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/ EDITORIALS | --

VWHY WE PUBLISH THE WORKERS REPUBLIC

i Engels pointed out that the class struggle takes place not only on the fronts of
/ Trade Unionism and polities —- hut algoe on the front of ideology. Revolutionaries
cannot ignore this front on pain of being outflanked. The traditional Ideoclogy

b of & given society, organised through the schools and the church, is a 'materiall



T2z

force in binding the mnsses to the ruling class, in cementing
over the crevices of conflicting interest; the ruling class's
intellectual monopoly, with its churches, infoemstion end educ-
cation systems, is an irreplaceable weapon in its continual
struggle to kecp the masses in subjection, to'depbive them of
the conscilousness nevessary to trke asdvanbtage of their numbers
and put an end to capitalism. "

IDEOLOGY AND CLASS SGCIETY

'Material conflicts clothe themselves in ideological garb!.
Tdeological armament is necessary before action for political
ends -~ but its degree of clarity varlies enormously: the English
bourgeoisie under Cromwell made their revolution bending the
texts of the Bible into wespons in their struggle to lay the
basis for a bourgeois stete. The Prench bourgeoisie expressed
their interests in the idealised service of Liberty, Equality
and Fraternity - though these interests demanded only formal
equality, which is absolutely different. No matter bf the
bourgeois revocusion did not clearly see what it wes doing.
The riging bour ecisie had alrecdy a large measure of economie
power, accuiulated werlth, independent culture and powerful
connections ~ they could afford to blunder and grope their way
cupirically to full control,

But the working class remains a slave class up to the point of
taking power; the objective conditions for its assumbion of
power - the growth and concentraetion of the means of production,
the contradicticns in capitalism -~ ripen while the aspirang
ruling class is still in slavery. The proletariat cen only free
itself economicelly by taking power first politicelly, in rev-
erse order to the bourgeois development, Because of the intri-~
cacy of its tasks, and its lack of wealth, culture or leisure
under capitalism, the initial struggle for workers' power is a
struggle against all forms of bourgeois ideology, and for the
scientific world outlook - Marxism.

MARXTSM AMD THE CIASS STRUGGLE

The proletariat under capitalism, without its own independent
culture, is not a blank page - inevitably it is influenced by
the ideas of the ruling elsss. The British Labour farty demon—
trates this: 60 and more years of 'successful' pelitical act-
ivity, on the basis of bourgeois ideas and conceptions, of soc-
iglist aspirations without clarity on the nuture of the state
and capitalist society in gereral, of Clause IV mixzed up with
patrioctism, gradualism and Christian socialism, have resulted
in .... the present Lobour Govermment; i.e. the maln instrument
of entrenched cepitalism in comtrolling the working class and
canalising its aspirations against its own interests. The Brit-
ish working class -~ and ¢he Irish ~ through a peculiar combin-
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ation of historical-clrcumstonnee, was wbterly defested ideclogically
-~ anrd this has corditioned everything else, By constrast, the real
groundwork of Bolshevism was the merciless battle for Marxist theor-
etical clarity waged by Lenin from the first deys, on this foundation
building the actusl party structure as a living orgonie unit combin-
ing the different aspect of the class struggle in a strategy of
struggle for power,

The battle on this front, to break the hold of the ideas, methods of
thinking and cutlook which express and sanctify the interests of
capitalism - this is the prerequisite of revolutionary politics.
Where this foundation is lacking no sharp revolutionary wespon of the
working class will be forged, no Eolshevik combat party will be built.
In the whole history of the lsbour movement those who were indiffer—
ent to revolutionary theory almost invariably wound up not only ind-
ifferent, but hostile, to revolutionary practice. This iz by no
means accidental; nomore than was the determined combativity of
Lenin towards &ll bernding under hourgeois ideclogy, even in appaverd-—
ly obscure points of philosophy. When he said that "No revolutiornary

“theory means no revolutionary practice™ he was defining the b&liefl:

that had guided his political activities. Our task is to sharpen the

- consciousness of its class interests in the proletariat; to strive

for that irreplacesble clarity of revolutionary thought, nsosssarily
developed in war with {the idesas of the enemy class, esseutial to
effective political action by the proletariat for 1ts own programme.

THE ROLE OF THE WORKERS' REFURLIC

These considerations show us what the role of THE wORKERS' REPUBLIC
must be. The speciiications are high ones, and it would be prepost-
ercus 10 pretend the we as yet measure up to them. Dut for Marxists
to formulate the demands placed gpon us by the objective needs of

our olass is to snnounce our determinstion to live up to them. : The
fight to develop Workers! Republic is essentially the fight to devel-

~ op and clarify our understanding of the tasks of the Irish Workers'

Group in the struggle for Connolly's Workers' Zepublice

THE WORKERS' REPUELIC must forge that Marxist class consciousness
necessary to our task of assembling forces to fight for workers'
power. It will attempt to cover the world struggles of our class,
and also the struggles of our direct allies, the British workers. We
will try to build up its circulation in Britain as part of the work
of co-ordinating the common struggle: there is a need in the British
labour movement for a paper basing itself on the programme of Bol-
shevism and at the same time rejecting the one-sided caricatures of
British 'Trotskyism' - the irraticnal super-~activists on the one
hand and the contemplative scholastics |1 the others

WORKERS' REPUBLIC will provide a forum for analysis of events, other
tendencies in the labour movement, history and ideas. Above all we
want to encourage discussion and controversy. Only on the basis of

i
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the most free and comprehengive discussion can we achleve real
clarity of ideas ~ and unanimity in action., We repudiate all
dogmatlism and scctarianism: but we do not regard concern for pre-
cision and clarivy of ideas 2s sectarianism. Our attitude to
obher Marxist grows and publications is one of seoking points

of unity against the common enemy. But at the same 4ime Bolshev—
ik seriousness deomands a clear and open discussion of issues and
points of differance - that co~cperation must he deliberate and
conscious; that differcnces must be loyally put to the test of ;
experience, not buried or hushed up. For this reason we will '
attempt, seriously, to conduct a dialogue with those Marxist groups
with which we differ.

Today there are many people in Ireland and England coming to
reavoluticnary politics: we appeal for your support, Develop

WORKERS' REFUBLIC « sell it -~ contribute 4o it, Tor our vart

we will make a serious effort over the coming months to improve

its coverage, ronge, level and standard of production. We huve

changed the name because WORKERS' REFURLIC expresses clearly

what we stand for. We also intend to try and bring it out hi- . /
monthly from now on. This will depend on selling enough in thE /
make it pay for itself, If we succeed in doing that ~ with the
help of our resders -~ the next issue will appear at the beginning
of April,

This is the discussion magazine of those who stand for the
Workers' Socialist Republic. Help us to develop it,

The sudden, burcaucratic expulsion of Proinsias Macdonghusa by
the AC of the Irish Lebour Party, without charge, trial, right
of appeal or defence, is a shocking comment on the state of the
LP. If a top-brass burezucrat, Chairman of the Standing Orders
Ctee, and a recent Vice Chairman of the Party can he s0 uncerem- .
criously dismissed, whet a2 lot that tells us about the internal -
life of the 2larty as it affects the rank and file.

Te clear up any confusion, the issue is not MacAonghusa. The issue
is Party democracy. What one thinks of MacAonghusa - and to tell
the truth we think very little of him ~ is irrelevant. What is
very relevant is the gtate of affairs where the Parliamentary
careerists havs the right of summary execution on anyone who dis-
pleases them. Machonghusa is not the first victim -~ but it is
beginning to loock as if he might be the spark that turns the heat
of protest on the amateur totalitarians of the LP. The call has
already gone out for an emergency ‘Gnference, Socialists in the
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Party must strive to raise this fight from a bureaucrats' brawl (in
which all sorts of 'deals' can be cooked up) to the level of a prin-
cipled fight for a democratic constitution, with rights of members

and leadership clearly defined, which guarantees full internal free-
dom of digcussion - and zbove all strictly limits the nower of the AC
by subordinating that body to a full supervision by the party. The
door of the LP must be prized opem again for MaclAonghusa ~ to stop it
being closed on others. If he is to be tried let him be charged be-
fore the whole party - openly and with full right of defence and appeal.

Machonghusa is a demagogue, who joined a badly fossilised party and
decided it needed a revivified raison d'etre to attract support and
inspire the frnithiul, In the petrified forest of Irish politics, dom~
inated by secondory issues 50 years old, he too reached back and dis—~
interred slogans from lsbour's socialist past =~ including the call
for a Workers' Republic. Burnishing up the old phrases, he had some
impact; knowing there wes little prospect, for a long time to come,
of being seriously faced with his own words, he felt free to be bold
with the demagogy. For that was all it was - his conceptions remain
100% social-democratic, with not a hint of Marxist understamding of
the revolutionary means of attaining the Workers' Republic (and there
are no other means). If there was any doubt, his objectives are
clearly revealed in his choice of methodse.

Serious soclalists in a party such as the Erish IP have no option but
to fight for a reorganisation from the grourd up, as part of a
rank and file movement also organised against the bureaucrats in the
Unions: anything else is unserious. Machonghusa instead tried to
hang his mutlicoloured bunting from the old IP tree trunk; he becanme
advisor to the leader of the pavliamentary clique, and by his company
and his methods -~ and not by his phrases - shall he be judged.

But the dominant conservatives falled to see the edvantages ofkis
demagogy, ahd the resulting conflict generated personal antagonisms
and abuse, That the stagnant waters in the Labour rooms in Leinster
House resented being disturbed by the reverberations, and rose ug fn.
*put him ocut', only proves that there is not much scope for fake-lefts
like Barbara Castle, Greenwood and (the younger) Harold Wilson under
the roof of Tully and Davidsone

WOREKERS*® REPUBLIC calls upon all its supporters to fight for the re-
instatement of MacAonghusa .. without illusions in the man himself,
We are awere that in defending his democratic rights we are advocating
for him what he denied to others. Queens University Labour Group in
defending him, yet felt the need to disassociate from his "™botajitar-
ian pronouncements on the Language Freedom Movement". And within the
IP he has witch-hunted and expelled many on behalf of those who now
expell him, v¥hen one of the editors of this magazine wés threatened
with expulsion from the Fritish IP, MacAonghusa's reaction was: "if
it was over here we'd cxpel you with ons meeting of the 4.0, - no
appeals, no nothing"., It is precisely those who detest this whi
must now organise the fight for democracy in the Iabour Party.
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CHINA IN TURMOIL by Jackie Cleary

— | Ao

Not so long ago, reports were circulating that Chairman Mac was possibly dead, or at
least in very bad health - at any rate, he hadn't been seen in public for months..
Then suddenly last August he went for a much publicised swim in the Yangtse and Lin
Piao was announced as his successor. These curious events have been almost forgotten
in the loud clamour of the 'Cultural Revolution! and, over here, the even louder P
clamour of hit-and-run speculation. And yet they were the surface showings of the :
key to all the recent events.

Although the cult of Mao is nothing new in China, the "Red sun in the hearts of the
peoples of the world" has never exercised absolute control. Previously there seems
to have been sufficient agresement smong the top leadership of the CPC to zlliow for a
sharing ocut of power; Chou En-~lai, for example, controls the police and security
services, with an orgamisstion of hetween 300,000 and 2 million men. Differences im
the past have led to two purges between 1955 and 1958, Izt in November 1965 the CC
split into two well defined factions; the opposition to Mao, led by Liuv Shao-chi with
the Mayor of Peking, Peng Chen, was so strong that Mao left his base in Peking, and
it was July 28th 1966 before he could return with impunity.

He had tried to return in May, two weeks afber sending FL4 troops to occupy Peng 2
*Chen's Municipality Party Headquarters. But he left the train bhefore it reached Pe~
king, hearing that Peng Chen was still in control there =-- having set up temporary

HQ at his home, guarded by municipal polices By July, matters were moving to a
showdown. The Meo/Iin faction had dismissed Peng Chen (on June 3rd), taken over the
PEOPLES DATLY, HSTMHUA NEWS AGENCY and RADIC PEKING, and begun to hot up the propa-
ganda campaign of the Cultural Revolution. Against this, the Liu faction in June won
over Party Sccretary Teng Hsiao-ping, and demanded an emergency CC mecting. By mid-
JulyPeng Chen had ecollected up 51 members and 35 alternated (ranging from moderates
like Liu Shao-chi to hard core anti-Maoists like Peng himself) from all over China,

and the mecting, ageinst Mao's orders, was scheduled for the 2lst. On the 18th Lin
moved to prevent the meeting, bringing troops into the suburbs of Peldng and arrest-
ing Lo Jui-ching, Army Chief of Staff, whose Shansi troops were already moving towards
Peking to confront Lin's troops. This confrontation was onl narrowly averted, en~
abling Lin to regain control in Peking., MNeanwhile, after this demonstration of who
had the gun, out of which POWST  4£411 grows in Chine, Teng Hgiao-ping changed sides
and called off the CC meeting until Mao arrived on the 28th, bringing his CC members
to the capitzl in 4 jets. Thus Mao narrowly escaped being deposed by the CC, and was
on the road to political recovery. A&t this time he went for his far-femed swim; and at
the 11th Flenum of the CC, which began on August 8th, Iin was made Heir Apparent.

