed men (with a woman, Countess Markievicz, second in
:ommand) set up a post. A small group of men attacked Dublin Castle,
vhile positions were taken in Jacobs Biscuit Factory, Bolands Bakery
nd the South Dublin Union, Padraig Pearse read a Proclamation outside
he GPO. The Republic of 1916 was established.

Despite the extremely effective urban guerilla tactics of the insur-
jents, the rising was defeated. The initial reaction of the mass of the
rish people was stunned amazement. The captured leaders, sentenced
1y a Court Martial, were shot one by one; James Connolly, too weak
rom wounds sustained in the GPO, was executed strapped to a chair.
*he mood of the Irish people began to change, and the rebels became
crocs. This was the precursor of a deep political change within
reland: the mass of the people moved from Home Rule to the Republic,
rom the craven prostration of Redmondism, to the defiant stance of
‘enianism.

Superficially it might appear that the martyrdom of the leaders of
he Rising had unleashed a flood of sympathy for their cause;in
act they had acted as a catalyst to crystalise changes wrought by the
vents of the precceding six years.

fome Rule & The British Ruling Class

'!!c English Liberals had maintained an alliance with Redmond’s
vish Nationalists through promises of a Home Rule Bill; this was
irgely a rhetorical promise, but the elections of 1910 weakened the
iberal government so that they were obliged actually to introduce a




Bill. The crisis which chis Bill precipitated represented a deep split
within the British ruling class, but as had happened before in history
the conflict was fought out on Irish soil.

The Liberals under Lloyd George had developed a fairly .
sophisticated strategy of gaining stability in Ireland through making
ions to the geois Nationalists. Lloyd George had”also
used the support of the Nationalists to break the power of his rivals
within the British ruling class, who had been using the House Pf Lords
to frustrate his government’s measures. As a quid pro quo he introduced
the Home Rule Bill.

The Tories were frantic with fear for they much preferred to rely on
g00d old fashioned repression, and were deadly afraid that if the British
workers and the Irish people were able to raise their heads they would
see the advantages of an alliance. When the Third Home Rule Bill was
introduced they launched an attack of quite astounding ferocity.

The Tories Back Carson

The initial reaction to the Bill in Ireland, North and South, was to
prepare quietly for its implementation; and to square up to the class
conflicts which would come to the fore once the issue between
Ireland and England was ameliorated. But the Tories struck back at
Lloyd George through Belfast, by openly backing Carson, a

i Trish p politician who had launched a campaign
to defeat Home Rule. In the North East of Ireland the protestant
bourgeoisie had used the old religious divisions to weaken the working
class; the protestant workers were bound up with their masters through
the Orange Order which dispensed p ge and mai d a system
of mythology which convinced the protestant workers that the Church
of Rome was their main enemy. The Northern landowners and
Capitalists had nothing to gain, and a lot to lose from Home Rule, and
the Southern pressure for tariffs. Quite cynically the Tories and the
Northern rulers created a mass movement; the Ulster Volunteer Force,
from the protestant workers and small farmers, armed it with German
guns, and threatened the elected British government with armed
insurrection.

Response from the South

The resistance in the North stirred the South, in reply to the U.V.F.
the Irish Volunteers was created, and soon it became a mass armed
force for the defence of Home Rule. The Irish Republican Brother-
hood operated behind the scenes in creating the Volunteers, but
left nominal command in the hands of ‘respectable’ Gaelic Leaguers.

As the crisis developed, there began to be hints that the solution
could take the form of the partition of Ireland, with part of the North
East being separated from the rest of Ireland.

But the crisis was cut across by the outbreak of war between Britain
and Germany. The British ruling class, the Redmondites and the
Carsonites buried their differences until such time as Germany had been
defeated. Large numbers of both sets of Volunteers marched off to
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‘;h; battlefields of Europe, the Ulster men to die for their Crown and
aith, the Irish to die for the freedom of small nations, and Catholic

’s Difficulty—Ireland’s Opportunity

Redmond’s propaganda proclaimed that support for Britain’s war effort
would result in concessions by the British government. But there were
‘ome who refused to be deceived. They saw England’s difficulty as
Ireland’s opportunity: the existence of the Irish Volunteers, and the
:risis caused by the Home Rule Bill; presented the first opportunity,
ince the United Irishmen to strike a blow at the English connection
vith any hope of success.

As could be expected the Irish Republican Brotherhood began to
srepare for a rising, but they were to be joined by an entirely new
‘orce, which had ifhportant repurcussions for the outcome of the
truggle, and the shape of Irish politics then and now.

*he Irish Citizen Army

n 1913 the workers of Dublin had fought a bitter struggle against the
ployers and the British g . The Dublin General strike was

e signal that Iabour had emerged as a powerful factor in Irish society.

“he strike was led by the Irish Transport and General Workers Union

shich in turn was led by James Larkin and James Connolly, two

xtremely capable working class organisers. To defend the strike

ickets against the police and troops the Union formed a defence force,

vhich became the first armed workers militia in the world—the Irish

itizen Army. -

Leadership of the ICA was soon taken over by James Connolly,
‘ho forged it into a disciplined force, with a high level of political
totivation. As the Home Rule Bill crisis progressed, Connolly realised
1at there was a likelihood of partition being imposed, and he fore-
ist that this would lead to a ‘carnival of reaction, North and South’,
'he events confirmed the policy which he had advocated throughout
1e major part of his political career, that the working class had to make
1¢ national cause their own, and the aim of the national struggle,
smbined with the workers struggle, should be an Irish Workers
epublic, He started to agitate along the lines which the IRB were
ready planning, i.c. that a blow should be struck while England was

war in Europe. The IRB were afraid that Connolly’s agitation might
acover their own plans, so they kidnapped him and invited him to
ome in with them. He accepted and was co-opted onto the IRB War
ouncil, becoming a major influcnce on the shape which the plans for
e Rising took.

he Rising

1e conspirators were hampered by the fact that only a handful of

¢ leadets of the national movement were prepared to strike the blow;
¢ head of the Volunteers, Eoin MacNeil, countermanded the orders
x mobilisation when he discovered the plans. Only a tiny proportion
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of the Volunteers turned out, and the Rising failed to strike any

significant response outside Dublin. But the response, although too late

to save the lives of the leaders, did come. By 1918 the sympathy of

| . |
the mass of the Irish people was for Republicanism, Redmond and the ™ lV' ar or

Nationalists were swept away, and the vehicle of political struggle
became Sin Fein.

Dail Eireann

Sinn Fein was at best a weak vessel—its ideology was compounded of
mysticism and monarchism. Its founder, Arthur Griffith, had come out

against the Rising, and had denounced the workers in 191 3. But the
IRB had penetrated Sinn Fein quite effectively, cleared out its

Civil Rights

Monarchism and made it Republican, and used it as the instrument for

the next stage of their plan. Sinn Fein’s advantage was that it had
developed a strategy for the breach ofthe English connection which
exactly suited the situation. This involved the Irish MPs refusing to
take their seats at Westminster, and instead setting up their own
parliament in Ireland, which would proceed to take over the admin-
istration of the Irish nation. In the General election of 1918 Sinn
Fein won practically every seat in Ireland outside the Six Counties
of what is now Northern Ireland. The MPs met in the Mansion House

Dublin, and set up Dail Eireann. The Dail ratified the proclamation of

the Republic of 1916 and issued a democratic programme.
The Irish people, who had stood by stunned in 1916, proved them-

The most heroic people will be waried by war. The war that Britain
imposed on the Irish was so horrifying in its brutality that both the

selves more than capable of holding off the efforts of the British to smastPeople and the fighters were worn down. When Lloyd George

the Dail. The Irish Republican Army carried out a fierce war against
the military might of the British Empire. The Black and Tans and the
Auxiliaries pillaged their way through the four provinces, the Kings
Own Scottish Murderers burned down the main street of Cork, and
wore burnt Corks in their bonnets afterwards in celebration. But
despite the pouring out of arms and resources Britain could not crush
the Irish people.

But Britain, unable to win by military means, succeeded by
political means in winning the very solution which had been posed
at the height of the Home Rule Crisis—partition.
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ap ealefi in a letter to the President of the Irish Republic, Eamonn de
Valera, in June 1921, for a ‘conference here in London to explore to
the utmost any possibility of a settlement’, the Republican
government accepted. There were of course other factors involved;
the national revolution had shown signs of growing over into a social
reyolune.n. the Republic Courts had been used to prevent land
seizures in rural districts, and the workers in some areas had become
extremely militant; in Knocklong they took over the creamery, and
ran it under workers control. These factors disturbed British capital,
and the conservative elements in the Dail alike. ;
T!:e Treaty negotiations centred around the question of the
allegiance of Ireland to the British monarch, which was resolved in
;:r .a:clepta;:ce by the Irish delegation (after heavy pressure) of a
i Iu a whereby the members of the Dail would take an oath of
oyalty to the British monarch. Nothing could have been better cal-
culated to hide what the Treaty was really about—Partition.

Northern Ireland Established

’In}:_9'2‘0 !heA British had passed the Government of Ireland Act,

swhich was in fact the long delayed Third Home Rule Bill. This had

)fNo:;:)“n?nlfor two parliaments within Ireland, in the Six Counties

e ern Irel ?“d‘ and the Twenty Six Counties of Southern Ireland.
Ct was universally regarded as a propaganda gesture, and Sinn

Fein took ad: 4
Second D:ﬂ.""‘ase of the elections called under the Act to elect the
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Despite the reluctance of the Northern Unionists to have any form
of ‘Home Rule’ by the opening of the negotiations the ‘Government of

Northern Ireland” had been established, and was a factor in the situation.

The package agreed by the negotiations included a provision that this
government could opt the Six Counties out of the ‘Irish Free State’
(Saorstat Eireann) which of course it did; however the Irish negotiators,
Griffith and Collins, were convinced that by means of the Boundary
Commission included in the Treaty they could break the Catholic dom-
inated areas of the Six Counties away, and make the remaining Unionist
enclave unviable, thus paving the way for a re-unification.

Sell-out and Civil War

In the Dail too the dispute centred around the oath, and as in London,
the debate in Dublin hid the real disputes. Despite the acceptance of the
treaty by the Dail a section of the Republican forces refused to accept
it and under Rory O'Conner and Liam Mellowes they occupied the
Four Courts in Dublin; each side regarded the other warily for a time.

The crunch came on 26th June, 1922. Mellowes and O’Connor were
preparing their forces to go North, to deal with'an outbreak of savage
pogroms against the Catholics in the Six Counties. In Westminster,
Winston Churchill declared that failure of the Free State government to
deal with the Republicans would lead to the British government con-
sidering the Treaty void, and taking appropriate action. Under such
duress, and with guns borrowed from the British, the Free Staters
bombarded the Four Courts. The Irish Civil War was on.

The war was lent bitterness by the desire of both sides to get the
thing over with as soon as possible, and the de-humanising effects of
the Black and Tan War. It ended with the inevitable defeat of the
Republicans; broken not so much by the military superiority of the

Free Staters, as by the apathy of an Irish people confused and bone
weary of war.

Partition Ratified

The Civil War ended in April 1923; the now firmly established Frec
State Government approached the British Government to implement
the Boundary Commission. The Six County government sabotaged the
Commission by refusing to nominate its representative, but eventually
the British Government nominated a Six County representative, who
met with the British and Free State delegates to consider the problem.
After a long wrangle the Commission by a ‘majority’ recommended
that the only changes to be made in the border would be the gaining
of a large chunk of Donegal by the Six Counties. The Free State
government, having fought a war over an oath, was unable to fight
one to reverse this swindle, and accepted an offer whereby the boundary

commission was removed from the treaty. In 1925 Partition was
established.

ghe Curse of Partition

The history ©
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two artificial societies, in which the antagonisms which had been
their basis, instead of acting for change, re-inforced the artificial
states which had been created.

The Christian Province

The Six County State was founded to keep a British bridgehead
against the Irish revolution, and it could only survive by institutiona-
lising religious sectarianism. The Unionist Party bosses in the North
East had traditionally kept their power by the expert manipulation
of the religious divisions within the mass of the inhabitants of the
area, The oldliberal tolerant Belfast was swamped in the early 19th
Century by the influx of people from rural areas secking work in

the developing industries. They brought with them the traditional
eligious sectarianism of the countryside, and this was seized upon by
the captains of industry as a means of weakening the power of their
workers. Time after time in the Six Counties Protestant and Catho-
lic workers have found common cause against the employers, and
every time sectarian passions have been used to break up that unity.
Thus, in the years preceding the Home Rule crisis Larkin and Con-
nolly succeeded in creating exemplary pockets of working class unity
across the sectarian lines. Indeed a whole section of the Orange
movement, the Independent Orange Order, began to move towards

a radical position, supported workers struggles, and extended &

hand to their Catholic fellow workers. Carson’s agitation short cir-
cuited this process, and sharpened up the sectarian divisions once
more. In 1932 following an unemployed hunger march the RUC at-
tacked unemployed workers in the Falls, firing over their heads,
whereupon the unemployed of Shankill rose up in support of their
fellow workers. The Unionists then embarked on a calculated cam-
paign to convince the Protestants that the Catholics were the cause
of their unemployment, and ran a vicious campaign denouncing
“Loyalists” (i.e., p ), who empl Dis-loyalists” (i.c.,
Catholics). Their campaign was eminently successful.

The Unionists kept control over the masses through the Orange
Order, which united the most rich and powerful in brotherly union
with the most poor and humble, provided that they were faithful to the
Crown, and the Faith which had established their blessed Christian
province. The system of patronage dispensed through the Order, the
social life, and the role of the Order as a Friendly Society made it
difficult for any Protestant worker to either refuse to join or to leave
once in membership. Within the Lodges systematic indoctrination was

carried out to delude the Protestant with a tissue of myths which
would keep him so afraid of the Romish conspiracy, and its agents in
Dublin, that he would be glad of what little he had within his claus-
trophobic little enclave.

