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" The Labour movement delights in analysing and is perpetually

defining and re-defining its principles and objectives. The man

or woman who has caught the spirtt of the Labour Movement,

brings that spirit of analysis and definition inte allhis or her

public acts and expects at all tlmes to answer the call to
L

define his ecr her position,

JAMES CONNCLLY " WHAT IS OUR POLICY " WORKERS REPUBLIC. JAN, 22 NOIG .
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The purpcse of MARKIST REVIEW is to popularise the basic tenets

of revelutionary marxism; to help encourage the use of scientific

thought and contribute to the sclution of fundamental nroblens
fronting revolutionaries of every tendancy in Ireland tcday.

Ag the reader will note, the recent issue deals mainly with the

N#ticnal Questicn, and in future issues we intend pick cther

ineeresting and important subjects as the centre of our attention.




- WHAT IS TROTSKYISM ?

By Ernest Mandel

(THIS IS TUE TEAT OF A SPEECH LY ERMEST MAITDEL, SECRETARY OF THE FUURTH INTER-
NATIONMAL, DELIVERED DURING A DEBATE WITH MUITIY JUIDISTON, THE CUMMUIIST PARTY
of GREAT ERITAINS® CHIEF “EXPERT"™ ON TRUTSKYISH. TIIZ DEEATE WAS SIGHIFICAW.
Iil THAT TUE STALINISTS HAVE EEEN FURCED TO DEBATE WITH A PULITICAL CURRENT
WEICH THEY [AVEZ REPEATEDLY LECLARED TU LE DZAD AND IRRELEVANT).

The fact that Monty Johnstone is here debating with me this evening sn the
aroblem of Trotskyism t.day siould in itself be considered evidence of what
Trotsikyism is nt. I am n.t g ing to insult tie intelligence of anyune pres—
ent by saying that is is not counterrevolutionary or an agency uf fas¢désm or -
an agency i imperialism, or any of that n.nsense. Jor if t at were the case
not only would this debate not take olace but many ~iher things whiich have
been happening in the world in the last few years w.uld be inc.mprehensible.

One thing Tretskyism is not is a defeated tendency in the international work-
ers movement. 1t is not a Menshevik-tye revisiu of Marxism that has been
crushed definitively, as was said in the S.viet _@ion in its fifteenth party
cungress in 1527; as was repeated by the unfortunate Nikita Sergeivitch
Khrushchev at the twentieth narty congress of the Communist Qarty -f the
Soviet Union in 1956; as has been rencated -ver apd over again in inmumerable
nublications under the control  f the stalinist bureaucracy. Because, if it
were really a crushed, defeated, nunexistent, eliminated, Menshevik tendency,
why weuldanybody want t discuss with it? Way is Monty Johnstone here debat-
ing? Why is the Scoviet bureaucracy after having crushed, destroyed, eliminated
and vanquished this tendency, furty, thirty, twenty, and ten years ago, why
are the spukesmen for these bureaverats t.day forced to write bocks, pamphilacs,
and articles and keey coming back to g£his nroblem’ Why have there been thres
or four new b.oks on "rotskyism published in the Soviet Union in t..: last
twelve months, if curs is a definitively defeated terdency”

8o I think that the first point we ought to make this evening is to redder
historicil justice to the founder -f the Zed Army and t. the leader ~f the
insurrection f the .ctober rev.luntion which initiated the first victuricus
working-class revoluticn in a whole country.  On this ninetieth anniversary
of the birth .f Leon Trotsky, which coincides with the anniversay of the’
October revulution, the political movement he founded, tie ideas he stoud I-r,

the programme he defended, live =stronger than ever in the world.

There is today a vibrant y.uwth movement,; Thousands of young neople are cuming
t. irotskyism all over the world. And that is the only reas.n ionty Johnst ne
of the Commumnist Party feels obliged to debate with: us ab.ut “rotskyism, that
is the only reason why the S.viet bureaucracy has to put out a steady stream
wf speeches, namphilets, magazine articles and beuks on the subject of irctsky.

Trotskyism t.day is mainly a y-uth mocvement, a movement of youth that is being
built and expanded -~n the five continents. For that very same reas.n I am
not going t. dwell in the least on the questi.n that Monty Jommst ne is 7.ing
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t. talk about quite a lot What Urotsicy wrote or did: ast weite ia 19 .5, in 1612,
im 1617, or in 1816, TFor I waut to say from the beginaing that this is oretty
irrelevant o the actualities of the contemmorary revoluticnary strugglas

Dnes anyone really think that 25,0 .0 neonle wvote for a Trotslorism Presidential
canditate in France, does anyone really think that in Ceylon today a Trot--
giyist trade union leader leads tens of thousands of workers in big strikes
does anyone really think that tens of thousands of people demonstrate be-

aind banners which the whole of public cpinion in Japan today calls Trot-
slyist, because of what Trotsky wrote in 1507 or 15127

The overwhelming majority of these people have not read what he wrote and
are not interested in reading all that - this is a nmistake on their nart,
secause everybody should be interested in the history of the revolutionary
wvement - but they rightly regard that as irrelevant to the main nroblem
viich we have to understand and explain: What is the origin, what is the
rwot of the strength of world Trotslyisn today, why do thousands and thou-
sandg cf people flock to its banner on a world scale, and why do the Soviet
buresucrats and Monty Juhnstone, their British soolesman, have to re-onen
a debate which they hoped had been finished with machine-gun bullets thirty
or thirty-five years ago, in the periecd of the infarous Moscow Trials?

I will give four basic reasons why the Trotslyist movenent is stronger now
than ever before; why thousands of neonle are adhering to it throughout
the world; why it has a bigger smorical, gecgraphical and political
axcension than ever before, even during the 1520s, while it was still a
tendency inside the Communist parties and the Cormamist International.

The first reason has to do with a basic nroblen of the colenial revolution
end the way forward for the underdeveloned, senmicolonial countries. Stalin-
ism and Stalinist parties, parties which call tehmselves Compmmist, still
follow a Menshevik or semi-llenshevik nelicy., That is, they believe as the
fa ssian lensheviks believed, that because these countries are backward,
decause the industrial bourgecisie has not yet come to pelitical nower,
that the inmediate strategic task for the working class and noor peasant-
rv is some how to establish an alliance with this national bourgecisie
against irmerialisn and against feudal and semi~feudal forces. The pin
of such an alliance would e to arrive at a coaliticn forsi of govermaent
- a “goverament oI the four classes’ as it was called in China from 1925
to 1527 - a government of the "Hational “woat®, or a regime of'"Naticnal
Democracy”, as it was called in the new official programme of the Soviet
Commnist Party. ;

Experience has confirmed what Trotsky's theory of the rermanent revolution
proclaimed as early as 1806, that there is no way out for any underdeveloned
colonial or semicolonial country along such a road; that any struggle that
limits itself to fighting against rural feudal or semifeudal landlords, or
foreign imgerialiam, while keening the naticnal bourgeoisie in nower, whi
le maintaining capitalist property relations intact, while refraini

}mm establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat allied to the poor
peasantry, will inevitably leave these underdewveloped countries backward
stagnating, exploited and suexploited by international & national capital
Such a policy will not be able to tear the millions populating these coun
tries out of their age-old miseries. Experience has also taught a much mo
re terrible lesson. Thousands and thousands of conmunists in Braszil in
1964, in Iraq, in 1958, and 5 hundred thoudand Communists in Indonesia in
1965 had to pay with their lives for the illusion that it was possible,




desirable, ur nacessary to establish durable relationshins of cedlition &
collaboraticn with bourgecis or semibourgecis nclitical forces. Such a su
bordination & sacrifice of indenendant mass struggle can cnly lead to cru
shing defeat for the working class and the noor peasantry.

Trotskyism lives and grows, wins new members, attracts new tendencies and
builds new parties in the uaderdeveloped countries because it stands for
this basie rule of rewvclution. There is nc pessibility of acquiring real
naticnal liberaticn, real indewerdence from imperialism, without over-
throwing the bourgecis class tugsther with the agents of foreign imperia-
lism and the feudal and semifeudal landlords. There is nc nossibility of
liberating the secple, peasants and worksrs, without establishing the dic
tatorship of ths proletariat alliad with the nour veasantry, without crea
ting a wrkers state. Only in those countries where this happened-China,
Cuba, liorth Vietnam, and it's happening ncw in Scuth Vietnam-is thera a
way to sccial and aconcmic nrogress. Wherever, through the responsability
of the Commmist Parties following the Moscow line, which is Stalinist
Fenshevisn, that has been prevented from happening, there have been de-
feats, misery, tears and blocdshed for the working peoule of those coun-
tries.

It is this ccntemporary reality, ratiher than quotgticns from 1€07, 1517,
on 1521, that has t< be faced by anyons wic waats to understand what is
going on in this sector of tie world revolution., For the Trotskyist move
ment, for the revcluticnary Marxists throughout the world, it was a mo-
ment of great vindication when the leading idea of the nermanent revclu-
tion-that the only rvad to victory in a backward country is tarough a
socialist revclution—- was taken over by the Cuban revcluticnaries and
nroclained in the Second Declaraticn of lHavama, after the first victo-
ricus rewvclution in the Western lemisnhers. This gave oHreof that Leun
Trotsky and the Fourth Intermaticnal had b2en cne hundred wer cant cor-
rect in théir strategic line fur the underdeveloned countries.

T-E REVULUTIUHARY RGAD

The second reacn for the growth of Trotskyisnm cn a wordd scale is that we
stand ccmpletely and unconditicnally for the revoluticvnary road to socia
lism in the industrialized imperialist countries as against the refurmist
slectoral rcad defended by the Curzmmnist Parties in Westeran Hurope, Japan
Horth America, Australia and Hew Zealand. Wien we say that we follew the
revolutionary road, this does not mean that we are nartisans of -utschism
or adventurism, that we think that a fow hundred s2cule here and a few
hundred there can snatch hower unessectadly without anybedy taking notice
of it, in the advanced capitalist countries. There the bourgscisia rewre-
sents tremendous powar. It has nolitical experience, it has the benafits
of political tradition and jolitical continuity. Its rule uver these
countries dees not depend simly and sclaly wson its weanon of renression
-its arcy and its police-but rather uvion the ideclogical and nclitical in
fluence it still wields over a large .art of the ety bourgesisie and
even amcng a nart of the working class itsslf.
Our clear and uncororomising stand in faver of the revolutisnary rcad to
socialisn essentially -iveots arcund three noints:
Fisrtly, objective situations indemendent of th2 will and ecatrol

cf any groun or party pericdically create prerevelutionary situaticas in
industrialized, advanced countries. At tiese mcments of reveluticnary
mass unsurge these cbjective situations uaaveidably lead to larse-scals

ticns of the working class such as gezeral strikes and factory ccoura-
ticns which cbvicusly go beyund the limits of struggle for ismediate
wage demands and working conditions. The duty of rewvcluti-sary -artiss




and groups representing threrevcluticnary vanguard is to prepare themsel
ves and the best working class militants to intervene during these hours
days and weeks, for it is only through these periocdic upsurges of the ma
ss moverent that the chance is presented tc overthrow capitalist power.

You cannot overthrow capitalism gradually, you cannot abolish a bour
geois army battalion by batealicn, you cannot destroy the power of the
bourgecisie piece by piece. You can only accomplish these aims through
the revoluticnary mobilization of the masses, and revoluticnary actions
of this sort are nct possible every day when "business as usual" prevails
Revoluticnary action is possible cnly during thuse prerevclutionary situ
aticns when the tension of the class relations is at its maximm and the
class conflict is sharpest. A party, a vanguard and a class must be pre-
pared to intervene at that juncture in a decisive manner in order to make
a breakthrough toward the conquest fo power and a victoriocus sccialist
revolution.

Secondly, if you want tc develop a situation in which the working
class wants to know what to do next, in which conditions for revcluticn
are favorable, you must engage in priocr propaganda, agitation, and action
for transitional demands, especially for the key demand for wurkers con
trol of production, which crowns all other demands of the working class
in its struggle for power in the industrialized countries. To think that
a working class which has been educated, day after day, mocnth after month
year after year, in nothing but immediate trade union demands and electo-
ralpclitics will in some mystericus way suddenly beccie capable of revolu
tionary ccnscicusness and action in a revclutionary situation is to be-
lieve in magic or miracles.

Lenin said that the ABC of revcléitionary policy and the duty cf a revolut
ionary party is to conduct revolutionarg propaganda also in pericds that
are not yet revoluticnary. Lenin said that this is precisiky what makes
the difference between a revrluticmary and a reformist or centrist party.
Whén revoluticon dres break ont, many peoplke swmidenly discover their rewo
luticnary soul. But a revclutionary varty has the constant duty to propa-
gandize for rewvcluticn even if the situation has not yet reachec the
noint of showdown betwean the classes. Its work in this respect can be an
influential factor in acelerating rewvcluticnary conscicusness.

Thirdly, we believe that the struggle for tramsitionnal cemands, for
those demands which cannut be incorporated or assinilated into the normal
functioning of bourgecis society should not be conducted solely by propa-
ganlistic means. Every cpportunity should be taken to impel the working
class intc moticn around such demands. They should be introduced into the
ongoing daily struggle of the class by all avenues. Unléss the workers
acquire experience by fighting for these demands in partial struggles
they will be unable tu generalize their cutlock at the height of revolu-
tionary intensity. Otherwise these demands will appear tu them as sone-
thing that falls from the sky, that is imposed from without or advocated
cnly by small minority groups.

I would like to ask Monty Johnstone how he squares the following quotqticn
fron Lenin regarding the obligaticns of a vanguard party with the ccurse
followed by the French Communist Party in May 1968. Lenin said:

17ill this situation last long; how tmch more acute will
it become? Will it lead tc rewvolution? This is scmething
we do not know, and nobody can know. The answer can be
nrovided only by the experience gained during the deve-
lopment of revoluticnary sentinent and the transition




to revoluticnary acticn by the advanced class,the
priletariat. There can be nc talk in this connec-
ticn about #illusicns® or their repudiation, since
no socialist has ever guaranteed that this war
(and not the next one), that today?s revuluticnary
situation (fnd not tomorrow's) will procuce a re-
volution. What we are discussing is the indisputa-
ble and fundamental duty of all socialists-that of
revealing to the masses the existence of a revwlu-
tionary situaticn, explaining its sccpe and depth,
arousing the proletariat?s revcluticnary conscicus
ness and revoluticnary determination, helping it to
25 over to revolutionary action, and forning, for
that purncse, organisaticns suited to the revolu-
ticnary situation.

Just compare that quotation, which breathes the spirit of genuine Bol-
shevisn, with the conduct of the Commmnist Parties of France, Italy,
Greece, Belgiun and other capitalist ccuntries uver the past twenty-
five years( not tu go still further back tc the prewar pericd), espe-
cially with the conduct of the French CP in May 1568, and you will
understand both the fundamentally reformist character of these par-
ties and why thousands of yuung rebels are achering to Trotskyisa in
these countries.

JORKERS STATE

The third reason for the growth of Trotskyisn today has to do with the
crucial question of workers democracy. The main historical goal to be attai
ned in those countries that have already abolished capitalisn is the ins-
tituticn of democratically centralized workers self-management in unpusi-
tion to the material privileges and the monopoly of political and econo-

mic power wielced by the bureaucracy. The bureaucratic rulers are the object

of hatred by thousands of ycouth, critically minded intellectuals, and ad-
vanced workers in these postcapitalist states. Thet was graphically evi-
denced during these few rwnths in the Czechoslovakia of 1568 when these
clements of the population had the chance to speak cut, at least in part
their real thcughts and feelings.

The bureaucratic regimes in these countries are cne of the main reascns
4or the discrediting of the cause of socialisn ib the industrdalized

West which deters rmch larger nuibers of students, intellectuals, and
workers from coming out wholeheartsdly in fawvor of a socialist revpluticn
and cormunisno.

What I an referring tc is not a full-fledged sccialist society, that is to
say, a society without any social differentiaticn, where compodity produc-
tion and money relations have withered away. Such conditions cannct exist
in any of the East European countries today and that is not what is inwvel-
ved in our discussion of their political situaticn and problens.

What is both nossible and urgently called for in the existing situation is
what I call a political revcluticn, a set of changes in the superstructure
of the systen which would initiate or fulfill the elementary demands of the
Marxist and Leninist progran on the nature of the dictatorship of the prole

tariat, leading tc the building of a socialist scciety. In none of the works
by Marx and Engels will you find a single sentence, for example, which asserts

that tha dictatorship of the proletariat means the ronopoly of power by a
single narty.
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lor will you find the slightest support for the abominable notion that the
the dictatorshin of the nrcletariat reans the application of a repressive
¢enscrship, nct againsg nonexistent representatives of capitalisa and land-
lorcdism, but against the working class. These nractices have been introduced
and implemented by Stalinism.

Twe invasicn of Czechoslovakia by the Kremlin bureaucracy not cnly violated
«he suvereignity and independence of a small naticn and a fraternal and al-
ied workers state. It was equally criminal in other respects.

11 identified the sumpression of cemocartic rights such as freedon of expres
gon  for workers, students, and intellectuals, with the name of corpmmnisn by
sacing away from the Czechoslovakian workers the rights they had regained
sesween January and August 1568 to vote independently on resclutions, to

save then published in their trade union journals, to criticize the govern—
-ans if they disagpeed with its policies and to criticize the managers of their
factories.