But though he had avoided an outright defeet, Mao was not secure, Idu Shao-chi, tho-
ugh demoted to 7th place in the hierarchy, had the support of the majority of the
Party at all levels who were resisting Mao's policy of a new economic adventure. There
could be no return to the previous co-exisbtance within the Party; Mao weuld either
push forward to be the one anl only “Great Leader, Great Helmsman, Great Teacher" etc
or he would be under constant threat of Gismissal or reduction to a powerless figure-
head. Qf the two levers of power, the Army and the rarty, he had effective control
of the ~ former, and could just hold his own in the latter. In addition, he had
control of the propaganda media., But in order to gain effective control of the Party
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t00, he could ncither purge =1l his too rmimeroUEy DA %:%ke over the Party by force.

Now the Red Guards came forward, 22 million youth - 959 students, mostly high scho-
ol ~~ as an intermediary between the Jrmy and the Party; a whip against the lagging

functionaries and a broom for dezlwood. They were billeted and fed under the direc—
ticn of the P.L.A. . and served to give mas:ive force to the propoganda machine, sin-
gling out members of the anti-Mao Faction fot their attacks with the aim of dragocon~
ing the rest. They rampaged through China, their fervour mixe” in with a nihilistic
superstiticus destructiveness towards remnants of past culture,” By Beptember they
had teaken over the ¥YCL and dismissed its CC., The situation has been partly obscured
by the fact that the real issues and differences have been discussed retionally only
in scoret and by the top bureaucrats, and nowhere steted openly; all statements in
the open have been confined teo veiled references in a peculiar irrational Jargon.

411 hes been ritusl, Blind man's buff, shadow-boxing. What does clearl emerge is
the attempt to establish Mao as the supreme arbiter through & crude deification,
where his "thought" is given the power of magic, whose brilliance "illuminates the
whole world", Through study of it surgeons are said to treat 90% burns successfully,
peasants learn of the contradictions hetween dry and wet soil; and table-tennis
championsg recommend it as an aid to sizing up opponents.

WHaT DOES THE MASS ACTIVITY SIGITFY ?

To deny the mobilisation of the mosses of youth would be useless - though organised
by the FLi, with their swirling movement within "official" channels, there is still
a semblance of discussion and initiative (even if far removed from proletarian dem-
ocracy), different factions apneared at ong, stage, the 'wrong' leaders were attacked,
etc. Does this mean that a section of the %ureaucracy has declared war on burecau-
cracy an? is mobilising the masses to fight it? This is the view taken by the most
unexpected people. For example, Mike Banda, Editor of the MNewsletter, tekes time
off from writing deminciations of the 'capitalist' Castro to write culogies of Mao
and Iin Piao, because they have talked about opposing bureaucracy and spoken of the
Paris Commune. But Stalin too attacked burecaucracy - this talk tellis us nothing.

The state of the mass activity, the degree of its control by the army, its conscious-
ness, China's material level, anl tic prospects before the masses cannot be ignored
so easily. Merely to tail after o scetion of the bureaucracy is not going to help
he Chinese Revolution - but it is going to confuse workers in our own movemert.

t would be a piece of arrogant scectarianism to equate without more ado people like
Mao,.:Choy and. lin,.who have led a great revolution whose benefiks to the Chinese
masses are graot, with the degensrate butcher Stalin —- but it would be even more
unforgiveable to ignore meterial conditions: in relation to the Soviet Union Trotaky
pcinted out that in conditions of generalised want all the "old crap" --— ie privil-
eged dominetion of the masses by a minority and everything that goes with it --
would reappear, In Chinas 'generalised wamt' is et o level nesver reached by Russia
~ and the "old crap" never disappeared. But the Chinese Stalinists, occupying a
social position similar to the burcaucracy in Russla, are less afraid of the masses.
Whercas Stalin suppressed them, they genuinsly led the peasantsw The mass enthus-
iasm of the Red Guards armed with their little red magic Mao-hooks id gemuine, and
quite alien to Russian Staliniem. Their egalitarianism, in its inevitable disapp
cintment, has more in common with the Jacokins than the cowed masses under Stalin,

Whereas Stalin rosce on the grﬁve of the most profound revolution of the workers and
on the corpse of the most highly conscious anl democratic revolutionary organisation
» See article on Bolshevik attitude, p.lb.

[
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in history - the Bolshevik rarty - Mac rose without the masses of the proletariaz,
After the suppression of the CPC ag a proletarian orga:iv.sabtion in 1927 there had been
no working clags democracy, no tradition of open discussion, no self-reliant working
class, no Marxist clarity. There was, fron the beginning, o doclassed peasant army
organised in the most baokward areas of China, without any sontact until 1948 with the
main cities. When the peasant armies reached the towns, the workers did not partici-
pate - and the Stalinists took care they didn't. The ready-male bureaucracy slotted
into the ready-made Kuomintang state machine and settled down to a bonapartist manip-

ulation of the fcomtradictions in the people' - in their own words, "“teking into ace-
ount both public and private inbterests and ... benefiting both labour an? capital', It “

was a state which did not have to degenerate — for it was Aeformed at bhirth.

Tor the Maoists, as long as they can keep a tight hold of it, mass achivity andl en-
thusiasm serves a purpose. The bureaucracy finds it a good deal easier to control

the masses, elther by force (there are reputed to be 10 million in lebour and concen-
tration camps) or by mamipulation, than to escape the grip of the materizl level of
China. Despite the elements of advancel technology grafted on, the material level ig
still pre—capitalist, with labour as the main source of ensrgy. In this situation, they
need to generste enthusiasm and excitement in the masses t¢ spur them on to exception-
al economic efforts.

POLICY OF THE OPrOSITIONS

The conflict within the bursaucracy centres on economlc policy, A% its simplest the
division is on whether to build up slowly or to try to fly. The anti-laolists resist
a new eccnomic foreed march Like the Great Leap Forward of 1958/61. They want some
balance in the econony, recognition of objective limitations, long term planming, a
contimiation of stealy development, incentives for the masses as opposed to Meo'ls

‘ roluntarism' -- for which they have?“@ounced as "economists"; they want an end to
Gitsruptions like the GLP, which was partly respcnsible for the abanlomment of the 2nd.
Five year plan in 1961 after 3 years, Mao favours an sconomic crusade against back-
wardness, on the basis of strict regimentation spd tighter belts for the masses,
coupled with incessant utopian propaganda, juggling figures, ezaggerating possibllit-
ies.. The emphasis is on youth who are less likely to remember the disappoinbments of
the GLF, and on mass activity as opposed to technology, expertise and specialisation
(epitomised in the denounced "bourgeois intellectuals").

%

The antipode to Mao is a Chinese 'frofessor Lieberman' Sun Yeh-fang, until recently
director of the Institute of Bconomics. He would enthrone immediate profitability as
the sole regulator of the internal movements of the economy - ie give free play to the .
law of value. Though not representing the mass of the anti-Macists he has had power- o
ful protection. He has called the GLF the "Great Demclition", the Communcs "a mistake

of rash and reckless advance, a mistake of subjective idealism and subjective will",

and Mao "“a lazybones in economics" —— and still retained his positione.

e

The divisions reflect the tremendous pressures on China: of rising population, isolat-
ion, the constant threat from Imperialisgm and, conditioning everything, the sheer pov~
erty of her esconomy and resources, Her attempts at development have seen three H-year
plans - 1953/58, '58/63 (abanioned in '61), and a third begun in 1966.

'"PLANNED! ECONCMY TN CHINA

On the eve of the First Flan, in 1952, %‘industry, 2/3 trade anl nearly 1000 agricul-
ture were in private hands. This, an? the exceptional poverty of the country, set

[
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strict limits to planning. when her first Plan began Russia was the world's 7th
industrial power; in 1952 China wus in no compavoble position, with o per capita
inome only a % of Russia's in 1920, Russia had a rich agriculture to squeeze and
later intensify, huge tracts of virgin lands without pressure of population; China
had a small industrial basc anl o poor, already intensive agriculture, Russia's
contact with the world market wns never seriously cut (as opposed to being control-
led) and she imported machincry throughout the pericd of mass industrialisation;
China's contact was largely through the brokerags of the Soviet Unmion - and trade
with the Soviet Bloc. Both were rigid, harsh, pay as you go: the Russian burcaucr—
ats exploited their monopoly as both buyer anmd svgplier to sell dearer and buy chea~-
per (sometimes for resale) than world prices. All Russien equipment and technicians
had to be paid for out of current production, ie by exports to Russia. -

As in Russia from the mid-1920s, plaaning was blinfolded by the bureaucracy's fear
of reality. A State Planning and Statistical Buresu set up in 1952 4id not function
properly until 1955, and was more or less abolished by 1958, The need of the buresu-
cracies in Stalinist states to doll up and/or suppress facts has always bee a ser—
ious break on planning, for which acourate data is irreplaceable. This problem is
closely 1irke? with the question of lack of mass democratic control of the planning..

Despite the backwardness, scarcity ani bureacracy, serious progress was made in the
First Plan., Steel production rose fourfold, coal twofold, agriculture about 3% pa
(barely keeping abreast of the population) and electricity expanded 2% times. Cen~
tralised distribution now largely suppressed the mass starvation and famines of the
past. Though the Flan was not, as claimed, overfulfilled, there were still great
advances. Growth rate averaged about 8% pa (in '53-'53); about 20% of the small
Mational Income was accoumulated in this period.

By 1955 industrial growth had slowel “own considerably; in 1954/55 adherence to fix-
el quotas in face of a less good harvest left the peasants in distress. These diff-
iculties pushed Mao into the camp of those favouring a forced march - already in the
eakly 1990s there was a division between "forced marchers" and "balanced developers".
fbandoning the cautiocus policy of just encouraging mutual aid teams among the pea-
sants, the C2 went in for wholesale collectivisation. In a situation where any me-
chanisation which could have becn ajyslied to the already intensive agriculture was
lacking, this form could only be cimel at squeezing more surplus out of the peasants,
" as a basis for industrialisation. Collcctivisation was accomplisghed in 1955/56,

from above; Resistance, though not spectacular, caused some disruption. This was
followed by a poor harvest in 1956, an? in some areas collectives had to be aban~
doned teomporarily

1956 alsc saw the final transformation of the large amount of remaining - thriving -
private industry into State-Private enterprises. Capital was redecmed at 5% inter~
est and the capitalists became managers at very high salaries, both of which they
still draw today, A current HARVARD BUSINESS REVIEW article report - that there are
gtill 300,000 of them, still running industry, living in luxury, pampered and pro-
tected by a regime which dencunces oppositionists as "wanting 4o restore capitaligm",
The writer of the article was picked up by one of them in a new jaguar!