Northern Ireland is often call Ulster, but in fact its six counties
exclude 3 counties of the historic province of Ulster. That it is a
completely artificial creation can be seen by an examination of the
lzigxder. The territory of the state was fixed out of one consideration

Aly—the creation of the largest possible area of Unionist d?minauon,
:)f th Six Counties Antrim has a 70-80% Pro}t‘e;tantgl;rgg;ni}?;‘?;wo
i - d Armagh have 50-60%
ulation, Down has 60-70%, Derry an isgh bxve 50007 Bk
i have a minority of Unionists
counties Fermanagh and Tyrone, & o e
1y 40-50%. The picture 1 complicated by the unev c
Z? \‘;’oth factions who are scattered ovcr'the. entire area, but wha; is
certain is that the only solid area of Umfomst sugyo;)l Cons‘slt:s:ical
i ity of Derry has been a ¢
fast and peripheral areas- The City 0 )
b l:r:)f lt)hc Effects of the border, for not only does u“h?vc a W
two-to-one Anti-Unionist majority, butit has.heen cutof ‘rom“: "
natural hinterland in Co. Donegal. Derry to0 15 (h; c\aismlaggza;cw?ﬁon
. - itution, the gerrymander. In
¢ that grand old Ulster institution, the ge ¢
:f ;\:cti:al wards within the City three wards ;vhnch e.ad:l c‘lzc;ezi
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:‘ngt'\-Unionists. and 1,474 Unionists, North.Ward had 3,173 er;? fieet ]
Unionists and 4,380 Unionists, and Watcrsul_e had 2.804‘ a‘:mv ni
to0 4,420 Unionists. Thus the 20,102 Catholics elected cigl t et
it and the 10,274 Protestants elected licourc\la}‘lors.! usf
! i ates Of
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g‘:r:hea::is:::King James, in the name of freedqm and the constitution,
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The ‘Free’ State

ish middle class, which has recoiled in horror from the 1?16
’::‘Jell{i‘:t:, and had later placed itself at the head of the revolution
created the Irish Free State in its own image. They won power m:
bloody civil war during which they des_paya:e\y shot }\ostagcsf:rcxralhe
attempt to blackmail the Republicans into surrender. Evchn :l Rl
Republicans had ‘dumped arms’ they refused to release g s
It was only towards the spring of 1924 that the last of the Repu!
dribbled out of the Jails and detention camps.

With the masses passive, the conservative elements who had take;
over the revolution consolidated their power; _thc Treaty was placedon
a pedestal, as a famous victory and the Catholic Church was a."°"’§ hm
exert an unchallenged influence over the state. The ya(ro: sa:(r;u. ?(‘ (}“c
ruling party, Cumann na nGaedhacl (Irish Party) was Arthur Grtliths
for Griffith the holiest of doctrines was protection, bl{! Cumann na
nGaedhael eschewed this doctrine as rank heresy. Their concemra'n;‘)n
was on the stabilisation of agriculture, this was geared to f}{e Britis!
market, and such a policy excluded protection. Tlrese p_oh?eslwere
determined by the social base of the party. The Irish middle clss
feared a new plunge into disorder and civil strife, s0 the governmen pirsd
concentrated on keeping the ship of state stable. Thier c\ecuc:in ca:lnpn g
were fought on a platform of firm government, and rheyd%rlo L‘\ce sa
election poster which captured the mo_od of the Irish mi ; e cl a‘sse
exactly: under the picture of a black figure with extended revolver

they promised to dispel the shadow of the gunman.
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The Rise of Fianna Fail

Although the gunmen had been beaten, the IRA still existed and
despite the fact that its deputies refused to take their seats, Sinn Fein
still commanded a great deal of support. With the arms dumped there
was little that Republicans could do to influence the course of events;
it was inevitable that a section should seek some way round the barrier
which the oath constituted for entry to the Dail.

That this section should be led by Eamonn de Valera was probably
also inevitable; but it was not inevitable that Fianna Fail (Soldiers of
Destiny) would be able to break from Sinn Fein, proclaim its intention
of entering the Dail and yet still be regarded asa part of the Republican
movement, and get the active support ‘of large numbers of IRA men.
Tt “Doev” was a superb politician; few revolutionari in embraci
counter-revolution have been able to hide the real content of their
actions in quite such a brazen manner. Having fought a campaign on
the basis that they would not take the oath, and that they would
challenge the government to exclude them from the Dail, de Valera,
with a revolver in his picket, confronted by the clerk of the Dail who
barred his way, signed the oath as ‘an empty form’.

the

Whether or not the oath was an empty form, Fianna Fail in
government accepted the main restrictions of the Treaty. The genius
of de Valera was that he pushed the interests of the native Irish
bourgeoisie as far as could be achieved within the terms of the
settlement ‘of 1922. The fact that there was a price tag on this policy
and that this tag demanded action to stop the IRA from attacking
British imperialism, was readily accepted; and Fianna Fail, formed
in a harder school than Cumann na nGaedhael, did not flinch at the
most brutal measures against the very men who had helped the Party
to come to power.

Protection

With one of those ironies with which Irish history abounds, the party
which emerged from the forces which opposed Griffith, was the
party which put his economic theories into practice. The difference
P o a Cumann na nGaedhael government and a Fianna Fail one
resolved itself in the difference between Free Trade and Protection.
The difference between Fianna Fail and Sinn Fein resolved itself in
the difference between an economic war, and a physical force war
against the British Empire.

On gining a majority in the Dail in 1932, de Valera's first govern-
ment immediately launched a two pronged attack on the existing
relationship between Britain and Ireland. They abolished the oath,
which was accepted, but they also ceased payment of the land annuities
which they were paying in return for the transfer of land from the 3
English landlords. This constituted about a third of the total revenue i
England extracted from Ireland and was furiously resisted by the British
government. The great Economic War was under way. &
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For six years Britain and the Free State raised high tariff barriers

inst each others goods, and the effect was to alter the shape of the ;
Twenty Six County economy in a number of important ways- Industria
employment ros¢ from 111,000 in 1931 to 154,(-)(?0 in 193'6. Agric-
altural policy was geared much more to self-sufficiency, with the

acreage of wheat (which had previously been mam!y imported) rising

| from 2,000 acres to 255,000 acres in the same period. When in 1938

de Valera's government reached an agreement with Britain, ax.\q handed
over £10 million in full and final settlement of the land annuities, 2
small, weak Irish industry had grown up behind the tariffs. But this
was nearly seventy years after the creation of the Home Rule Party,
and came at the end of an era of worldwide depression, small wonder
that this industry should be mainly processing and assembly. Never-
the less it existed and it survived.

The New Deal

It was this industry which laid the basis for the ‘economic miracle’ of
Sean Lemass’s administration- From 1957 onwards foreign penetration
of the Irish economy advanced rapidly, and hand in hand with this
came a closer liaison with the British government. In 1964 the Free
Trade agreement between Ireland and Britain was s:gned,}mwd on the
inevitability of Ireland following Britain into the EEC. With a new}y
developing industry (although not large enpugh to stem the nd:I of
emigration) and with Ireland’s agriculture important to off?et the
effects of the dear food policy of the EEC, the basis was laid fora
new relationship between the three states which had been created in

1922.

Decline in the North ;
In the North the changes were justas inevitably crystallising. The Six
Counties enjoyed & yc%iod of prosperity during the Second World War.
But following this, the lack of diversification a'nd the c.oncent\‘a-non
on heavy industry meant that the general decline of this sector In
British industry as a whole hit the area especially hard. What new .
industry did develop was ot enough to offset the de-population ©

"he land. Thus Northern Ireland e imaed with a level of unemploy-
ment considerably higher ¢han the other ‘regions’ of Britain.

A Federal Solution

This shift in the balance of importance between the South and the
North is at the root of the present crisis. British imperialism needs
to re-structure its relations “with Ireland North and South, the 1922
settlement is out of date; were it politically feasible British .
imperialism would dispense with Northern Ireland tomorrow. Being
unable to do this they have been trying to overcome the contra-
dictions through a federal <olution. In this there would be an
economic, if not political tie up between both parts of Ireland and
Britain. Within the Common Market they would create 2 ?losely knit
unit which would strengthen Britain’s ability to compete in the
European market.




For this strategy to be in any way successful it was necessary that
some changes be made in the North, both as a way of clearing the
ound of some historical encumbrances, and to make it easier for
Fianna Fail to sell the new deal to its electorate. For these reasons

d to get unprecedentedly

Britain began to apply pressurc on the Northern administration to tone

down some of the worst sectarian abuses, and to make friendly noises
to the Southern government. It was this policy which led Captain
ONeill to hop on a train to Dublin, and meet Sean Lemass, in a
return visit after the latter had visited Belfast.

Crisis in the Unionist Party

But politicians can only move as fast as their political bases. Most
Northern Unionists have never really believed the sectarian nonsense
they used to keep their support, and they could dispense with it a lot
more easily than their supporters. But there are important elements
in the Party who accept the main lines of Unionist mythology, and
there are still others who, although agnostic, are not prepared to risk
dispensing with it. Thus although the British ruling class were pre-
pared to alter radically the Irish settlement, and the leading sections
of the Unionists were prepared to collaborate, the Unionist party
itself constituted a barrier on the road. And yet without the Unionist
Party there could not be any stable advance, there was no other
political party in the Six Counties, the opposition Nationalists were

2 discredited group of individuals, the Labour Party had derisory
electoral support, and there was neither the prospect of some new
political formation appearing, nor chance of success if it did.

This dictated a pace of advance which was painfully slow, and
which would constantly make concessions to whichever section of
the community was putting the main pressure on at any given time.
But despite all their best efforts it was impossible to maintain

“stability, and impossible to reconcile the divisions within the
Northern state; impossible in other words to come to a capitalist
solution of the Irish problem.

Change and Decay

There had been some important changes within the Catholic comm-
unity in the six counties. Welfare benefits, applied on a British, i.c.
non-discriminatory basis had made life much easier for the catholic
unemployed. A catholic middle class began to develop. Within the
institutions of higher education a British situation also existed. All
of these assisted in giving the Catholics a new self-confidence. With
theLemass/O'Nill talks it seemed that basic change was at last on its
way. For the first time in fifty years the Northern minority lifted
their heads. It was this which brought them behind the Civil Rights
movement; the initial moderation of the CRA demands was just the
right temperature, once they got into the water of political actions,
and they never looked back.

The Protestants on the other hand were dealt a series of stunning
blows. Their Prime Minister had gone to talk to the Pope’s man in
24

their despair was complete.
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The best indication of the depth of the change which has swept over
Ireland in the last four years s the crisis which has shaken practically
every political formation North and South, its sharpest point being
August ’69. The next threee chapters analyse these organisations;
with the exception of the Unionist Party, which has probably been
explained sufficiently in the preceding text. In any case the Unionist
Party’s crisis stems more properly from the O'Neil/Lemass talks,
and there is very little which can be added except that the prime
factor is the tendency of the Unionist Party to disintegrate the
nearer ‘reform” in the Six Counties is approached. It is in fact this
earlier crisis of the Unionist Party which contributed to the rise of
the Civil Rights movement, and thus the situation which plunged
the other organisations into crisis.

The Origins of Republicanism

We have seen how the rise of the Presbyterian bourgeoisie in the
North East created a new kind of political movement, The Society
of United Irishmen, which put Irish nationalism for the first time
on a rational secular political basis. The credo of the United
Irishmen, as expressed by Wolfe Tone, is as fresh and relevant
today, as the day it was written:

“To subvert the tyranny of our execrable Government,
to break the connection with England, the never failing
source of all our political evils, and to assert the inde-
pendence of my country—these were my objects. To
unite the whole people of Ireland, to abolish the memory
of all past dissensions, and to substitute the common
name of Irishman in place of the denominations of

{ Members of PD stage a sit-down i i i h i
ek - strike i Protestant Catholic and Dissenter—these were my means™.
’ . CILR ats\Camansin Obstns g ‘egzggs-de the City Hall at the start of the 7




This truly revolutionary statement is the basis for everything pro-
gressive in Ireland since that date. From the United Irishmen
onwards, although the form of Irish identity could be catholic,

it could never develop its content without breaking from the
religious confines and taking the fight into the realm of modern
rational politics.

With the rise of Young Ireland,Davis re-introduced the demand
of Tone, separation as the only possible relationship between
Treland and England. Lalor gave Irish nationalism a new base, which
made it a nationwide force capable of taking on the British
empire—the land question; by linking this with the demand for
separation he changed the relationship of forces entirely and
created the basis for the modern Irish nationalist tradition,
Fenianism. Mitchell extended the support for the Irish struggle
by holding out a hand to the Chartists in Britain.

The Ownership of Ireland

But, from the foundation of Fenianism, the concepts of Tone

and ‘Young Ireland’ were never developed. Padraig Pearse
systematised the ideas of the great leaders of the Irish nation,

as a means of establishing the continuity of the twin basic con-

cepts of the Easter Rising; separation, and the ownership of

Ireland by the people of Ireland. He established the latter point as one
of the continuous demands of Irish nationalism. His last work, ‘The
Sovereign People’, as its title suggests, is the most important from this
standpoint. In it Pearse said “Let no man be mistaken as to who will
be lord in Ireland when Ireland is free. The people will be lord and
master”.

. But although in the writings of the Feinians the great democratic
ideal of popular control is constantly reiterated, finding one of its
noblest expressions in the Proclamation of The Irish Republic of 1916,
“We declare the right of the Irish people to the ownership of Ireland
and to the unfettered control of Irish destinies to be sovereign and
indefeasible’; this, the last statement of Fenianism before its most
glorious achievement, underlines the problem of the Fenian concept.
Nowhere is the content of popular control defined, nowhere is the
exact way in which the Irish people will exercise their control
clarified.