~ese were not very extensive rights and they were & far cry fron the full-

* oiged socialist demue acy they were entitled to and striving for. Lenin in
WM says that under the dictaturship of proletariat the
oxers should have a thousand-fold more freedon of self-exmression and

gef- crpanization than they enjoyed under bourgecis derwocracy.

yehertheless, even this elemetary right was taken away and hundreds of
dousands of socldiers were sent into Czechoslovak Socialist Republic for that
urmcse. That was a shameful disgrace. That is why we Trotskyists first have
+ -~eestablish what Marxisn and Leninisn really stand for, because the crines
£ italinism have so disturded their true content in the minds of many workers
ipeialist demcceacy invelves far more than the self-evident right cf the wor-
cers to free expression without state censcrship or nenalties. Socialist Demo-
-re'y means the self-management of the wurking class on a derwcratieally cen-
:rcized basis. It means that the werkers should run the factories not only

»c -néividual and separate units, but the ecuncry as a whole. This requires

-3¢ subordimation of the national planning authcrities to the congress of
orkers councils. It neans that the mass of the working class actually exer-
-zes the power and deteriiines through its discussions and decisicns how

4e annual national income shall be divided between the cocaswmtion and

se sccurmlation funds, that is, between what is used up and enjoyed for
~mediate needs, and what is set aside and reinvested fir future growth.
thout the possession and exercise of such rights the working class does not
wally rule, whatever complinents the official nropagandists nay offer to
«onso.e it for its lack cr 1oss of power. It is because the Trotslkyist progran
4 st consistently advocates such demreratic rule of the workers that it is
wound to win more forces in the Soviet Undcn and East Burc»e, where the under-
“ving trends of develcprent are more and more directed toward a political re-
wlution by the masses against the arbitrariness of the bureaucratic autocracy.

IHTERHATTOMALISM

FINALLY, Trotskyisn is most noteworthy today for its uncumpromising inter-
naticnalism. After August ISI4 and still more after October IS17, Lenin and
the DBolsheviks set abuut to revive the principles and the instrunent of inter-
nationalisn which had been trammled upon by the prowar and nro-irperalist
social demccratic leaders. One of the most bitter fruits of the anti-Marxist
theory of socialism in one country, which Stalin originated and imposed on
world Compunism from 1924 on, was the viclaticn and betrayal cf the inter-
naticnal sclidarity of the working-elass struggle. This flouting of Inter-




nationalism culminated in the scuttling of the Cormmnist Internaticnal by
Stalin in I943 as a fawour tv Churchill and Rocsevelt.

Mew the leaders and followers of international Stalinism dre begining .to
tasts scme more of these bitter fruits,which result from subordinating the
welfare of the workers movement to the narrow and selfish dictates of the
Kremlin bureaucracy. They see the appaling spectacle of the two largest
workers states in the wcrld at each others throats, and even hinting at the
possibilities of hostilities between each cther. This situation has come
about not because either the Soviet cr the Chinese masses willed it, but
because it is a logical consegence of the despicable petty bourgevcis nat-
icnalist yendencies and cutlocks that guide the bureaucratic strata at the
head of these countries today.

The Soviet leaders have gone so far as to encourage and allow so—called
cormumist journalists to talk about "the yellow peril™ and to depict the
Chinese pecple as misled by a "new Genghis Khans" and as a"menace to
civilisaticn™. The fact that such utterly reactionary and racist utterances .
come from a government and a party that still calls themselves corrunist

shows the degree of degeneraticn to which these organisaticns have succumed.

At the hight of its power, Stalinism boasted of the munclithic character of
of the world Corrmmnist movement which was bound together by ideclogical
terror and enforced conformity. Now all that is passed. The last Mcscow
conference of the Wiorld Cormmnist Parties’ demonstrated how far disintegr—
ation has proceeded. There are hardly twce Cormunist parties which have any
measure of autcnony today that think alike and nursue the same line.

They contend against cne ancther and harbour all scrts of divergent tendencies
and facticns. Ome can count up to fifteen different "Coirunist™ tendencies
on a world scale. The Stalinists used tc deride the Trotskyist movement in
the past for being ridden by incessant facticnalism and splits. They are
silent on this score mnowadays - and for good reascnl lone of the splits
among the Trotskyists has bean cmonarable to the gigantic fissures that

have opened up in the internaticnal Commnist novement and keep widening

from year to year.

Confronted with the tremendcus centralized power of the imperialist
counterrevolution in the world arena, the youth and the revolutionaries

on all continents keenly feel the need for an equivalent centralization

of their own forces. They cannot believe that the poclycentrism and
decentralization that characterize world Stalinism - - where the rpvolut-
icnary movement and the working class in each country is left to its cwn
devices and no one is concerned with the intermaticnal interests and aims
of the struggle for socialism - is ideal. They cannct believe this because
it runs counter to the rost urgent needs of the struggle of the working
masses and to the traditions of Marxism and Leninism.

They were moved to respond so powerfully to Che Guevara's famous appeal
for "two, three, many Vietnams" because it correspended tc their inner-
rust urge for an international coordination of their anticolonialist,
anti-imperialist, anticapitalist efforts. Che?s final nessage was essent-
ially a call for some central leadership for the world revelution.

This exnlains why the idea cf the Fourth Internaticnal as a new revol—
utionary working-class organization carrying on the best traditions of




Marxism, which sc many dismissed as unreal and utopian, is capturing the
minds and stirring the imaginaticn of thousands of young people all over
the glcbe. The socialist revolution cannct advance and certainly camnct
triumph on a werld scale without the resurgence of the need for a new
revolutionary international immressing itself on the cunscicusness of
serivus fighters fir a new world. The internatiumal we want tc build and
are building will be centralized, but it will not be bureaucratically
centralized. It was the burcaucratic centralism of the Stalinist type,
that fake centralism which had nothing in commcn with Lenin's concentions
of organizing the workding-class vanguard, which spawned the disintegrated
anC . reacticnary tendencies at work in the world Communist movenent
todey. Histery will nrove that deman cbstacle but the indispensable

vehicle fcr elaborating a programse and implementing united acticn against
the class eneny.

These, then, are the four pillars of Trotskyisnm today: the theory and
practice of the permanent rewvolution, the revcluticvnary road to sccialisn
through working-class revolution for socialist democracy in the Societ
bloc and China, and nroletarian internationalism, The fourth Inter-
naticnal is a growing force on all of the continents because its fund-
amental ideas express the cbjective requirements of the world reveolut-

icnary process and carry on the ideas of Leninism, of sceialism and
coomunisno in cur enoch,




Theses on the
National Question

e followin- Theses was zdopted by the R G =t its 1uund1n, conference, [eb.
)

1. 'he basis of moliticel tuestions is not to be found t-utolozically in

the wey ien think, but in the wey .en live. Thus the content of the notional
question develops 2lonz with the socisl relsticns of Sroduction. The -ssers=
tion of n-tiocnsl u11L1CHtlun sud gelf deterninstion wos thj}njltﬁ 1e-rd

from the Dour~eoisie, in the epoch of progressive canitelisnm, where co.iiodity
arciucticn strove to defest feudalisn, JQAIQthJ production, by definition
requires # =-tket, OGenerslised cou odity or Lﬁuctlcq, copitslism, thus nece-

_jtoted the unification of thist morlet ond its politice 1 consolidation. To
secure this is the cl*ﬂ%ic task of the bourgeois revelution. Implicit in it

is the solution of the sgrorien problem with ceonitolism, lend, lzbour, power
end themesns of jru‘uctl n beceme cowriodities. In feudslism, the socisl sur-
plus is exproprizted :nd cons sumed by o clons. fhese socisl re*utlrﬁs st be

overthrown -nd the land secomes productive capitel - ownership is t s trans-
ferred -~nd canitaslist ?ccumul.t101 is sllowed.

2, In the sssoult on feudslism, the revclution oy clerss le-ds other oppresced
clesses since by itself it is too wesk to chzllenge the atsie, The uneven
developnent of cepitalism ]eJLf te adv-nced nroductive forces meneir’ ting e
faunizl stste = thus in tussia’ in l?]ﬁ enternrises E.Jlﬂ*ln“ -ver 1,000

sori:ers counrised 4.4 of the industriel sector, the conpera rble F;ﬁure in

the US wes 17.0... s 8 consenuence s stir.ng working cless rises to challenge
3.1 stste. The position of the bourgaoisie is t.erefore weok, for to
defect feudalism it requires the worl:in; cless Lut wiere Cromwell could smesh

the .evellers, the working cless, nrovided it cen -sin the su-port of pezsantry

can sussh the bourgeoisie. The latter, spprehending the dynenic of revolution

sbrogotes its revolutiun:ry role. '‘he proletsrisn, in schieving the t=sks of
b.urzeois proletsrisn cen only consolidste them by nzking the revulution per-

n-nent by —assing directly on to the socislist rev-lution.

3. The Irish Nationsl guestion nust be seen in the context of coloni-lisu snd
impericlisn = the low of uneven 1‘ combined develapment oper. ting both

internally snd externslly to it. The 1790 Rebell n merked the end of bourg-

eoisie os s revolutionsry force. Its defeat ley in pert to the process which

gave birth to it. Colonislisenm had cres ted » sectorian division within the
peaseatry znd other classes, which streagthened Jritish Rule. In the Iorth
isst, the Ulster Custom prevaeiled eru;y iaprovesents corried out by the

tensnts benefitted them. There were lon, leases greanted after the j1lismite

srs and these gave s measure of Eecurlty. ‘he rest of Irelsnd wes in the grip

of rse¢'- rent. Lsndlords often obsent, screwed the peassntry lesving them the
warest subsitence, This was enforced by 3ritish militsry coercion. Thus here
the nstionsl gquestion was closely linked to 1l:nd 2nd to the destruction of the
feudsl institutions of oppresaion.
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Since the pesasntry is aot » revoluticnery cless in itself leadershin uaust be
provided Ly s.other ¢lass. This the United Irishuen fziled to do., Yopul:stien
;eowth ond the CQhEEﬂﬂuﬂt nressure on the Lond led to bitter competition be-
tween the Protest-uis and Catholics, due to the litier's scceutonce of lower
iivin ; astoudsrde. The coste differenti-tion beceme institutiovnaliised in the
Toeunding of the (rasnge Lodze in 1795. Iis resctivnary velue wes ownrecisted
9y the rulinz clees in its suppres . ion of the '98 rebellion, thus further
stren ;theninzg the divisions.

e dhe Uniled lrishmer =d been Presbyteri-ns in the Torth-,3s8t predoninsntly

bourjecis but with the rthlp tion of the urben :rtissns. Colomni:lisn which
ed split the pesgepiry by dil.erin- L.nd tenure, hod given Lirth, throush

vhe develon. ent of cepitslism, to .ew cl-sses which threitened ito s -sh it.
“he Ulster Custom hird been cruciol to tie rise of the linen industru. It had
rermitied sulficient sccumul tion to allow = rursl wnufseture to flourish.
It benefitted froam the -rotected Jritish u'rkat rnl g tpriff froe scces. to
it, lwaryr comstricting its expension woa the leock of credit focilities,
joint=-stock, b nku, gvc. which illustrated the _1frlc1lt1em of cepiteliist

sccuuul: tion, unler coleni:l conlitionas. Nevertheless this development, bore-

glled by the cotton industry srowvide gufificient clzes besis for leunching
¢ revoluviion sgoinet the Drit sh occcunotion, With the cruchin. of the 'S4
the bourrecisie us a2 whole renounced cay reveluticasry role. “The course of
vie french revolution woes ;jrestly disturbing to them -nd frow then on they

-

sonfined their pelitic
sdnits.

activity to reform within Jritish conutition-l
"

L]

5« The peasculry #s o class is stomisad in relotion to wmroduction -nd the
merket. fith the loss of bourgecis leoadersiin zend,y uptil the lotter nart

of the 12th century, without 2 working elass one, the peruaplry wes unrble

to esecaieve the tpsks eof the bourseois PD?DlPulﬂn. viie bosis of the gseething
guscontent in ths most of Ireland wss the systen of lend tenvre. The deg-
truction ¢f feulal institutions, =al thsus slso the solution of the n-tionszl
guesiion expresses the liaiis of the pess:nt movenment., The consciousness

of the moveuent jsined fron the Uni ed Irishmen but could not trascend its
saticn=1 h:se, i.2¢ coulld not by itself ascliieve o sotislist ones Urienisote-
ioncily, its forws were sindl rly liunited - they were conspirctoriszl, os their
pmilitzry function de:iionded, but implicit in this wes the cbendonuent of tie
politiczl strugzle., This is correctly illus:rsted by the develepuent of the
IRA .

B« Throughout the 19th century, the iorth-sssr a intsined its copitalist
growih, <his wes illustrs.ed in the zrowth of wcnufucturing towns, the most
significont of which waes Delfsst. .t tha tima of the Uni:n its populstion

hod been 20,000 by 1841 it wes 70,000 by 1861 it wes 119,000.° The couins of
steem power in 1825 spelt doom for domestic w>nuf-cture in its full ferm. The
Faaine threw meny off the land but the rLuthing euigretion increcsed the wage
levels of the wesvers, i kin, stees vower core ccounomic. By 1859 Irel.nd sur-
pessed spglond in the nuaber of spindles in linen uanufscture, By 1866 there
were over 10,000 power looms., These teaded to be concentroted in the liorth
Bast’, by »he itiddle of the 19th ceniury 1/3%rd of the 2ills in Irelrnd were
in or aecr Delfsst, which cccounted for over 3 totel wroduction. Thus the
+orth J2s5t developed 2 thorough inlustrisl cspitolism. TIaste-d of wishine
to consolidste the home n.rket the bourgeoisie in industry de ended om the
igperislist markets of Jritsin. %hi- developed throush the coloni-l link during
the rise of the linen bock, itself b.sed on the cauaequences of colonizlism,
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ith r ez rent nredonin ting in Irelond the houe . rret wos of Jdubious value,
esneeiclly considering the doainsnt forn of 1-nd tenture. This illustretes
well the re-ction-ry n-turc of the isperislist stsge of copitelisu, its dis-
intorest in buildin. a bolonced structure for the economy. Thus, -lthough
the most cdvonced stage of copitslisu wes to be found in the lorth Jout, it
wes not o prosressive form ond the leyer of the bour;euisie bssed upen it
cculd ot be exnected to cven sttenpt the tesks of the bourgeois revolution.

7 s ith the rise of industrisl capitalisn the Crea e Crder m-onaged snother

ra. t lecn bockwsards. oven before the Feiine tension especislly in Zelfost
built up repidly between Frotestent oad C.tholic l.yers of the working class,.
1835 nerked the beginniny of serious secct-ri-n riots znd these procecded with
oninous resul rity. dwert from the obviocus (2nd continu-l) short term cdventoge
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of & svlit workinT c¢liss the Ursn e Crder developed o2n gxplicitly politicel Bide -
function. The lotter pert of the 19th cen ury witnes.ed the re-eilergence of ided
the Irish bourgeoisie in woliticel lesdership. Hoving defocted its landlord o - 1
section, it could s=vpsel to the pessontry onl thereby use this considersble ir co:
socinl force to Je.snd conceszions from Dritein, OSuech o movement {or rozther, Tered
as will be shown, the plebizn Republicen movesent thot threstened continuslly iE.
to seize the initistive from it) wss obviously antezonistic to the north-esstorn e o
industrisl loyer of the bourveoisie who raquired = sure Union with Sritein, =nd pnd I
whose surplus vslue wes ensured by sectirisn discrinin:tion thot would be £ sep
thra-teasd by on Irish Parlisment in Dublin, Thus, the (ronge Crder beceile ® Lae L
re-1 wespon =272inst the devoloping pro-reszive noveuaent continuing thereby, its end
link with its Dure resctiensry origins. Iris!

ge fa
§, The Post-Famine Irish notion:) bourzseoisie w s u inly of the “oomboen' leyer
(service -nd distributive with some susll, usinly -gricultursl besed nufscturer: Thus
It nneged to utilise the ssrerisn interest snd (helped by the post 1370 decline gubj
in rurcsl property velues) even to ossusse it. It wes, es entislly, 2 comprcodor p the
cl=ss based msinly on usury. fhere it wes industriesl like its northern opposite kille
numbers, it wes dependent on 3ritein or its iuporiel acrlots,. It wes thoroughly king
reforanist, interested only in consu = ting its power nolitice 1y by cchieving . ¥ of |
idome dule’: its conirel of the (st prescnt, Dritish-run) stote zochine. It receoi
wos G2tholic sectorisn: from 1882, the Church pluyed #~n integral Tole in its to L
politic-l orgenis tion, :nd in turn, this. did not ende:r it to thae lorthern gugh
Protestants., sSuch & c¢losc covld not corpy out the tasks traditionclly os o= swhat
cisted with “its® rev.lution, In 1914, it sccented bot only its liunited 2im prasl
of Micme Rule® but the nertition of its country.

the a
Tha ts=sks of the bourzsois revelution left cover from the United Irishumen were ned i
t=%eb up by the shilled worlters of tle towns. In oun undeveloped agrerisn 8. G
society, this loeyer of t'e werking cless retzined considersble strength =nd 1911
confidence. However, without o conscious proletsrizt to stitulote it, it could (Coth
not develop & consciousmess in excess of t coe dropped by the bourgeonisic =ofter sngth
the Fenine, Its dezonds were no sore ti-n tlose thet would strentthen its men- JCsthi
bers. Dolitieslly, it vecred between the Jlsnquist terrorism of the Irish §, 2N
itepublican Srotherhood snd the refornisa of its wmost =rticul:te snd lo ical fthe ]
bourcecis politics (the buildin; of Irish incusiry by toriffs, = werc-ontile 3
r-rine, étc.) But he uent further; vwis conscious oin wos to strengthen Irish
copitsalism, ccordinsly, on the one hend, he 2ttocked thae strilking Dublin

workers in 1915. Doth these focts contributod toworde 2liensting his suphorters:
b-cl: into [fenianinmum,
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@y Im 1907 (zfter o series of folse steorts) o third ¢leicont 2 ipesred for the
ership of the Irish bourzeois revolution, This wes thst of the unshkilled
- ersy meny of whom begen te be srouped -round Lorkin's ITGYU., But it wos