The first Plan had shown that agriculture could not yield the surpluses necessary
for Russian style industrialisation. The 1957 harvest was a bare 1.3% up on 1956,
while the population increase was Z%, Bxpansion of industry was not even sufficient
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to take up the urderemployment in the villagews. . 4t the end of the first Plan it had
also become ohvious that China would have to advance 2lmost completely under her own
steam: aid from Russia was negligible, less than for Eastern Buropean countries, less
thabr "neutral® capitalist countries receiveid.... less by far than Chiang Kai-shek got
from Stalin in the 1930s. Russian loans amounted to a mere 3% of state invegbment
under the Plan., Russia's continued exploitation of her monopoly of trade with China
was mafe worse by China's disadvantage as a country with a low productivity .of labour,
trading ot world prices: far from aiding llevelopment this meant extortion of Chinese
surplus value by Russia, The forced march philosophy now won another rcund, aided

- by the opbtimism engeniered by the cxceptional 1956 harvest. The Seconl Plan envisaged 3
a 50% rise in output and a doubling of capital accumulation to about 40k, g

Under the constant pressure to finl the zlled surplus t2 accumulate an? industrial-
ise, with rising population aroding any a’vances in agriculture, in complete isolat-
ion, under pressure from Imperialism whieh dictated a one-sided development of cer=-
tain sectors of the taeckwsrd economy for military technology, the raised investment
targets demanded a squeeze on mass consumption and an intensified use of existing
resources. The Communes were now established, as ever larger units to achieve econ-
omies of scale, with commnal feeding to esconomise by cutting individual rations.
Efforts to achieve the maximum use of labour led to the abolition of private plots
and the use of the communes (26,000 in all, averaging 4,637 households) as cenbres
for handicrafts anl small Local industries, To try to escape the lack of fixed cap-
ital therc arose the primitive backyard furnaces and small scale coal mines engaging
tens of millions in utterly wasteful labour, whose end-product was found to be use~
less. Large labour armies from the communes engaged in gemuinely frultful irrigation
work, though even here lack of effective planning often led to waste and disyruption.

f%

To escape the apathy andl falling production caused by the military-bureaucratic meth-—
ods of collectivisation, the communes were gencrated by wviolent anl reckless propa-
ganda, mcobiliging the masses on fantastic hopes; in addition, promotion of xenophobia,
glorification of Chima's isolation, and 'emulation' were stepped up to supplant mat-
erial incentives and the private plots. But the Communes hal merely been a new and
bigger administrative unit, a reorganisation of existing resources which, without
appropriate mechanisation, could not in itself significantly raise productivity.

The widespread disruption, waste of resourcces and lahour were followsd by & success-

jion of bad harvests and near famine, The communes were abanioned, comnunal feeding
abolished as'wasteful' (which speaks volumes on the average level) private plots were 4
restored an! so was free sale of produce. The excitement and emotioral excesses
generated for the Great Leap was inevitably disappointel; manipulatel figures began
to lose their credibility. Cadres were finally ordered by the CC not to work the
peasants more than 12 hours a dey except in busy seasons, The chaos an’ natural dis~
asters were aggravated by a Soviet withlrawel so monstrously callous, soO typical of
a1l the past economic relations betweun the rich 'socialist! state anl the poor 'soc-
ialist' state that it should be claszel with the munstrosities of the Stalin era, At
a time of near gtarvation, when 100,000 rcfugees flocked from China into Hong Kong,
Russia withdrew all aid, equipment an’ tochnicians, refusel 1o make deliveries, even
tore up blueprints. Industrial plants which had barely started operating had to be
closed, projects for the second 5-year Plan shandoned and the whole plan re~arrangeﬂ
to re-alocate resources, "Socialism in One Country" was for Russia imposed by cir-—
cumstances and perpetuated by the Bureaucracy. For Chinae it is consciocusly imposed
by the Soviet Burcaucratsj though the Imdcnesian experience shows it to be just as
blindly stalinist in sacrificing foreign revolutions to short term lsals with the
Sukarnos and e=yub Fhans.
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After the offieial arnouncement of "readjustment" in 1961 it took 5 years 0 return
to the economic level-of 1557, The GLF is sumred up in the figures for national
average per capita cslovie consumption (per day): 1557= 2,200; 1959-'61l= 1,800,

At the 1962 Plenum of the CC the "moderates" dominated. The emphasis then was on

a gearing of industry to the-neglected agriculture (machinery and insecticides);
intellectuals were courted and there was a new emphasis on science, specialisation
and expertise; accumulation has since been in the 20% range. Since 1961 private
plots have again ascounted for up to a quarter of peasant incomes.

A NEW GREAT IEAP FORWARD 7

411 the cvidense points to a resuuption of the forced march approach by the Mao
faction., Under the contimuing pressures of Imperialism, of the threst of stagnat+-
ion, they have launched the 'Cultural Revolution' with its attacks on all the con=
ceptions which have dominatel since 1962, A bumper harvest in 1965 seems to have
sparked it off as in '58, and rccent exaggerated claims for food production seem to
herald & new raising of the blood vwressure for a new efforkt, Austerity is again
the watchword, and the frivate FProperty attacked by Red Guards is the peasant plots,

Clearly the experience of the GLP and its aftermath has orcated a wider and fiercer
resistance than any hitherto encountered (though in the 1957/8 period ¥ of Provin—
oial Party Secretaries were dismissed, as well as the head of the statistics Bureau
and a number of Vice-Presidents.) ALl along the Red Guards! propaganda has had a
double purpose: %0 galvamise and intimidate the Party and State functionaries, and
to limber up the workers and pecasants, Now, roused against the volumbarist poliecies
of Mao - for which after 211 they will have %o pay: the GLF saw a large sovalesubst-
antial reduotion in industrial wages — workers and commune peasants have been drawn
into the struggle to do hattle with the Red Guard students, The policy of Mao, des-
pite its camouflage of 'socialism', can only mean an intensified regime of drymming
of the workers. Resistance from the workers makes compulsion the order of the day,
and this will compel the use of a repressive regime: which in turn can only lead to
deeper corruption in conditions of uncontrolled state/army/party PUreaucracy seee
whatever final eguilibrium in their mutual relations is reached by the secotions.

The apparent lining up of the industrial workers with the anti-Mao faction has im-
pelled people like Banda and cther Maoists to call them backward, Bub thelr oppos—
ition to encther disruption and squeeze is not neoessarily the result of common
cause with either the ‘Idebermanites! or the staid, cautious officials and function-
aries. Uhy should they renounce 'economism', faced with Pureaucratic privilege and
the protection of the 300,000 "5% capitolists" ard the other managers?

Left to its own economic backwardness, with relative stagnation in the proportion
of rural and urban population, the immediate future for Chinha can only be one. of
contimuing domination by the 17 to 20 million strong hureaucracy, now perhaps going
through a final sifting out srocess $o find the people best suited +co Chira's need
to industrialise. The Chinese workiig class, rigidly controlled, not yet recovered
from the pulverisation of the Japanese pericd, still remains the only leader for
the Chinese masses against the burcaucratic regime. It will be able to find again
itsimagnificent tradition of free class conscious activity in alliance with the ad-
vance guard of the internationzl nroletariat; and only through this allianse can
the problems of China he solved,




Thirty years ago this April, in a fascist prison hospital in Italy, there died a
proletarian vevolutionary who has been deservedly bracketed with Lenin, Luxenbours

and Trotsky as a master of Marxism: Antonio Gramsci. He was the lesder of the

"Iurin comminists", and later, having lcd the struggle against the sectarian Bordiga, :

Secretary of the Italian CP. Arrested under the Fascist "Exceptional laws"™ in
November 1926, he was tried in May 1928. At his trial the fascist Prosecutor
demanded: ”For twenty years we must stop that brain from working". But the con-
ditions of his imprisonment, tozcther with denial of medical treatment (until too
late) to a man whose body was from birth exceptionally weak, rendered 20 years
unnecessary. He died Just a fow days ofter his sentence, it in

half when it had cbviously done its work, had cxpired. He was 46 yeors old.

But they did not "stop that brain from working", In prison Gramsci managed t@

keep notebooks =~ using all sorts of »rivate codowords to fool his captors.- and

these, eight volumes in all, have surviveds a rich and vasgt variety of subjecbs.. s
vs o problems of Marxism, Itallan history, the Catholic Church, philosophy, and

the lossons of the mass activity of the Italisn proletariat in the period after
W.%W.I. Thnt these constitute a major contribution to Marxism can be seen from

the small selection published in English by Lawrence and Wishart in 1957 - The
Modern Prince and Cbther Writings.

In hig autcbiography Victor Serpe, a Marxist opponent of Stalinism, drew this
picture of Gramgci:

"Antonio Gramsci, ... an industrious and Bohemian exile, late
to bed and late to rise, working with the illepal committee of the Italian G.P.
His head was heavy, his brow was high and broad, his lips thimg the whole was
carried on a puny, squarc-shouldered, weak-chested, hump-backed body. There was
grece in the movement of his fine lanky hanls. Gramsel fitted awkwardly into the
bumdrun of day to day existance, losing his way at night in familiar streets,
taking the wrong train, indifferent to the comfort of his lodgings and the quality
of his meals; but, intellectually, he was sbsolutcly alive. Trained intuitively _
in the dialcctic, quick to uncover falschood and transfix it with the sting of E
irony, he viewed the world with an cxccptional clarity. Once we consulted together
ahout the quarter million workers who had been admitted at one stroke into the
Russian C.P. on the day after Lenin's death. "How much were these proletarians
worth, if they had to wait for the death of Vledimir Ilyich before coming to the
Party?"

After the example of Motteoti (murdered by fascists in 1924
- F@.), like him a deputy, like him living among menaces, a frail invalid held in
both detestation and respect by Mussolini, Gramsci had returned to Rome to carry
on the strugple. He was fond of telling stories sbout his wretched childhood,
how he had friled his entry to the priesthood, for which his family had merked .
him out; with his short bursts of sardonic laughter he exposed certain leading
firures of fascism with whom he was closcly acquainted. When the crisis in
Russia began to worsten, Gramsci di.l not want to be broken in the process, so he
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had Rimsolf sent back to Ttaly by his Party: ho, who was idertifysbhle at the
first glance bacausc of his deformity and his great forehcad., He was impris~ -
oned together with Umberto Terracini and some others, and a fesalst Jjeil kept. '
him outside the operation of thosc factional strugmles whose consequence nearly
everywhere was the eliminntion of the militants of his seneration. Cur years of
darkness were his years of stubborn resigtance,' e
80009
Of his "fundamental concept" of Morxism Gramsei had written: "Marxism, 'suffic-
icnt to itself', contains in itself all the fundamental elements not only for
constructing a whole and intepral conception of the world, a total philosophy
and a theory of the matural sciences, but also for bringing to life an integral
practical organisation of society; in other words, for becoming a total, integ-
ral civilisation"., It is tempting to use up the space available with a variety
of short quotations to demonstrate the power of Gramsci's Marxism. Instead we
will quote in full a short editorial from ORDINO NJOVO; everything it says is
as relevant to our task of preparing the proletarian revelution as it was to
the work of Antonio Gramsci whosc memory we honours
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In this issue we begin the publication of a brief study of Leonardo Da Vincl by
Comrade Aldo Uberdorfer of Tricste, written on the occasion of Da Vinei's fourth
contenary to be celchrated this year. We fecl surc our readers and frienis will
not be surprised, as this reprcscants not a failure to live up tT0 our purpose,
but a partial fulfillment of the sims we made clear from the start.

On other occasions we have alecady set out what we believe a poper, a communist
culturel review, should ho. Such e paper must aim to become, in miniature,
complete in itsclf, even thou~h it mey be unable to satisfy all the intellechbuak
nesds of the mucleus of men who read and support it, who live a part of their
lives around it, and who impart to it some of their own life, it must strive to
be the kind of jourral in which everyone will find things that interest and move
him, that will lighten the daily burden of work, cconumic struggle and political
discussion. At the least the journsl should encourage the complete development
of one's mental capacities for a higher and fuller life, richer in harmony and
in ideclogical aims, and should be a stimilus for the development of one's own
personality. Why cannot we oursclves, with our modest forces; begin the work of
the education system, the education gystem of the future, smong the youth, who
support us and look to us with such faith and cxpectation? Bocause the socialist
education system when it emerses will of necessity emerge as a complete system
whose goal it will be to embrace quickly all branches of human knowledge. This
will be a practical necessity and an intellectual requirement. Are there not
alroady workers to whom the class strygrle has given a new sense of dignity and
liherty who ~ when they hecar the pooté songs and the names of artists and think-
ers - ask bitterly: "Why hoven't we, too, been taught these things?" But they
congole themselves: "Schools, as orpanised over the last ten ycars, as organiged
today by the ruling class, tcach us little or nothing." The aim is to mest ed-
ucetional needs by differcnt means: frecly, through spontancous relations between
men moved by a common desirc to improve themselves. Why couldn't & paper become
the centre for onc of these groups? In this field too the bourgcols repgime is
on the verge of hankruptecy. From its hands, calloused from their sole work of

Continued on p.h0




BY LEON TROTSKY

Tenin's internationalism needs no recommendation. It is best characterised by
Lenin's irreconcilable break, in the first days of the world war, with that coun-
- terfeit internationnlism which reigned in the Second Internstional, The official
leaders of "Socialism" used the parliamentary tribune to recencile the interests
of the fatherlaend with the interests of mankind by way ¢f abstract arguments in
the spirit of the ¢1& Cosmopolites., In practice this led, as we know, to the
support of the predatory fatherland by the proletarian forces.