Connolly and Fenianism

The streams of Fenianism and Connolly/Marxism met at Easter but
they did not merge. Connolly’s concepts were to have little effect

on the Fenians, and the Easter Rising spent the force of his
supporters. Had he been able to win the Fenians to his programme
Irish history might have been very different. As it was, Republicanism
from the Easter Rising on was constantly frustrated by its lack of a
clear perspective. This facilitated the infiltration of the reactionary
middle class elements who took over in 1922.
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The question is often posed as to whether it would have b.""
better for Connolly to have built a working class movement, instead
of going to certain death in the Rising. This argument misses the
point, for if the path to working class power in Ireland lay through
the victory of the national struggle then it was e_sseymal that a blow
in that struggle be struck during the war. And if it was to be struck,
then Labour had to participate. Any other course would have been

to condemn the national movement to Redmond, and the Labour
movement to political bankruptey-

The Workers and Fenianism

Connolly was always very concious of the need to fuse the

currents of Fenianism and working class Marxism, he knew that
Fenianism had deep influence over the best of the workers, and if the
Labour Movement was to be relevant it had to appeal to them in
Fenian terms. This can be understood if we examine the structure of
the Irish working class. Because of Ireland’s industrial development
the working class was small and newly hewed off from the peasantry,
and the fact that the Irish Transport and General Workers Union was
its mass expression speaks volumes for the type of industries w_hn_ch
predominated. In 1909 the Dublin Medical Officer of Health divided
the population of the City up as follows:

Professional and Independent 17,500
Artisz d petty shopkeepers .. 8
rtisans and petty shopkeep b

Hawkers Porters Labourers etc. ..
It was out of the last category that the ITGWU was formed.

A comparison with Russia underlines the point: the Russian working
class at that period was similar, it was a minority of the population, and
had its roots in the peasantry, but it was concentrated in huge, modern
enterprises, where it had an economic and political power out of all pro-
portion to its size. The Irish working class was engaged in small enter-

-~ priscs, it was fragmented, and it was not able to participate in the kind

of disciplined large scale production which give it clear sense of class
identity, and weld it into a powerful force. Peasants, }eawng the ;
countryside to work in such small scale enterprises, did not experience
a sharp cnough break in their working experience to make them feel
the need for a new revolutionary ideology. Fenianism was broad and
ill-defined enough to adapt to the new circumstances, and radical enough
css their anger and frustration. In addition the weaAk ideology of
lism made it i iatel p and it ted very
naturally with Fenianism. Thus the general consciousness of the b.est.
and most militant workers was a mixture of syndicalism and Fenianism.
This is of prime importance for understanding modern Republicanism.
We saw how the Land Acts and rural de-population had leaked away
a great deal of the tevolutionary potential in the cvountrysid.e, and
although the small farmers remained and are to this _da)lr an important
force within Irish socicty, nevertheless if by the beginning of the 20th

to expra
0,
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century the national movement had been based entirely on them it
would have been impotent. The urban workers, artisans and petit-
bourgeosie formed a large proportion of the Irish Volunteers, and
the fact that the Rising took place in Dublin and met no immediate
response from the countryside underlines the change which had
occurred.

Left Republicanism

The division between the Free Staters and the Republicans was,
formally, over an abstraction, the oath: but it was in reality a
division between the most conservative elements in the national
movement, and the most radical. Liam Mellows, before being
shot by the Free State, wrote a number of letters in which he
stressed the need for the Republic to base itself on the working
class. But there was no possibility during the Black and Tan or
le Wars for the Republicans to sit down and discuss re-
directing their struggle; and afterwards they were defeated and
demoralised. That defeat meant that for nearly fifty years
Republicanism was fighting for what it had lost yesterday, and
not what it must win tomorrow.

Nevertheless, there was constant evidence of the radicalising
influence of Republicanism, In 1929 a Republican political organ- !
isation called Saor Eire*(Free Ireland) was organised with the
support of a number of IRA members; it was explicitly socialist
and directed propaganda to workers and small farmers, but it did
not have a deep influence within the IRA, which remained non, if
not anti-political. Another venture around the same time with 4
wider range of political support, Comhairle na Poblachta
(Repub_l.ican Council) also had a left orientation. Then in 1934 the
Republican Congress was formed, which split the IRA but was the
“most effective voice in left politics in Ireland for a whole period,
playing a particularly important role in beating the fascist Blueshirts
off ‘th: streets in the mid-thirties. This tendency to throw up
rad_lul currents appeared again when a group of leftists in Dublin
split from the IRA to link up with an independent group in the

North, Saor Uladh (Free Ulster) and initiated the 1956-62 campaign.

It is as one more step.in the struggle to win the Republican
movement to a socialist perspective that we must view the
ch.angu which took place within the Movement after 1962, The
failure of the *56-’62 campaign led to a d ing discussi
within the leadership of the IRA. Their conclusions are b

: t
expressed by Cathal Goulding: wi

_ “The people had no real knowledge of our objectives, they
didn’t understand our tactics or our motives, if they didn’t under-
sm.ud us they couldn’t be with us. Without the support of the
majority of the people, we just couldn’t succeed.

*Not to be confused with the present day Saor Eire
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«The question was; how could we get the people to support

us? The evidence was that the Republican Movement had no real

policies. Without objectives, we couldn’t develop a proper

strategy- Tactics were all that we had employed. The actual

fight for freedom had become an end in itself for us. Instead

of a means it became an end. We had not planned to achieve the ‘
freedom of Ireland. We simply planned to fight for the i
{reedom of Ireland. We could never hope to succeed because ‘
we never planned to succeed.

““The answer was plain; we would have to establish our

objectives; to explain these to our own ‘movement; to persuade

our movement to accept them; to bring them to the people and

explain them—and then to show the people, by our initial political

and agitationary activities that we were sincere. We would have to

declare what kind of government, what kind of state we wanted in
Ireland. We would then have to show the people by propaganda,
education and action, why this type of state would be beneficial to
them—that it would mean more bread and butter, better wages,
better housing conditions, more education and a better life for
everyone.

«Our first objective then was to involve ourselves in the every-
day problems of people; to organise them to demand better houses,
better working conditions, better jobs, better pay, better education—
to develop agitationary activities along these lines. By doing this we
felt that we could involve the people, not so much in supporting the
Republican Movement for our political ends but in supporting

ey themselves would be part of a revolutionary

agitation so that th
e

force demanding what the present system just couldn’t produce.

Two Influences

There were in fact two forces at work. One was the Goulding group

of the leadership, who developed a rather “populist” outlook, and

gotthe IRA and Sinn Fein involved in supporting strikers, assisting

squatters in Dublin etc. etc. But they were influenced by a group of

intellectuals around the Dublin Wolfe Tone Society, based on Trinity

College. The main ideologues of this were Anthony Coughlin, and Dr.

Roy Johnson. They in turn had been influenced by C. Desmond-

Greaves of the British Communist Party, and the Connolly Association.

The influence of the Wolfe Tone Society people, in particular

of Roy Johnson, was contradictory. On the one hand they helped

to clear away some of the traditional t of Republi

idcology, and to clarify for a large number of Republicans the

main tencts of Marxism. But they also introduced a concept of

' revolutionary strategy which is similar in methodology to the

“British Road to Socialism”, and which poses the struggle in

Ircland as being onc of ‘stages’. The political implications of this

will be discussed later.

1 Interview in “This Week’, re-published in
Nov/Dec. 1970. £t

New Left Review’ No. 64,



The Split

This attempt to change the course of the Republican movement
resulted in a split, which requires a good deal of explanation, par-
ticularly since the reasons for it, and the nature of both sections,
have been confused by polemics from every side.

:I'he crisis within the Movement was the result of three factors,
which although related have a degree of independence.

Factor 1) Socialism; although the perspective of an Irish Workers
Republic was adopted before the split, and both sides proclaim it,
a good number of people within the movement were deeply suspicious
of the move to the left, while others were socialists, but opposed the
Wolfe Tone Society influence from an anti-Stalinist, and/or ultra-left
standpoint. Others dropped out silently, while a large portion of the
base of Republican sympathy ined politically falist,
Factor 2) Abstentionism; the leadership proposed to change the old
Republican electoral policy, which involved putting up candidates who
would refuse to take their seats if elected. By this means the
Republi ged the people to d their rejection of
Westminster, Stormont or the Free State Dail. The new policy would
mean that candidates, if elected, would take their seats and use 2
parliament, in the Leninist sense, as a forum for revolutionary prop-
aganda. This was passed by the Army Convention, precipitating a
split in the Army, and later the split was carried over to Sinn Fein,
The split section of the Army called itself the Provisional Army
Council, and it was supported by the Caretaker Executive of Sinn
Fein. Thus the split was formally over the question of abstentionism.

Factor 3) Military; The transition from solely military, to
military and political activity created big strains within the IRA.
Military training, looking after arms dumps, and the security pre-
cautions associated with an underground army are extremely time
consuming. Tq impose political activity on an army which was small
and dwindling simply meant a run down on military activity. In
addition people involved in sales of the ‘United Irishman’, or work
connected with the many Republi paigns would immedi
be known by the police, which would reduce their future cffectiveness
for military work. There was resistance to this inside the Army, and
some volunteers left. The leadership, however, not seeing any
imminent need for a military campaign staked everything on making
a political breakthrough, but when in August ’69 the Falls was scen
to be inadequately armed; the shock waves rocked the credibility of
the leadership. It is doubtful whether the IRA would have been
more prepared if the traditional policies had remained in force, but
it was relatively easy for the feeling to grow that the IRA had been
“run down” deliberately, and from this to the idea that the people
of the Falls had been ‘betrayed’ was a short step. For these reasons
the split cannot be understood in the deft/right’ terms common to
European politics, the determinant factor in choosing sides was not
Marxism, or non-Marxism, but attachment to the old ‘physical
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d that this

force’ tradition of Republicanism. When it is und ! .
is the real polarity, it can be understood also wl\y‘both sides contain
a very wide range of political ideas ranging from right to left.

This also means that it is difficult to credit one side with a mono-
poly of revolutionary potential. By forcing the question of Son:llsm,
the present leaders of the Officials moved the whole debate within
Republicanism, over to the left, so much so that opponents of
Socialism within the Provisionals do not fight on that ground, they
simply define socialism in a non-socialist way.

But on the other hand, the strategy of the Provisionals has made
it impossible for British imperialism to lidate the r
administration, and therefore to get the basis for a deal v‘vl'nch would
bring them closer to their long term objectives; it is not likely that
the strategy of the Officials would have had the same effect.

The Verdict

The verdict on the split must be that it was the wrong split at the :
wrong time, over the wrong issues, involving the wrong Eeople. And if
the Republican movement is to go forward it cannot be in terms of the
artificial political division which now exists. The military ‘failure’ of
August 1969 has made it all too easy to present Marxist and Socialist
Republicans as people who want to disarm the IRA. The pressure of
the Provisionals has pushed the Officials further towards the kind of
rigid and reformist strategy of the Wolfe Tone Society alnd has
tended to polarise all sections of the Officials amunfl this strategy,
rather than permitting the d P of a di which would
raise questions about it. The pressure of the military tasks has pre-
vented any calling of the right wing elements to account b‘y_ the large
number of sincere revolutionary socialists within the Provisionals.

Political Programme
The most important test of any revolutionary movement is its
political programme, and we must therefore examine the programme
of both sections; there are some important differences, between
them but the most striking thing is that both suffer from the same
weaknesses. The Provisionals have issued a rounded out social and
economic programme ‘Eire Nua’ (New Ireland) but the Officials
have produced nothing which compares with this in scope. This is
simply because ‘Eire Nua’ is a programme which was drafted and
under discussion before the split, and the present leadership of
the Officials, which was then in the leadership of the movement
as a whole, was dissatisfied with it and wished to draft an alterna-
tive. So far the Officials have produced only a short document
‘Republican Freedom Manifesto for the Seventies’, and various
keynote articles in their paper “The United Irishman”, and state-
ments issued from time to time by the Official Army Council and
the Ard Comhairle (executive council) of Sinn Fein.

The following extracts from ‘Eire Nua’ will give an idea of the
concepts which it advances:
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1) The wealth of Ireland belongs to the people of Ireland and is
theirs to be exploited and developed in their interests.

2) To ensure justice for all, the means of production, distribution
and exchange must be controlled by the people and adminis-
tered democratically.

3) Finance, insurance and all key industries must be brought under
state Control: The principle agent of major development in
industry, agriculture and fisheries must be the state.

4) The state will have the complete control over the import and
export of money.

5) Apart from_ the sectors mentioned above, the main instrument

;foducri d; : ';; pr v;ill bel‘ perative enterprises in
on, distribution an i

e exchange. These will be based on
philosophy, which is founded on the right of worker owner-
ship and is native Irish as well as being co-operative or dis-
tributive in character. Each individual worker will own an
economic unit of the means of production in the form of
farm workshop business or share in a factory or other co-
operative. Credit Unions will play an important role in this
type . of development.

7) Private enterprise will still have a role to play in the economy
but it will be a much smaller role than it has today. It will
have no place in key industries and state incentives will
favour co-operative projects as the most socially desirable.
No non-national shall be allowed to have a controlling
interest in an Irish industry.

10) Pending the achi of national independence of all
‘32_coun(‘ies, an Economic Resistance Movement will be
built up to defend the interests of the Irish people against
exploitation whether from foreign takeovers or native
gombeen capitalism; and to promote the Comhar na
gComharsan philosophy. Efforts to push us into the Common
Market will be resisted and a demand will be made for the
revoking of the Free Trade Agreement with England.”