' §b politic2lly row ond socislly stoanised, This cen be seen with reference

: contenporary Russiz, Hdere the vonzuerd of the working clsss wes eriployed
auze inlustrial factories. This szscisted t!e growth of revolutionzry orgen-
. tions o5 the exvmerience of tho prolet:rint wos o distinctly socicl one, ond
politicol comtent of its economic strugsles could be dewonstroted cleorly.
irish worlking claoss, wes without such industrisl sdvonce - except in the
.led north esst. Its venjusrd wes suong the tronsnort workers, ¢ leso

B islly-devcloped grouping thet those in industry, The Irish worlking ecloss
th | been unable to develop Leninist orgsnis-tions.
toge

gid 12 clsses were the pessents: themselves not cnly stomised, but

fided incrersingly with the »rocess of the lond reforn. The larger pecsonts
¢ fusocicted imeres ingly wi'h their foruer lendlords, prosperin; tirough

fir co-ope ztive crermeries. Ihe sieller pecsonts (2inly in the west)

1 ifored Irom problems of land hunger onl were less oble to buy out their lcnd-

¥ ig. .2l over 21l wes the wethods used to buy out the latter: 'the znnuity

stern ften of tenent purchese,originslly countersesed teo the troditionszl Hepublican

ind Pad for lond rotionelisstion. <rheir heir to feulslism could only be enled

F seperate Irigh Porliement, nd t is in itself woull only be the beginnin}k

o tie land notionclisotion of the _onf Le:sgue of 1879, though by 1974, this

its pnd wos weskened o5 o result of the British Lond cts, Until ~fter 1916,

Irish pecsentry os o whole, with the cxcention of some sii2oll tensnts in

ge farm ereas, wos sstisfied to follow the gombeenmen 2= it h-d since 1880,

turerd Thus in the sectuol Irish bourgeois revoluticn, no cleoss w2s oble objectively
line subjectively to cchieve the zims of such o struzzle. Up to 1916 the leader-
dor thercof wez headel by 2 coslition of the zoveszents of the skilled and

gite fkilled workers. \ftcr Connolly's surcer, his epizones led the subjectively
ichly fkin: cless orgonisations out of the /-r of Indenendence into the scciclist

e | - of building the worlers' cconomic power witin the politicol power of the
t rgeoisie, This left the vetty bourpgeoisie to .rthur Criffith ond through
5 to the jombeen men. Helned by the supsort of the peasontry which it geinod

ugh supoorted sgitation sz2inst congection, it could push the gonmbeennen
Ewhet further than they wished, but in proctice, it couldn't zain nore thon
rasl parlisnmentsry sepesrction: JSoorstet Ziresnn instes@ of Humen Rule.
fthe north esst, the economicelly most sdvenced section of the Irish bourgeoisie
¢ ed its boek finelly end decisively on the Irish bourzeois netionsl revolu-

E. Cn the one hoad, the retivities in Belfest of Larkin in 1507, Conaolly
1911 -nd the leaders of the Belfest Cenersl strike in 1919 united Protectant

uld Cetholic workers a1l Jetormined the Ulster Protestont bourgeoisie to
ter  fengthen the secterisn divisions in its workin: c¢clsss. O©On the other hind,
2l C-tholic n-ture of the bourgeois lezlership of the Irish n ionsl ravolu-

@, °nd its Zeuand for teriffs, however, forwel nove wmore iuuwcdi_ te ruccons
the Frotestont cenitelists founling of 2 sencrate stote of lorShern Irelond,

deant the institionclising of the divizion in the worling clsss (through
*H =¥

g & of tie populotion o5 Cotholie: = permnent but Futile threst., The
ge Lodge become zn integral port of the ruling »orty of the new st-ote,
ters fher substanticting its ideology.




3inilerly, the subsequent .n;lo=Irish Tra ty -nd t.e nilitsry supprecsion of

he opvozition teo it signalled the gonbeen nen's vietory, not ower the British
but over the vigorous, though lesderless, Irish working eclass ond per-entry.
The .asorstat Zircenn wao more thaa the 1914 settlenent, but itself, only sumough
to oplit the Republicocns enough to defe-t the irreconciloble wing thereof (ond
then econonicelly the trede unions) without trouble ~ first. ©The Governuent o
seorstet Hireenn accepted 2 Free Trode pnolicy, in contredietion to the tredi=
tionsl 2ins of the potty bourgeois ortisons whose movenent its founders hod
been sble to subvert. Notionsl unity loy far beyund it = ‘ad, ss ever the
gombeen mens' poverniient lesnt hesvily on the Catholic Church, tus further
Justifying Orenge denunci-tions of "Rome Rule', ..nd the workers who zlone
could fulfill the tssks of nctionsl and szrerion revelutions were divided and
dezorazlised.

10, The world capitelist depression of the thirties Jeveloped the contrediction
within Irish society. The working cless could not toke sdventege of them. The

victory of the Fionns Foil Porty in 1932 wes bosed on the socicl unrest cuong

the smoll peessnts, The victorious Porty implemented the economic policies of
the young Griffity, ss the Cosgrove Perty (Cunenn me nZ-el) hed failed totslly
to o, The ending of the leond snnuities to 3ritoin begen protectionist phose

in Irelsnd's tcnufecture.

The clvenced capitzlist loyers retsli-ted by sttenpting o union with fescisn
as it wes precisely thissection which structurslly reguired sccess to the
British morket, C'Duffy's Blueshirts were drown up oz einst the Republicens, o5
the cles .es they represented were. Leodership 2. cin provéd the crucicl
weekness, tue IRL foiled to tronscend its militory structure znd develop
politicelly. <Thus between tle entogonist clssses De Velers wes sllowed to
crewl on to the Bonspertist throme. The redicel republicen wing wos played
egainst C('Duffy, The differsion which wss achieved tended to blunt the cless
conflict, 3Bomsportism con only exist in times of shorp class conflict =nd
thus the sisge is soon resched when the porty in power, h:xving schieved s
megsure of stability must then choose its c¢closs base. De Valers wes true to
the trodition of Bonspartist sreve digrers.s The Cosl-Cottle Poct wos signed
in 1935.

In Belf-at, the ®zonomic crisis coubined witi zovernment arrogonce, wonaged to
tesporarily unite the worling clsss. IRA 2nd Ul'. fought shoulder to shoulder
defending Shenkill 2nd Feplls az=2inst the forces of the crown. Wh-t chould be
noted is not the breasking of the (re-uge ideology, but dits cusging resildience,

There were sectarisn riots in 1935, directly induced by the 3Storxmont Governnent.

The profeougd ccononic ~nd socisl erises hod revesled thotthe lond »nd n-tion-l
questions were still conerote. The.filure of ony visble revolutionsry lesder-
ship to meterialise hed sllowed depublicenism to be cheanneled into the Fisnne
Feil Party., Its strength, however, cen be gzuged by the defe-t of the Blue-
ghirts, cven though de Vslere conceded, In the liorth, the survivel of the state
illustreted the dursbility of the sccterion institutions 2nd thus of the ideology

1. The IRA cempaign 1956-62 illustrotes the limitotions of o purely militery
orgenication.  The relation betweon the politicel consecivusness of its cleoss
bose cad thé militsry structure is sn srbitrory ond non dislectical one. The
Hepublicen couzunity community wes not mobiliceld end defeot wos the only con-
clusion,
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state

The theory of the IRA wes bosicolly oan ileeclist diversion of. the acterielist
~izleectie = the fish weré Jtr‘7111 on nizh ground, - In reveluticn-ry thoory,
ailit-ry toctics only override politicrl dircetives when the stoge of cdvil
Wwarf in ro chedy It dis-not nilitory oction which brings sbout the civil weor,
but the politiesl stiruzzle which diffcorentistes the class strueture into its
antogoni-tic cections. OCnly in tle time of ghaorp.claoss strugsle dees the
1ilitery pérgvpective prevoll, -nd cven then it is within strict politicol
linits. In contradicting thi- the IRL illustrated its petty bourgeois (pec
sent cnd crtisen) cenajzirstorisl origins.

12, The originzl a-terisl base for the notinzl gquestion; land, had been eroded
in pecordonce to the lew of copitslist *ccunulﬂtinn. There hog been a_drastice
ond continuing fell in the number euploy:d im the sgricultural section?, The
solution of the lond question wos founl in -ossive eaisrotion from the lond.

There hos Been 2 progressive increose in the weight of the industrisl sector

onc thus of the proleterist, ospecislly in the 26 counties. ‘Yhe conclusion fm
this iz thot the bosis of tlL n*tionsl question is no longer to b: found in

the lond. In the ssae wey, with the Jovelopnient of gopitslisn, indene ent
skilled workors, from whom the Hepublicon bovenent drew its nost sctive uenbors
woes stecdily driven out of business 2nd proleterioniced. This wes 2 quentotive
r ther then o gurlitative wmrocess,

further, th: viscble basiz for old Nepublicon belicfs = the continued survival
of -n indewendent Irish Industrious copit-lism wos elimin ted the developnent
of t"rt copit~lisn in prroetice "nld its inobility to srow 2& on indenendenc
forco.

T%. Tho Qeecl-rotien in 1965 of Free Trode betwecsn the 26 counties ond 3ritodn
(~fter 10 yo rs of "open house" to foreipgn industries) m-rked the burisl of
Hnpoores, ivc’ ¢~pitalisn, -nd its foilure to resict ioperislism.. The 26
countics hes boent msinil-ted within the Jritish ccononie structure ond its
chorocter is of neo colonic-lism, Jatpy into the Comon iwmrket will sece the
further decling of Irish ii-nuf-cture. ny coantrel over tho sconony thrt the
rich bourgeols hos will incre-singly be surrendered to intern-tionsl crpital,
irvedy Free Trode hos helwved towerds lorge redundencies cnd high uneiiployiaent
The tr-ditionsl remedy of cuigr-tion hrp been restricted by the receszion in the
British ccomoiy. The Britisi bourgeoisie therefure wis: to consumuste the
bourgeois rivolution ia Irelont by introducing the deiwerntic. noras of the
Orcave Urdor ond preveuted in the ¢ rly 20th ccatury. The implencutotion: of
this would engure the first opor-tion of comiercisl rel-otions,

14, The bourgeois democrstic de.-n’s of the Civil Jichts ! ovenent were met,

noet with conccsgions, but with the vislence of tWa.iuth. The nrtioacl gquestion
returaed foreefully to the peliticsl scene with the Cotholic gsection of the
N.Irelond werking clogs uilitr-atly Republicen, The Nortaern ruling closs hos

no lodzer Sny econonic nood ef the innerisrlist m-rkat of Britsin. The géctors
which ronuiced this =t the beginoinz of the century t-ve dec ined substontis-lly
g fcia developuent heg been in the ctircction of intern tionsl gopitel,
tercst of Thy rulisn; el g3 thus (ics in Covocr-cy.  dowaver, the govern-
N, Irelsnd, itself iz =4 expression of soetopicnicn 4n its constitution-
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clising of the Cronge Order. A\ thorouszhly re:-cticn:-ry structure is tius czlled
uptn to uniertske profressive tosks, i.e. the gronding of detlocrocys.




The Junkers of CGermeny were instruncenizl in the develovment of conitolisa thus
trensceanding the controdiction botween feulslisn znd copitelisn, Ilowever, the
snclogy is lost in the cmee of Irelend. There iz o prozrescive cazpitelion,
=nd there are neo feudsl relationc to bresk = the axisting socdicl relotions core
thoroughly crpitslicst. Thus the togk ol the ruling c¢lrso ioc e purely politicol
one. But to dicnontle the stote of Northern Irelsnd, which the renovel of the
Cr-uge Urder froa the institutiop would -~iount to, would to the ideology upon
which they rule.

Seing determined, the Protestont loyers of the N. Irelond workimg closo exists
in 2 privileged iwposition vis 2 wvisg the C-tholic l-oyers, This is the concrefe
expreszion of thy Orron e ideclegy. The forces of »roducti n, slow 282 they hove
moved, ‘have outntripoved the super structure. It wea the priuit tive response
of 4he strte to the Civil Rights cgitotion which insured its ese-l-stion to
srded strugrle, The TH. wos positioned withid the Cotholie l:yers of the
workin ' elrcs. This strenctheaned the LFTEEEHI:QDIDEF in ze such =5 ik naode

it explicit. The eropnies were to lic down,

Thus tle rulin; clcss of I, Irel-nd -ad its u=nipul-tor, Sritish Imperislicn
were ficed with the choice = gither spnosh the bB-pis of gtote by exorcising

the Cronge Order or suppress the Cotholie loyers -nd then reforms There hes
been on historicol tendency for the (rongse Lodge to casune e dynonic of its
owns. If the bourgecisie -bdics te control the conditions would fovour vory
strong recction. ith the Brit - eh .oy being increé sin ly used os o pelitical
wezpon of Stornont the chaico talten hag becone ¢le~r, EHither involves o
contradiction: the .otive behind ony politicsl rction of the Oritish is to
encure cless stobility, ond both the courses onen to it rogquire o powerful n
militery involwvenent.

15, (a2) The incompletencss of the bourzeois revolution hos led to politicol
contradictions which -“re bssed upon the n-tionsl guegtion,

(b) Zotionsl unity, the introluction of bourgeois=lenocrotic noras
require the sieshing of the Grongje ideology, which is instition-lised din the
orthern 3trte, snd (though this nuoy be lesas of ¢ tesk) of destroying the
confesnions]l noture of the 26 County Renublie,

(c¢) The only closs copoble of this is the wo king closs s noither
section of the Irish bourgeoisie iz coptsble of mobilicing sufficient force
without contrazdicting the cleoss interest motiv-ting it,

(d) The soci-list revelution c-nnot levelop without the Protestont loyers
of the working closs, but its inclusion first requires the Jdestructicn of its
ideology. .

(e) 48 mert of the tsk the C-tholic sectorisnisa of the 26 County Republie
must be expesed snd dencunced ot overy turn. This is porticulerly necess. Ty
in thot there i~ 2 resl denger thot 2 the notionol atruggle develops the
bourreoisie of the Republic will try to divert it into introverted ZLenophobic
and Cztholic Lectoarion lines,

16, Cur togks therafore ore to oxtend politicsl ond aztionzl selid:ority to
those forces which cre ctteapting to crush the Storament stste, This is wost
vigorously undertsken by the Frovisionsl IRA, This corgfiaisction p rticul.rly
suffers from the historicsl linitotions of the petty bourgeois comnspirstoricl
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It is essenticlly non-politisal - which seons th:t is is open to influence

from non-Socizlist, or even onti-Soei-list forces, TIts linit-tions sre shown
by its opposition to spreediaz the n-tionsl struggle into the 26 Counties, os
exeuplified most concretely by its -ction (or rother, in-ection) in the Republic
Curing the week ~ftér the Derry turlerc. :
Gordiner Tloce is uore cerrect on the oll-Irish n-ture ‘of ‘the gtrussle, but its
tenlency is to depead on the -eoceful struszle = north -nd south., fThis is
shewn most gl oringly in Northérn Irel-nd for wiich the Unitel Irishn-n is still
c21linz on 3ritish Imperiolism to impleuent - 3ill of Rights,

The politicel persvective of both wings of the Republicon Hovewsent is bound
to 1 °C dinto = blind:2lley. (i) The illusgions of the Frove lesdership in
ficnno Foill =al thiedir.refussl to link the strugsle Herth ond Jouth, (ii) The
defornist politics of the Cfrficinl leosdership ps expressed in their strses
tieory, unleruines the b sis for - victoricdus solution to the n tion:-Y® guestion
It tust be politicelly onl seciclly deepened »nl Dade totsl. The Six County
Stotelet. nust be smrshed oad the strug-le linked north. cnd s uth in foee of
orauge opposition. : '

i
Ther:fore we should supiort: the Civil Jqsgét:ncﬂ Compsign in Horthern Irélond
in ilorthern Irelasad insofor as it igs= ]
(2) bosed on the lemocratic strect coanitteds of the nctionslist comamnity;
(b) boeked by the militont Kovin Gtraet Republicans;
(c) b cked nlso by the socislist Feople's Jemocracy.

(This “ves not exclule our supnort for the prouressive strugzles of wother
grouns sguch peg NICRA,

VICT: RY 0 TIT & BTCH L STRURGLE = :SOLIDAATITY (/ITH THZ IRA
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3PNE D THE STRUGGLE < NCRTH -I'D 3. UTH

FCU & SOCULLR SOCTLLIST JCRILIRS! ii?UELIG
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FOR . UNIP3D SCCILLIVR 3754875 OF EURCDPY
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(Note: It wey seem 3 bit ocbstract just saying thrt the working ecl-ss is the
only closs cepeble of thieving the tosks of the bBou.geois revelution., Un-
fortunotely, there is little wore concrete to soy due to the politicol
development of the cless. Its strongest (thouzh only p-rticl) expressionm
is in the iepublicon ..ovegent, The Provos oper-te in o politicnl vocuus
and tre "3tickies" accept refora content to sllow the bourgeois ceuocpats
to power on the bhcks of worliers: Thus the orient-tion to the Fotionsl
ivestion . is precisely to d-velop the politicsl consciocusiess of the working
clags, to stilenpt to drow the strugsle from its present blind fllejy. ' 1In the
& Counties it is of vitol importance, while in the 26 Counties - much liore
brord jecul-r Seocislist, opproach is likely to be nore successful. DNezdless
tc say the conclugions will be the zone.




Permanent Revolution

fo make the proletarian revolution one needs the revolutiomary party, but
equally, the purpcse of such a party is to make the revolution. To cppose
the two tasks as is done by on the cne hand, the sectarians, and cn the
other, the hard-line Castroites, is, in itself, wrong. The party is stren-
gthened by envolvement in revoluticn and, more importantly, the revolution
itself is likely to be carried td success cnly by the party.