Lenin's internationalism is in no sense a formula for verbally reconciling nation-
alism with internationalism., It is a formula for international revolutionary
action, The world's territory in the clutches of the so-called civilised section
of mankind is regarded as a unified arenz where a gigantic strup-le occurs, whose
component elements are constituted by the individual peoples and their respective
classes. No single major issue con be kept restricted within a nationnl frame-—
work. Visible and invisible threzds connect such an issue with dozens of events
in all corners of the world, In the evaluation of international factors and
forces Lenin is freer than anyone else from natiomal prejudices.

Marx concluded that the philosophers hed sufficiently interpreted the world and
that the real task was to change it. But he, the pioneering genius, did not live
to gee it done. The transformation of the old world is now in full swing and
Lenin is the foremost worker on this job., His internationslism is a practical
appraisal plus a practical interveantion into the march of higtorieal events on a
world scale and with world-wide aims. Russia and her fate is only a single elem~
ent in this titanic historical struggle upon whose outcome hinges the fate of
mankind.

Ienin's internationalism needs no recommerdation. But at the same time Lenin
himself is profoundly national. His roots are deep in modern Russian history,
he draws it up into himself, gives it its highest expression, and precisely in
this way attains the hirchest levels of internaticnsl action and world influence.

At first glance the characterization of ILenin as & "national" figure may seem
surpriging, but, in essence, this follows as a matter of ecourse. To be able to
lead such a revolution, without parallel in the history of peoples, as Russia is
now living through, 1t is cbviously necessary to have an indissoluble, organic
bond with the main forces of the people's 1ife, a bond which springs from the
deepest roots,.

Lenin personifies the Russian proletariat, a young cless, which politically is
scarcely older then Lenin himself, but a ¢lass which is profourdly nationnl, for
recopitulated in it isg the entire past development of Russie, in it lies Russia's
entire future, with it the Russian nation rises or falls, TFreedom from routine
and banality, freedom from imposture and convention, resoluteness of thought,
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audacity in action ~ an audacity which never huens fo-foolherdiness - this is what
characterises the Bussian worlking class, and with Tt elso lenin,

The nature of the Russian proletarict, which has made it today the most important
force of the world revolution, had been prepared beforehand by the entire course
of Russian nationsl history; the barbaric cruelty of the Czarist autocracy, the
ingipgnificance of the privileged classes, the feverish growth of capitalism fed by
the lees of the world stock market, the escheated character of the Russian bourg-
eoisie, their decadent ideolopy, their shoddy politicse Our "Third Estate knew
neither a Reformation nor o great revolution of their own and could never have
known thems Thersfore the revolutionary tasks of the Russian proletariat assumed
a more all-embracing cheracter, Our past history knows no Iuther, no Thomas Munzer,
no Mirabeau, no Danton, no Robespierrs. Exactly for that reason the Russian pro-
letariat has its Lenin., What was lost in way of tradition has becn won in the
sweep of the revoluticon,

Lenin mirrors the working class, not only in its proletarian present but also in
its peasant past, still so recent. This moct indisputable leader of the prolet-
ariat, not only outwardly resembles a peasant, but there is something inwardly in
him strongly smacking of a peasant., Facing the Smolny stands the statue of the
other great figure of the world proletariat: Karl Marx, on a stone pedestal in a
black frock coat. Assuredly, this is a trifle, but it is impossible even to im-
agine Lenin putting on o black frock coat. Some portraits of Marx show him wear-
ing a dress shirt against whose hroad expanse something resembling a monocle
dangles.

That Marx was not inclined to foppery is quite
clear to all who hawe an inkling of the spirit
of Marx. DBut Marx was born and grew up on a
different national-cultural soil, lived in a
different atmosphere, as did also the leading
personalities of the German worlking class,
whose roots reach back not to a peasant village
but to the corporation gulilds ard the complex
city culture of the middle a es.

Marx's very style, rich anl beautiful, in which
strengbh and flexibility, wrath and irony, sev=
erity and refinement are combined, also cont-
ains the literary and aesthetic accumulations
of the entire German socio-political literature
since the days of the Reformetion and even befw-
ore. JLenin's literary and oratorical style is
awesomely simple, utilitorian, ascetic, as is
his whole make-up. But in this mighty ascetic-~
ism there is not a trace of = moralistic attit- IENIN AT 25

wle. There is no principle here, no eldborated

system: and, of oourse, no posturing; it is simply the outward expressien ef in=-
ward coengervation of strength for action., It is a peasant's practical proficiency
but on a eolossal seale.
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The entire Marx is contained in the GQEMINIST MANIFESTO in the forsword 40 his
CRITIQUE, in CAPITAL, ®ven if he had not been the founder of the First Internat-
ional he would always remain what he is today. Lenin, on the d¢ther hand, is con-
tained enbirely in revolutionary action, His scientific works are only a. prepar—
ation for action., If he never published a sinple book in the past, he would for-
ever enter history just as he enters it now: the lesder of the proletarian revol-
ution, the fournder of the Third Internationsl.

A clear, scientific system - the materislist dialectic - is necessary for action
on such a historical scale as devolved upon Lenin - it is necessary but not suff-
icient. Needed here in addition is thet irrevealsble creative power we call int- 5
uition: The ability to judpe evenss correctly on the swing, to separate the essen-
tial erd important from the husks and incidentals, to £fill in mentally the missing
parts of the picturs, to draw to conclusion the thoughts of others anmd above all
those of the cnemy, to conneot all this into a unified whole and to deal a blow
the moment that the "fornwla" for this blow comes to mind, This is the intuition
for action. In one of its wspacbs 1t merpes with what we call shrewdness.

i3

When Lenin, screwing up his left eyc, listens over the radio to a parliamentary
speech of one of the imperinlist mokers of destiny or pgoes over the text of the
ilatest diplomatic note, a mixture of bloodthirsty duplicity and polished hypocrisy,
he resembles a very wise mouzhik whom words cannot cajole nor sugary phrases en-
snare., This is the peasant shrewlness elevated o renius, armed with the last

word of sclentifiec thought.

The young Russian proletariat was able to accomplish what it has only by pulling
behind itself, by its roots, the heavy mess of the peasantry. This was prepaved
for by our whole national past. But precisely because the prolctarist has come
to pover through the course of events, our revolution has becn able suddenly and
drastically to overcome the national narrowness aml provincial benightedness of
Rpssia's past history. Soviet Russia has become not only the haven for the Comm-
urist International, but also the living embodiment of its programme and methods.

By paths, unknown and as yet unexplored by science, by which the human personality

is molded, lemin has assimilated from the nationsl milicu everything he needed for

the rreatest revolutionary action in the history of humanity., Exactly because the 3
socialist revolution, which has long had its international theoretical expression,

Zeund for the first time in Ienin its national embodiment, Lenin became,, in the

full and true sense of the word, the revolutionary lsader of the world proleteriat. -
And that is how his Piftioth birthday fourd him.,
PEAVDA, April 23, 1920, Reprinted from - Fourth Intermstiomal Jan./¥eb. 1951
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? ORRECOTION JACKTE CLEARY WiITE.: My polemic against Desmond Greaves'
pamphlet on 1916 (AN SOL4S No.16) conteined an error which calls for correction.

The date of the Knocklong Soviet is given as May 1921, and in fact it was May 1920.
Initially & typing error, the hnsty zddition of verbal underlining overstated the
case, giving the appearance of an imnediate relationship between the event and the
Truce. But of course the general picture still stands -~ the casc remnins that fear
of & general social explosion under their own feet made it imperative for the bour-
geoisie, ceaught between Imperialism and the neasses, to break out of the Repuklican

straitjacket. and consolidate what they could, while they could.

1
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art in sihevt

- pussia: 1917 - 24

For reasors which need no elaboration, bourgeois publicity has given us a pretty
good ideca of what Stalinist arts lock like, of the plight of the artist and wri-
ter in Russia since the thirties (and China more recently), and the wurk which
he has had to turn out. For thc same reasons, it has been extroor@inarily shy
of Bolshevik art anl culturc, and very few people have the privilege to know
whet the cultural scene looked like in Russia until the thirtics. In fact, thesc
pecple have been as reluctant to publicise the genuine art of revolutionary Rus-—
sla, as they have becn to adveriise its genuine politics. Neturally, the same
must be sald of official Soviect historices, in which I have secen the whole pericd
1917-1932 dismissed in a paragraphgy or even less..

If Bolshevik Trotskyists have boch active for many years attcempting to break the
tabu imposed by Stalinist burcaucrats and bourgecis communicetions monopolists
on Bolshevik pelitics, it is also our task to 4o the same for Bolshevik art. Not
ah easgy task, for the obliteration of the record of an ere in art is ecasicr than
the suppression of printed matter, However, a little research uncovers a stimu~
loting spectacle; how a whole group of artists, designers, theatrical producers,
pocts apd architects banded together in the years of famine and civil War, toolk
their place in tho revolubionary ranks and attempted to forge links between
themselves and the masses. Under Capitalism the proletarian masses receive a
backwash cf nhackneyed bourgeois culture, or a speclally mamifactured sub-culture:
but in these years the avant-garde artists, that is, the most alert ard sensitive,
served the masses directly, at first hand,

Awokering in the 1860s from the comz of the Tsarist Academy's unchallenged rule,
Russian painters spent the next few decades alternately lapping up what their
contemporaries in Burope woere pilonecring; ard discovering that there had been

a native Russian art beforc the Academy had made 18th century Prench court art
(at second-hand, of courss) the only style which could earn o painter a Iiving,
Barnest safaris up-country yiclie? evidence of rough decorative peasant woodcuts
and embroidery; ancient icons werc cleaned up and exhibited for the fiirst time.
Meanwhile, the Academy continued to patronise portrait painting in the manner
of 1&th century France; and the new movements found favour with the liberal
bourpgeoisie.

ARTISTIC LEAP

Like Russian industry and the Russian labour movement, Russian painting found
its whole development telescoped., ILearning quickly from French Impressionism
and its multifarious succeeding movements, but keeping their own identity by
virtue of their passionate invelvement with the national tradition, the most
swiftly advancing groups and individuaels soon found that they were ready for a
ravolutionary breakthrough, that they were no longer following their comrades
in the west, but leading them, Now their patrons were not so keen; it was all
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very well while the. avant garde was progreseive—onty-in relation to feudelism.
But certainly not when the war came, and a definite rebelliousness, suspiciously
reserbling the anti-copitalist Dada movement in Zurich, was seen in many avant
parde activities., Now they found themselves out in the cold, their audience shr-
unk to a few intellectuals, and unable - as yet -~ to turn tv ancther class for
support.

Two main movements emerged in 1915, called Suprematism and Constructivism. The

first of these flourished mainly before the revolution; it was a form of complete- i
ly abstract art, relying chiefly on _cometric shepes and the confusel and somewhat :
mystical 'philosophy! of its lealer Molevich, Some of his ideas rescnble those

of Kardinsky (his compatriot anl somc~time colleague, and one of the preatest @
founders of 20th century art) but lacking the latter's intellectual clarity he

never: achieved the same staturc; nor wes he able tc develop his simple forms to

any extent, and in the hands of Lless talented followers Suprematism became an

easy and fashionable formula.

Constructiviem was by nature far more extravert and active; its vigour cnabled

it to seize the opportunities of revolution, and in fact it was only after 1917

that it came to life as 2 movement. Basically it grew out of Vladimir Tatlin's ;

attempts to break down the barriers between art and life, and before the revolu~

. tion these attempts were necessarily modest. They took the form of 'constructions'
.which shed the safe harbour of frame and wall, and came out into space. They

coulan't be called sculpture, because that is basically solid. Now space itself

became an element at the very heart and centre of the desigrs They were made from

wood, glass, wire and plaster - all potential builders' materials. The old dual~

ity of form and content was resolved in a synthesis where the actual materials ~

their texbure, the Juxtaposition of the planes and rhythms they formed, their

shepe and structurec -~ became the main suvbject matter, Perhaps most important was

the possibility it afforded of incorporating real movement: a very novel idea in

1915, though now it is an accepted element in both painting and congtruction.