When a section from the ial’s ¢ i VL
Neaarea il bOﬂff:;al 's “Freedom Manifesto” is quoted
“We stand for an independent all-Ircland Republic with
the whole wealth of the nation under the democratic
control of the people the use of State power to disposses
all foreign financiers, monopolists, landlords and their
native collaborators; the transfer of all large-scale pro-
r!ucf:ve units in industry, commerce and finance to demo-
cratic council representative of the people concerned
whether as workers, suppliers or consumers in proportion
appropriate to their interests.

“We consider that the natural interests of the small

business coincide with its market the working people, {

rather than with its exploiters, the monopolists and

foreign speculators. We therefore undertake to ‘

defend the interests of the small business and to
R Hh e

P
arranged by mutual consent in the interests of price
and cost reduction rather than monopolistic ration- |
alisations imposed from above. ‘

“We hold that the working farmer is the natural
ally of the urban worker, and that the interests
of the farmer must be protected by the State

helping him to organise co-operatively to con-

trol his supplies and his marketing. We hold that

the English imposed State structure should be

dismantled and a new one built closer to the

peoples’ needs, the lowest level being easily

accessible to everyone, with federation into

regional authorities with ial

and real governmental powers such as to be able

to react sympathetically and rapidly to local

needs; central government to be concerned

with security, defence and long-term co-ord-

ination of the regional budgets.”

Both of these programmes bear the hall-marks of traditional Irish
liberal thinking, which extended the concepts of rural co-operativism
to the urban industrial context. The Provisionals programme
explicitly propounds the concepts of Distributism, i.c. the concept
of spreading ownership and control of the means of production amongst
those engaged in production. The Officials adapt them to a more
clearly socialist model. The implications are more important than a
superficial glance would reveal. Their blind spot is the key question
of the state: i.e. the re-modelling of capitalist society through the
centralised mechanism of a state which is based on the workers
and small farmers, and which prevents the possibility of resistance
to the new order by hostile class forces. For the Republicans,
Socialism will be built from the base up, transforming political
social and economic relations as it develops.

Strategy and the State

This in turn determines the strategy for achieving socialism,
fostering the conviction that national and social liberation can grow
up from the grass roots within the shell of capitalist, and imperialist
domination. This is natural to a movement which only in recent
history moved into the towns from the countryside, which is based
on a working class which bears the marks of the history we have dis-
cussed, and which has fought in a situation where the native state
power has always been rather weak.
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An article in the ‘United Irishman’ of May 1971 shows that the
Officials are beginning to grapple with this problem, but as yet inade-
quately. The article, by Sean Garland (one of the ablest physical
force revolutionaries in the *56-62 struggle) underlines the importance
of the development of popular struggles and organisations at the base
of society, but talks of the question of state power thus:

““The central point of any revolution, and particularly in a

socialist revolution is that the key positions in the State, in Government,
Army, Police, Civil Service, Judiciary, Unions and many National
Organisations, TV, Radio and Press should pass out of the hands
of those who are loyal to the Establishment and into the hands of
those who represent the vast majority of the people who will use
this power to build socialism where the means of production dis-
tribution and exchange are socially owned.”

The classical Marxist and Leninist standpoint is that the old state
must be smashed and that the altenrative structures which are thrown
up by the struggle against the old regime must take its place; Garland’s
formulation gives the impression that it is simply a question of pene-
srating the old state with supporters of a new order. The document
‘Ireland Today’ which laid the basis for the Official’s decision to
adopt a participationist policy contains the following paragraph which
echoes this concept:

“Relationship with the state machine to be based on the assump-
tion that the latter is often composed of men of good will constrained
by a foreign structure: flaws in the structure to be sought and exploited
by organising a co-ordinated attack both in the assembly and from the
mass organisations concerned.”

These concepts follow the methodology of the ‘British Road to
Socialism’, which sees the role of mass struggle as supporting the
struggle in Parliament to re-shape the capitalist state, neutralising
attempts by the ruling class to oppose this change, and forming the
channels through which the individuals imposing the change at the top
mobilise the people. This giving of a secondary role to the mass
struggle, and the separation of organisations which it creates, from the
central role in creating the revolution, is the well-spring of the British
Communist Party’s reformism, and adaptation to the conservatised
bureaucracy within the working class movement. Its introduction into
thehR:lpub].ican Movement would seriously hamper the struggle in
Ireland.

To be fair, it is possible to select quotes which will give a quite
opposite slant to the ideas of the Officials, what we arc saying is
not that these concepts are the totality of their thinking but that
their co-existence with more revolutionary ideas shows an ideo-
logical weakness and the possibility that such ideas could increase
their infl kening the i potential of the
movement.
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Historical Role

Criticisms of Republicanism must be weighed against its historic
role in focussing the resistance of the Irish people to the 1922 settle-
ment, and its continuity from the whole tradition of Tone, Young
Ireland, the Fenians and the 1916 rising; in other words that strand
of Irish nationalism which ly set the liberation of Ireland
above the immediate interests of any section of the men of
property, and for whom this liberation was meaningless unless it
also meant the liberation of the men of no property. No revolutionary
movement in Ireland can cut itself off from this tradition, and no
new revolutionary movement can be built in abstraction from it.
The Irish working class, as we have shown, provided a new base for
Fenianism in the towns. Since then at the start of this century the
working class has developed tremendously both in size and class-

i But despite a superficial towards the
Labour Party, Fenianism has not been displaced as the most
important revolutionary trend within the working class, and since
thetasks of the Irish workers include the consummation of the
programme of the revolution which failed in 1916, Republicanism
will continue to be a force. But the important change since
Connolly’s day is that the possibility exists for Republicanism to
base itself much more firmly on the working class, and to inte-
grate working class revolutionary ideas—Marxism—into its
thinking. A fusion between lutionary Marxism and Rep
is the future for the Irish revolutionary movement.

bl

Saor Eire

Alongside the Officials and Provisionals exists a much smaller
group which represents just such a fusion between Marxism angd
Republicanism—Saor Eire (Free Ireland). SE was formed out of
two distinct strands, a group of volunteers who left the IRA during
the period of politicisation (they reacted against the rundown of military
activity, and the influence of the Wolfe Tone Society) and former
members of the Irish Workers Group, a Trotskyist organisation which
split up in the late sixties. Behind Saor Eire’s activities is the conviction
that no change can be p d within the R
unless it is pressurised by a more militant and active military organ-
isation. This approach contains a great deal of truth, for the launching
of a struggle in 1956 by Saor Uladh catapulted the main body of the
IRA into the Border Campaign, and forced the leadership of the IRA
down off its conservative pedestal. Despite the failures of that campaign,
the fact that it was fought faced a new generation of Irish men and
women with the imperative challenge of the oppression of their nation;
that new generation brought into the struggle the forces which today
have opened up a new chapter in the political development of the Irish
Revolutionary Movement.

But Saor Eire has been caught in the same trap as the leaders of the
Officials in the mid-sixties—the contradiction between political and
military activity. The need for a secret military organisation has
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eliminated any but the most token open political }vork."l‘hc' sum total
of Saor Eire’s political contribution has been one interview in ‘The
Red Mole’, and a short manifesto, also published in the ‘Mole”. It has
also meant that the group was formed on a rather vague political basis,
and the pressing necessity of military action has_rr_nad: it even more
difficult to hammer out a coherent political position.

The political restrictions on SE have in turn restricted its military
activities, and so far it has been publicly known mainly for bank robber-
ies. Without a stronger political content SE will not draw loﬂards
itself the kind of young revolutionaries who could make a military
organisation a viable alternative to the two Republican Armies, and
SE will remain a group respected for its courage and militancy but
essentially marginal to the Irish struggle.
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- 6.ThePolitical

Left

Alongside the Republi exist a number of socialist organ-
isations which are political, without being involved in military struggle.
Leaving aside the Labour Parties, which we will examine together with
the bourgeois political parties, these groups are extremely small and have
at best a slight influence, however they could play a key role in the
creation of an Irish revolutionary vanguard.

The Roots of the Revolutionary Left

In 1966 a new initiative on the Irish left was launched, a newspaper,
the ‘Irish Militant’ was published as the voice of the Irish Workers
Group. The IWG was Trotskyist, and it was in sympathy with the
Fourth International, but it was politically quite heterogenous. It
is not the purpose of this pamphlet to rake over the ashes of the
IWG, so it will avoid taking sides on the question of whether the
development of the struggle in Ireland could have drawn the various
strands of the group together, or whether it would have been
better to build a group on a clearer political basis. The fact is that
the IWG suffered a bitter split towards the end of 1968, and the
forces which it had drawn together fragmented, and went in
different directions. But former members of the IWG, played a
decisive role in the events from the inception of the Civil Rights
struggle to the crisis of August 1969. It was Eamonn McCann, a
former editor of the ‘Irish Militant’ who was the moving spirit
behind the Civil Rights march in Derry on October 5th, 1968.
The Young Socialist Alliance created by former ING members,

in Queens University, Belfast was instrumental in creating the
Peoples Democracy, which under the leadership of IWG ‘old
boys’ Michael Farrell, Cyril Toman, et al, drove forward the

Civil Rights struggle at a time when the leadership of the CRA
had been peruaded to hang back in order to give O'Neil a
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chance to convince the Unionist Party. It was this which pre-
vented British Imperialism from stabilising the situation.

Had the IWG been a viable, strong Trotskyist organisation,
which had gone through an internal political development,
and created out of its string of able individuals a firm cadre
force, the face of political events might have been very
different.

The Peoples Democracy

The PD was created out of the initial response of the Queens
University students to the October 5th events. As part of the
reform programme the Unionists had already permitted a ‘British”
type higher education structure to be created in the Six Counties.
Within Queens religious discrimination was merely a grim shadow
of the world outside, a generation of young catholics went through
a non-discriminatory education, and a generation of young
protestants were educated alongside them. The sudden horrifying
reality of Northern Ireland caught up with this generation on
October 5th, 1968. In protest at the attack on the Civil Rights
demonstration in Derry, 2,000 students marched from Queens
University to the City Hall, but were blocked by a crowd of 50
Paisleyites who provedan immoveable obstacle for the RUC.
Following this experience, the Peoples Democracy was born, in
the type of intense, endless and all-embracing discussion which marked
the emergence of student vanguard after student vanguard in the
sixties, and has been the means by which they moved from a recoil
against the reality of society, a thorough critique of society, to action.
By mobilising this force, the political leaders of the PD (mainly
as we have noted ex-members of the ING) were able to force the pace
of the Civil Rights struggle. But the limitations of a student vanguard
were even more obvious in the Six Counties than elsewhere. The
students were a tiny section of the population. Incapable of precipi-
ating any deciiis aas e e wilG e ) society.,
their role could be decisive only for a short, and essentially artificial
period. August *69 saw the development of an entirely different situ-
ation, born on the barricades of Derry and Belfast.

Errors

Even if its leadership had und. d its immi the PD could
hardly have been prepared for the abruptness of the ending of this
period. As it was they had adapted to the pre-August situation and
had seen the locus of the struggle solely within the Six-counties.
This led to two grave political errors. The ultimate role of British
imperialism in creating the sectarianism and oppression in the
Northern state was ignored, and along with it the need to sce the
Civil Rights struggle as one more chapter in the unfolding struggle
against the partition of Ireland. Indeed Michael Farrell for a time
expressed the conviction that there could be no re-unification of
Ireland until there had been a socialist revolution in both parts. In
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turn this playing down of the national question and blindness to the
need for a 32 county strategy, posed the overwhelming problem of
the Protestant workers. If there is going to be a socialist revolution
in the six-counties then there is no question of it succeeding without
the protestant workers participating, ergo the pre-condition for the
revolution is the winning over of the protestant workers. This was
seen at first as the transference of the militancy of the catholic
workers on the question of jobs, housing, and civil rights, to the
Protestant workers. This dictated a demonstratable non-sectarianism,
which even resulted in Farrell advising PD demonstrators not to
respond to physical attacks from Protestant counter-demonstrators.
Another grave error which resulted from this was the wrong
analysis of the forces ranged on the other side of the class barriers.
The Unionists were seen as the main enemy, and the role of

British imperialism obscured; thus PD’s position on the inter-
vention of British troops was at best equivocal, and they did little
or nothing to warn the minority that the troops would eventually
be used against them in the event of the minority threatening the
status quo~—it was only after July *70 that PD took up the stand

of calling for their withdrawal.

All of this meant that in August ’69, despite a credible role in the
defence of the Bogside, the PD was shunted into a siding of Irish
history. Its size declined rapidly, and it began to conform more to
the pattern of a vanguard political group, rather than a mass student
movement. Indeed before long it was to lose any foothold in Queens.
Politically it boiled down to an alliance between'the Trotskyist
influenced elements, and Anarchists and near-Anarchists. During this
fallow period the PD’s only activities of note were the regular pro-
duction of a biting little newspaper Free Citizen, a campaign against
fares increases on Belfast corporation transport, and support for the
cel fishermen of Lough Neagh. Attempts were continually made to
get through to the protestant workers, and just as continually they
failed. But the PD did not stand still ideologically. They began to
absorb some of the lessons of the struggle and of their experience.
By the middle of 1970 sections of them had cast off a good deal of
their rigid opposition to the national struggle; they saw the need
for a 32 county revolutionary organisation, and although they met
with no success in creating a PD in the 26 counties, they did support
the Socialist Labour Alliance (of which more later) to the end of
creating a 32 county movement.

P.D. Now

Since the introduction of internment the PD has shown its deter-
mination to get back into the struggle. Accepting the fact that this
means working solely within the catholic working class at present,
they have gone into the ghettoes to help build the civil resistance
campaign, attempting to link up the civil resistance committees from
street to street, and town to town, to create the fabric of a new social
order. They have adopted a flexible policy of working locally with the
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Republicans, which means that from place to place they ally with the
Officials or the Provisionals, whichever is in the lead in the given area.