These truisms probably accepted by all sections of the Irish left that have
pretensions to being followers of Lenin- from the BICO to tendencies in Sinn
Fein(Gardiner Place). But it is the question of how to interpret this idea
in practice that divides these groupings. All are agreed that the revolutic-
nary party must base itself on something called "Dialectical Materialism"
but what this means @n revolutionary practice, is a muse for dissensicn.

The Revoluticnary Marxist Group is a Trotskyist group. As such it holds
that Dialectical Materialism finds its expression in the strategy cf Per-
manent Revolution and that accordingly, the organization to carry it out

is a party of international revclution. Against it, oun the one hand are
those who insist, dogmatically, that the revolution will be in "two, dis-
tinct stages"(cr, cften, more than two stages). On the other hand are the
ul tra-left economists who insist, equally dogmatically, on a "One Stage"
theory of struggle on purely proletarian issues, leaving the tasks assccia-
ted with the bourgecis revoluticn tu the bourgecisiel

As against these, the Permanent Revolution is less easy to formulate- which
is why so many have failed tc carry it cut. Its basic tenet is nct sc¢ much to
ignore the stages as to avuid being hypnotized by them. Its practiticoner in-
sists cb utilising the cnergies of all classes and of activists in all causes
that can help the prcletariat towards state power, but, at the same time, he
never forgets that the purpcse of the exercise is that the proletariat take
this state power. In its turn this seizure of power rust be no less than a
step towards the world-wide classless stateless society. Such a reccgniticn
means a constant refusal to allow the given situation to consclidate, except
where it cannct be avoided cr where few developments towards a revoluticnary
situation. As its title implies,, Permanent or, more ccrrectly, uninterrupted
Revelution means working to establish and maintain a revcluticnary situaticn.
However, this is rather different from the Stalinitestslander that it reans
seeing revcluticnary situations where there are nome. The Trotskyist knows
well encugh Lenin's definition of such a gituaticn: one in which the mass
of the people want a change and in which the government cannoct continue in
the same way. However, unlike the Stalinite, he turns his energies tc help
achieve this desirable pusiticn, unlike the Stalinite, he uses every oppor=
tunity towards this(as Lenin pointed cut the very bourgecis case of the
wrongfully condermed Captain Dreyfus was cne such), and, unlike the Stali-
nite, he strugeles to force through the revcluticn "in permanence®tc the

end.

But all this is still, very schematic. To understand the Permangnt Revc-
luticn, it is necessary to relate its operation-or the failure t. cperate
it- to the concrete historical situaticnS in which its practiticners (er
betrayers) found thenselves.




HISTORICAL ORIGINS

As a concept it dates back to the Cormunist Manifesto. However it was inherent
in the situations of bourgecis revclutiocn going back to the Reformation. In
1536, the Reformers tock power in the German diccese of Munster. However, it
soon became clear that the situation resulting was not to be stabilised as it
had been elsewhere in Cermany. The Amabaptist artisans rose up after the Lutha an
bourgeoisie, seized contrcl and proclaimed the Kingdom of Christ on Earth. This
wes quite different from previous peasant-based risings. These were limited in
their aims either to bourgecis refcrms (the ending, or reduction, of Feudal
‘ues, etc.) or to a return to a previcus Golden Age. The workers of Munster
spoke for the future and were punished far more ferocicusly than the revol-
ting peasants, when their rising failed. Of ccurse, it is not necessary to
explain why it had to fail, or why such succeeding precurscrs ¢f Permanent
Fevolution as the Levellers struggle in the British bourgecis revelution or
Jacques Roux cr Cracchus Baboeuf's struggles in that of France had to fail.

“t is enough to say that each cf these represents a development in the
sonsciousness of the revoluticnaries concerned from Protestant nysticism

o petty bourgecis Sccialist nationalism. Again, it is worth noticing

anccher strard of the theory in embryc; all these cutbursts were part of
internaticnal proletarian struggles.

A‘eor Baboeuf the decisive revcluticnary role, aided by the growth cf the
proletariat moved to that class, and, with it, along with the formulaticn cf
“alectical Materialism, went the forrmlaticn of the strategy of Permanent
sayelution. In each case, the criginal exponents were Karl Marx & Friedrich
Ingels.

‘n secticn IV of their Manifestc of the Commnist Party,the first Communist
*hectiticians present briefly the basics of the strategy. There are, firstly,
she working of the proletariat for the bourgeois “revoluticn as an entity
.ndependant and critical cof the revoluticnary bourgecisie and purely as a
=eans of building up their cwn strength vis-a-vis that bourgecisie for their
-wn, proletarian, revolution. Secondly, there is the internaticnal aim of
wrld revolution that is to be achieved through the victory of the rewvcluticn,
:n this case, in Germany.

0f ccurse, the Commnist Manifgsto was written in a revolutiopary situation
that prcved to be abortive. On the one hand the German pr.letariat(the most
‘evelcped on the European sub-continent at the time) was still not developed
sncugh to take the lead in the struggle for state power. On the cther hand,
it was long encugh for its bourgecisie tc avoid fighting tol actively for
sole state power and to compromise in its struggle with the landlord class
against which it was supposed to fight. On this basis, and helped by an ec=no
mic beem, reaction was able to establish itself firmly.

However, before its strength had been made clear, Marx & Engels expanded and
developed the strategic thecry cf Permanent Revcluticn in their First Address
of the Central Committee of the Communist Leazue to its Members in Cermany,

written in March, 1850. This document was, of course, a call tc arms in a
struggle that was mot to be imediately- joined. Nonothceless, 86 yoars later
Friedrich BEnpels was to commend it as a guide to action "on the cccasion of
the next Eurcpean upheaval now due."

The First Address( the Second was, by the way, merely a more detailed account
of the internaticnal situation) was not simply written at the end of a period
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of bourgecis revolution. It was written after the revolution had aghieved its
chief aim; the bourgecisie held state power. On the other hand, it was not
able to do anything with it(though, as Bismark was to show, it could still
do more tlan similar bourgecisies in the era of the "Highest stage of Capita-
lism"). Accordingly the tasks asscciated with the bourgecis revclution were
taken up by a petty-boursecis oppcsiticn tc the successful bourgeoisie. This
"Democratic Party" gained some support among the morebackward workers and
sought to gain mere support by the offer of reforms in working class condi-
tions. Thus it hoped to cause the class to desert and avoid the Comrunist
League. This tendency was complemented by a Syndicalist-Econcmist movement
under cne Stephan Born, which concentmated mainly cn econcmic issues and
trade union crganization. While Born's movement was smashed, after 1850, his
activities had and helped weaken the German Workers vis-a-vis the "Demccra-
tic Party". Thus, the tendencies in and of the working-class against which
Marxisn has always been upposed had akready appeared. Thus, too, the First
Address is, in part, the description of the alternative stmatemy to thcse of
the petty-bcurpgecis tendencies.

This stratezy consists firstly in simply maintaining intact an alternative
pclitival and nilitary leadership cf the working-class during the petty-bour-
gecis demceratic stage of the revolution. Secondly it consists in that leader
ship preventing the victors cf that part of the struggle fron consclidating
their power against the workers. To tht extent, the workers'leaders nust
igncre all petty-bourgecis appeals for unity and assert their separate inden-
tity and the extreme acticns and specific, separate demands of their class.
They rmst put thenselves cne jump ahead of the petty-boursecisie demccrats
(no consideration here of the cry that they might isclate themselves from the
workers). And, finally, they might antigipate the aid given their cause by a
French proletarian revolution and act, accordingly, as part of an Eurcpean
struggle.

The work concludes with ‘the actual words of a battle cry for the League,
"The Permanent Revolutioni®

The strategy of Permanent Revolution as seen by Marx & Engels is significant,
more generally, for pwo things: it is, in the literal sense of the word,.a
strategy of two stages(or, indeed, three; before, during and after the petty
bourgecis revolution). But the point is that it refers tc these stages accor-
ding to their cbjective mature, rather than according tc the tasks set themsel
ves by the petty bcurgecis revolutionaries. For the Central Cormittee of the
Ccrmmmist League, the petty bourgecis seizure of gtate power was sinply to be
related to the seizure of state power by the workers. Whether the petty bour-
gecis Derocrats ever, actually, carried cut any of their proposals was nct sc
tuch unlikely as irrelevant. The workers were, basically, not interested in
the petty bourgecis revolatlon ., except inscfar as it weakened the pclitical
and social order to help thenm to power. :

It is particularly important to notice this for une reascn, the developuent
plotted for the Permanent Revoluticn in Germany ‘was wvery like that actually
carried cut by the process in Russia, 67 years later.

But, in the meantine, the revoluticnary pronise that the Corrmnist League had
been in March, 1850 was wiped cut by the cbjective facts befcre the year was
cut. The League split between the Marxists and the Ultra-Leftists who accepted
the Utcpian beliefs of the petty bourgecis revocluticnaries in the revoluticna-




ry possibilities cof the situaticn, In two years both factions had been ligquida-
ted, >

For more than 50 years, there was little development of the strategy of Permanent

Revolution beyond the framework described by Marx & Engels. This was not because
the period was uneventful. On the contrary, it saw the rise and fall of the First
Internaticnal and the rise of the Second. It saw the Paris Ccmmune, or the World?
s first working class government. It saw the building of several industrial sta--
tes of mass working-class parties paying lip-service to Marxist politics. It

saw in other countries smaller parties paying such lip-service. The two last
points deserve more mention.

imile Marxism affected the proletariat of many lands, it was misunderstocd by the
their leaders in many cases. In particular,the strategy c¢f Permanent Revel-
uticn was ccnfused by those who might be expected, on their claims, tc understand
it. In Germany,the Sccial Democratic Party was founded in I875 by a fusion of
the actual Marxists with the group founded by Ferdinand Lassalle. Lasselle had
understood the strategy so little that he was prepared to offer his services

ené those of his followers to the right-wing bourgeois Chancellor of Prussia,
Ozo von Bismarck., While this tendency was attacked by the Marxists, there was

s long period of persecution, followed by one of consolidation and legal

sctivity all within the context of the relatively peaceful expansion of the

sew German imperialism, This lead many Social Democrats to doubt the need for
=voluticn ,let alone Permanent Revolution.

_RELAND AND CONNOLLY.

imong the small, non-industerial, where Marxism appeared on a relatively small
scale, was Ireland. Marx and Engels had given critical support to the Fenians and
had backed the struggle of the Irish for self-determination and independence,
lanc reform and tariffs. However, they did not believe that any Revolution could
wors in Ireland until Britain had been forced, either by constitutional means, or
by embarrassment during an imperialist war, to surrender to its colony some form
of self-government, Permanent Revolution certainly could not be carried out,
sither, until the peasants had been emancipated.

jut, towards the end of Engel's life, the conditions for Socialism in Ireland began
t0 appear more hopeful. The growth of foreign competition in agricultural goods
reduced the value of land and justified the state's subsidiaries of the peasantfs
purviase of his own land. The Irish bourgeoisie interpreted self-government as
Aone Rule" (for the control of government patronage in Ireland). The Revolutioary
Jstionalist Fenian Movement (always an organisation of the skilled workers) began

z> split, some of its members drifting into Socialism. In 1896 James Connolly set
up his Irish Socialist Republican Party and began the struggle against the bourgeois
tencencies in the Irish working-class. In practice, he put his tiny group at the
head of nationalist agitations such as that against the Jubilee of "The Famine Queen'
Victoria, and that commemorating the national bourgeois rising of the United Irish-
men in 1898, The undeveloped nature of the Irish working-class enabled the bourg-
eois politicians to outflank him after 1900 and he emigrated in 1903. However,

the development of the industrial organisation of unskilled labour gave him a basis
“rom which he could develop his strategy and he returned in 1910, His strategy

is important because he was one of the first to realise that not only would the
workers be unwise to allow the capitalists to carry cut the tasks associated with
their evoluticn, but that such tasks could nc longer be carried cut by the capit-
alists, in the period of developing imperialism.




For, while the development of the Working Class Movement had proceeded, soc too
had that of the capitalism, The bourgecisie became increasingly cosmopolitan
and, increasingly contracted. Industrial and finance capital began to merge,
with finance capital taking the dominant role. In this way, the remaining pro-
gressive functions of the industrial capitalists and their parties were eliminated
the petty bourgecisie became less able to carry out progressive tasks by them-
selves, As against this, there was a general growth of the proletariat both in
numbers and in consciousness and, outside Europe the growth of national feeling
against the exploitaticn stinulated by the new, imperialist, trusts. The
bourgecisie could no lcnger play a progressive role in practice. Its principal
tasks had toc be taken over by the workers,

This was particulary true of Russia, where the contradictions cf capitalism in
its imperialist form were more extreme than elsewherc. Industry had been esta-
blished over a small part of the country, but it had developed tc a higher tech-
nical degree than elsewhere, a larger proportion of Russian industries employed
over 1,000 workers than in other countries, At the same time, the bourgecisie
that presided cver this develcpment was weak, unable to stand up by itself either
to the landlords and international cartels on the cne hand ¢r to itg own workers
cn the other. Thus absclutism still dominated and the serfs were liberated only
on terms satisfactory to the landlords. The bourgeois revolution and its tasks
had yet to be achieved. The bourgevisie was unable to carry them out.

Yet the proletariat was stronger and better disciplined than in the more advanced
capitalist states.

In these circumstances, a Russian Social Democratic Labour Party, affiliated tc
the Sccond International was formed in 1898, It soon divided along the lines pre-
viously distinguished: between the Marxists ,no aimed at creating a vanguard
party to seize state powey, and the Economists, or Mensheviks, with their emphasis
on the econcmic struggle of the workers as the means of raising the latteris cons-
ciousness.

These facts must be kept in mind when cansidering the development of thecry on the
subject of Pe‘:rmmranf Revolution., It has suited the interests of Lenin epigones

to portray his writings at the time of the defeated Russian democratic revclution
of 1905 as being directed against Trotsky's perfection of the strategy. The facts
are rather different. In Lenin's Two Tactics of Sccial Democracy in the Demccratic
Revclution, Trogsky is menticned only twice: in foctnotes added after the event.
The brunt of the attack falls on the minority (Menshevik) wing of the RSDCP in
general and, in particular on its prominent ideclcgist A Martynov (Incidentally,
Martyncv became subsequently, and after service in one of the counter-revolutionary
governnents of the Russian Civil War, a loyal follower of J V Stalin). As a result
of their econcnism and their downgrading of the political struggle, Mensheviks

had committed themselves to accepting the claims of the Liberal bourgecisie as tc
its ability to achieve the full democratic prograrme associated with its revoluticn,
As a result, they tock an abstenticnist line towards the state nower that would

be needed to carry cut such reforms,

THE TACTICS OF THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

In reply to this attitude, Lenin wrote his Twc Tactics. This is a pamphlet that

requires the Marxist technique in reading it. It is a positiveifools gold nine

of quotations tu be torn from their context in the use of incorrect ideclogists

Perhaps more than anything else, Lenin wrote, it has tc be read as a whole, its

parts related to each other and to the totality. In particular, "The Resolution

on a Provisional Revolutionary Government" towards the defence of which Lenin |
directs most of the pamphlet cannct be understocd properly without his analysis

cf the situation in which it was passed and his explanaticn of what it rmeans.




The Rescluticn is to the effect that, to achieve the mims of the democratic
revolution, a revoluticnary provisicnal government will have to be established.
Social demwerats might hold office under such a Government, although under the
strict control of their Pdrty. In any case, such participation would be sclely
for the purpose of obtaining all reforms of the democratic revoluticn. This
night seen to be a revision of Marx and Engels' Address, But it is based on
Lenin's class analysis: his recognition of the treachery of the bourgecis
leaders of the revclution arising out of their class position. Accordingly
only the proletariat and the rural petty bourgeoisie (the peasantry) can

carry cut the revolution's programme,

For Lenin, the revolution under the leadership of the objectively democratic
classes cannct go beyond the minimum reforms of the Social Democratic programme.
It cannct be a Sccialist Revolution. However, he does point out that the Dictator-
ship of the Proletariat and the Peasantry is only an intermediate stage and he
does not estimate how long it will last. However, his expectation (surprising
for the author of a work that would be used by adwocates of "Socialisn in a
Single Country") is that the revolution will be helped to its socialist stage
riogt likely by setting off revolutions of the larger proletariats of Europe.

He does not go into these matters very deeply. He does not answer Trotsky's
cbjections to them, mainly because at the time of his writing, Trotsky had not
presented them formally. :

When Trotsky did finally produce his work Results and Prospects as a prisoner of
the counter-revolaticn, it was as the result of two years consideration, His
pamphlet is considerably more finished than the essentially polemical Two Stases
He is able tc reccnsider points that Lenin prepared to reiterate as being of
littleimportance. In these circumstances, he points out the two significant
facts that Lenin had ignored. (Again, neither of them, concerned directly, the
ternaticnal Nature of Socialist Sceci which they both agreed Trotsky's
analysis brings out, firstly, the role of the peasantry in the revolution as
being, necessarily subordinate toc that of the proletariat (due to its fragmented
individualist nature). Secondly, and partly arising from this, he insists on
the counter-revolutionary nature of any attempt to limit the revolution to its
democratic stege or to prevent its development into a Socialist dictatorship.
He points out the very real possihilities of crisis facing a "democratic
dictatorship" which has not moved to limit drastically capitalist property
relations. For example how can ocne of the traditional minimum demands of social
denocracy, the eight hour day be enforced except through naticnalising industries?
A fovernment that tried tu enforce the eight-hour daj'u? as the democratic dictator-
ship must do or lose its proletarian support) without nationalisations would face
econonic blackmail (lockouts, boycotts, etc.) from the employers. These two
findings are backed by considerable historical and pclitical analysis of the nature
and developuent of the bourgecisie both in Russia in particular, and internation-
ally, in general. In particular, in an analysis of the democratic revolutions of
1848, he distinguishes four groups besides the bourgeoisie, that might have taken
the leadership of the democratic struggle: the proletariat and the peasantry, plus
the two secticns of the urban petty bourgeoisie that class proper (the artisan
and the intellectual democrats (mainly the students). Like Lenin he writes off
the role of both these groups last named in the Russian revolution - correctly
as it proved. The significance of these groups will be seen in relation to

Ireland. The great weakness of Results and Prospects is its author's avoidance
of the role of the Bolshevik Party, Eleven vears after the publication of
ul Ls Russia rose again in the February (March) Revolution of

1917. A provisicnal government was established, but so, too, as in 1905

though an a broader scale was an alternative network of Workers! Councils, or
"Soviets". The Mensheviks, believing in the ability of the bourgecisie to carry
out its progressive role preached the subordination of the soviets to the provi-
sicnal govermment.