These experiments, which Tatlin regarded in a somewhat scientific light, were bound
to sufpest more ambitious projects than his Corner Relief's, Moreover, there was a2
marked streak of functionalism in its make-up, anl in Tatlin's outlook (Auring the
Civil War he was to Jdesipgn a stove to burn the minimum quantity of fuel while giv-
ing the maximum heat ), This, before October, was bound to come up ageinst numer-
ous barriers and frustrations; later, having elaborated his theories of the Cul~
ture of materials and the Artist Engineer, Tatlin was to look back on this perioed
as & time of back-room research, of thinking isolated from action.

ARE COMES OQUT OQF ITS CORNER

Most important of all, the revolution cifered the posgsibility of inberrating art
with soeciety and bringing an enl to its use as a mere market commodity which wass
enjoyel by at most a small elite. The results appeared almost overnight; from
being hungry experimenters, artists of the avant garde suddenly found themselves
in positicns of power and influence - as heads of art colleges, leading menmbers
of the Comissariat for People's Blucation (NARKOMPROS), the Institute of Artistic
Culture (INKHUK) and IZ0, which had the task of reorpanising the country's
MUSESTINS .
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This favourable situation came about mainly because of these artists' attitude

to the Eevolution, While their reactionory crities and all the old icademicians
immediately left the country (several returned, however ... with the White Armies)
the avant pgarde - now known as Leftists - leapt to action and gave all their
encrgies to helping the spread of commnist ideas throuphout Russia, in Agitprop,
the theatre, posters and many other spheres ef activity. Unlike the present
cultural hacks with their Black Sea villas, their only privilege in the first
years was to be hardworking and self-sacrificing, to suffer the same cold, hunger
and hefdship as the rest of the Bolsheviks; later, they contimied to share in
the fate of the Bolsheviks, in suicide, prison and Siberia,

Propaganda was put up everywhere; it wes sometimes gipantic and hideous, often
inventive and witty, with emphasis on caricature. Walls of buildings were paint-
ed and covered with slogans, quotations from leading Bolsheviks end the '0Old
masters!, and even the latest ncws. A1l means of transportation, wagons, ships
and trains were cevered with brightly painted revolutionary pictures, so that

the message might reach the most remote cutposts. Even eweryday objects like.

plates, cups and matchboxes carricd pictures and

slopgans. Most of this work wos hased on  the

prevailing styles ef the avant porde — at Ffirst /r’fq,s,

Suprematism, like the poster on the ripht(the Opr

lettering says: "Beat the Whites with the Red

wedge") and later Constructivism, like the plate
below., ™ e 1t was naturally very rough and
ready (these examples, partiwularly the poster
by EL Lissitsky, are probably exceptional) but
nevertheless the sudden proliferation #f painted

' images. axd vigo~
rous, -strong ty—
pography. musts
have beswn. very
exciting = .not _ '

" to say effeckiwe = while the lack of refinement
was often cempensated by freshness and spontan-—
eity. Its effectiveness, in this period when
propagande played a leading role in the defense
ef the workers! state, gives the lie to the 3tal-
inist bogey ehout the remoreness and incompreher-
sibility of abstract art; at a time when the in-
vagsion of Georgia and the suppression of Kronstadt
were” seen as essential fer defense, it is unlike-
1y that anhy medium of propaganda which failed to
appeal to the widest masses would have been so
encouraged, :

ART TO REACH EVERYONE

The first response to the Revolution was seen in the abandomment of easel paint-
ing ard all smell scale work, For a time the 'Bolshevik monumental style' pre-~
vailed, with huge portraits set up of world heroes e&f revolution. Art had teo be
big and imposing enough to reach everyone, The failure of this 'style', depend-~
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'ing as it did solely on size, was as rapid as it was inevitable. The most serious
and lasting-attempts were mede in music.

After many disoussiong between gastev and Mayakoveky, and trials at Leningrad amd
M.zhni~Novgorod, the first real performance took place in Baku, on November 7th
1922, to mark the Fifth anniversary of the Revolution., Foghorns of the whole Cas-
plan Fleet, 2ll factory sirens, two bhatteries of artillery, several infentry reg-
iments, a machine gun section and real hydroplanes took part =-- as well as massive
cholrs in which all the. spectators joined. The Festival was described as wery im~
pregeive, but later attempts st such things as factory whistle symphonies encount-
ered unsurmountable problems, failing to achieve even a recogmisable Internationale., 4

But the desire t#at art should reach out imto the streets and factories was still
foremost-in the ambitions of most artists -~ expressed in Mayakovsky's aim %o
"meke the streets his brushes and the squares his palette". The Constructivists®
solution to this now brought them forward as the most important movement of the
day, "The Art of the preoletariat" they said "is not a holy shrine where things are
lazily regarded, but work, a factory which produces new artists' things."

From this grew the desire to be active builders, not just back
rcom designers. Tatlin saw his previous achievements as mere
experiments to occupy his time until he could emerge as the
artigt-engineer of the new society. Indeed, he is generally
best remembered now for the projected Menmument to the Third
International, rdther than for his Cerner Reliefs; and had the
momiment bBeen raealise? in its final form it would in fact have
been his greatest achievement:

"The mormment was to be -twice the height of the Bmpire State -
building. It was to be executed in glass and iron, An iron
spiral framework was to support a body censisting of a gless
cylinder, 2 glass cone anl a glass cube, This body was to be
suspended on a dynamic asymetrical axis, like a leaning
Eiffel Tower, which would thus contimie its spirsl -rhythm
into space beyond. Such 'movement! was not to boe confined
to the static Jdesigne. The body of the momument itself was
literally going to move, The cylinder was to revolve on ¢
its axis once o year: the activities allecated to this pos-—

ition of the huilding were lectures, conferences and Congress -
meetings, The cone was to complete a revolution once a month »
amd 1o house executive activities. The topmost eube was teo
complete a full turn en its axis once .a day and to be an in-
fermation centre. It was constantly to issue bews bulletins,
proclamations and manifestoss - by means of telegraph, radie,
telephone and loudspeaker". (Camilla Gray - The Great Ex-
periment; Russian Art 1863~1922, Thames and Hudson, 1962, )

Left:~ Model and plan,

This was an ambitious project for 1919 under any circumstances; and considering
Bussia then as a country emerging from feudalism and fighting a civil war it Is
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hardly serprising that the plans were never realised beyond a small wocdem model.,
Otlef plana, for a huge Labour Palace in Moscow, for-new workers® dwellings and
the rational rebuilding of whole towns, never even went beyond paper,

The Constructivists found themselves in the same predicament as thet of the Bole
sheviks, They were far ahead of the technieal resources and know-fiow of a coun-
try with 150 million illiterate peasants. If the social aims of ILenin were in
excess Of the objective possibilities afforded by the dbjective situation, then
all the more so were the aims of Tatlin, which far exceeded Lenin's hopes for

the immediate future in the field of art and culture. Ienin believed that the
masses deserved something better thah pageants and circuses. "They have acquired
the right to 2 gemuinely great art", But since art should be understood by the
masses without being lowered, there must first be “the broadest possible enlight~
enmment and education. That will lay the foemdation for a culture - on condition,
of course, that the question of bread is stilved, On that foundation there ought
to grow up a genuinely great new communist art, which will create a form corres-—
ponding to its content". A concept which Stalin later saw fit to reverse, del-
iberately bringing art down to the lowest possible level in his use of it as
buresuoratic propaganda, ’

Tatlin and his fellow artists saw the revolution as one event which winld over-
night bring them within reach of their highest ambitions, rather than as the first
stage of a sociwty in transition, a society which was even vulnersble +o degener-
ation if faced with adverse conditions and isolation behind national boundaries,
His plans could never be executcd, and he resorted eventually to industrial design
~-— which later offered a fairly sheltered karbour from bureaucratic conformity.,
Many others, including Gabo anil Pevsner, left the wuntry to continue their =
work wherever they could finl the technical resources. Most members. of tF
Constructivist Group, however, stayed on and tried to find other:out
they did quite successfully for about ten years after the revolutiog
the Theatre, and with typography, poster design, photo-montage (
influenced Eisenstein's film-making techrnique) and various projc W e
called "mass theatre" - pageants, mass postry readings, and the ré-enactments. of
October which were organised by Nathan Altman, Ivan Pami and ‘his wife Bogoslavs=—.
nt of the Winter

kaya: in 1918 to mark the occasion theycovered the square in fro

Palace in Petrograd with huge posters like the one below, right, =

b

Above: 3 book jacket designs, The two on the left are
volumes of Mayakovsky's poetry, On the right, Contemporary
Architecture.
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IN THE THEATRE

~ In reaction against.the static hour «cois rcaliem of Stanislavsky, the 'synthetic
thostre' had been pioneered by constructivists.at the Moscow Kamerny Theatre,

Sagir first attempts, before 1917, involved integrating the sets, cos? umes ,actors
‘and: thelr gestures inmto a dynemic system; but the productions then were all put

on for small circles of the intellectual avant garde and suffered from this umreal
seclusion. The possibility of extending the scope of these productions, after
1917, 1led to a real flowering of the constructivist theatre exd its many variants,
Its exponents ircluded men like Tairov and Meyerhold, who between them, using
declamation, involving the audience and destroying the 'illusory' aspect of theatre,
were the forerunners of Brecht's !'Theatre of Aljenation',

v 3

Vsevdlod Meyerhold developed what he called the bie-mechanical technique, whose
physical expressiveness and dynemic momentum beceme suitablé for an extravert s
social experience. He replaced decorative scenery with constructions expressing
'action and technology!, declering:

, "The new theatre denies and
repudiates everything which is merely ornamental and not direct—
ly practical... therefore its framework must include the techmic- ; .
al creations of the present, machines of all kinds, motors and g '
cannons, all the more because these objects also strengthem the b i .
dynamics of the production", (R.Fulop-Miller: The Mind and Free .
of Bolshevism. p.122) Below: Stage set by Varvara Stepanova for ' :
'The Death of Tarelkin' produced by Meyerhold in Moscow in 1g22,

Tﬂes’é’ productlons were often "animeted" by searchlights, steam sirens, peals of
bells and air acrobatics,

Meyerhold's Constructive theatre soon became the idiom for plays put on in fact-
ories and workers' clubs. It beceme so popilar:that soon even the classical
theatre companies were using his methods, and the State Opera House "revolutiona~
ised" Carmen and Wagner's Lohengrin with dynamic light effects and geometric Props.
Meyerhold was given much encouragement from the Party and honoured as Peonle's
Artist - but, bis mass popularity notwithstanding, he was denounced as a formalist
by those who were sending the Bolsheviks to their graves, and arrested in 1939.
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Experiments were also made with hanging planes and moving stairways, where the
actors were t0 move vertically as well as horizontelly, Eiscnstein, wer'king

then for Forregger's Proletcult Company, moved the actors around on ropes, and
would -on @ccasion suddenly darken the stage, lower a screen and show a film.

This company exaggerated the athletic aspect of Meyerhold's bio-mechanics into
a predomineting clowning and acroiatics. A similar emphasis emerged in another
company, the "Projection Theatre™ which had no stage at 21l. The performances
took place in the middle of the hall, and consisted entirely of silent action,

" using geometric constructions and appliances.