The PD can play a valuable role, especially since the links which
it has built with the Republicans have helped to offset the political
weaknesses of Republicanism. Provided it is able to clarify not only
its past failures, but the methodological roots of those failures, it
will contribute to the develop of a luti leadership in
Ireland. A note of caution must be sounded. A policy statement by
Mike Farrell in a recent issue of Unfree Citizen (the PDs paper since
internment) having analysed correctly the necessity of working within
the civil resistance struggle, poses the present strategy as one of

gaining the maximum possible reforms within the Six Country context.

The reason given for this is to avoid confronting the protestant
workers too sharply, in the hope that a reformed Northern Ireland
would erode their sectarianism, bringing them into a socialist
struggle.

Such a separation between the immediate struggles and the national
struggle would be a very bad mistake because if the Civil resistance
movement created the basis for sweeping the border away, before the
Protestant workers had been weaned from their counter-revolutionary
ideology it inevitably would leave PD in a reformist position. Farrell’s
analysis appears not to take this possibility into account. We shall
explain later why we think that this is not only a possibility, but the
most probable variant in the present situation. ;

The League for a Workers Republic

After the splitin the Irish Workers Group, a fragment in Dublin kept
together, working mainly within the Labour Party, and an independent
youth organisation the Young Socialists. The League for a Workers
Republic, as it called itself, was small, but it had a key position within
the left milieu around the Labour Party in Dublin. It was able to do
serious work in building the YS, becoming the main political
influence within it, and it was able for a time to build contacts with
car-assembly workers in Dundalk (a town near the border).

The trouble with the LWR was not that it was small, and confined
to the, essentially atypical, Dublin political scene, but that it did not
begin to understand the enormous barriers which this represented for
the growth of Irish Trotskyism, and contented itself with a low level
propaganda activity. Its attitude to Republicanism has been especially
reprehensible. It never carried out a serious theoretical study, but
dismissed the question with a few propaganda phrases. It was thus
totally unprepared for the upsurge of Republicanism following July
1970, and was caught in an orientation to the Labour Party when that
Party crossed the class lines, and forced all genuine left elements out.
Any theoretical work which the LWR carried out was the result of
pressure from the ICO, and they have tended to pursue modified ver-
sions of the ICO’s analyses, ¢.g. the ‘two nationalities theory.

This weakness was the result of the LWR's international isolationism.

Without being part of an international they could not grasp the breadth
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of Trotskyist practice, or learn from the theoretical debates within the
movement. Their Trotskyism was bascd on a British model, and an
outdated one at that. At first they had close links with the ‘Workers
Fight’ tendency in Britain, which had also originated within the IWG,
but following the entry of ‘Workers Fight' into the International
Socialists these links became attenuated. Given the expulsion of
“Workers Fight' from IS, it is possible that new links could be established
again. For a time the LWR stirred up an intercst in the question of

the Fourth International, and accepted the need to become part of

a world movement. But the discussion did not centre around trying to
understand what internationalism meant, it was simply a matter of
drawing up a balance sheet with the pluses and minuses of the F.I.
matched against cach other. Over a period of about a year a majority
of the membership cither left or were expelled, becoming the basis

for the new Irish Section of the Fourth International. The rump which
is left is painfully balanced between the contradiction of accepting the
political method, and most of the political positions of the SLL in
Britain, but being reluctant to become organisationally linked with
them. They echo all of the Healyite slanders about the Fourth i
International, as a political basis for not joining, but base their separation
from Healy solely on the basis of the SLL’s ‘political thuggery’.

The LWR too has been by-passed, and its future as an organisation

is very much in question.

The League for a Workers Vanguard: A product of the death-agony

of Healyism

Even the submissive leadership of the LWR was too independent

for Gerry Healy, and he split off a couple of LWR members in the
summer of 1970, who with a small number of YS members formed
the LWV as the ‘Irish Section of the International Committee of

the Fourth International’, with the Irish Young Socialists as its youth
organisation. This then linked up with one or two SLL mcmbefs in
the North. It is the most irrelevant tendency in Irish politics, since
its only purpose is to provide Healy with another ‘section” to add

to his list of rapidly diminishing supporters. Its poh(lf:al practice con-
sists of selling the Workers Press, and propaganda which slavishly
follows the themes which the SLL is pushing in Britain. The LWV
has not grown, and has been eroded to a point where it seems
certain that it will become extinct in the near future.

The Irish Section of the Fourth International

The lessons of the inadeq; of the Irish revol y left have
been drawn by a small number of militants in Ireland; the nucleus
of a sympathising section of the Fourth International now exists.

Its forces have mainly been drawn from the disintegration of the
LWR, but it has begun to win adherants from a wider range of
political backgrounds. It is at present focussed in Dublin and Belfast,
with the Belfast grouping consisting of a small number of young
people who have been attracted by the politics of The Red Mole,
which has been on sale there for some time. The very fact that it

43




begins with forces on either side of the border is important in a
situation where other groups are confined to one or other of the
two states. The ground work in building the group was done by
Peter Graham, an ex-member of the LWR who moved to London
in the spring of 1970 and through experience of the British
political scene decided to join the IMG. In the carly summer of
1971 he returned to Ireland to draw together the forces of the new
Irish section. Initially he set up the Marxist Discussion Group, which
began to lay the groundwork for a Marxist analysis of Irish
political problems. The MDG, although not a structured political
group, because of the superiority of its political ideas it soon
became the main political influence within the Young Socialists in
Dublin. This meant that when internment was introduced in the
North the YS was able to play a part in the solidarity action in the
26 counties; had the LWR been determining events they would have
stood idly by.

The group and the Fourth International as a whole suffered a
severe blow in October 1971 when Peter Graham was assasinated
in Dublin. At the time of writing neither his murderers, nor the
reason for his death are known; but in killing him they deprived the
Irish working class of an exceptionally able and dedicated leader,
who was beginning to show promise of the much greater contribution
he could have made. But far from demoralising the FI supporters
in Ireland, Peter’s death has made them more determined than ever
to build a section. They are confident that the next world congress
of the FI will recognise them as a fully fledged section. We are con-
fident that when the history of Irish Trotskyism is written, it will
record that the Irish Section of the Fourth International played the
key role in creating the Republican/Marxist leadership of the Irish
revolution.

The Youing Socialists

Not to be confused with the SLL’s youth movement, which in Ireland
is called the Irish Young Socialists. The YS was set up in 1968 on

the initiative of the LWR, it broughttogether a number of small inde-
pendent left-wing youth groups around Dublin, its main architect was
Peter Graham. Its initial activity was within the Labour Party, and it
tried to become recognised as the LP’s official youth movement, with-
out success. During the fight within the LP over the coalition issue the
YS was a key part of the opposition; when the LP took the decision in
favour of a coalition the YS withdrew.

Since Peter Graham’s return to Ireland, there has been a sharp pol-
itical struggle within the YS between the LWR and the supporters of
the Fourth International. This has led to the FI supporters taking con-
trol of the Dublin Regional Committee, which represents a majority
of the members of the YS. The most important result has been the
way in which the YS came off the fence, and got involved in soli-
darity work for those fighting in the North. Tt has also been the centre
of solidarity with Saor Eire prisoners.

44

The Socialist Labour Alliance

The SLA was created out of the resistance by left-wingers within the
Irish Labour Party to the policy of acceptance in principle of a coa-
lition with Fine Gael. A group of delegates walked out of the Cork
conference and set up the SLA, two conferences were later called to
create a united front organisation involving all the Socialist and
Republican organisations. The purposes of such a united front were
rather vague, but the SLA could have played a valuable role in
linking up Marxists, Republicans and the ex-LPers, creating a 32
county movement. Unfortunately the number of people who
actually left the LP was rather small, and neither of the main
Republi isations was i d in the SLA. It has been
limited to a rather loose alliance of PD, the LWR, Saor Eire, the
YS, the Fourth International, the ex-LPers, and individual
socialists/Republicans.

Irish Stalinism

As an independent force, apart from its influence within the
Official Republi M , Irish Stalinism is not powerful
force, but a critique of it draws out some of the most important
lessons of the Irish revolutiohary struggle.

The Communist Party of Ireland

Like the other Commuist Parties the Irish CP’s politics were

crippled by the Stalinisation of the Comintern. Moreover it

faced the longest drawn out anti-communist campaign in the world.
Ireland pre-saged McCarthyism by a few decades, and deep hostility
to communism, fostered by the Catholic church, lasted long after

the voluble scnator had been transformed into an anathema elsewhere.
It was able to work closely with the Republican Congress for a time,
but was neither able to overcome suspicion within the Republican
Movement nor to pose as a viable alternative to the Congress. Follow-
ing the collapse of the Congress the CP was joined by a few former
Congress militants, but this did not transform it into a viable force.

The Second World War broke open the contradictions of Stalinism—
the entry of the Soviet Union meant that the War had to be suppor-
ted, which in turn meant that the CP had to promote Irish support
for Britain in the War. This destroyed the CP in the Twenty-Six
Countics, while the Six County section, The Communist Party of
Northern Ircland, gave full support to Britain’s war effort and to
the existence of Northern Ircland. Later a CP, under the title Irish
Workers League, re-cmerged in the Twenty-Six Counties, so that there
were two CPs in Ircland, conforming to the boundaries of partition. In
1970 they united to form the Communist Party of Ireland.

But the CPNI had twoi major assets. It was deeply embedded in the
TUs in the North, and had won a small number of protestant workers.
The residue of its gains during the war, when it was openly Unionist,
meant that as the Republicans moved left the CP was able to have an
influence quite out of proportion to its size; the Republicans anxious
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to get rhough to the protestant workers in the North, and pushed
along by the internal propaganda of the Johnson wing, saw the CP as
a possible chanell to these workers. Experience has tended to reduce
¢heir illusions. The only other advantage which the CP has is a lively,
and relatively large youth organisation—the Connolly Youth Movement,
which tends to be more politically militant and flexible than its

parent body. Not a very difficult achievement.

The CP has been by-passed. It was able to have an influence in the
early stages of the Civil Rights movement, but its rigid opposition to
anything other than the most limited campaign on ‘democratic’ rights,
and its opposition to linking demands for jobs and homes to the civil
rights demands, meant that it was soon tagging along far behind the
political level of the mass of the CR activists. The future for Irish
Marxism does not lie with this tiny conservative, ageing rump.

Irish Maoism

The Stalinist trend in Irish politics resulted in the tragedy of the CP;
Maoism is its farce. There are two main tendencies in Irish Maoism,
one of which has gone over to a position of support for imperialism,
the other has transcended sanity.

The Communist Party of Ireland (Marxist-Leninist)

The most typical maoist group was a student group formed in Trinity
College, Dublin, originally called the Internationalists. This group was
extremely idealist—its main emphasis was on the necessity to change
oneself in order to be purged of all imperialist influences. It exhibited
many of the characteristics of the various Maoist groups which sprung
up in Western Europe in the aftermath of the Sino-Soviet split and
the Cultural Revolution. It was a hyperactive and fanatical sect which
was completely unable to relate to political reality (for a whole
period they declared that the main contradiction in Irish society

was the cultural oppression which they alleged was experienced by
the students). The organisation went from being the Internationalists
i". 1967 to the Irish Communist Movement (ML) in 1969, to the
Irish Communist Party (ML) in 1970. Needless to say these changes
did not correspond to any qualitative growth or significant working
class implantation in the organisation. In the Six Counties, where the
struggle against British imperialism was most intense and the radical-
isation most widespread, they did not have any support. This did not
prevent them proclaiming at ‘their foundation conference in 1970 that
thex were leading the struggle against British imperialism! The
tensions evoked in the organisation by politics of this type finallly
led to its disintegration in the winter of 1970-1 when one of its
leading ideologues instructed the bership to go to the countryside
to form peasant leagues to overthrow the Irish landlord class!!

The Irish Communist Organisation

The ICO is a much more serious tendency. It has, over the last two
years, been forcing the pace in theoretical discussions within Irish
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Marxism. The ICO started as a Mao-Stalinist group, rigidly applying

the stages theory to Ireland. For the ICO it was simply a matter of

pleting the national/d ic revolution, and although the

workers would take the leading role in this, the actual revolution would
be simply about ification, an d ination. What made the
ICO more than an adjunct of the CP was its insistence on the need

for THEORY; to the extent that it denounced any attempt by
Marxists to get involved in struggle until they had built up an adequate
theoretical analysis of Ireland. Before the foolishness of this position
caught up with them they succeeded in producing a whole number of
valuable pamphlets and studies, including illuminating factual material,
and reprints of classic texts by Connolly and others. But inevitably
their method—formal logic carried through to an extreme, which ref-
rained from checking up analyses with empirical experience—began to
lead them away, not only from Marxism, but from a basic class
position.

It was specifically on the national issue that this situation developed.
First they denounced the Civil Rights struggle, as being instituted by
British imperialism, because of the aspirations of the British ruling
class to reform the North. They they discovered that the protestants
in the North were a separate ‘nationality’, and should have the right to
self-determination. They developed this, claiming that the main conflict
within Ireland historically had been between catholic nationalism and
the protestant nationality. This then developed to the accusation that
this conflict represented the attempt of the catholic nationalists to
coerce the protestants into a 32 county Republic against their will.

The religious and communal divisions, the periodic rioting and pogroms
in Northern Ireland are therefore seen as a reflection of this conflict.
Communal tensions in Northern Irish industrial society first manifested
themselves in the late 1820s. It would therefore be pretty hard for the
catholic nation to have had coercive designs on the Protestant nation

in the 1820s since according to the ICO, the ‘Catholic Nation’ came

into being in the latter half of the 19th Century. The ICO’s positions on
the national issue have been supported by a very selective presentation
of Irish history, which has simply ignored the difference between Rep-
ublicanism, and the reactionary gombeen trend in Irish nationalism rep-
resented by O'Connell, Griffith, Redmond, et al. They have ignored the
forcible suppression of the real fighters for a 32 county Republic,

by this same reactionary sector of the Irish nationalist bourgeoisie and
the willingness of these reactionarics to compromise not only wit
British imperialism, but the Orange bourgeosie of the North. The
demagogic attempts of Fianna Fail to contain Republicanism, by
spouting a Republican rhetoric, are presented as the cause of Repub-
lican sentiment within the Irish masses.