The Bolsheviks were less certain. Many of those who had stayed in Russia nctably
G B Kamenev, but including J V Stalin, sunported the Menshevik line. They puinted
cut that the tasks of the bourgecis revoluticn (scst notably in the sphere of
agarian refurm) had not been achieved., Accordingly, was not it the duty of
Bclsheviks to enter the Provisicnal Govermment, to push it to the left and tc carry
cut agarian and constituticnal reforms? They considered that the Provisional Gov-
ernment cculd be forced to drup its bouregois ministers and become "the Dictator -
ship <f Prcletariat and Peasantry, i.e. the first stage of the rewvoluticn.

On his trip tc Russia from Switzerland, Lenin dencunced this view in his April
Theses. llere he explains the concrete situation to his party, warning then
against toc rigercus an acdhierence to cutwarn revolutionary formulae, He nointed
cut that a situaticn of dual »ower existed in Russia; that, because of the
failure of the prcletariat to push through the recent February Revelution the
bourgecisie had been able to usurp state power through its Provisicnal Covernnent
However, it had been unable t. prevent the establishment of the Demucratic
Dictatorship of the Proletariat and the Peasantry. What had happened was that
it had limited a pctential Sceialist Revolution to just such an crder. Its
organs now existed in the form of the Scviets. The task of rewvcluticnaries

was tc assert this Dictatorshis against that of the bourgecisie. Only by doing
su, could they carry cut the tasks asscciated traditionally with the revoluticn
cf the biurgeoisie which could not achieve then itself.

To this policy, Lenin won the Bolshevik Party. On the basis of this, Trotsky
joined the Party. 1In Octcber (Hovember) 1617, the Demucratic Dictatorship of
Proletariat and Peasantry cverthrew that of the bourgecisie, upcn which Lenin
anncunced the Bulsheviks? intentiocn of establishing the Sccialist Order., The
"DemcceraticDictatorship® could only exist under "Dual Power'. With the triumsh
of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat albeit backed by the Peasantry, Russia
was, in fact, a S-cialist State; it lcooked to the developing international
revolution to establish a Socialist Sceiety.

THE STRUGGLE IH IRELAND

In the neantine, in Ireland, the revclution was being lost. As in Russia, the
curgecisie cculd nut carry cut the tasks of its rewcluticn: the industrial
bourgecisie had acclimatized itself to the gtatus gue of the British market
and was nct interested in naticnal independence for Ireland. The very mmercus
gombeen (cr Musuricus") bourgecisie had little intersst in nmch beyond "Hene
Rule® or the transfer of ccntrcl of the Irish State bureaucracy to its cwn
class. The larger and mediun peasantry had been quietened by its "surchase' ot
its own land. In practice, the leadershin of the mational demccratic revcluticn
nassed to the working class alcng with the artisans and, particularly, the
"intellectual Denucrats™. In the background was the smaller peasantry, but in
1516, it was not directly represented.

Of these classes, only the wurkers could provide cunsistent leadershin of the
national struggle, such as would mean its continuance intsy the establishnent
of a Workers' Republic and Internaticnal Socialism. The leader of the Citizen
Armiy, the specifically working class furce in the Rising in 1516, Jaues
Connolly, certainly had such a persnective,




!

Ctably
puinted
tf

to carry
al Gov-
tator -

|

pil
_Lnt ed

nrient

But like Trotskyuntil 1917, and like Rosa Luxenburg until even later, he did not
know how to crganise to achieve this, He did vaguely see the Citizen Army as a
future centre of prcletarian struggle even against his conrades in the naticnal
fizht. Even soc he did not enccurage its esxpansicn vis-a-vis the petty bourgecis
Irish Volunteers., Indeed therc is evidence that he may even have discouraged it.
He was in crganisation theory, a Syndicalist, a developed type of Econcmist. For
hin, the industrial union, the ITGWU could build up workers' nower within the shell
of the bourgecis state, perhaps even regardless of the pclitical situation. This
ortinisn was shared by all the advanced elements of the Irish working class., It
was the product of that class lack of development: of its lack of an industrial
base ccmparable to that of Russia: of the late development of its industrial
crganisation, :

An¢ su, cnce Comnclly was rurdered, there were nc cadres able to taks his place.
Scientific sccialisn went intc suspended animaticn, The Syndicalisn of the
remaining leaders of Irish Labour was far more proncunced than that of Connclly.
They carried it into the full range of political strategy. Again, they adopted

» "lwo Stage" strategy swaarised in the formula: YFirst the Republic, then

the Werkers? Republic'. They gave formal, if often useful support to the struggle
lor the former. Their main energies were given to building the industrial organ-
iseticn that, they thoucht, could alone secure the latter.

Withcut working-class leadership, and with the enthusiastic suppert of such as
Arthur Griffith, the petty bourgeois Republican leaders ac~epted the influence
of Unicnist and "Hume Rule" businessmen. Such people got their reward when
@e struggle against Britain was stopped, rather than escalated (which would

. tave peant far reaching Socialist policies) in 1521, They accepted readily and

cnscicusly, a compromise agreenwent.,

fae rank and file Republicans werc mainly working class (cr small peasant), they
recognised that the new''Sacrstat Eireann® was not (even in name) the Republic
‘or wiich they had fought. The ccuntry was partiticned: the hegemony of the
{ingz of England was recognised. They tried to hold up the betrayal. The result
vaé Civil War. In it, because of leaders who mostly shared the petty bourgeois
cvelook of their Treatyite cpponents, the Republicans were smashed,

sut this was merely the political shadow of the current economic struggle that was
proceeding between Irish employers and their workers. While the leaders of the
‘ormer were united behind the Sacrstat, the leaders of the latter were divided.
any had already taken a more active Republican line than their leaders and had,
sceordingly, entered conscicusly petty bomrgeois (or like Joseph McGrath) pure
bourgecis, Sacrstat politics. Those who remained divided as mworking class bedies
cn the Treaty. The majority declared that it was neutral cn the issue , but in
fact, it accepted that it had sclved the national problem. It soon revealed itself
as openly reformist and concentrated increasingly on the results of Sacrstat
electicns. This was the Irish Labour Party. The other, mincrity group, the
Commnist Party of Ireland, continued to apply what amounted to a tailist line
towards the petty bourgeois Anti-Treatyites. Neither group tried tc escalate

the national struggle into a social struggle. Accordingly, the Irish working-
class was disarmed and then suffered the greatest defeat in its histcry.

SOCIALISHM IN ONE COUNTRY v, THE PERMANENT REVOLUT ION

In turn, this was just cne, national event in the overall defeat of the world
working class in the early 1920's - outside Russia. Even in Russia, the
isclaticn of the world's first workers? state resulting from its comrades?
defeat elsewhere enccuraged a regime of scarcity. This meant that the governing
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burcaucrats of the state were able to gain a definite advantage over the wourkers
and peasants themselves. They thus had a vested intersst in keeping Russia
isoplated. They found their spckesman in the new General Secretary of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Unicn: J V Stalin..

o

Stalin's attack on the fully developed theory of Permanent Revolution was initially
published in his Foundations of Leninism during the Spring of 1926, It was put
forward as part of a political faction fight with Trotsky, as his rival for the
succession to Lenin. To discredit Trotsky, he had to destroy his (and, of course
eventually Lenin's) strategy. Accordingly, Stalin began to praise'Leninism'-

but a selective ¥Leninism": literally the "Leninism"of before 1917 as if not
Results and Prospects, but Aoril Theses had never been written. The immediate
theoretical result of this was merely greater confusion., The quagtions of the
relationship of proletariat and peasantry and of the bourgecis rewclution that
Lenin and Trotsky had answered, were raised, again, as if no such answer had
been given.

But the full development of Stalinist igeology came several months later, in

the Autumn of 1624, In the Foundaticns, Stalin had recognised the international
nature of the struggle for Socialism. Now, he turned the emphasis in a directicn
to help the interests of his friends, the bureaucrats, far more, He began to
announce the possibility of building a Socialist scciety in cne country. This
was not new in itself. The Sucial Democratic Parties that, in 1914 accepted

the leadership of their natiomal bourgecisies in the First Werld War were,
expressing their beliefs in this, in a very practical way. Stalin did not write
much to expand this idea, perhaps because it could not bear develcpment. However,
in one important matter Stalinism departed from the Social-Chauvinisms cf the
Mendersons and the Eberts. Unlike their Chauvinisms,it represented the interests
of a Labour bourgecisie in an established Workers'! State. This did not make it
altogether superior tc its predecessors. In one matter Stalinism cutdid them.
Stalin killed more Commnists than either Menderscn (one of Connollyf®s killers)
or Ebert, the murderer of -Karl Liebnecht and Rosa Luxenburg.

But what was involved in the adherence of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
towards "Socialism in One Country™? In the first place, it meant that, as
Socialism could thus be achieved, the forces of the Communist Parties of the
World, the Communist International had tc give this joh pricrity. The Communist
Parties were discouraged from seeking state power for fear of rocking their
naticnal boats and camsing their maticnal povernments to attack the USSR.

This was not done deliberately. Dependence on the unvarnished line of the Two
Tactics provided theoretical justification for the strategies that the naticnal
Communist Parties followed. Thus the idea "Demccratic Dictatorship of the Pro-
letariat and the Peasantry™ justified the subservience of the Cormunist Party

of China to Chiang Kai Shek's Kuomintang until Chiang was ready to turn cn it
and to exterminate it, Even more significant was the use of the confusicn as to
the bourgeois revolution. Lenin made clear in April Theses that, once the
bourgecisie had taken power, its actual revclution was at an end., The pro-
letariat now had to begin to overthrow the new regime., The new, Stalinite

line that developed was one cf support for the bourgecisie until "its™ revolution
was completed. To attempt to achieve power for the proletariat was cut of the
questicn. That class (a wry, and unacknowledged, gesture to Trotsky, here) would
try to act irresponsibly, to force the revclution into its Sccialist atage, thus
alienating the peasantry.




This view was the justificaticn for the refusals tc advance cn the part of the
Cormmnist Parties of Spain (in 1636), Creece (1944) and Vietnam (in 1945), all
of whom paid in blood for their mistakes.

Incicdentally, the "Twc Stage" thecry did not exhaust Stalin's inventiveness.

I: is worth noticing (especially when we consider the fuss made about the nctcricus
wyorthern Irish Bill of Rights") that for under-developed countries, notably China,
he developed a Three Stage Theory. This was not just "First the Republic; then
the Werkers' Republic, but "First the Demccratic Republic; then the non-cclonial
Republic; and only then, the Workers®! Republic™.

Azainst Trotskyisn, the Stalinites levelled the charges:

1) That it ignored the clear difference between bourgecis and sccialist
revolutions.

(2) That it excluded the peasantry fron its calculations, accordingly.

(3) That it underestimated the power cf the Western European proletariat
nct at this time tu take pcwer (Stalin was less than interested in it
Jding that) but tc pressurise its bourgecisie not tu attack Russia.

(4) ‘That it denied the ability of the Russian proletariat to achieve
wScgialism in One Country®™. '

Trotskr replied to these charges in 1628 in the swwary cf his thecry Fermanent
Rev.luti-n. He pdinted cut, at first, three main points: that the democratic
Tasks of the beurgecis revolmtions in the underdeveloped countries led directly

¢ the dictatorshin of the proletariat: that permanent revolution meant that for
che irmperialist age, a constantly fluctuating social and political situaticn,

end that to achieve the Sccialist society, the naticmal reveluticn had to be cun
cinued on tc the internmaticnal sphere. At the end of his panphlet, he expanded
these noints into 14 statements. Shorn of the polemic, these stressed again, the
r-ints menticned, as to the "Permanent Uninterrupted” character of the Revcluticn.
They stressed alsc. to the sbordinate but in cclonial countries, necessary rcle

»f the neasantry tc the proletariat in the struggle to achieve the naticnal and
agrarian reforms. They stated the necessity for a Corrmnist Party to lead the
proletariat to power and pointed cut that the laws of the combined and uneven
development meant that there was nu class or country that cculd be written off
or its cbjective ccnditicns as ripe for the proletariat to take state power.,

This last thesis of Trotsky has been abundantly justified in the history cf the
Sceialist Revoluticn, Since he published his statement, Chipa, Vietnam, Kcrea
Yugoslavia, Albania, Cuba: ncne of these would be considered ripe for proletarian
reveluticn by Stalin's Comintern of the 1920fs. :

But what of the cther pcints. There is certainly nc reascn tc believe that a
Soecialist Sceciety can be achieved inm one country, as long as the prcletariat
has achieved state nower. Stalin declared that it had been done in 1936 and he
srorptly massacred his old comrades in case they might disagree. Even su, his
achievement is very little compared tc Cuba's communal (and free) services.

On the pcint of the Cumwnist Party, Cuba stands as evidence that this is nct
always necessary. Ncnetheless, it is ver) tmch the excepticn that prcves the
rule.




F"

—

——

The real query ccrmes on the criginal point. How far (if at all) is the Demccrati
Dictatorship of the Proletariat and Peasantry a possible (let alone a necessary
stage in the Proletarian Revoluticn? It has often been assumed by the Masists
that the role of Mac Tse Tung during the War of Liberaticn against Japan arcunte!
to a similar rcle to that of the Soviets during the pericd of Dual Power in 1917,
Hence, it is argued that Lenin's concent of "the Democratic Dictatcrship™ is a
ormal and necessary stage as part cf a "Dual Power™ situatiocn preparatory to

full Prcletarian Dictatorship,

This is, of ciurse, an improvenent cof normal Stalinite thecry - just as Nacisn
has been able tc ignore much of the worst crudities of Stalinism. Nonetheless,
there are cbjections to it, For example, it does not altogether account for the
ccurse cf the revclutions in Yugeslavia, or in Cuba, It might be argued, too,
that the Maoite view is excessively schematic: that there is nc guarantee the
"Dual Power™ situwaticn, as both Mac and Lenin found, dees not provide a sure
passage towards towards the Proletarian Dictatorship (though this is a weak
arpwaent, a sophisticated Macite would point cut, correctly that there is no sure
way to Workers! Pcwer). Finally, there is the sonewhat nit-picking ncint that
in China during its War of Liberatiun there was not "Dual™ but “"Treble Power,
there being three govermments claiming cuntrcl of China: that ¢f Mac, that of
Chiang and that cf the Quisling, Wang. This is nct really sc academic, for of,
course, Mac was (formally) in Coalition with Chiang and the "Dual Power® that
existed was, strictly, as between the Chiang regime, of one area of which Mac
wes in contrcl and the Japanese and their suppcert. And the Chiang-Mac relaticn-
ship was nc rore the "Demceratic Dictaturship" than the previcus Kucnintang-
Sormunist combination cf the 1520%s, Above all, even in the Corrmnist held areas
the Demccratic forms of the 3-Party Govermments concealed the reality: that actua
power was in the hands of Mao's Pecple's Liberaticn Army.

But the must telling charge yet to be made by history as well as by Macites and
Fcquistas - against Trotsky's Strategy of Permanent Revelution, Does not the
victory of the essentially peasant - based struggles of China and of Cuba prove
that, in his insistence on the subordinate role cf the peasantry, Trctsky was,
after all underestimating the peasants? Therc is scmethinz in this, but it is
not very much. Certainly, Trotsky did not imagine that the -roletariat could conm
tc power from such a rural basis as Mac and Castrc used. Nunetheless as has been
shcwn he carefully ruled cut excessive emphais on the cbjective situaticn in a =
country. And while there was, bc dount, an elenent of substituticnism on the
process, there can be no doubt that, in composition and ideclogy the CPC and in
comcsition alcne, the Castrc Foco were working class bodies, representing the
leadership of the Proletariat over the peasantry. It should however be recognise
that the peasants cf China and of Cuba (as of elsewhere in the "Thirc World"W) wen
at a lower stage of liberaticn than thcse of Russia. Though nct proletarians,
their pctential was closer to that of proletarians than was their cpposite numbers
in Russia or, certainly the develuped capitalist countries.

PERMANENT REVOLUTION IN IRELAND

(And this brings the paper to Ireland and to the perspectives for Permanent Revol-
ution here.)

Certainly it can be agreed that what will achieve the Workers' State will only

be described by Diplomatishts as the Distatorship of the Proletariat and the
Peasantry. In Northern Ireland, it is only Gardiner Place and Pearse Streat that
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hopes to limit the struggle to democratic aims. Except in certain areas,
the rural population has been liberated far enough to be no longer an inher-
ently revolutionary force. Certainly their support will be needed and may
even be of crucial importance in the coming struggle for working class power.
But it is true that the role of the small farmers, even in the national
struggle, will be (and is) relatively small. But this is not new. The main
force of the said struggle has 1arely been the peasantry, but rather, the
undeveloped Irish i lass. At crucial times (as in the years after
1917) small farmers have been won to the Repulbican movement by its espousal
of specific agrarian reforms, nonetheless until the defeat of the workers in
1923 - 1924 the movement itself survived in urban rather than rural areas.