Tt was not only the use of actual 'constructions' in jhe production which was
derived from the ideas of Tatlin and the constructivists; the exploration ef
space and meterials, the dynamics of movement and the actual physical properties
of the body were as intezral to the theatre of Meyerhold and Forregger as they
were t0 the art of Tatlin, Where Tatlin abandoned the backzround to his reliefs
and integrated them into the surrounding life and gpace, Forregeer similarly
staged his preductions "in the round" and shed the constricting effects of stage
and bhackcloth,

On the stage, Meyerhold often inteprated the movement of great cylinders or
wheels with the physical actions or emotional climaxes of the characters, there—
by heightening the drama. Though Tetlin was technically unsble to proceed at
that period towards kinetic art, his plans for the Third Internntional Monument
reveal an increasing interest in movement. The experimental theatre was able to
develop these ideas ot a time when the artists outside the theatre were limited
to plans on paper, and so became the only medium throuph which constructivism
was actively realised in its full sense, in all its dimcnsions,

MUSEUMS FOR THE FPRESENT

Thoughthe Cunstructivists had neither the knowledge nor +the material basis to be
real artist-engineers, they did have an excellent opportunity in the field of
educarion., This was a time of discussion, experimentation and declsion on the
future organisation of art educstion, and the institutions set up to direct the
programme were either dominatud or entirely staffed by "leftist" artists,

Under Narkompros, IZ¢ was sct up in 1918, with David Sternberg as director,
Alexander Rodchenko (a leadins Constructivist) as head of its Museum Bursau, ]

and Altman, Tatlin, Kandinsky, Olga Rosanova and the critics Osip Brik and funinm
on its stafif. In the 36 museums they launched in the next three years, "leftist"
art: was predominant, though they usually included also zn 'historical museum'
seetion containing 'art of the past! for 'scientific study', the assumption being
that it had ne aesthetic contribubion to make either to life in general or to the
development of a new foxm of art, This rather dangerous view was not held by all
the artists concerned; many felt otherwise, that art of the past must be scen as
part of a process, an element in the creastion of a new art (as it had been in =
theirs), to be used and understood without having to be copied or repeated: or,
as Lenin had said "you must tmke the whole culbture which capitalism left and

create socialism out of it". Leter, he elaborated this view ~ Miithout s olear

understanding that only with an aceurate knowledge of the culture created by the
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whole development of mankind, only by Workiﬁé\it'qver, can.we create o proletarian
culbure - without this undlerstaniing we will never fulfill this task". But while

Lenin saw the past as the doorway to the future, Stalin was to use it as a strait-
Jacket, resurrecting it to stiflie any future art,

SCHOCLS FOR THE FUTURE

It is most likely that the basic motive in the rejection of past and academic art
was the desire to rectify the pre-revolutionary situation, where artists of the
avant garde were expelled from the academies and schools, removed from their

posts (if they had them) derided, mocked and persecuted and prevented from exhib~
iting, by members of the Academy - which often made it impossible to earn a living.
It must also be said that, ofther than icons, thore was only a negligible quantity
of paintings from Russia's past that were even worth keeping. Before the 1860s
Fussia's culbural tradition was almost entirely literary. This desire to rectify
the balance was soon active in the schools themselves -~ hitherto a bastion of re-
action ~ again under IZ20's directorship., In 1918 the Petroprad Academy of Art

was re-opened as Svomas (Free Studios) whose programme allowed the entrance of
anyone over the age of 16 at any time of the year, with the right to elect prea-—
fessors of their choice. This soon led to chaos, and the Svomas were abolished
in 1921, to be re-established a year later on a propramme werked out by Kandinsky,

In Moscow the College of Paimting, Sculpture and Architecture was closed and re~
formed, together with the Stroganov School of Applied Art, as Vkhutemas or Higher
Techniocal-Artistic Studios, aiming to bring about a synthesis of art, crafts and
industry as another part of the peneral campaign to bring the artist into closer
contact with the people. It was also very liberal in its organigation ard pract-
ieally autonomous. Apart from the actual teaching much of the time wes given up
to discussions and seminars which were open to the public and to visiting artists.

This is by no means the whole picturc, but a peneral survey of some of the major
trends of the years (roughly) 19L7~24, a survey which I have confined in this
article 0 the surface events as thoy affected 1ife in the immediate sense, Be-
neath the surface, end ultimately disrupting and changing it, the scene was comp-
licated by a nuwber of issues and forces - political, personel and social. Among
the questions that were debated at length was 'proletarian s=t' and the relation~
ship of the artist to the workers' state. These I hope to J.amine in another
article, together with the rise of 'socialist' 'realism' which buried all the ex~
periments and ideas of the first years in its mud of compwlsory mediocrity.
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A CARICATURE OF TROTSKYISM

by Sean Matganna

I

Outside Caxton Hall, London, before a meeting organised by the Socialist Labour
League to Commemorate the Tenth anniversary of the Hunagrian Commune, a numbep of
people stood selling literature. Some Maoists, some sellers of the English Militant,
and Brnie Tate, manager of £ionecr Book Services, Tate was selling the Internation-
al Socialist Review and a pamohlet - HEALY "RECONSTRUCTS" THE PURTH INIERNATIONAL.
This reported on the welrd, nightmarish experiences of the delegates of the American
SPARTACUS IEAGUE at the Third Coulerence of the Internstional Committee of the Fourth
International (another name for the SIL), In o NBWSLEITER review of the pamphlet,
blusteringly eveding a political reply to it, Gerry Healy, SLL Gereral Secretary,
had announced threateningly: "We sheall not hesitate to deal sppropriately with the
handfull of United Secretariat ngents who hawk it around the cymical fake left o'

Healy himself arrived and entered Caxton Hall: a moment later he re-cmeged, And sud-
denly about six people, whose membership of the SLL has not becn denied, set upon
Tate, Unoided, he was beaten, knocked down, and kicked in the head, kidneys and
gemitals; he was s0 badly hurt that he had t0 be hospitalised. Tate says that Healy
noedded to his supporters to start the beating. Healy denmies this. Bubt oven he has
not denied watching while members of his organisation savaged a fellow revolutionary.

Tate, the marxist, naturally refused to go %o the police for satiafaction againgt his
assailants, S0 he appealed, not to the cops, but to the labour movement. He cireul-
ated a letter to a number of leftist papers outlining the events as he had experien-
ced them, and bluntly stating his opinion that Healy had dirccted the assault.

But within a week two of the papers which had published the letter, FPREACE NEWS and
SOCIATIST LEADER appeared with humble retractions and apologies, similarly worded,
prominently displayed. What had hoppened? Healy's lawyer had worked through Tate's
letter and found material which was legally actionsble: they then threatened Peace
News and Socialist Leader with the lewcourts, and these immediately fell on-their
knees and offered Healy ten Guineas each t0 spare them! Healy's solicitors also
wrote to Tate demanding that he stop "slandering" their client. Tate has defied them
and, significantly, Healy has not gone to court, The NEWSLETTER republished beth
retractions - but made no attempt to explain politically what it was all about. Their
excuse? It was ~ where they had put it = in the hands of the lawyers! Healy went
to law — Tate didn't. And it is clear who comes out best in this sad tale.

Anybody with experience of the SIL will not doubt that Tate's version is the true
one. As far as we are concerned only two questions arise: how on earth can such ant—
ics have come to be a feature of a self-proclaimed Trotskyists organisation? And
what to do about it?

T

The SLL is the most hated orgmnisation on the left, and that isn't altogether to
their discredit, nor entirely duc 4o incidents such as the shove. But this sort of
thing allows the fake left to ovoid replying politically to many of the corrsct
things the SLL says,im general, and about themselves in particular. No doubt the soft

Labour left is sincerely grateful that its most strident oritic usually sourdls shrill

with hysteria: if Healy didn't exist all these Centrist-opportunist groups might heve
to invent him as a bogey. Their debt to him is incalculable., We want to dissociate
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curselves entirely from this attitude to the SIL, But because we have a common ground

with the SIL on s0 many things we feel even more strongly a need to denounce incidents

such as the above.

To urderstand the 3L and the malaise that affects it we must unlerstand the general
movement out of which it has erystalised: it is an overcompensation for all the fears,
frustrations and cowardliness of the traditicnal British Left. A revolutionary organ-

“isation in an enviromment phlegmatic with the nctorious sluggishness of the British

Labour maovement, conditioned also by a quarter cenbury of capitalist boom, which has
seen the ever rightward drifh of social democracy and the senile decay of the CPs,
Between the two, a large varlety of small groups, somec of them 'marxist', vegetate
with little hope, losing sight of the revolutionary Marxist perspectives for the fut-
ure, and failing, ebove all, to prepare for them.

The SLL's current phase began as a response to the development of an opportunist wing
in Trotskyisw, which it saw as mainly the result of a growing gap between the basic
theory of the movement and the actuul cxistance of its members living in the sluggish
and bureaucratic labour organisations. This had led to the abarndonment of the struggle
againgt the labour bureaucracies anl in some cases, illusions in e revolutionary pot-—
ential from all morts of labour, strlinist and even petit bourgeois groups. It is
said that at one stage of the Bevan movement the SLL leaders were themselves among
thoge who developed illusions in the centrists. Be that as it may. Once they shook
out of it they correctly insisted that the solution to the problem was only to be
found in practice, in a rejuvenated approach to the day to day work, kesping the

task of organising an alternative leadership, a revolutionary party, as the guide-
line for all practical work, After Hungary they absorbed a rumber of potentially
healthy strcams from the CP,

But for tiny orgesnisations it is casy to f2l1l prey to delusions, to substitute auto~
suggested wish enactment for reslity; the revolutionary subjectivism of the SLL lead-
ership led them to caricature their own initially healthy rejection of pseudo-marxist
fatalism in favour of Bolshevik activism. Soon they wound up, in practice, insisting
that it was all & matter of will. The real world began to be faded out of the pict-
ure -- their miscalculations, the false pride engendered by modest successes, intern-
al clique rule arising from an essential conception of “the doctrine" as holy writ,
which must be protected from rough hends, all combined to hustle the SLL into a sect-
arian corner, A nationally isolated organisation (its FI is largely one more projec—
tion of its own wishes) it ignores the world situation of curitalism entirely and
convinces itself that the present period in Britain is a “directly pre-revolutionary"
pericd. To underlinethe sbsurdity of this position, the fact romcins that there can

waver be a mechanically revolutionsry situation apart from the preparedness of the

working class,

They are forced to explain the lack of mass interest in thelr slogans, and their own
virtual isolation in this “pre-revolutionary situation" by evolving absurd theories,
sanctiFied even in their conference statecments {see NEWSLEITER report of 1965 confer-
ence) about some super-revolutionary qualities in youth under 20! They concentrate
slmost completely on youtk,~ where they have some influence initially geined in
saner days - and are entirely cut off from the lsbour movement,

Even when what they say is correcct their practice renders them impotent in theiir abs-
tract correctness. In the Seamen's strike, for instance, their snalysis was correct,
but their sectarian frustration at their own lazck of influence led to their stupld
attempts to artificially parachute their "super-revolutionary" youth into the struggle,

W
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and thus they alienated the very seamen that their 'correct’ analysis should have
drawn to them, to the benefit of both.

A revolutionary organisation is either revolutionary and capable of integrating with
the working class as it actuslly exists, without sacrificing its own identity - or

it is impotent. The sharpness of the SLL is achieved at the price of divorcement from
the class: it is impotent because its dey to day practice is not an attempt to build
up organically with the class« It has turned full circle and its sctivities are as
ivrelevant to genuinely revolutichnary politics as those of the right opportunists it
began by denouncing. It is reduced t0 a single catch-cry for all occasions - “"the
crisis of leadership" - but its antics cut it off from any possibility of solving that
orisises - Ifs Marxism is Holy Writ, worshipped rather than used as & teol.

But at the same time Jdts militancy end evocation of the heroic period of Bolshevism
attracts enough people t0 turn the organisations]l seriousnsss ard ability of the lead-
ership into the mucleus of a sizeable scct. But its strength as a sect - recipees to
imposc on history, narrowness, leader-cult, vicious hostility towards divergencics

- cuts it off from the masses, and sets a sharp limit on its potential developmenti,

This is the background to the SLL's stifling internal regime, its contirual state of
siege and crisis, devil hunting and witch burning, (internslly and in the Newsletter)
and the mentality and 'incidents! which arise from these,

IIT
There is usually a blg demand for sticks with which to beat the SIL: that is why it
important to approach the present case carefully. The problem of how 10 react o
the SLL is permeanently with the other left groups: thuggery and threats of it are

not confined to Ernie Tate - hut his is a more serious csse, of o man isolated from
his comrades and defenceless against hal® a dozen thugs.