Having thus thoroughly confused the facts about history they

then proceeded ta declare that it was incumbent on all ‘democrats’ to
recognise the legitimacy of the state of Northern Ireland. Thus has a
Stalinist tendency moved from an erroneous position on how theory
is developed, to support for a brutally reactionary state, founded by
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threat of force, as a bridghead against the Irish revolution, maintained
by sectarian discrimination and police violence, and already nearly dis-
carded by Imperialism, which maintains it only in order to prevent

the whole Irish struggle from getting out of hand. It must be

stressed that the ICO has not simply taken up a reactionary position
on the question of partition, it has stated that the British troops in

the North were there to carry out a progressive role (after July 1970)
and has been moving to a position that imperialist capitalism is more

p ive than national ism. How far the ICO will take their
revisions of Marxism is-not clear—sooner or later they will discover that
their views were much more ably presented by Karl Kautsky, and will
either recoil in horror, or finally shed their ‘communist’ skin.

7. The Parties
ofthe .
Bourgeoisie

The adoption, by the ICO, of the two nations theory and the 1
which they drew from it, had the effect of completely altering their
position on many political issues. Directly affected were their assess-
ments of the national revolution and Republicanism. As late as March
1970 they wrote on Republicanism.  “......Though traditional
Republicanism had become ineffective as an anti-imperialist force,

it was its revolutionary history which attracted militant working class
support. Its attraction for militant workers was a revolutionary
attraction.”” (our emphasis) Now Republicanism is condemned as
reactionary Catholic nationalism with which the catholic bourgeoisic
delude the catholic working class. Perhaps the most dramatic revision
of the ICO’s previous political position was on the question of
Maoism. In October 1969 a Chinese government paper, reporting on a
gun battle between the British Army and an Orange mob, hailed the
conflict as a mass struggle against British imperialism. The ICO at the
time were engaged in portraying the struggle as essentially sectarian.
The roots of such errors on behalf of the supposed leaders of the
world anti-revisioni were tediously sought after. Slowly
but surely the answer emerged. The Chinese were not Stalinist
enough. Not only did they neglect to base their struggle against
revisionist economics on that seminal (sic) work “Economic

Problems of Socialism in the USSR”, but worse, they agreed with

the Twentieth Party Conference criticisms of Stalin by Khruschev.
The fact that the Chinese C ist Party made the revol
against the wishes of Stalin is an uncomfortable fact that doesn’t
fit into the ICO’s schema.

As we have stated, the ICO have succeeded up to now in forcing
the pace of debate within Irish Marxism, and the way in which they
have drawn out the logic of their position has brought up short a
number of Irish marxists who were attracted to the ‘two nations’
theory but who opposed the ICO’s stalinism. This is a dubious tri-
bute in view of the fact that they are now withdrawing the bulk
of their publications so that the ‘Catholic nationalist’ thread in
them can be eliminated. By their own criteria, they have for a
whole five year period been guilty of one of their own cardinal
sins—sowing confusion in the Irish Working Class movement,
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cynical way. During those early years de Valera used the most complex
arguments to justify his party’s participation, without accepting the
Treaty settlement. In February 1929 he described the Cumann na
nGaedheal government as having a ‘de facto’ position achieved, not
legitimately, but by a ‘coup d’etat in the summer of 1922". Having
failed to establish a legitimate government he had chosen to accept
the de facto position and work within it but “Those who continue on
in organisation which we have left can claim exactly the same con-
tinuity that we claimed up to 1925”. In other words, the leader of a
future government party was declaring that the assembly through
which his party would exercise government was not the legitimate
expression of the will of the Irish people, and that this legitimacy lay
just as much with the Republicans outside the Dail, whom he would
Later try to crush. It is by such intricate sidestepping, such flexible
manouvering, that Fianna Fail has advanced the interests of the 26
County capitalist class.

Political Credit

There can be no doubt that Fianna Fail’s success in prosecuting the
Economic War, and creating the base for contemporary Irish industry
has left it with considerable political credit. The ending of the ‘Treaty
Ports’ agreement, whereby Britain had use of certain Irish ports for mil-
itary purposes, and the Free State’s neutrality during the Second World
War were also substantial coups, directly attributable to de Valera’s
political skill, But the price paid for such concessions was considerable.
It meant that Fianna Fail had to d ively prevent the Republi
ans from upsetting the delicate balance of forces, In other words they
had to take action against the IRA when it attacked British imperialism.
The severity with which Fianna Fail pursued this course reflected the
fact that it was based on a stronger and more ruthless section of the
bourgeoisie than Cumann na nGaedheal. In fact the casualties imposed

on the Republican forces by Fianna Fail probably exceed those suffered
during the civil war.

But today Fianna Fail’s room for such manouvering has diminished.
Having created a dramatic expansion of Irish industry through Sean
Lemass’s ‘economic miracle’, and having reached the limits of that
expansion, it now has to turn seriously to the problem of how to cem-
ent the position of the Irish capitalist class. This means a new deal
with British imperialism. As we have seen the deal was to be established
through reform in the North, leading to a closer integration of the
economies of the two Irish states and Britain, within the EEC, the
plans for this were upset when the Unionist Party began to fragment
under the pressures of the Civil Rights struggle and the protestant
ultras. For the 26 County ruling class this meant a postponement of
the deal, and in turn this meant a division within that class over how to
react to the crisis in the North.

The ‘Arms Conspiracy’

It was this which caused the great arms smuggling scandal. We do not
intend to examine the details of the events here, but the very fact
50

party should be put on trial fo.r sn'.mg'gling

ficiently clear idea of the crisis within

st class. Behind the head‘ine; and the

i h wing of Fianna

the conflict between the Lync] ns

Am-"'ohﬂd':'::e;mm make things as casy as possible for :};: lzms:

e tw in the hope of ri ch rewards when the crisis in the :rt

B0 ed. and his rivals who wanted to use the crisis to suenghen

v;.as seositio; of the Free State capitalist class, by mhn\)gl t tmi E

dizﬁpcult for British imperialism, in the hope os' bﬁmlg al es“;s X

ncessions. The arms, and the large
o f}(‘)‘l;:ﬁr::::; l:?fered to the IRA were an attempt to buy a

ey Wl to
mo:‘io}; of the movement in the North for use as a bargaining
sec

hat ministers of the ruling
ns to the North gives a sufficie
janna Fail and the Irish capitali

counter. . ! g ]
What has been significant about the dissident wul:g of Fmd“f“,Fa.‘l.
ili % i d €SS and
its ‘militancy’ but its weakness 1
}'I'ahs n: ;sblie:c(‘l]e‘;oubt that {md the dismissed cabinet mmlste'rsh med~t10h
]au;rch a rival to Fianna Fail they would have su;ceed_ed wit d'ezs;;m e
j ict them is an indicat
that Lynch could not get a jury to convict | 2
f:fc:hi:Bol{‘l decisive action would have split Fianna Fail, pulled =
other political forces, and most important taken away a ]argedpa}:t of
Fianna Fail’s traditional ‘Republican’ base of support. Ins:;a the "
possibility of a new ‘Republican’ party was used as a long: raw:lo ;
threat to Lynch, giving him plenty of time to recover from the ow';’hin
Bl:mey Haughy and Boland’s aquittal, and re-organise l-n; :‘;Ep'pc:r: nwn
: hed the new party, Aontacht Eire:
the party. When Boland launc] Tl S
ish Unity) Blaney and Haughy remained in n 4 on
g;rliannnglizc)s everyyevidence of being merely a device for pressurising
Fianna Fail.
This underlines the basic fact about politics in the Free Stbau&:l\llak:z
of the slack within the Treaty settlement has beefn':aklefm :}‘;’ozrgwme B
i i ts of the Iris
and Fianna Fail can only advance the interes I b
ich will stabilise a neo-colonial relationship
by a new settlement which will stal ! onhie,
itai ly can the Irish bourgeoisie n
between Britain and Ireland. Not only . :
ajlv‘::zc the national revolution a smg]les stehp, bu(}:t:;iv:::: ;:ﬁertex'ea
i that
d give up gains won in the past. It also shows
rar:‘aings“t'he fhif instrument through w}g\ch such a new d;‘al can lj;hich
worked out. It is Fianna Fail, and particularly the Lynch wing,
is British Imperialism’s chief agency in the 26 counties.

Fine Gael o )
Fine Gael today is much what Cumann na nGaedhead wals) nfty“zrear
ago—a staid conservative parlyl hap{_y to l:wet:n t}{:e cl:l‘:s‘;e ; é?s s

itish Imperialism’s table, only asking that they
?}:n\j::ri::ic. Like Cumann na nGaedheal it draws support ffom the
older sections of the Irish capitalist class, and the lf\;d-tv::utn%t =

Z ko A T

b ie. However, looking at its history, it is evi at

ety which would never gain office resting on its own political :
z;ui{ibrium so that it has from time to time made opportunist pol-
itical initiatives for the purpose of getting into power.

51



RN 0 s

The Blueshirts

Cumann na nGaedheal was considerably upset by the rise of Fianna
Fail; from the treaty onwards it had dominated a Dail which was so
fragmented that there was not even a viable opposition. Cumann na
nGaedheal had come to believe in its own divine right to govern. The
rise of Fianna Fail was part of, and contributed to, considerable
social unrest within the 26 Counties. After Fianna Fail gained a maj-
ority in 1932, the future for Cumann na nGaedheal looked bleak. The
uncertainty came not simply from the threat of Fianna Fail’s wide
base of support, but from the way in which politics were being con-
ducted at that time; we have already mentioned the support which the
IRA gave to de Valera’s early campaigns. This was not simply a
matter of canvassing and propaganda work, it involved breaking up
Cumann na nGaedheal meetings in a quite violent manner. In reply
Cumann na nGaedheal linked itself with an independent organisation,
the National Guard, and became a party with all the outward
trappings of Fascism.

In 1931 the Army Comrades Association had been formed as an
organisation for ex-members of the Free State Army;in 1933 it
became the National Guard, with General Eoin O’Duffy, a former
Police Commissioner, dismissed by Fianna Fail, as leader, and a
blue shirt as its uniform. Although at first the Blueshirts did not have
a formal link with Cumann na nGaedheal, their first major initiative
was a demonstration to the graves of Michael Collins, one of the sig-
natories of the Treaty, and Kevin O'Higgins, a Cumann na nGaedheal
minister, whose assassination in 1927 had been used by Cumann na
nGaedheal as an excuse for draconian legislation designed to hit at the
Republicans, and block the advance of Fianna Fail. This shows their
links with that sector of Irish bourgeois politics which defended the
Treaty. In September 1933, Cumann na nGaedheal united with the
Blueshirts and the National Centre Party to form a new party Fine Gael,
(literally “Tribe of Gaels’, but interpreted as ‘United Ircland’) with
O’Duffy as President. For an exotic year Fine Gael, and the Blueshirts
(who were nowits youth movement “The League of Youth’) played at .
being fascists, lacing their politics with corporatist ideas, and holding
up Mussolini’s Italy as a model. But the social unrest and political
violence dwindléd as Fianna Fail gripped the reigns of power more
surely, and the atmosphere favouring fascist rhetoric declined.

O’Duffy and the Blueshirts became more and more embarrassing,
and in September 1934 O’Duffy was forced to resign, The League
of Youth was de-militarised, and the next ber a new con-
stitution was adopted which eliminated the last of the corporatist
policies. In politics and composition Fine Gael was now almost indis-
tinguishable from Cumann na nGaedheal of 1932.

Coalition Mark I

The next time Fine Gael kicked over the traces was in 1948 when it
participated in a coalition with Clann na Talmhan (a rural party), the
Irish Labour Party, the National Labour Party, and Clann na Poblachta
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“varticipationist’ break from the Republicans). Tt was this
235,“5.“‘1", w{ich in 1949 declared a 26 County ‘Republic’,
tealing Fianna Fail’s thunder. But despite the lmpetus‘of the imagin-
tive Clann na Poblachta, there was little scope for radical change
ithin the 26 Counties, and in 1951 Fianna Fail was returned to

ower.

oalition Mark IT
he Arms Conspiracy scandal has weakened Fianna Fail, and for a
e it looked as though it would fall. This prompted Fine Gael to
hake a new turn. They concluded an agreement with the Labour Party
1 the hope of being able to form a coalition government. The only
asis for such a coalition would be an even greater readiness than
ynch to become subservient to British imperialism, and this very
peness about its objectives could marginall gthen Fine Gacl
mongst those sectors of the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie who
nt such an agreement. A future Fine Gael government, or coalition
ould emphasise that the only road for Irish capitalism is one of
loser integration with British and European capitalism.

he New Ulster Movement and the Alliance Party

Fhe narrow base for the kind of Unionist reformism which Captain
"Neil tried to create is illustrated by the New Ulster Movement,
nd its political expression the Alliance Party. These groups consist
£ a small section of the protestant and catholic middle class, who
ould like to see a non-sectarian state, in which they could live
ndisturbed. This is a dream because, 1) they are part of a social

yer which is too small, and which has such slender historic roots,

hat it can not balance between the major forces in Six County
ociety, and 2) it wants to create this paradise within the boundaries

f Northern Ireland. If the Prime Minister of Northern Ireland, backed
y all the power of British Imperialism could not doit, there is little
hance of the middle class doing it.

rish Social Democracy
espite the fact that the Irish Labour Party traces its descent f.mm
ames Connolly, it must be made clear that Social Democracy in
reland has always been a reactionary force imported throush the
imperialist relationship. The early Irish branches of the Social Demo-
ratic Federation, and the Independent Labour Party were part of
heir British parent bodies, who accepted the Union of Irclanq ?nd
Britain without question, sceking only to ameliorate the cond{nons of
he workers within the Union. Connolly fought these tendencies
bitterly, and his Irish Socialist Republican Party was organised explicitly
o combat their pro-imperialist policies. During Connolly’s second
beriod in Ireland he did take the initiative in founding the Labour
IParty as the political wing of the new Trade Union movement, which

he had helped to build, but this was during the period when all of
Ireland expected the Third Home Rule Bill to be enacted, a.nd was
ettling down to prepare for the conflict between Irish Capital and

{




Irish Labour which would become dominant after the settling of many
of Ireland’s national problems.