The fact is that the bourgeois style agrarian reforms that destroyed feudalism
in Ireland are one aspect of the unusual Irish situation that is not tc be
changed. Ireland is a neo-colonial country which has developed many features
of the west European (or, rather, North Aklantic) democracies. The feudal
question no longer exists. Emigration has prevented the appearance of the
sort of shanty towns that exist on the suburbs of the cities of the Third
World. Emigration and the decipline of the Catholic Church in a rural and
industrially only semi-developed state have enabled the bourgeoisie to
maintain a parliamentary democracy., As the world capitalist crisis deepens,
the last two facts will be weakened. Emigration is already stopping and,
despite the efforts of the Irish bourgeocisie, a reviied national maement

of some potency is threatening (however slightly, as yet) the stability of

the 26 County State. Of course, the farmers (especially the smaller ones)

are going to be hurt, too but on the one hand their crisis will be overcome,
subjectively as well as objectively, only by Socialist means, and on the other
hand their bourgeois status, however miserable, makes it difficult for them

to accept such means for liberation. And, as a further complication, there

is another potentially revolutionary element in the petty bourgeoisie: as

the crisis develops, more of Trotsky's strategy of intellectual democrats

will find themselves either unemployed or under-employed,

Much talk and writing has been Spent arguing as to whether the situation

from which the revolution will spring (and is, indeed, preparing to spring)
will correspond to the classic formula that Trotsky finalised in 1928, 1In
arguing on the subject, comrades are concentrating on the forms, the dogma,
of revolution in an unMarxist fashion. Certainly, the small farmer class
will not be the centre of national insurrection, Certainly, its liberation
can, now, only come in a Socialist form- the capitalist formula being now
exhausted. Neither of these facts mean that the Socialist struggle will not
develep from the present bourgeois, national, struggle nor that the proletariat
will be able to seize power by itself without aid from the subordinate
classes (it is, in reading Permanent Revolution, worth remembering that
Trotsky was answering the specific charge that he had neglected the peasantry
in under-developed lands) The forms change; the reality goes on,

What can be said is that the present mational revolution can only be achieved
if it is forced over into the Socialist Revoluticn: that if it is not so .
forced the situation at its end will be worse than at its beginning. There
can be no successful perspective based on limiting demands immediately to

a "Northern Irish Bill of Rights" which can only stultify consciousness when
it should be developed and thus limit even the response to its inevitable



sell-out. It can be said, too, that the small farmers aid will be
needed to bring the revoluticn to success, IT can alsc be recognised
that elements of the intelligentsia, who feel threatened by the growing
retreat of the Covernment intc superstition and anachronistic dictator-
ship and its reply to the national struggle will have their part tc play.
But such interests can only be led by the proletariat, itself led ty a
Vanguard Party., The total result will nct be exactly what Leon Trotsky
wrote in the Epilogue to EgMLy&ign; it will include the realities
of the strategy concerted: the bourgecis/petty bourgecis strubgle growing
over into the Sccialist one, the use of the powers of intermediate classes
between capitalists and workers (he stipulated usually but nct always the
peasantry alone) to help in the struggle and finally the struggles?
further growing over into the international sphere. In Ireland, as else-
wher:;]gthe revolution will be permanent, or uninterrupted, or it will be
noth .

TROTSIY ON IRELAND. (contd.)

bourgeocisie capable of canitalising on it, has veered steadily to the left
under opressure from the syndicalist traditions.

1f we are able to annreciate the relationship between syndicalism and
nationalism in Irish worl-ing class consciousness, then we can easily aee how
peaningless it is to snzal about climinating either ome or both clements of
that consciousness. Of course they must be nezated. But negation must be under--
stood in the Marxist sense and not in the formal motanhysical sense of Lane and
his B.I.C.0. c-lleagues. We ' must not only negate but alsc sublate the negation”
says Engels. Syndicalism and nationalism must be negated not simply by dismissimg
theny fmm cur minds but by giving them a higher unity in the theory and practice

of Mar:xisn.
It is n-t accidental that the axisupon whick the B.I.C.0. revolves consists
of, at one end, thz comprador Twe Hations Theory ond at the other end, Anti-

, Trotslyism., For five years the B.I.C.0. has stuffed its journ@dls with " critiques "
' and " analysis " on both these subjects. Tc justify their reformism on the
nati.nal question they have been forced to slander and distort Trotslyism
which alcne gives & coherent revolutionary persnective in the struggle for
national liberation. Ve offer this simnle truth to those who genuinely
believe that Trotslyism is synonymous with cosmonolitanism and ultra-keftism.
We alsc tale the opnertunity to thank the B.I1.C.0. for mublishing Trotsky's
| 1516 article accompanied with a perfect example of Stalinist " objective "
' and " séientific " analysis 1
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Marxism and the

National Question

In the following article we niece tugether from varicus scurces the Marxist
=gsiticn on the Mational questicn).

Scientific Socialism - Marxism - is internatiocnal in scope, both in its
gins and in the cbjective circunstances for achieving them, This does not
-sean that a revcluticn can only be successful if it is carried cut at cne
acment on an international scale. Lecn Trotsky has been, most cften,
reported inaccurately as arguing this. However, he made his positicn

to the contrary quite d ear:- |

e had a socialist revolution in the Scviet Union. I participated in it.
The Socialist revolution signifies the Seizure of power by a revoluticnary
class, by the prcletariat. Of course, it cannct be accomplished simultan-
cously in every country, Scme historic time is given for every country by
its conditicns. A socialist revcluticn is not only possible but inevitable
in every country, What I affirm is that it is impossible to construct a
socialist society in the enviromment of a capitalist world."

10on the Eve of World War 117 - Interview 23.7.%39, from Writines of Lecn
Trotsky (1938 - 1638), New York, 1965 Merit Publishers,

Subsequently Trotsky reinforced this statement:-

wHelp comes to him who helps himself, Workers must develop the revolutionary
struggle in every country, colonial or imperialist, where favourable conditions
have been established and through this set an example for the workers of other
countrigs. Only initiative and activity, rescluteness and boldness can

give reality to the call "Workers cof the world, unitei"

Manifestc on the Imperialist War and the Preletarian Revglution - 1946.

What »roletarian internationalism does mean is that sccialist revoluticnaries
in each country strive against develuping naticnalist tendencies in their
working classes intc policies complete in themselves, or into spheres where
Lenin, the great authority cn this, wrote in "Critical Remarks on the National
Questicn'.

"Marxism cannot be reconciled with naticnalism, be it even of the 'most
just? purest, most inspired and civilised brand. In place of all forms

of nationalisn Marxism advances internaticnalism, the amalgamation of all
nations in the higher unity, a unity that is growing before our eyes with
every mile of railway line that is built, with every internaticnal trust,
and every workers' association that is formed (an asscciation that is
internaticnal in its economic activities as well as in its ideas and aims).

"The pr‘igciple_of nai_:inna.lit]r is historically inevitable in bourgecis society
and, taking this society intc due account, the Marxist fully reccgnises
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the historic legitimacy of national movements. But to prevent this
recogniticn from becoming an apclogia cf naticnalism, it must be
strictly limited to what is progressive in such movements, in crder

that this recognition may nct lead to bourgecis ideelugy cbscuring
prcletarian consciousness.

"The awakening cof the masses friuifeudal lethargy, and their struggle
against all natiocnal oppressicn, for the sovereignity of the pecple,

of the naticn are progressive. Hence, it is the Marxist's Bounden

duty tc stand for the most resolute and consistent demccratisnm con all
aspects of themational question. This task is larpgely a negative cne
But this is the limit the proletariat can go tc in supporting naticnal-
isn, for beyond that begins the ¥positive' activity of the bourgecisie
striving tc fortify naticnalism.

"Tc throw off the feudal ycke, all naticnal oppressicn, and all priv-
ileges enjoyed by any particular naticn cr language, is the imperative
duty of the prcletariat as a demccratic force, and is certainly in the
interests of the proletarian class struggle, which is obscured and re-
tarded by bickering on the naticnal questicn. Dut tu go beyund these
strictly limited and definite historical linits in helping bocurgecis
naticnaliss, means betraying the nroletariat and siding with the bour-
gecisie. There is a border-line here, which is often very slight..."

MQuesticns of Mational Policy and Preletarian Internaticnalism® PP 27-28
Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1567,

Later, in his article, “The Right of Naticns to Self-Determination” he
deals with this matter again:-

"The prcletariat....while reccgnising equality and equal rights to a
naticnal state....values above all and places foremost the alliance of
the proletarians of all nations, and assesses any naticnal demand, any
national separation, from the angle of the workers'! class struggle....

And:- %The Internmaticnal's resclution reproduces the most essential
and fundamental propositions in this point of view; on the one hand,
the absolutely direct, unequivccal recognition of the full right of all
nations tc self-determination, on the cther hand, the equally unambig-
ucus appeal to the workers for international unity in their class
struggle

And for James Connolly:-

"Under Socialism, states, territories or provinces will exist only as
geographical expressicns, and have no existence as scurces of govern-
nental power, though they may be seats of administrative bodies.'
"Socialism Made Easy™, p.40, Plough Bock Service, 1971.

What does this mean in practice ? Cennolly never defined his concept of

a nation,(In practice, he seems tc have confused "natior'with "race"),
Lenin accepted, indeed he may even have inspired, J.V. Stalin's defin-
ition:= " A historically evolved, stable commwmnity of language, territory,
econcic life, and psychological make-up manifested in a commmnity of




culture....like every ~ther historical nhencnmencn (it) is subject tc the
law of change, has its histcry, its beginning and end.®

Tais cannoct develop before the rise of capitalism. As Lenin remarked:-
"Trroughout the world, the neriod of final victury for capitalisnm over
feudalisn has been linked up with naticnal movements. For the complete
victory of commwodity producticn, the bourgecisie mmst capture the home
mnhe.., and there rmst be pclitically united territc ries whose populat-
icn speal: a single language, with all cbstacles tc the develcnnent of
that _anguage and tc its consclidation in literature eliminated. Therein
is the eccnonic foundation cf maticnal mpvements., Language is the rost
irportant means of human intercourse, Unity and unirmeded dewvelopment
¢i language are the mcst inportant conditicns for genuinely free and ex-
fensive comerce on a scale ccrmensurate with modern capitalisnm, for a
iree and broad grouping of the population in all its varicus classes

yxd, lastly, for the establishment of a cluse cocnnecticn between the
rirket and each and every proprietor, big or little, and between the
uyer.

Therefure, the tendency of every naticnal ncvenent is towards the foroe
;rion of national states, under which these requirenents of modern cap-
italisi are best satisfied. The mxst profound econcriic factors drive
wwards this gcal, and therefore, for the whole of Western Burope, nay,
~r the entire civilised world, the naticnal state is typical and normal
wr the capitalist period. “{Len:m, op.cit. PP 46 - 47.)

ut econvric differences - the law of combined and uneven developnent -
reen that all nations do not appear at the same rwnent in tine. To quote
5¢alin apain:~-

nfe British, French, Germans, Italians and cthers formed themselwes intc
nsticns at the time of the victoricus advance of canitalisnm and its
-riutph cver feudal disunity.

ntat the formation of nations in these instances at the same time sign-
ified their conversicn intc independent naticnal states. The British,
French and cther naticns are, at the same time, British, French, etc.,
gtates. Ireland, which did not participate in this nrocess does not
alter the general nicture.

miatters proceeded scmewhat differently in Eastern Eurcne. While in the
vest the naticns developed intc states, in the East nulti-naticonal states
were formed, each conmsisting of several naticnalities. Such are Austria,
Hungary and Russia. In Austria, the Germans proved to be politically the
rost developed, and they took it upon thenselves tu amalgamate the Austr-
ian naticnalities into a state. In Hungary, the best adapted for state
crganisation were the Magyars - the kernal of the Hungarian Nationalitics-
and it was they who united Hungary. In Russia, the rcle cof welder of
nationalities was assuned by the Great Russians, whou were headed by an
aristocratic military bureaucracy, which had been historically furmed and
was powerful and well-organised. Such was the case in the East, and this
peculiar mnethcd of formaticn of states cuuld take place only whcre feud-
alisn had not yet been elininated, where capltallsn was feebly dewveloned,




where the naticnalities whichk had been foreed into the backgreund had not
yet been able to ccnsclidate thenselves economically inte integrated
naticns.

iput canitalism als. began tc davelon in the EZastern states. Trade and
~pans of cormmicatizn were develoning. Large towns were sorinzing up.
Tha saticns were beccning eccasmically consclidated, Ca-italisn, erupt-
ine intc the tranquil life of the ~usted nati.malitiss, was arcusing
then and stirring them into acticn. The developuent ¥ the press and ths
theatre, the activity .f the Reichstat (Austria) and -f the Dum (fussia)
were hel-ing o strengiten 'natic nal sentieats?, The intellipgentsia
that had arisen was being imbued with Tthe nati nal idea' and was acting
ia the saw directiun,

nput the .usted naticns, arcused tu independent 1lifs, cculd nt longer
shane themselyes int. indesendent naticnal states, they encountered the
sowerful resistance of the ruling strata of the deminant natizns, which
had long azc assuied the cuntrol of the state. They were too latel

WIn this way the Czechs, Poles, cte,, fvred thenselves inte naticns in
Austria; The Croats, etc., in Hwnmzary, the Letts, the Lithuanians,
Ulkrainians, Ge:rgians, knericans, ete., in Dussia. ihat had been an
excention in Western furwie (Ireland) becae the rule in the Zast,

#In the West, Ireland respnded to its excesticnal -ositica by a naticnel

mevenient. In the Zast, the awalened natiuns were bound to reshend in the
] Pt Wi

sone iassicn.

Similarly, in Asia, natiinal denands were rinde after the appearance tf
the West Burcoean natitn-state,

iTha rev.luticns in Jussia, Persia, Turkey and China, the Ballan wars -
such is the chain of werld events I _ur seri.d in var 'rient'. 4nd wunly
a blind moa cculd fail to see in this chain »f eveats the awakerins of

a wh le series f bourze.is-derxcratic naticnal movements wihich strive

t- create naticnally indenendent and nati-nally unif-ro states™ - Ledin
cp.cit 7.56.

The stirmlus for the Asiatic naticnal mevenents and f-r the subsequent
struzzles that they bad €o fight was 2ot the srowth of capitaliss within
2 cmlti-naticn state, but, «f ciurse, the devel:-pment £ the caitalism
. § egtablished natiunal cajitalist states int. imserialism, As Lepin
wrote in his analysis of this Shencnena:i-

whe characteristic feature of the Jeriod wnder revicw is the final
sartitiin of the globe - final, not in the sense that a resartition is
irryssible, on the contrary, renartitions arc possible and inevitable
_ but in the sense that the colomial nolicy of the c -italist countries
has crrmleted the seizure «f the wccewsied territirics cn cur nlaneth.
Irmerialisn -agt Stace of Canitalisn 2.60, Forsign languages

. LA "
the Hizlte

“ress, -ccking, 1566.
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The reaszns for this are simple:-
Wil urincisal feature +f the latest stage T capitalisn is the gurinatisn
,f romeaelist combines of the big capitalists. These inopolies are mrst
firrily established when all the s.urces .f raw materials arc captured by
ne oroun, and we have seen with what zeal the internatisnal cajpitalist
¢ nbines exert every coffort tu make it iooossible for their rivals o
c.oopote with then by buying up, for exarle, iron cre fields, c<il iields,
etc., Cclemial nessessicn alone gives tz renc oclies cuimlete guarantee
arainst all c.ntingencies in the strugple with cormetitors, including
the contingency that the latter will defend themselves by iwans of a law
=s.,ab113:_1.:1r a state rriv.oly, The zire cajsitalisn is  dewveloped, ‘the more
trearly the sasrtage - f raw naterials is felt, the mure intease the cuoe
.Jtltln:_.f.l and the hunt for s.urces . f raw raterials throughont the whole
w.rld, thie ncre desnerate is the struggle for the acquisition <f colonias®

- cash

Pipance canital is interested not cnly in the already discovered s urces
_f ray materials but alsc in no ..n.tlul s.urces, becausa -;res;nt-&ajr
technical devel rent is extrsuely rasid, the land which is useless today
ey be made fortile t.murrow if new rethods arz asplied (t. devise these
naw metizds a big bank can equis a shecial exmedition .f engineers, agric-
wltural éxoerts ctc. and if 1ar'-'= arvunts oF canital are invested. This
ales awalies tu prosnecting for m.::mra.ls, t. new rethods of werking un
and utilizinz raw materials, etc., etc.  lence the inevitable striving .©
finance canital ©. cnlarge its ecuncmic territ.ry and oven its torrit. Ty
in seneral. In the saie way tiat the trusts can italive their proserty
et two cr tiree times its valu,, takins int. acc.unt its "o.tentialt
jand nct 3r|.,s*=:1t} nrofits and tie further esults of mon. o0 1;, gc finance
canital strives in zeneral t. scize the larpest jussible ancunt of land
f all kinds in all wlaces, and by every nans, talking int. acc unt
mtlﬂ.l scurces f raw materials and fearing to be left-behind in
t:a ierce s..ru"”l for the last scrajs +f wadivided territury, -r fir
the recurnitisn of thuse that have al ready been din iod,

he iaterests -ursued in exporting caszital alss give immetus to the
c.nquest ~f cclonies, fur in the cclinial market it is easier to
erploy moncuclist nethiods (and simetines they are the only methuds
that can be empluyed) t. climinate coipetiticn, € ._1:'11"" sure ol coatracis
t- secure the necessary connecti-ons, atc.l! - Ibid 2.7, £5-100
1:13 nricess was described, als , by lewn Trotsky 3..1 his article "Tho
ilati.n and the Ze:nirg. (This was dencunced by Lenin fir its T.ra but
its content is relevant.) -
Wirance aad Cernany in the nast serisd aspr-ached a tyne of natiin stata.
By n. reans ¢id this srevent their > licy of culunialisn, n.r the ir ores-
ent ~lans to exjand their esnective frontiers to the Rhine and the Soiye.
An indesendent lungary, Bchenia or 2.land will, in exactly the same way,
seel: an ~utlet t. the sea by means of tle vic lat:.-.- - £ the rishts T
_ther mtions, as Iraly is seeking to du at the c;-;.,rur- +f the Serbs
and as the Serbs themselves arc secking at the cxmensc »f the Albanians.
National derweracy is awalieacd by capitalisn 1r11m1 strives to weld as Lany
elesant 8 of natisns as »ossible intc cne eccnunic unit. But it is this
very canitalisn which strives everywhers it sets down rocts o axmand




ne 1linits of the internal market as widely as nossible, to create as Saay
fay-urable .utlets as nossible t. the world market, to in.se its d.nimaticn
_ver regicns with an agrarian type o f ecuniiy. The nati_nal princinle

is f.r nati nal canitalisn neither an abs lute idea n.r the final crowing

f the edifice. It is -nly the soringbiard fir a new leay - in the dir-
ccti n «f werld d.pinaticn, At the present stage -f develijient, the

nati nal idea appears as a banner of struggle asainst feudalisn, sarticular-
ist barbarisn r freign nilitary asgression. In the long tern, by creating
a gself-sufTicient nsychil gy - f natiimal e iso, it beciles itself a tul

f canitalist enslaverent -f wealer nati.ns: an indissensable tucl of
irperialist barbariso, - lashe Slowv. 3.7.115,