The right of free speech is a prerequisite of a civilised working class democracye

Its suppression by violence is always the expression of o deep molaise, With the
Socisl-Democrat butchers of Communists after WWI in Eastern and Central Farope, it
signified their open enlistment as bourgeois mercenaries, and with stalinists it sig-
nified their growing antagonism to the working class and all honest Marxists. That

was Lenin's view. In 1923 he broke off relations with a personal friend, Ordjonilkidze
and demanded that he be tried and expelled by the Party, because he had resorted to
personal viclence in a political dispute with a Georgian Bolshevik, ILenin appreciated
that it was a symptom of a deep disorder - this time of bureaucratic handling of the
national question, With the SILL it signals the gap between their activities and
reality, and the sectarienism which drives the leadership to acts which they know

are indefensible before the labour movement,

How to deal with the SIL? The IWG is far from disagreeing with many of the comments
of the SLL on the Left groups - but we are even further from sccepting their right

t0 terrorise working class political opponents. The SIL yet remains a terdency with-
in the left, and it is our job to control it. Twe years ago certain IP 'Marxists'
allowed themselves to unite with the IP bureaucrats and the police and expel from the
LP SLL members who were allegedly threatening a disturbance in a YS branch. This, we
feel, is an example of how not to fight the SIL. It means crossing the line and
committing o crime far bigger than the SLL's, Self reliance is the only spproach,
There are sufficient forces on the left in the broader scnse to ensure its own demo-
cratic freedom of discussion, without lining up with the direct agembs of the class
enemys In the thirties, Trotskyist rights to distribute anti-stalinist literature

were defended from stalinist thugs by WORKERS' DEFENCE SQUADS FOR DEMOCRACY. There
Contirued on p. &40




WHERE THE HILLSIDE MEN_MHAVYE SOWN —.

by Gezy lawless 40 YEARS OF THE |.1

"Treland ocoupies a position among the nations of the earth WEGUE pee LD
the possession of what is known as a physical force party - a party, that
ig to say, whose members are unltod upon no one point, ard agreed upon no
Slngle principle, except the use of physical force as the sole means of
settling the dispute betwecn the paople of this country and the governing
power of Great Britain .... The latterday high-falutin killside mon exalts
into a principle that which the revolutionaists of other courtiries have
leoked upon as a weapon, and in his gatherings prohibits all disouggion o
those principles which formed the main strength of his prototypes =lsevhers
and made the successful use of that wespon possible. Our peowle have glid-
ed at different periocds of the past confury from moral force agitation, so
called, into physical forece rebellion, from constifutionnlism into insurrec-
tionism, mecting in each the sae feilure and the same disaster, ond yet
seem as far ag ever from learning the great truth that neither method is
gver likely to bo.sugoessful urtil they first insist that a perfect agree-
ment upon the end to he attained should be arrived at as a starting-poing
of all our effortse «...Bvery revolutionary movement in Ireland has drawn
the bulk of iits adherents from the ranks of disappointed followers of def-
eated constitutional movements, After having exhsusted their constitubionsl
efforts in striving to secure such a modicum of political power as would
justify them to their own consciences in taking a place as loyal subjects
of the British BEmpire, they, in despair, turn to thoughts of pshysical force
as a means of attaining their ends. Their conception of what congtitutes
freedom was in no sense chan el or revolutionised:; they still belicved in
the political form of freodom which hed been their ideal in their constit-
uticnal davs; but no longer hoajmf for it from the Acts of the British
Parliament, they swung over inho the ranks of the 'physicsl force' men as
the oniy means of attaining it", (Second emphasis mine ~ G.I. )

James Connolly: Socialism and Nationslism. pp53/5h. From Workers' Republie
July 1899.

Partition, coupled with bourpgeois stegnstion for 4O years, has kept the 'physical
foree' men in business and Sinn Fein has substituted for a "revolutionary left™
for half a century now, during the Nationnl upsurpe and afterwards. If the bour-
geois Gomination of Republicanism in the 1916/21 period, and the absence within
it of = conscious working class force armed with a clear proyrame of struggle
for a republic of the working people, led to its collapse in 1322, the situation
resulting from that collapse gave an unprecedented boost to the modern version
of the 0ld Physical force movement,

Any revolutionary socialist orpnnisation in Ireland must make clear its position
on troditional Republicanism. Thls ig of course the anniversary of the last gue-
rilla campaign, and a good opportunity to examine not only the details of that
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wampaigh, but also the background to recent developments in Sinn Fein, including
its adoption of a slight “socialist" tinge.

Since the Civil War the pottern troced by Connolly has heen moving in reverse,,
in the form of waves of physiccl force men towards congtitutional normality. It
ig a pattern of zig-zmags between attemnts at constitutionsl activity, and weak
guerilla sorties, these orjanicolly linked together by pericds of sterile inac—
tivity in both spheres. It oscillates from boycotting and isola%ed, unsupported,
guerilla tactics, to 'opportusism'. The logic of boycotting/terror tactics by
a small minority induces feelings of impotence that generste new upsurges of
bourgecis opportunism ~= which, being but the obher side of the one coin, leads
in its frustration back to a new round of pseudo-revolutionary sterility and
posturing, futile despite the very real sacrifices of IRA activists, Usually
the legalist swing tekes the form of a gplit-off ~~ Rianna Fail, Clann na Pci,-
lachtae o... and now once more o scction of Sinn Pein seems ready to follow the
tracks of its elder brothers along the high road of normal bourgeois politicsi
4 new abortion is about to be delivered, and few will be surprised ~ since the
end of the last guerilla campeign this has been very much on the cards, in
accordance with the familiar swing of the pendulum.

I

ROUND ONE -~ TFIANNA PFATL

After the Civil War, ending as it did with cily the embryonic C.P. attempting to
develop a revolutionary workers movement, and the exploratory steps of Mellows
and his comrsdes towards prolctarian socialism obliterated by the Free State
executionaers, the Sinn Fein rump remained as the main opposition to the Free
State establishment, The pathological self-effacement of its official leaders
mede Labour a hegligible quantity; and the mass demoralisation of that time of
disappoirtment and defeat bred inertia, entrenching them in their positions and
making a quick development of influence for the tiny I.C.P. impossible.

The ari-Trestyites, hoycobting the Free State Parliament, retained the support
of large arecas of Ireland, particularly in the Sputh and West, which the Free
State government had had to conquer from the sea like a forelgn territory.
Politically Sinn Feln remained fixed in the attitude of official Mational Unity
against Imperialism, restin-; its c¢laims on the elections to the Second Dail.
Cutting itself off from the rooi of Mellows, it was impotent.

Then, in the mid-twenties, the first of the characteristic breeskaways ocourred,
that of Flanna Fail, At the enl of 1925 the Convention of the IRA withdrew
recognition from De Velera's rum Sccond Dail (the 'Republicen Govermment'),
constituting itself as the supreme authority for the allegedly extant Irish Rep-
ublic: the IRA became an exclusively military organisation. TFianna Feil was
founded in May 1926, De Valers having finally split from Sinn Foin on the issue
of utilising Free State legality. He took most of the old anti-Treaty forces
with him: the rump of Sinn Fein did not even contest the September 1927 elections.
On August 10th 1927 De Valera entered the Dail, and hard line Sinn Fein had lost
its major forces.,
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The evolution of Flanna Fail is not unknown: adroitly using the question of the
Anmiities it was by 1932 the main parlismentary party, soon emerzing as the major
conservative force in Ireland, For 35 ycars now, the former uncompromising Rep-
ublicans, the physicael force men of 1922, hove provided a military parrigon for
one side of the partition which the split Irish bourpeoisie and British Imperial-
iem have erected in Ireland. WNever slow to preach love of Ireland and demand
loyalty "o the nation", and thus subordinate the workers to themselves, they act-
ively assist in maintaining the present division of the country.

Was it not a remarkeble evolution? From the most violent “revolutionhsm" to equ-
ally determined gquietism, both sccially and in relation to Imperialism. There
was ho great purge to which one can point as the change-over. How explain 1t?
Current Sinn Fein supporters will say: "They betrayed". But did they not merely
act according to the nature of their political species? We will find the evidence
on which to judge the issue in the subsequent history of the rump IRa which did
not join Pianna Fail in its evolution.

Recognising ncither of the two stotclets, the IRA continued through the later
twenties as an army recruited on onc issue to the exclusion of all others, and
seeing the national question as the ONE BIG SOLUTION to all ills. The rump Sinm
Tein leadership let Fianna Fail take the lead in the land anmuities campaign - no
mean achievement considering that one of the leaders of the IRA, Peader O'Donnell,
wags the uvnofficial originator of that movement. This was a period of the most
pure physical forcism; as now they sbsorbed energy from real social tensions and
struggles, but directed it into the sround in the manner of & lightning conduchor.
In this period the IRA had between 15,000 and 20,000 members left.

Looking back 4O years we see the zig~zog pattern: but there was of course the

alternative possibility, the emergence of a revolutiomary workers movement which
could have pushed Sinn Fein aside, absorbing the rank and file working-farmer and
proletarian menbers. These are the rcal victims, befuddled by the bourgecis id-
eology of the sterile, exclusively nationslist movement, prevented from arriving

at o geruine revolutionism, Why did a rovolutionary workers' party fail to emerge?

FPATIURE OF THE ALTERNATIVE

Naturally the big pole of atiraction for leftward moving elements at this periocd

was the Irish section of the Third Internstional, the Irish Workers Lecasme. But
already this organisation was in decline as a revolutionzry force. &t the end of the
twenties it took the absurdly 'left' positions of Stalin's "Third Period", which
declared Social Democrats etc to be fascists and led to the complete isolation. of
the Communist Parties, and the liquidation of their influence in the broader Iabour
movement. In Germany this led to blindness towards the Nazis, who were allowed to
come to power without a fight, despite the pgreat, but umnused, strength of the CP;

in Britain a position of influence with the Trade Unions and the Labour Party was
wiped out in the wave of blind scctarian mania.

A1l this, weskening the revolutionary working class in Burcpe, also wceakened it in
Ireland., As elsewhere, it led to a strengthening of the right wing labour opport-
unists, and above all weskened tho power of the Party to grow and attract poten-

23
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tial revolutionarie&. Wwhen this attack of ladnegs was over, the Comintern passed
through 2 brief watershed pericd before emerging at the Seventh, and last; Cong-
ress in 1935 as an explicitly opporbunist, anti-revolutionary bdrpanisation, con-
cerned not with consolidating the proletarist as a revolutionary force to fight
world imperielism, but more with using oppositionist forces as pawns in the game
of allisnces being played by the Russian buresucrats with some cepitalist powers.
By the mid-thirties when this trend had clearly emerged the Stalinists had a
arowing influence on leftward moving clenents of the IRA -~ buf now it took its
place as another blind alley, side by side with the Fianna Fail treni and the pure
and simple physical force men. Bub though it was incepsble of being a serious
revolutionary alternative, it was still all toco capable of disruption.

In this period of the Great Depresgion and general political ferment, when Fianna
Fail was showing itself up, therc was an intense striving by the rank and file
towards a more consistently social revolutionary stend., That could still only

be a communist stand. Despite everything the Stalinist party had a growing
influence, and not only in the 1934 Republican Congress. 200 Irish Volunteers,
mostly IRA, formed the "James Connolly" Sectiocn and went to fight for the Spawish
Republic, recognising a common struggle, The Spanish events would have trans-
formed the outlook for the workcrs of Burope and the world, had the Spanish work-
ing class been allowed to congolidate the power they had won. But it was here
that the CPs delivered the ;jools to the capitalists - hoping in Stalin's name to
persuade them that they didn't need faseists to control the workers. The Popular
Front disarmed the Spanish worliors and turned victory into defeat. This had a
depressing effect on the workers of all Europe, including Ireland. & proletariam
victory in Spain would have shown the way forward to the many Irish sympathisers
attracted by that strugsle. Cleorly it had an attractive power for the best
activists remaining in the IRA, who would have mede an incomparable revolutionary
core for a proletarien party.

Meanwhile in Ireland the GoPale moved decisively to the right, towards illusions
in Fianna Fail, and began to lose the ability tc appeal tc penuine revolutionaries.
As early as the 1935 Comintern Conpgress Sean Myrray admitted a tendency to tail
after Fianna Fail., But this was the Congress which institutionalised that sort

of abandomment of & revolutionary perspective throughout the world —— and Murrey's
"gelf-criticism® was in fact not signal for a return to Bolshevism but the prelude
to open illusions in Fianna Fail, By the late thirties it had lost both the des-—
ire and the ability to lead to lead IRA sympathisers forward from Sinn Fein con-
ceptions to proletarian internationalism. Adopting the line of least resistance,
it cynically donned the garb of the most narrow nationalism, accomodating to the
existing comceptions of the IRA, when the task was so clearly to change and deepen
that consciousness of society initially expressed in nationalism. The CPI was

to contimue long enough as a force to play the recruiting sergeant's drums in

1641 in the interests of the British Tmpire.