The Irish Labour Party

The roots of the Irish Labour Party must be sought in the new Trade
Union movement which sprang up in Ireland in the early part of the
century. James Larkin’s Irish Transport and General Workers Union
was modelled on the American syndicalist movement, and the synda-
clist tradition has been very strong in Ireland. While this created a
powerful TU movement it meant that its political ideology was weak,
and while both Connolly and Larkin understood the need for the
workers to fight for national demands, this view was not shared by
most of the other leaders. When Connolly helped to found the Labour
Party he united the syndicalist leaders with the small Irish Social
Democracy, and his own scattered personal supporters. This meant
that when the Home Rule Bill was challenged by Carson, support
within the Labour Movement for Connolly’s stand was small. With
Connolly’s death Social Democracy inherited the Irish Labour Party.

Labour Waits

From 1918 onwards the Labour Party stood aside from the national
struggle, refusing to give a lead to the Irish workers. During thé Black
and Tan wars it accepted de Valera’s dictum ‘Labour must wait’, and
did not seek to use the power of the workers either to assist in the
struggle against British Imperialism, or to exert pressure to get a

bigger political stake for the workers in an independent Ireland. In the
Free State Dail the Labour Party at first benefited from the abstention
of the Republicans; as the only effective opposition party it won votes
which would have gone to a participationist Sinn Fein, but with the rise

of Fianna Fail many of its votes were siphoned off and it declined as an
electoral force.

It was weakened further by the schismatic nature of the Irish Trade
Union movement, and the struggle between sectional interests within
it, for a time a split, the National Labour Party operated as a result of'
this. Its participation in the 1948 coalition emphasised that it had no
basic differences with the other Treatyite parties, and indeed at times
Fianna Fail scemed more radical. This despite a constant shuffling back
and forward on whéther it was a socialist party, depending on the
amount of pressure from the Catholic Hierarchy.

The New Deal

The ‘Economic Miracle’ of the early sixties increased the size of the Irish
working class, and strengthened the Trade Unions and the Labour Party.
The TU movement became more united and the Labour Party grew in
size and electoral support. A left-wing developed, which proved a fruit-
ful field of work for the Marxists in the Irish Workers Group, and the
Party itself took a left stance, becoming the most radical Social
Democratic party in Europe. But the laws of history are inexorable;

still the Labour Party stood aside from the national struggle, and when
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The development of heavy industry in the North East brought -
with it the development of an aristocracy of_labour whncl_| constitutes
the carliest organised layer of the Irish working class. As \E Bmam‘,’e_
this layer was the chicf conservatising force within the Labour mov
ment, but unlike Britain it had been created in a sectarian context in
which job privilege was given to protestants. This led to Walk;nsfn 4
an ideology propounded by William Walker, a trade union leader in :
the North around the turn of the century. Walker supported the fnns
connection, and opposed Home Rule; he reflected a layer of workers
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Thus despite the strong TU movement in the North the LP could nog
challenge the sectarianism amongst the best organised workers, and had
to become a minor Unionist Party. It is trye that a small layer of left-

een.

Protestant workers has narrowed the NILP
role in solving the Irish question.

The Social Democratic and Labour Party

The first act of the new-born Six County state was to launch a series
of vicious Pogroms agianst its one-third catholic minority. As each
generation of that minority grew up the state made quite sure that i¢
Knew what the score was, by EVing it a taste of the old medicine. This
led to deep demoralisation within the minority, What militant feelings
there were supported Sinn Fein, which did not participate in Stormont,
For these reasons they never threy, up a solid organised political
expression. An additional factor was the patronage system in Northerp
lish polities particularly at Jocg] level—an MP or Councillor had much,
more leeway to distribute Perquisites, and get grievances re-dressed
than his counterpart in Britain; this had lod to a political system axed
around individual political figures, and has meant, for the Catholics
especially, the dominance of individuals, maintaining their position
through the Patronage they can distribute,

The Social Democratic and Labour Party is such in name only, [t
does not comply with the Marxist definition of Social Democracy. It
has united political figures who rose through their role in the Civil
Rights movement, like John Hume with traditional catholic ghetto
politicians like Gerry Fitt, They do not Tepresent any section of the

together was the upsurge of Republicanism amongst the catholic
workers, which made a more cafesans political alternative necessary.
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The Permanent Revolution in Ireland
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1t was aborted, The Preceding chapters have tried to show how this

heels of the May-June 1963

ed directly to the struggles of the last three years. If we have proved
case then we can draw out the main law determining the course
of the revolution—Permanent Revolution. The theory of Permanent
Revolution developed by Trotsky showed that in the era of

ism the tasks of the Bourgeois revolution could only be
accomplished through the triumph of a rcvoluti_nn which put the
working class in power. Trotsky put forward this theory after
nalysing the Russian revolution of 1905. It was proved correct by
the revolution of 1917.

It has been objected that the theory of Permanent Revolution does
not apply to Ireland, because the land question in Ireland has been
solved. This is a serious point, the main Bourgeois/democratic task
which Trotsky saw the Russian revolution accomplishing was land
distribution, and the main social force which would support the
working class, apart from the working class itself, was the peasantry.
But to apply Permanent Revolution in this mechanical way, is a grave
error. The application of the theory of Permanent Revolution should
be understood as defining those revolutions which must take upon
themselves task which properly belong to the bourgeois revolution,
and the particular tasks which must be tackled can only be specified
through an ¢ xamination of the situation within the given nation.

&

imperial

Tariffs and Partition
When we look at Ireland we can see that despite the land question,
being ameliorated before the turn of the century the national struggle,
far from declining, flared up more fiercely; so that Ireland’s national
demands were not conditional on the existence of the land question.
In fact the main demand of Sinn Fein was the right to erect tariff
barriers, and the opposition of the Northern Bourgeoisie to tariff
barriers was the main reason for the resistance of the protestant pop-
ulation of the North East to Home Rule. The success of the Orange
ruling class, and British Imperialism held back the imposition of
tariff barriers for more than ten years after the gaining of ‘independence’
by the 26 Counties. When those tariff barriers were imposed they
lasted only briefly, and their main achievement was to give the 26
County bourgeoisie more leverage for better terms of trade between
itself and Britain, it did not create an independent economy, and it
did not create the basis for a strong Irish industry, only a relatively
stronger one. This failure was to have profound implications for the
Trish working class and small farmers, it kept the former a minority
of the population until recently, and swept drove after drove of the
latter off the land, not into Irish industry, but into emigration.

Had the Irish bourgeoisie succeeded in erecting tariff barriers,
it would have laid the basis for a strong Irish working class, organised
in large scale industries, and therefore ready to struggle for a
socialist revolution, untinctured by any national demands. As it is the
Irish working class must, to create a socialist Ireland, first create an
independent unified Irish , and break the strangleh
imperialism, which distorts the whole economic development of
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Ireland. Only through this can it achieve the requisite social weight
to enable it to re-shape Ireland along socialist lines.

It must be reemphasised, neither the Irish bourgeoisie, or any
section of it can move any further along this road than de Valera
took Ireland in the *30s. In recent years Irish capitalism has been
moving towards EEC entry, this is of course determined by the need
to keep the British market, but Irish bourgeois ideologues have
argued that by entering the Market Ireland will be able to wean herself
away from reliance on Britain, and widen her economic relations
with European capitalism. In theory this might seem plausible, although
itavoids the problem of Ireland’s disadvantage as a primary producer;
but in political terms it is nonsense. Britain’s application for EEC
membership was refused in the past decade for political reasons, and
now she is to be admitted for political reasons, as a counterweight to
the strength of France and/or Germany. Far from European capital
competing to widen Ireland’s trade, the competition will be for the
best possible relations with Britain. It is more likely that Ireland will
be more subordinate to Britain within the EEC.

The Comparison of Russia

If the working class revolution in Ireland must break the strait-jacket
of the 1922 settlement, and national independence and re-unification
are pre-requisites for a socialist Ireland, this in turn has tremendous
implications for the strategy of the Irish revolution. The issues over
which that revolution will be fought are not necessarily primarily
working class ones, they will in all probability be primarily national

d ic. This conclusion will doubtless be resisted by some Marxists,
whose interpretation of P Revolution lets them see only the
working class tasks of the revolution, and who therefore spurn

demands or struggles which have a national and/or democratic content,

A glance at the Russian revolution will show us that this interpretation
does not measure up to the experience of history. Had the Russian
Revolution been solely about the working class gaining power, and
taking control of industry it would have failed. The workers wore a
minority of the population and they could never have taken or held
power on their own. The revoluti d because it combined
the struggle of the workers, with the struggle of the peasants on the
land, with the struggle of the soldiers against the war, with the struggle
of the oppressed nationalities within Russia, with the struggle of the
oppressed nations within the Czarist empire, with the struggle of the
intelligentsia for cultural freedom, etc. etc. etc. All of these sectors

of struggle were united, under the leadership of the Bolsheviks, around
the demand for ‘All Power to the Soviets’.

But it was not simply a matter of these sectors of struggle being
united, they were focussed around a political strategy which was based
on the dictions of Russian capitalism, and the political crisis
of the Provisional Government. It was the War, and. the failure of the
Provisional Government to end it, which provided the key struggle
which raised the issue of Soviet Power. NOT nationalisation of industry,
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» NOT workers control of production, NOT the main demands of the
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Smash Stormont ;
tegy of the Irish revolution must therefore focuson

;[;:llai;:::aingg th struggle in the North, to create the greatest phossible
crisis for British Imperialism, and the Irish bourgeols’e Nor{d ;n X
South. The main single factor which would attain this would be ; i
smashing of Stormont and the complete disruption of the State, whic
would also involve the destruction of the Unionist Party as an instru-
ment of British domination in Ireland. The unfolding even'tsAof the

last three years have revealed that British lmp'eria‘lisn) is willing to

take any steps possible to preserve these two institutions, and fhat

they are desparately afraid of the impetus which their ?radwanon
would give to the minority, and indeed to the whole Irish people.

Itis truc that a small section of the British ruling class has been
pressing for direct rule, but despite its ability to speak through the
pages of the ‘Sunday Times’ it is still a minority, even the Labour

Party leaders arc united with the Tories in trying to preserve Stormont
and the Unionists. They would like to use the Unionist Party, as the
only viable bourgeois political formation in the North, to give refo“is
to the minority, they are quite unwilling th_at the minority should take
them. They hope also in a new deal with lr_ush capitalism, to use the
Unionist Party as a lever against Fianna Fail, whose Bonapartist natu\l'e,
and whosc loose grip on the reigns of power makes it a not completely
reliable instrument. ;

If Stormont werc made unviable, and was swept out of {he way, it
would cause blems for British i it would
give new confidence to the minority, and would srémula_te the ?6{
County workers and small farmers, while also causing difficulties for
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Fianna Fail. We must be clear that these difficulties would not constitute
an insuperable crisis for the British and Irish Bourgeoisies, but they
would open up new opportunities for advancing the revolution. Even

if direct rule were imposed this could give imperialism at the most a
temporary respite, like that achieved by the Labour Government bet-
ween August 1969 and July 1970. They could ot fulfil the expecta-
tions of the minority, since they could not overcome the resistance to
reform by the protestant ultras, this would create the basis for a new and
more effective struggle.

The Alternative to Stormont

It is even more important to smash Stormont now that the basis for an
alternative state structure exists—the civil resi At
present it is weak, and very limited in its functions, and local commit-
tees are not sufficiently linked together. But it does form the instrument
through which the minority is undermining the Stormont administration,
and extending their refusal to pay rent and rates, through non-co-oper-
ation with the state, to direct action to disrupt it. United with effective
military action it could grind the operations of the state to a halt, and
make its continued existence unviable. The people of the ghettoes have
before them the example of Bogside and Falls in August '69, they

know that they can control their own areas, and unite their community
in resistance to the state. It is by assisting the people to understand the
lessons of this experience, and leading them in attempts to solidify

and extend the structure of their resitance organisations that revolu-
tionaries will fulfil their responsibilities.

But although the building of resistance from street to street, and
from town to town is important, it is not enough, it must pose a
challenge not only to Stormont but to The Free State Dail, and to
British imperialism. Here the proposals of the Provisional Republi

In other words, although the instrument by which the Irish people
can take over the ownership of Ireland does not yet exist, within the
civil resistance, in an embryonic way, dual power is developing. It is
by strengthening that dual powerand seeking the ways in which it can
gain the allegiance of ever wider sections of the Irish people that the
revolution will be brought closer. Irish revolutionaries have an advantage
in that they can appeal to the vivid experience of Dail Eireann bet-
ween 1918-21.

Military Problems

There can be no question of a successful political challenge by the
oppressed minority, without an adequate military capacity. Itis the
armed struggle which has created the situation in which imperialism
has been unable to impose a solution, and which has underpinned the
self-confidence of the minority. The existence of the IRA as a genuine
people’s militia has been of unparallelled importance. But Republicans
should ask themselves whether their genuine political disagreements
mean that they must automatically be divided in military action. There
are of course important differences in the proclaimed military
objectives of the Officials and the Provisionals; the Provisionals have
openly taken the offensive against the British Army, and have pur-
sucd a policy of sabotage which is aimed at making the Six County
state unworkable. The Officials say that they will take military action
on a defensive basis, and in retaliation for acts of brutality by the
British Army.