Jith these facts in wind:

tiThere 1§ overy sizn that inmerialisn will leave its successcr,
S-cialisr, a heritage of less derxcratic frontiers, a mriber of annes-
aticns in Zur.oe and in cther parts of the world. Is it t. be sunpused
that vict ricus s cialisn, restoring and iimlementing full denwcracy

all al:ng the line, will refrain fr.n deipcratically detsarcating state
fr ntiers and irmcre the syrmathies of the Hcpuldtion? - Lenin, Questi-ons
- Ulati nal D licy and Proletarian Internaticnalisnm 2.7, 126 - 12€

In fact, the Sccialist must chiouse between mations. In the vorld Wars .f
the Twentioth century, the leading -articipants (apart, by its Soeialisa,
fro-1 the U.5.5.0. in the Second W.rld tar) were all struggling equally as
-soressors (as Trotsky scinted cut, abuve). Dut, at the sane tine, there
were maticns such as the Irish, the Arabs and the Chinese (and, indeed,
many of the oporesscr naticns that had the misfirtune to be uceupied such
as France) wh.se struzgles were .n a different level: they were uonressed
nati.ns struspling arainst imerialisn (in the first cases) and to
cormlete the tasks of their b.urce is revclutions. Such strupzles had

tc be suppurted.

aLimitation T freeden of ruvenent, disfranchiseient, suppression of
lan-uage, restricticn of schocls anc cther forms .f repression affect the
werkers ne less, if nct more, than the bourrecisie. Such a state of affairs
can cnly serve t. retard the free develuntent of the intellectual forces

¢f the nr.letariat of subject maticas. There can be m ossibility of 2
full develcament of the intellectual faculties _f the Tartar cr Jewisl:
workar if he is n-t allowed ¢ use his native lanjuage at meetings aad
lectures, aad if his scho.ls are cl.osed cuwa. '

uput the -olicy of naticnal repressi-n is danger.us to the cause .f the
srcletariat als. cn ancther accouat. It diverts the atteatizn of large
strata of the sooulaticn from sceial questicns, questicns o T the class
struzgle, to national questicns, questicns feuan? o the oriletariat
and the bourzecisie. And this creates a fawcuratle soil for lying
orosazanda regarding tharmwny of interests', f.r glussing ~ver the class
interests of the orletariat and for the intellectual enalaveient of

the w.rkers of all natisnalitics. If a cuasiderable wroportion of the

> 1ish workers are still in intellectual bendage to the bourgecis nati.n-
alists, if they still stand al:.f froo the international labour moveneat,
it is chiefly because the age-lenp anti-Polish Holicy of thellowers that




oet .creates the suik fur, and hinders the amanciuaticn of the workers
froo this bondape,

gut the xliey of repressicn dies nut stuy hete, It n.t infrequently
sasses fron a 'gysten' f cooression t. a fsysten' of incitine natiuns
asainst each other, t. a "Oystent' .f —assacres and pugrons. Of cuurse,
the latter is not everywhere and always p.ssible, but where it is poss-
ible - in the absence of elementary civil rights - it frequently assuues
horrifying nroportions and threatens to druwm the cause «f umity of the
w.rkers in blocd and tears. The Caucasus and 5.uth Russia furnish

nwt us exatiles 'Divide and rule' - such is the purpuse of the nulicy
J inciting mations against ach other. And where such & solicy succeeds
‘it is a trecendous evil fir the oreletariat and a sericus _bstacle t

-

the work of uniting the workers of all the natichalities in the state.
"But the workers are isterested in the cunlete amalgaration of all their
sorrales into a singk internatiinal arty, ia their shecdy and final
enancinaticn fr-n intellectual subjecti.n to the biurze.isie, and in the
full and free devel.-ient of the intellectual f . rces .f their L. thers,
whatever the nati-n t. which they belong. '

“ihe w.rlers therefir c.mbat and will c.ntinue to cumbat . aoliey of
nati-nal copressicn in all its frus, subtle or crude, as als. the
sciicy of inciting nations against each other in all its furrs',

Thes Stalin (Marsisn and the Haticnal Questizn), Lenin is equally defin te:
urn their fear of jlaying iaty the hands of the buurge.is nati-nalisn -f
copressed natiun,s betple play int. the hands nut merely of the buursecisie
hat of the reacti-nary nati_nalisn of the -uress.r nation Lein S eats
Y10, .+

WIf we do not want to betray s.cialisn we (MUST) support every revoltagainst
our chief enemy, the bourgeoisie of the big states, provided it is not the
revolt of a reactionaty class. By refusing to support the revolt of annexed re-
gions we become objectively, annexationists. It is precisely in the 'era of
imperialism?, which is the era of nascent social revolution, that the prole-
tariat will today give especially vigorous support to any revolt of the annexed
regions so that tomorrow, or simultaneously, it may attack the bourgepisie of
the 'great'! power that is weakenmed by the revolt."
Ibid. p.137

“"In my writings on the national question I have already said that an abstract
presentation of the question of nationalism in general is of no use at all.
A distinction must necessarily be made between the nationalism of an oppres-
sor nation and that of an oppressed nation, the nationalism of a big nation,
the nationalism of a small nation"

; Ibid.p.168

And Trotsky agrees:

"Social Democracy stands always and everywhére for the interests of ‘economic
development and opposes all pclitical measures capable of holding it back,
However, it understamds economic development, not as a self-sufficient, ex-
tra-social, productive -technical process, but as a basis for the develppment
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of human society into its class groupings, with a national political superstructure, I
etc. This viewpoint leads in the last analysis, not to insuring for local or
national capitalism success over the capitalism of other places and countries, but L{_’]
to insuring the historic progress and systematic growth of mar's power over nature.

The class struggle of the proletariat itself is the most important factor ensuring C
the further development of the productive forces - by leading them out of the imper- 5
ialist blind alley into the broad arena of socialism. A state of nationalities and S,
national groups, which exists through force (Russia and Austria are examples) may,

without doubt for a certain time, develop the productive forces by creating for them e
a broader internal market. But, by generating the bitter struggle of national groups o

for influence on the state power, or by working 'separatist?! tendencies - that is
the struggle for separation from that power - such a state paralyses the class struggle

of the proletariat as the most important force of economic and general historic pro- I
gress. The workers are deeply interested in the elimination of all artificial 1
frontiers and barriers, in the greatest possible extension of a free area of develop~-

ment. But they cannot buy this aim for a kind of price which, above all discrganises "

their own historic movement, and thus weakens and lays low the most important force

in contemperary society". - The Nation and the Economy - I i:
On this basis both Lenin and Trotsky could approve the Easter Rising. Lenin approved i
on several occasions the participation of Socialists in naticnal struggles. "
"K Ktutsky... oppcsed Rosa Luxenburg and proved that her materialism was extremely (
fone-sided’., according tc Kautsky, the International could not at the time make the 1
independence of Poland a pcint in its programme; but the Polish Socialists were -
fully entitled to put forward such a demand, Even the soccialists! point of view it :
was undcubtedly a mistake to ignore the tasks of naticnal liberation in a situation r“'f
where naticnal cppression existed" - Lenin Op.Cit, p.82 (Emphasis added by present w;
auther, ) s
| 3
! "The working class shculd be the last to make a fetish of the national question, 2
since the development of capitalism does not necessarily awaken all nations to -
independent life. But to brush aside the mass national movements once they have P
started, and to refuse the support what is progressive in them means in effect, i
pandering to naticnalistic prejudices, that is reccgnising fone's? own nation'! as o3
a model natiocn or, we would add, cne possessing the exclusive privilege of forming ae
a state." - Ibid. p.87 - o1

"We would be very poor revclutionaries if, in the proletariat's great war of liberation fc
for socialism, we did nct know how to utilise every popular movement against eve

single disaster imperialism brings in order tc intensify and extend the crisis", Ibid :t
p.162 P
Tc defeat the reacticnary tendencies that exist in the national claims of even an Ac
oppressed naticn, Lenin declared:-

ir
"A Social Democrat from a small nation must emphasise in his agitation the second , t;];
word of cur general formula: t%voluntary integration' of nations, He may, without 50

failing in his duties as an internationalist, be in favour of both the political
independence cof his naticn and its integraticn with the neighbouring state of x,y,z, Je
etc, But in all cases he must fight ggainst small nation narrow mindedness, seclusion
and isclaticn, consider the whole and the general, subordinate the particular to the
general interest." Ibid. p.l52
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In his 1815 article quoted above, Trotsky put furward the call fur a United States
of Eurcpe tc encourage internaticnalism on the part ¢f the natiunal movements of
the workers.

Connolly can be seen not to have opposed this line (as some hawve claimed he did);
he made it clear that the Irish matiomal revclt was but the beginning of a European
Sncialist cne: -

"Ireland may yet set the torch tc a Europaan conflacration that will not burn cut
until ‘the last throne and the last copicaliat ¢ aind debenture will be shrivelled
cn the funeral pyre of the last war lord®., - Isich Worker Sth August 1914

In the second place, the revcluticmary socialist in the cppressed country has a duty
to maintain the democratic nature of that country's naticnal struggle.

"The proletariat demands a democracy that rules out the forcible retenticn of any
one of the nations within the bounds of the state. 'In order nct to infringe on
the right tc self-deternmination, therefore, we are duty bcund tc vote for the right
of the seceding region to decide the question itself", Lenin Op.Cit. p.9

"The right to secession presupposes the settlenent of the questicn by a parlianent

(piet, reégrendum, etc.) of the seceding region, not by a central parliament."
Ibid. p.l

"By transferring capitalism intc socialism the proletariat creates the possibility
of abclishing national cppression; the possibility becomes reality fonly? - Vonlyf
with the sstablishment of full democracy in all spheres, including the delineation of
state frontiers in accordance with the Ysympathies? of the population, including com-
plete freedom toc secede. And this, in turn, will serve as a basis for developing the
practical eleminaticn of even the slightest national fricticn and the least naticnal

mistrust, for an accelerated drawing together and fusion of nations that will be ccri-
pleted when the state wi‘hers sway.," p,130

"Tne national pregramme of working class demccracy is: absolutely no privileges for any
one nation or any cne language; the soluticn of the problen of the political self-
determinaticn of nations, that is, their separation as states by completely free, derw-
cratic methods; the promulgation of a law for the whole state by virtue of which any
measure (rural, urban or curmrnal, etc., etc.) introducing any privileges of any kind
for one cof the nations and miiitating against the equality of mations or the rights of
a naticnal mincrity, shall be declared illegal and ineffective, and any citizen of the
state shall have the right tc demand that such a measure be annulled as unconstitutiona
and that those who attempt to put it intu effect be punished.™ p.15

Accordingly:-

"The bourgecise nationalism of any cppressed nation has a general democratic content
that is directed against oppression, and it is this content that we unconditicnally
support. At the same time we strictly distinguish it fronm the tendency towards naticona

exclusiveness, we fight against the tendency of the Polish bourgecis tco cppress the
JGWE, EtC¢, Et(‘..“p.ﬁ2
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In the last resort applicaticn of the principles of self-deternination are dependent
sn the Marxist analysis of the specific circumstances of their spheres of acticn. -

There can be no questicn of the Marxists of any country drawing up their national
programme without taking into account all these general histcrical and concrete state
conditions”. - Lenin Ibid p 52

Whe several demands of derwcracy, including self-determination, are not an absclute
but only a small part of the general demccratic (now general socialist) world move- |
nent. In individual conerete cases, the part may contradict the whole: if so, it |
rmst be rejected. It is pecssible that the republican movement in one country may be
nerely an instrument of the clerical or financial rcnarchist intrigues of other
countries: if so, we must not support this particular conerete moverent, but it would
bé ridiculous to delete the demand for a republic from the prograrme of internaticnal
Social-Demwcracy on these grounds." Ibid. p.l46

"o derveratic demand can fail tc give rise to abuses, unless the specific is sub-
ordinated tc the general; we are nct cbliged to support either tany! struggle for
indenendence for fany? republican or anti-clerical ncvenent.

Secondly, nc formula for the struggle against naticnal cppressicn can fail to suffer
from the same fshortcoming®, - Ibid. p.l154




| TROTSKY ON IRELAND

A Reply to the IRISH COMMUNIST No 80

Tha Stalinists and thzair friends have always attemsted to de dct the
| Tr_tskyists as (1) coswosclitass whe make n. distinction between advanced
and backward countriss (2) as ultra-laftists whe are unabla to cumprehaacds
the r<le -f nun-nroletarian classes, -r of sszeing tis distincticn batwaen
t Le nati-nal and s.cial tasks, in a rawveluticn., What has amncyad these
secple, whather they be in the Comwmnist Farty, the Macists and Stalinist
sa2cts, or sangiag on to thair nositicn in the (ificial's leadershiz by tas
skin of their tseth, is that in cuncrate reality the Trotskyists Zave given
tie lie t this characature. 05¢ instead of raticnal -clemic they rescrt to
abuse. A mumber of ill-temrered sutbursts have a.eared in that duwdy,
stbar, journal, . th= Irish Socialist, whilz in the Unitad Irishaan, waica
is uncemccratically contrellad by trendy, Zoin 9 Murcim, whe has felluw
iraady, Aane Carris wih. dbubts the -ossibility of achieving sucialisi in
Ireland at all, writing feverishly tc 2xpose the cunfusicns and mystificaticns
¢f Trotskyisn, which she adajts the »Hecnple are nct even aware «f! Even
TAdvance! louses its usual cummcsure at the mere nenticning of tha word
"r. tskiyism?,

fut tha list would not be curmlete without menticning the vaazvard
snti-Trotskyists, the Critish and Irish Coiammnist Lrganisaticn. Their
latest flash of nique has been exsressad by Jack Lane, "At the -irasent
:ime® he writes in il .80 of the CICu's theocretical jourmal, Irisl
comunist!, "Trotskyisn is a vicifercus suonorter of the Cathulic
Taticnalists! offensive against the Protestant naticn., The diffarent
Trotskyist crganisaticns are commeting with each ctier as to which of
than can give mcst effective sumort to this cammaign®™, Zut unlike
tizgir fellow critics the LICU disnenss with a-clitical name cailing and

dress-un thair criticisms ia pssudo-scisatific, <bjzctive, _.hrase:1 gy.

— AT ARVTEITAT T o aTEyE e
T3 HATIOHAT REVULITIUH
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lanz, in :is article "The Ilaticral Juesticn in Southzra Ireland -
Trotsky <n Ireland attem;ts tu c.untar;.sa the visws axiressad by
Trotslcy in a siecs 2 wrots cn ths 1816 unrising, to tha -r.siticns Lsid
by Trotsiyists tuday., In the urocess, lans is furced ¢ nisrsyresent
and distir g what Troetsky worta,

Ze bagins by saying ihat is wost obvisus in thdis articls is Trutskyls
vndersstization of tie struggle <7 ths naticnal movemant, his view being
| that the whele thing was fading away, since tha land qussti-i 2ad bean sulved',
This cocnclusicn is based .3 a nassage in Trotsky wiers L2 says Wile hig-
terical basis fir naticnal raveluticn, even in baciomard Irziasd, has
bzen sweC away Ly agrarian reforas'. All Trotsky is saying Lere is
that the kisterical basis of the maticnal rewcluti-z and not the naticnal

revolution as such Lad Deea zrudad by the extresme class diffsrsatiaticn
brought about sven in baclward couvntriss, by tha -enetraticno of fovoar-
ialisn, In cthar wurds, while the tasks c¢f the naticnal rewvuluticn

rzcain, ths histurical ageat «f thess tasks, the bourge.isiz and -ttty
bourgecisie, are vnable to acecirlish than, eitisr bacavse they are toc
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denendent cn imperialism or bacause of the liberating effect this would

nave on the working class. In the encch of imperialisn, paradcxical as

it may seem, the wurking class baccres respensible for carrying cut the

tasks of the bourgecisie and leading the naticnal revcluticn to vietory.

Thus Trotsky concluded “The fnaticnal revcluticn' even in Ireland, has ]
in sractice become an unrising of the-workers.™

l ohis in fact, is the same ccnclusicn which Connclly arrived at a few

‘ years earlier when he sroved in his bock, Labour in Irish History, that~

I the working class alone remains as the inccrruptable inheritors of the |
fight for freedum in Ireland". Evea the strategical slogan formulated

by Ccnnclly toc express the new dynamic of the naticnal struggle, the

orkers Je-ublic, differed in no way frem the slegan of Scviet Fower

advance by Trotsky.

Trotskyism has always recognized the immcrtance «f naticnal revoluticn,
but unlike the Stalinists at one extreme and the mere naticnalists

at the other, it has seen it as a class issug; as an issuz whick can
be used t- bring the working class to power

[EiIT] Gl XARL RADEX AIID “RESACTLOIARTY REVULUTIVIS

Sensing that his criticisms of Troisky are strained and misdirected,
lane tries tu transfer Lenian's criticisms of Zarl Radek to Trotsky to
rainforce his arguement., e claims that Protslyis view (see bot. of para.)
which lead hin (Radek) to dismiss it (1516) as a putch®. Then Trotsky
is demclished with the help of a few haimer blows froa Lenin widch
were originally directed at Zadelc, Unfertunately fur Lane, Trotsky's
and Radel:is views cn tixe naticnal questicn were fot ipxactly the same'.
cadal’never accepted the theory of Permanent Zevolution, and although
he sunnurted Trotsky’s struggle against the Soviet bursaucracy, he
oventually breke frem Trotsly on precisely tads questicn. Indeed
it was madel's attack (frcm the Stalinist viewuint) cn the Permanent
sayeluticn waich nrovoled Trotsky into writing his famcus defenc? of
this thecry. (insert: cn the nat nnal pevoluticn ¥is siactly the saue as

C var] fade which lead ....ztc.)
rut there is a specific reason bahind Lanssi afforts toc introduce Radel
jntc the discussicn, ile wishes o use Leain's attacl: cn ladek to Trove
that "Lenin sbvicusly did not ragard the (1616) Rising as LXogress, we,
as anti-irmerialist in itself¥. 4s far as lane is cuncerned the progress-
jve side of the 1516 unrising censisted solely in the fact that "The
rebellicn cecured at a narticular time in the intermational situwaticn that
made it of use tc the nreoletarian revoluticn® And he adds later that
In any other cuntext or in any other situvaticn, a 1516 - €yoe unrising
would have no interest in the working class as it would only promote
~ationalism and maticnal conflicth. All +l.ese amazing rslevaticns, are
but a nart of the CICO attenst to rewrits -istery in urder to make it
sit in with the Twe Hations dogma, In view of some of the cther bizarrs
wsitions of the EICU it cumes as no sursrise that they should try to
astablish that even Lenin had teken a stand azainst "bourgecis catholic
llationalism®]

5. 1let us take a brief lock at what Lenin actually wrote, leesing in mind
the questicns : What was [is evaluaticn ¢f the cbjsctive gontent of the




uprising itself, axd whether cr act he cbjected t it oa the grounds that
it nreacted Ymaticnal conflict™ and ¥nationalis—,

It is true that Lenin saw the international significance of the 1516
worising. WA blow delivered against the -ower of the Znglislh imperialist
bourgecisie by a rebellicn in Ireland he weote Yis a hundred tises more
significant than a bluw ¢ equal f:ree delivered i Africa cr Asia¥
“mesticns of Haticnal 2clicy and Preletarian Internaticnalism »151).

Dut it is alsc clear that he recognized the intrinsically reveluticnary
character i the rebellicn., In zarticular Le saw its anti-irmerialist
nature, and viewed it as tie latest climax of the generatiuns cld strugsle
ageinst Dritish immerial diiiinaticn. TFeor examile, Le writes, The centur-
iz2¢ ©1d Irish national mcvement, having -assed thrcugh various stages

and ccmbinati-ns ¢f class interests ... manifested itself, in street
fighting cunducted by a secticn «f the urban wetty bourgecisie and a
secticn ¢f the workers after a lumg -ericd of nass agitaticn, derwhstraticns
suyressicn of news-aners, etc. Tho ever calls such a rebellicn a P-uischt
is either a hardened reacticnary, or a doctrinaire he welessly incanable

f envisaging a sccial revcluticn as a living =henumen®, (ibid -160).

Secondly, the fact that the usrising cceured under an Yarchaic flagh and
articulated its feelinz in naticnalist terms, did not -revent Lenin fren
judzing it as cbjectively orogressive, Indeed, he usec this sarticular
article cn Ireland to ccmbat the acticn of -ure rgvoluticns. (le exslained
tiat any fass mwvetent | inevitably brings the setty bourzecisie and
baclward werlers within its commass jand just as inevitably will they
bring intc the movenent their wrejudices, their reacticnary fantasiss,
their wealinesses and errurs but nontheless thoa struzzle is directad
sgainst cazitalisa, It is the duty of rev.luticnaries to tale advan-

tage of such movements and Yeiress (the) -bictivetruth «f (this)
variegated and discordant, ivtely and Lutwardly fragaented, mass struggzle®,
an¢ in this way advance t.2 =arch towards state Suwer.. T ascribe to
Lenin the view that revolutions and mass struggles wiich do not esmress
thenselves in clear llarmist terns are reactiemry is satent falsificaticun.

i the eentast of the struggle in the Six Counties y Tz lesgsen of Legnints
article cculd still be learned by sume of todays solf srofessed revel-

m,

uticnaries. The latest chase «f the ficlt for naticsal liberation
jonfirns the views of Lenin., Eekind the baclwardaess and -rejudices

of the Cathulic commmmity in the 5i Counties lies the rbisétive reality
of their gewmuine social, eciacmic and —vlitical discontent. That is way
it is wrong €0 ceaternose the entire revilutiunary iaridist srograsise

tc the cn-geing struggle or oot cut of that struzgle as the sectarians do.
It is the duty cf Maruists t- merge with the maintrust of the usserge

and become tlhie cinscicus articulator «of the unconsciuns -rocess.

TRUTGLY Al CASTZIEITS T OUnRY

Lne must adiire Lans's scrujlassness (a lsss charitable -erscn would call

it 'nit-nicking?) in attacling Trotsly's every sscund werd., This

meth.d leads Lane intc absurd sositiuns wiere L2 is furced t- male pross

cver simslificaticns. This is -articularly s. when e criticizes |
‘rotsky for the importance wiich he attaches tCassuentis s.-called

"laval the.ries’ - Ruger Caserentis contributica ¢ the Catholic




Mationists was not 2is naval thecries which were aot talen sericusly by
ther® Casenent, it would secn had only the value -f a mascot, and
weorpared with any <f the cther leaders Le was an eccentric and repres-
anted no sceial forces within the Cathclic natica¥. The credence waich
?;itsky quts in Casenentis writing theref~re testifies tc his superfic-
iality. ‘

On the centrary, all that Lane has written testifies cnly tc his own super-
ficality and narticularly to the fact that he is cbvicusly not acquanted with
Casement's views. Accordingly he is hardly in nosition to judge Trotskyis acces-
sment of them. The very fact that Casement was arrested, tried and executed,
despite the dramatic sensation which the whole affair proveked is evidence that
the British did nct censifer him as a simple eccentric. In their estimation he
was at least as dangerous as the rest of the naticnalist leaders and that is
why he met the same fate as they.

To understand why the British treated Casement
so severly, one must realise what his views renresented. They were not the pathe
tic "Naval thecries" which Lane imagines them to be.

Ireland's geographical nosition had for long becn a rescurce of worry tu Britain.
The nossibility that some hostile power might use Ireland as a base for action
against England was a majur consideraticn in the Tudorsf? decision to congquer
and subdue the country. Speaking of Clizabath's policy, Beckett, who is by nc
means prone to eccentricities, writes that "nothing but the risk of leaving

an ooening for Spanish intrigue would induce her to face the cust of campaligns
in the more remote narts of the country' (The making of modern Ireland, nage 20)
and later he says of the conquest ¥ The motive behind this expansion was essen—
tially defensive, for it was inspired by fear of Smainii(ibid.p.20)

In successive epochs, during the periods of primitive capi-
tal accumlation, merchantile capitalism, and even up to the present imperialist
stage (as nrrven by the elaborate nlans of both the British and Germans, fcr
the invasicn »f Ireland during the last war), the strategumc military,nesiticn
~f Irsland had always t- be ient 1n mind. The rev-luticnary naticnal e vement
was als- well aware ~f this fact and endavoursd to turn it to their advantage.
Fr-m this awarness was f-rmlated the maxim "England's foe is cur friend”. This
mawim became enshined as a basic tenst +f the revoluticnary naticnal ideclogy.
The United Irishmen attemnted t forge links with tte French; the Fenians with
the Americans: the V-luntsers with the raiser, and the IRA with Hitler.

It was tis asnect ~f Irish maticnalism, based on very real
and bjective ¢’ rcumstances, which Casenent made his own and articulatad better
than ~ther nat:rnalist leader of his generatizn. Eut Casement did mcre than this:
we nuanced the theme and gave it extra dimensicn. In his hands it was transfor
med fr m beingz a nerely military- ge: granh:cal matter intc a molitical, 2cono-
mic ccmsiderati-n ~f the highest srder.

Casement, like Lenin (see qu-ote ab~ve) saw that Ireland was
n-t a threat t- Britain merely bacause ni its location and military imnortance, I
but more ismortantly bescause of the ecrn-mic interde-sendeace of b.th countrizs.
lie realised that the indenendence +f Ireland would be a severe blew, struc.
right at the heart <f the Zmnire, ca-able of recldng it to its foundatirns.
la toolr advantage ~f every conortunity to cr.nvince continental Zurcheans,
os-acially the Germans, that tha liberaticn =f Ireland, was the only hone they
nad in commeting with, and challanging, the nighty susariority of the Eritish.
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"The British Zmpire is founded not upon the British Bible, cr the
Eritish Dreadnought, but upon Ireland" said Casament "The Empire which
began unon an island ravaged, sacled and plundered shall end upon

an island which whether it proceeded from the very genius of the soil
or the influence of the stars, cr that Almighty Cod had not ¥et
appointed of her reformation, or that He reserveth her in this unquiet
state still for some secret scourge which shall by her come untc England
it is hard to be known but yet much to be feared" (The Kezner of the
Seas - Ang. 1911 - - - ). Casement understcod

that the oppression of Ireland was the secret of Britain's greatness -
"To subdue that ocean-closing and western island and to exploit its
resources its neople and above all, its position, to the sole advantage
of the eastern island has been the set aim of avery English govermment
from the days of Heary V111¥ (ibid)

But ths continentals were to their own detriment, unaware of ths secret
scurce of Britain's nower. "The vital itmortance of Ireland to Europe®
he continued "is not and has not been understocd by any European states—
man. T them it has not been a Eurcpean island, a vital and necessary
element, but an anpendage of England, an idand beyond an island, a mere
georgranhical exnression in ths titles of the ccnquersr® (ibid)

As we have said Casement snent most of his time and emergy trying to
convi nce the Zuropeaans that a British Emnire without Ireland was
immossible and that this would be to their cwn great advantage. "Deatach
Ireland from the map of the British Eupire" he exhorted them "and restore
it to the man of Burepe and that day England resumes her native proport-
i~ns and Burpne assumes its rightful stature in the empire of ths werld
(ibid). Later he warned the Germans that any purely military defeat of
Britain would benmefit them little unless Ireland was granted sslf-deter-
mination. "To leave a defeated England still in the full possession of
Ireland” he warned "would be not to settle the question of German equal
rights at sea or in werld affairs, but merely to nostnone the settlement
to a second and nossibly far greater encounter’. (The Balance of Power,
Sent. 1212)

Tha2sz ideas marked a very real advance in paticnalist thinking and the
British government were painfully aware of this. They were cenfronted
by an eminent spokesman who had discovered their Achilles heel. "The
vital importance of Ireland to England is understcod but naver pro-
claimed by Pritish spckesmen'.Casement had noticed. How he had pledged
his life and cast himself in the role of “traitor" in order to expose
Eritain®s weakness to her enemies, that Ireland might win her freedom.
This was Casement's contribution to the Irish national movemant. Both

he and the British were aware of it, and it was for this that he payed
with his life,

It is in the context of this understanding of Casement that we rmst
examine Trotslys assessment of his writings. When Lane informs us that
it was not specifically military considerations which brought about the
agrarian reforms and the Gladstone ilome Rule bill, he is not saying any-
thing which Casement or Trotsky did not already undesstand. It is because
Lane is not familiar with Casement's nosition that he misinterprets

what Trotsky means when he speaks of the "Military-immerialist? premisea



premise of Cladstone's agrarian and Home Rule wolicy. Trotsky, taking
un Casement's train of thought, was refering not merely to the geogr-
anhical relationshin between Ireland and Britain, but also to the more
jmmortant econcmic and nolitical relationshin. As far as Trotsky was
concerned, a military necunation of Ireland by a power hostile to
Britain would be devastating not only in military terms, but alsc in
terms of Britain's pesition on the world market. It was to forestall

alliance between the Irish gombeen and the Petty-bourgeoisie and
such a hostile nower, and to prevent a complete and revolutionary sep—
apation which would undermine the stability of the Empire, that the
Pritish bourgeoisie accelerated the political liquidation of the Anglc
Irish aristocracy.

Trotsky on Irish Syndicalism and Naticnmalism

On the mest important idea in Trotsky's article, Lane is forced to
make a concession. Trotsky's description of the Irish working class
conscicusness swinging between nationalism and syndicalism, he grudg-
ingly admits "is fairly accurate”, But then he tries to negate this
by chiding Trotsly for not indicating how these two asnects of consc-
iousness, or at least the nationalist aspect, could be transcended.
The way Lane noses the question shows that he misunderstands the basic
nroblem involved. Such a misconcention is common to the Irish Left,
whether would be Trotskyist, Stalinist or Republican, it is worth
dwelling on it for a few moments.

We must begin by dispensing with the eclectic approach of
seeing Syndicalism and Mationalism as senarate and unrelated 1
polar onnosites which exclude each other. In fact they form a
Dialectical crntradiction and find their unity in the immediacy
~f Pritish mmerialism d-minaticn of Ireland. Let us, then, trace
-the origins »f the two immediate terms Syndicalism and nationalism
and show how they find their wnity.

Syndicalism is a general phencmencn exnerienced in many countries
narticularly those with a large agricultural sectnr and a large
c-neentration ~f industry. These twin economic factors work together
tr the Syndicalist conscinusness. Firstly, the agricultural sector
under canitalism ensures the steady flow of workers fresh from

+he land inte the factories. Here the lives of these workers are
discinlined and regimented in a tormenting and agonizing way.

Secondly, the lack of industrial concentration hinders the develop-
ment of a unified movement which can challenge the power of the
canitalist scciety as a whole. In this way the factory is made the
centre of everything : cn the one hand it beccmes an cbject of hatred
and on the cther hand it beccmes the major arena of nolitical struggle
because ¢f the inability of the class to confront the might of the
canitalist state. It is not surprising that Ireland, whith such an
ecomny should have produced its own syndicalist movement. But

in most countries Syndicalism was only a phase through which workers
nassed. This in turn was due to the fact that the econcmies of these
countries were only nassing through a stage of their evoluticn towards
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has been unable to advance past this s of develcpment. Due to
imperialist domination a stagnant extensive agricultural sector side
by side with a capital intensive exnort orientated, consumer goods
industrial sector, continues toc characterise the Irish ecanomy. As
long as British imperialism continues -to dominate Iveland, this
aconomic structure is bound tc remain more cr less constant, and

the Irish working class will spontanecusly gravitate towards syndic-
alism,

Working class nationalism stems from the same basic econdmic factors.
Hatisnalism was not particular to the generation of 1¢16. At all
times the worlers have been the vanguard of the national movement.

As early as 1798 before class differentiation had gone very far,

it was the artisans, ths future working class who were tie strong
driving ferce of the insurrection. Scme years later, Emmet built
his "eonshiracy” through the weavers unions in the Liberties.

The Young Irelanders spread their organisation through the Chart-
ist Clubs, and the Fenians found the large-store assistants and
building wrkers foremsst among their ranks.

Clearly itwas no abstract and mystical lowve of an equally abstract
and rrystical "Mother Ireland™ which was at the root of this.

Rather the worlers were instinctively aware that it was the dcminat-
ion of Ipreland by British imperialism which prevented the growth

af a healthy economy which would add tc the strenght, sccial,
political and econcmic of the workers; they were instinctively
awars that it was the domination of British imperialism which caused
unemployment, emigration, low wages and bad social conditions in
general. Thus while British imperialism continues tc abort the
growth of the nroductive forces in Ireland, an important aspect

nf Irish working class consciousness is bound to be expressed in
Hationalist terms.

The latest nhase of the national struggle shows how these apparently
mutually exclusive asnects of conscicusness shoot from the saue root.
Fellowing the attemnt to developa native Irish capitalism Fianna
Fail was forced to abandon Sinn-Feinism and seek the aid of foreign,
mainly British capital.

The influx of capital which cecured raised the organic compogition

nf capital and the rate of exnloitation. Almost immediatly a magsive
striks wave which has not receeded at the present time, was set in
motion. This strike wave has been characterised by unofficial acticn
summathy strikes, sabrtage and factory sit-ins but has found no exnress-
inn in the growth of Marxism. In short, the response of the woerking
class to the sudden rise in expleitation was to a lesser or greater
degree within the general syndicalist framework.

At the same time this influx of capital brought Ireland much more
within the orbit of British imperialism, laying the basis for a second
Wiict of Union™ and a faderal scluticn to the border problem., The
nogsibility of a forthright integraticn of Irsland into the Unitad
Kingdom and a settlement of nartition at the expense of the oppressed
Catholic minority in the Six Counties, has given a new lease of life
to Irish naticnalism, which because there is practically nc naticnal
vess.(continued under Article cn the Permanent Rewvnlution).
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