It does not take expert military knowledge to know that the line
between offensive and defensive action is not very well defined. In
fact since the Provisionals withdrew from the more foolish aspects of
their bombing campaign, following the negative reactions to the

inview Tavern, and Electricity Board bombings, the actual

could be valuable. The Provisionals propose to set up a democratic
assembly for the people of Ulster (that is the nine counties of the
historic province of Ulster). This assembly “Dail Uladh’ (Ulster
Parliament) would seck the alliegiance of the population in the nine
counties, and would take over the functions of a state within the

area of both Stormont and the Free State Dail. This would be linked
to the setting up of similar assemblies for the other three provinces
of Ireland. Already they have set up Comhairle Uladh (Ulster Council)
and Combhairle Chonnachta (Connaught Council) to prepare the way
for Dail Uladh and Dail Chonnachta. They claim to have plans for
similar initiatives in Munster and Leinster. The weakness of the plans
is that they attempt to create thesc institutions from above, and are
not motiviated by a clear und ding of the need for working class
political power and the socialist road for the Irish people. Nevertheless,
despite the inadequate form which these proposals take, there is

every possibility that they could be given quite a different content by
the actions of the Irish workers. If they became a viable expression of
any section of the workers,revolutionaries would have to fight within
them to advance a socialist programme, and turn them into Irish

Soviets, based firmly on, and elected from the civil resistance committees.
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form of military activities by the two IRA’s has become more similar.
This applies even more to local initiatives, which do not always reflect
the pre-occupations of those who issue Irish Republican Publicity
Bureau statements. At the beginning of 1971 there were a spate of
incidents in which Provisionals and Officials turned their guns against
cach other. Fortunately they have succeeded in eliminating such
incidents, but the Irish people cannot afford such divisions between
Republican soldicrs, and the leaderships of both Republican Armies
have the responsibility to ensure that their military efforts are
channelled against the oppressors in the most effective way possible.
This means that they must consider joint military activity, and joint
commands. The suspicions and hostility between both sections are
deep, but not as important as the defence of the people of the North.
The creation of means by which the civil resistance movement dev-
cloped organs to co-ordinate all military activity would be a step
forward for the cntire Irish people, and the Republicans ought to
strive towards that objective.

Objections
We have outlined the content of the Irish revolution, and the means
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by which it can be advanced. It is necessary now to discuss arguments
which Irish revolutionaries would put against some of these ideas.
These objections are serious and indicate deep problems which the
Irish workers are going to face; in discussing them we are not trying

to give the final answer, but to deepen the discussion, as a contribution
towards solving these problems.

Stages
The Official Republicans propose a strategy along the following lines:

“Between the present state of affairs... .and the establishment
of the socialist republic there are many stages.”......."We are not at a
stage where we are strong enough to make and achieve the demand
for socialism.” “there are two main obstacles.......” “Firstly,
the political development in the 26 Counties has not been sufficient:
mass agitation has not regained the level it had before the summer of
1969; and secondly the overwhelming mass of Protestant workers are
under Fascistic Paisleyite influence.”.........“The immediate issue facing
the Republican and democratic forces is to smash internment, securing
the release of the jailed men, and to thwart the plans of Heath, Lynch,
Faulkener and co. to drag Ireland into the Common Market against the
will of the mass of the people.”.........“In the North the mass pressure
of the civil rights movement has already placed in jeapardy the chances
of the Orange Unionist regime surviving. This pressure must be kept up
until Stormont is replaced by a properly democratic autonomous
administration with the express power to decide for itself about the
EEC.”........<The system of repressi and sectarian discriminati
must be brought to an end; and the democratic forces are strong
enough to win this demand.”........The way forward is to achieve the
broadest unity of anti-Unionist and anti-Imperialist forces. By this
means it will be possible to ensure genuine democratic reform in the
North, and....weaken the grip of imperialism by exposing its hireling
collaborators”......"By struggling for basic rights.......we can build a
viable and credible alternative to the present imperialist system. We
can then build our socialist republic.”

As we have pointed out, the key weakness in Republican ideology
is the question of the state, this is why they find it possible to pose an
abstraction like a “properly d i administration”,
and consign to the vil resistance movement the role of ‘pressure’.
This formulation is a step forward. Right up until the imposition of
internment, they had been in favour of the retention of Stormont,
in a democratised form. The immediate and total rejection of not
only Stormont but the NI state by the minority made a change in
position necessary, but it also showed that they had been behind the
Imass of the catholics. Unless they now define the structures through
which the minority is to exercise mass democracy they will still
find themselves behind them. The very fact that events occurred in
this way shows the weakness of the ‘stages’ theory. the minority

1 “United Irishman”’, October 1971.
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did not go through a stage of wanting a ‘democratic’ Stormont,
they moved directly from unwilling acceptance to outright
rejection. Unless the civil resistance can provide a developing per-
spective, which can guarantee or give a reasonable hope, of a
permanent answer to their oppression they will section by section
opt back into the system, until almost overnight the civil resistance
will melt. The minority cannot be turned on and off like a tap, and
they can not be used simply as a form of pressure. That is why the
bridge between the present situation and a socialist republic is not
pressure for a reformed Six County state, but the development of the
organisations of the minority so that they an feel their own power,
and understand the scale of the tasks to which they are called by
history. In that way too they can begin to show. the way to the 26
County workers.

We must be clear that there is no guarantee that such a strategy,
inadequately worked out as it is, would either gain a victory or
prevent a defeat, but it is at least as likely to succeed as a demand
for a ‘properly d i dministration’. What is
certain is that the Irish working class will learn more about its
own capabilities in one month of fighting for such a perspective,
than in a year of fighting for a re-vamped Stormont.

The Protestant Workers

Undérpinning most ‘stages’ theory is the terrible problem of the
protestant workers. Few national liberation struggles have faced a
challenge of one million, overwhelmingly working class people, who
are passionately, violently, opposed to he national struggle,sand

who see their interests in the imperialist connection.

At the start of the Civil Rights struggle there were great hopes
that the protestants could be won over by a non-sectarian struggle.
This failed. No matter how much Civil Rights spokesmen stressed
that their demands were for the benefit of everyone in the Six
Counties, the protestant workers became more and more convinced
that their aims were to make them submit to the church of Rome
and the gombeen 26 County ‘Republic’. As the struggle has
developed they have become even more convinced of this. The
Irish vanguard has been forced to abandon its simplistic formulations,
and seek other answers.

Sclf Determination?
The ICO’s theory that the protestants are a nationality, has had some
influence in fostering the idea that the protestants should have some
form of self-determination. The problem is that the meaning of this
self-determination has not been defined. The taking of such a position
led the ICO to distort Irish history, since the only kind of protestant
self-determination which has any meaning is a pro-imperialist
determination. The ICO, to avoid this conclusion, created the legend
that the real problem was the attempt of the catholic nation to coerce
the protestant nation into a 32 County Republic. Having said A, they
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proceeded to say B, and took up a pro-imperialist standpoint them-
selves.

In fact the protestants long ago ceased to have any of the material
aspects of a separate nationality. All that separates them from the
rést of the population of Ireland today is 1)their relative privileges,
2) the Orange ideology. Could a free Ireland allow them the right
to maintain these? Only if it was quite certain that they were in no
position to attack it. Self-determination can not be granted if it
means the maintenance of these two positions. But if they are elim-
inated, or voluntarily given up then the main factors separating the
protestants from the rest of the Irish population will have disappeared.
Tt might be objected that they have no desire to speak Irish, or
involve themselves in Gaelic culture; if that is the case the rest of the
Irish nation ought to give them that freedom, but they do not need
self-determination for such slight reasons. In any case, is it reasonable
to believe that the protestants are willing to fight to the death against
the terror of the Gaclic language, and the horror of Hurling? The
protestants should be guarnateed the right to religeous and cultural
freedom in an Irish Workers Republic, but they should not be given
the right to maintain their privileges, and reactionary ideology at the
expense of the rest of the Irish people, and as a bridgehead against
the Irish revolution.

A “Normal” Six Counties? "
But even amongst those who accept that the aim is to win the protestants
into the Irish nation, there is the conception that, possibly, a transition
phase of a drastically changed Six County state, could eliminate a great
deal of sectarianism, and win protestant workers over to the right side

of the barricades. One of the leaders of the Officials in the North,
Malachy McGurran put it this way, “I believe that if you destroy the
barriers, or force the establishment to remove the legislation.....which
helps maintain the sectarian barriers in the minds of people.....then you
have a greater opportunity of creating from within them support for
revolutionary objectives, and a revolutionary movement.” f it
(the Civil Rights programme) succeeded in creating some kind of basic
normal society, in which we could get our message across to a larger
section of the people, whether they are catholic or protestant, we could
create in ‘their minds the idea that there is an alternative to the kind of
structures they have been supporting.

This viewpoint would be viable if the core of the protestant demands
-vas for the preservation of a Six County state; but it is not the case,
they want the maintenance of a sectarian state in which not only would
their privileges be guaranteed, but there would also be oppression of the
catholics. Far from a reformed Six County state giving a period of respite,
in which they could be induced to change their minds, they would fight
as bitterly against it as they would against a 32 County Workers Republic.
There is however a certain truth in Malachy’s arguments about the des-

1 Interview in ‘International’ vol. 1, no. 6, Sept/Oct. 1971
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truction of the sectarian institutions destroying sectarianism; it has
been the existence of partition and the deliberate policies of the British
and Six County ruling classes which have maintained it. Once these
institutions are destroyed Orangeism will wither on the stem. But first
they have to be destroyed, and the only way in which this can be done
is through a struggle for power, in which it is necessary to involve the
largest possible forces. This means a struggle for a united Ireland,
mobilising the mass of the Irish people. If this did get underway, and it
was clear that it would win, the ‘Orange backlash’ would be considerably
reduced, simply because it would have little chance of success.

The Trade Unions

Another school of thought emphasises the possibility of non-sectarian
institutions gradually changing the climate of opinion amongst the
working class; the central role in this would be played by the TU move-
ment. This is a persistent myth, particularly amongst British leftists.
We have already shown how the earliest organised sections of the
working class were in fact the Northern protestants, and that they con-
stituted an aristocracy of labour which supported the Union within the
Labour movement. If the Northern TU’s pass pious resolutions about
the terrible consequences of sectarianism well and good; but before we
take them seriously we must see them gaining equal opportunities
within industry for catholics, fighting to eradicate the division between
skilled craft jobs for protestants, and labouring jobs for catholics,

and taking action to enforce employment of catholics in the shipyards
in proportion to their numbers in the population. If the TU’s start to
do these things they might contribute, but until then we must remain
sceptical.

A Revolution Against Workers?

It will also be argued that it is unthinkable to carry out a revolution
against a large section of the working class. As with an carlier argu-
ment we will refer back to the Russian revolution. Sections of the
Russian aristocracy of labour were led by the Mensheviks and there-
fore opposed the October revolution. In particular the telegraphists
and the railway workers supported the Provisional Government, and
used their position to disrupt the.decisions of the Soviets. The Soviet
government then sent troops in, to seize the railways and the tele-
graph offices. It was unfortunate that highly skilled, politically con-
scious, and well organised workers, with a long history of trade
unionism behind them, should be intimidated by backward peasants
with uniforms on their backs; but it was in the long term interests of
the entire working class that they should be. If the Soviets had
refrained from scizing power until every single section of the workers
supported them, there would have been no revolution.

The same law applics in Ireland, the revolution is not invalidated
if a section of the working class opposes it. Of course there is a
question of scale, the protestant workers in the Norh of Ireland con-
stitute a majority in that part of Ireland in which the crisis is centred.
Nevertheless the working class and its allies on an all-Ireland basis
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are very much stronger and could prevent the protestants from
standing in the way of the revolution if they were mobilised.

The Only Guarantee

To sum up, none of the formulas which have been tried have succeeded
in denting the lutionary i of the p

workers, and other proposed strategies have major flaws in them. To
fight the Irish revolution in face of the hostility of these workers would
be terrible and costly, but it may be necessary; and it could be

weighed against the implications of allowing the Six County state to

go on for another fifty years. The only guarantee is to face the pro-
testants with a strong, united Irish working class, with the small
farmers, and the other anti-imperialist forces bhind them. The less the
chance of subverting the revolution the less will be the resistance.

Ireland, Britain and the World

Over one hundred years ago Marx forecast that the liberation of Ireland
was pre-condition for the liberation of the British working class. Events
have proved him right. The response to the Irish struggle in Britain has
so far been minimal; from the Communist Party rightwards there is a
consensus in favour of keeping the troops in Ireland. Even the revolu-
tionary left has been sluggish in its response, and one section has even
gone so far as'to defnd the presence of the troops between August *69
and July *70. This reflects the deep chauvinism within the British *
working class, nurtured for over a century by the fruits of the Empire.
The struggle in solidarity with the Irish revolution is part of the struggle
to break the British working class from its reactionary slumber.

The Irish struggle will forge ahead, it can break the hold of British
Imperialism, and in breaking that hold will deal a death blow to its
oldest oppressor. The struggle now going on in Ireland will be recorded
as only the latest, episode in an epic struggle which has been in the very
vanguard of the fight for human progress. And for future generations
the Starry Plough of the Irish revolution will be seen with, the Hammer
and Sickle of the Russian revolution as heroic symbols ofthe world
revolution.

It is only fitting that James Connolly should have the last word:

“Ireland may yet set the torch toa European conflagration that
will not burn out until the last throne and the last capitalist bond and
debenture will be shrivelled on the funcral pyre of the last war lord.”
(“Irish Worker”, August 8, 1914.)
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