Thus the thirties, which could have seen the emergence of a genuinely revolution-
ary alternative, on an indepenlent base, to physical foreists and bourpeocis ' opp-
ortunists' alike, passed with nothing gained, despite the rank and file's constant
sponateous striving towards a new orientation, Thke decade hald opened ominously
with the Stalinist "Third Period" mania, passed through a betrayal of the German,
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Spanish and French workers, ard ended with the Hitler/Stalin Pact and the Imper-
ialist World War,

The modern physical force movement had contimed, impotent and frozen in the prip
of sterile bourgeois nationalism, yet alive and sometimes capable of growing, not
80 much by its own dynamism as by the weskness of its substitutes, Scctions of
the IRA, starting out from abstract republicanism, had been drawn towards the left,
to seek a base in the working class ~ and they had been disappointed and betrayed
by the stalinist corruption., Not only werc the IRA groups which turnsd left dis~
orientated, but a flow of recruits from the new gererations was assured the IRA
by the utter failure of an independent revolutionary workers party to develop on
its own exis: the labour movement in all these decades has heen loft to the worst
reformists, as has the whole Irish working class been left to stew in the pecul~
larities of its own conditions, unsided by the success of the European workers

in countries where victory was more than possible,

1T

THE 1939 CAMPATGN AND AFTER

Witk the consolidation of Fianna Tail and the failure of the revolubionary soc—
“ialist alternative to establish itself, the pendulum swung back again towards am

unsupported and unprepared guerilla compaign, from 1939 onwards, Tae pattern had
firmly established itself,

4 foredoomed ultimatum to the British Govermment in January 1939 led to the bomb-
ing campaign in England, @pposition to this palicy within the TRA seems t0 have
centred on those who had a perspective of using the British difficulties not to
strike at British Imperialism ~ but simply to declare a 26 Co. Republic as a face-~
saving prelude to lining up loyally in the"anti-Fascist" camp. This was, of
course, the stalinist linej it is a measurc of how low they had sunk and how far
they had travelled from even the remote possibility of providing a geminely revw-
olutionary alternatiwe to the aloof and mystical petit-bourgeois leadership headed
now by Russell. 1In their propagands for the "Aemocracies" the stalinists ignored
the fact that the monstrous and "fascist" side of France and Britain was exported
overseas to0 places like India and Indo-China. The IRA was naturally not so for-
getful, and indeed few Irishmen could easily achieve the mentsl association of

the "democratic anti-fascists™ with the British Empire. This policy was bound
te be a non-starter,

HOW NOT TO FIGHT IMPERIALISM

Antt so the IRA's hand of retribution fell on England +4.. but it was a light hand
by any standards. The plan was to strike at power centres etc. But the congenital
irefficiency of the Organisation, aggravated by the harrying of the Fianna Fail
government, reduced any effectivencss it might have had, In modern wars resources
and productivity are decisive. The only - way %o beat a superior military technioue
is to disrupt it from within., For proletarian revolutiocnaries this means extend-
ing the class call into the encmy's camp: with this weapon the Bolsheviks succeed-
ed in defeating vastly superior military forces. But the IRA's outlook excluded
this, and, reduced to a confrontation of military technique, the campaign was ..

<
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ludicrously ineffective. By its 'notion against nasion! appreach it helped to
alicnate the only potentially decisive ally which could have been called in to
tip the balance against the British ruling class; and the Imperialist propagand-—
ists were provided with ample meterial to feed British netionslism,

We are not preaching a naive propaganda appeal $0 the British working class,
which has still to clearly scporate its own identity from that of its rulers (a
confusion sanctified by nationclism), What was needed was +0 propare links with
the advanced elements in the British lebour movement, but this could only have
been dome by a workers' party in Irelend. The IRA instcad aided the Irperialists
to present the case to the British workers in the worst light (though:a number of
unfortunete accidents in the campaign also contributed), The British workers
actively sabotaged the imtervention by British troops in Bolshevik Russia. It
could ~ were its class interests involved - have thrown sside nationalism and
come t0 the aid of the Irish workers too.

The issue of bombing in England is not one of princinle. All sections of all
oppressed nations have a right to wage war on their oppressors, Here it is a
question of sppraising for their effectivemess the methods which its outlook led
the IR4 to adopt. The results of the 'invasion' bear out our contention that it
was the least efficient way to achieve the desired end. On the issue of principle
suffice it point out that the British Trotskyists at that +time, when British
cheuvinism was at ite height both before andduring the war, oocitly defende? the
right of the IRA to fight the Zapire. They also defendel the IRa victims of Imp-
erialiasm at a time wheh "His kajesty's Compunist Party" supported the hanging of
Republicans. But at the sane tine they pointed to what was wrong with the tactics
and conceptions of the IR4 anl advocsted the Bolshevik programme as an alternstive..
(As did the Trish Trotskyists who had some following in the Dublin Fianna Elreanwn
in the 1939/41 pericd).

likewise the question of working with the Germans was in principle no hetter and
no worse than working with any obther Imperialism. But the "Foreign policy" of
the IRA was blind because they could see only British Imperialism. The victory

of either Imperialist camp held a grim future in store for Irelard’s workers, who
stocd to gain from neither the modern King nor the modern Keaiser - only the vie-
tory of the working class could offer a real way out: but the IRA was entirely
unable t0 prepare for this. Hehse the history of the Ik.. in that pericd is also
one of blunders and tragic weste. Any Irish Republic set up under the tutelage of
the German Bmpire would heve been, at the very best, nc better than a 'Republic’
under the British and the bourgeoisie - and other possibilities also existed.

While denouncing both Imperialist camps we need not ignore the more degenerate
form of capitalist barbarism rcpresented by the Nazis., For the working class -~ or
smell rations - i1t is not neccssorily true that 'my enemy's enemy is my friend!.
In this case it certainly was not truc. But the Russells'! world ocutlock was too
narrow for issues more complicated than 'for or against Briteint, In principle,
the IR4 had every right to gein any advantages from England's enemices. But only
the most blinkered bourgeois republicans, playing with abstractions, could have
expected gains from the German Empire. A victorious Germany would have played
England's role in Ireland. The only road for revolutionaries was that of the
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workers revolution against world Tmpoericlism - and the IRA was unaware of that roadts
existance,

ROUMD TWOQ : CLAMN Mi POBLACHTA,

The inevitable pattern reasserted itsclfi- we now reach the tale of the open emerg-
ence of the physic:l force men of 1939 as e ¥ianna Fail-type ordinary bourgeols
porty. Thoy follow the physical fores men of 1922 who had travelled the same road
in the lahs twermiez, the gecond big wave to go over the top, shedding the benefit
of physical force camcufinge, into the fire of open hourgeois politics,

Thwarted in. its drive agninst Pritein; suppressed by Fiannz Fail with totalitarian
thoroughns sz fecling its own impotence like a great stone on its back, the movement
splinter:d internally, profuciog sovegs flghts, bitter recriminations and virtually
an intornal civil war. The new Planna Fail which emerged from the chaos was Clann
Mo Poblzachta, formed from a combination of disillusioned IRA members and partially
repentant Fianns Fail, and led by Sean MacBride. With a programme of formal Repub-
licanism and verbnl radicalism, it grew afber 1945, riging on a wave of disillusion-
ment with Manna Fail. (In its decline it was to throw that support back to Fianne
Fail), It benefited nigo from the vacuum in effective revolutionary politics,,

and o split in the Labout Party. ‘

MacBride's group had earlier been connected with Szor Fire, banned at the heginnming
of the thirties as "communigtic"., We must remember this fact if we arc to learn
the lesson that vagueness and a platonic calling out of Conmolly's name is not en-
ough: this is becoming particularly imporbant now, with the growing popularity of
left phrages in Ireland,

In the post war crisis peiod Clann Na Poblachta won ten seats, and the halance in
the Dail. How Aid this junior edition of Fianne Fail behave? It joined the stran-—
gest coalition of history, comprising the then two Labour parties, ani the Free
State ex-blueshirts of Fine Gael! The crstwhile pseudo revolutionories emerged as

a normal bourgeois party; their mask venished overnight. Impotently confined with-
in bourgeois sowiety, they could not chonge cither the economic relations with
Imperialism or the political relationships - so they organised a change of hame,
declaring the Free State a Republicl Then, having created a brave new paper
Republie, they proved just how nominal the change was, when they baulked at a social
reform as mild as the Mother and Child scheme.

Dr. Noel Browne, the Clann Na Poblachta Minister of Health, presented o free-health
plan t0 cover mothers, and childrcn uy to the age of 16, The medical profession
objected; and the red-rdbed reverend ncenderthollers insisted on a means tost. The
Cabinet split. 4and Clann Na Poblachta? MacBride in panic askes Browne to resignl
Thus, with amazing speed, the new contender was exposed as a pvale shadow of Fianna
Tail., The coalition £ell and Clann Na Poblachte declined very rapidly indeed.

Was this another Flaana Fail-type "betrayal"? Or had they bobth acted zccording to
their very nature? Increasingly, the wholc series of develogpments, including the
current constitutionalisation move, is hest explained by the picture Connolly drew
70 years ago. When they descend from the hills, the bourgeois character of the
abstract republicanism is quickly mode visible.

-
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With the decline of Clann Na Pdblachta the ciroular spin comtimued: back to physic-
al force. By now the revolutionary socialist alternative didn't get a look in. At
the beginning of the 1950s the IRA began to take on flesh again. 4 groundswell of
recruits soon passed the 1,000 mark. The United Irishman was founded. 4 split on
tactics and Acgrecs of militancy lel to the growth of 2 minority, morc militant.
group side by side =ith the IR./Sinn Fein - Saor Uladh, led by Iiom Kelly. illied
to Saor Uladh was tru Chrystal scction of the IRA. The resulting campaign, the
last, comtimued officinlly uatil 1962, 300 men engaged actively in the Fighting;

7 B05 Tled, 36 were wivaslaly 3 ~ hme damage was done.

THL_ LITD RIS O THR 3056 CAMPAIGN & WHO NEED NOT BE  ASHAMED 2

This last effort is discussed in the Dee.1966 United Irishman. The ditorial must
be the most smug piece of self-accounbting possible for even the mogt irresponsible
leaders of any movement. It is not cven honest. They demonstrate that theirs is
the traiition of bluff and distortion of lessons that arc vital for the fubure.
They present a front of contentment, with everything in the best light for them~
selves; but in reality the picture was far from being so nice, It was a picturs
of blunders (as usual) mixed with viciousness towards those who struggled vainly
against the incompetent leaders,

The articles in United lrishmen arc a compilation of lies, half truths and evasion.
Saor Uladh is nowhere mentioncd and the impression deliberately given that the IRA
was alone in the field: but it was Saor Uladh which began the campaign independent-
ly with the burning of the 6 customs posts along the border on Armistice Day 1956

~ moxe than a month before the 'official' campaign Began. In the Role of Honour
4Aloysius Hand 1s listed, and the inference is that he was of the IRA ... but he was
a menber of Saor Ulath. During his political life he was slandered and ostracised
by the IRA and Sinn Feln in Monaghan in the most viciously sectarian manner, by
institutionalised leaders who feared for their own control., For years they ignor-
ed his death. And now they silently slot his name into their Role of Heonour! But
still no mention is made of his comrade Connie Green, killed in 1955. F®hy? Because
they must preserve the fiction that there was no activity before their official
campaign began in Dec, 1956, Even in tearful eulogies to their dead they tamper
with the records, behaving like sordid bureaucrats!

They boast about the preparstory arms raid on Armagh bharracks in June 1954, but do
not mention that over half the participants had been expelled by 1956, and slander-
ed as police spies and British agerts (see United Irishman, Oct. aw® Nov. 1954 )..
The Omagh raid of Oet. 1954 is mentioned, but not to draw lessons from the blind
stupidity and disorganisation wiich marked it. 4 number of incidents will demons—
trate the chacs and indiffercnt attitude of scme of the leaders. When it was real-
iszed that the raid had failed, the order to retreat was given. 4 lorry waiting to
remove the men was ordered to leave, the driver on questioning this being told that
alternative transport was in use., This was not the case, and the result was the
abandonment of part of the Dublin Unit, many of whom were capturcede. Some ran the

20 miles to the border, and made their way to a rendezvous in Monaghan Town; and
there they found the then Chief of Staff ,... standing before a blazing fire with
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his overcoat pulled up at the rear, warming his-backside! Two Dublin Volunteers had
t0 be restrained from shooting him down, It was to reassert the authority of dedic—
ated revclutiocnaries such as this man, in face of = mutiny by Co.Tyrone Republicans,
that Omagh was picked for the raid in the Ffirst place. There were far better targetbs.
When the remnants of the Dublin Unit demanded an enquiry into the raid it was refused
- on the grounds that the officer in chalge (who was in no way to blame for the fiag-
co) was in jaill

Again, United Irishman boasts shout the raid at Arbourfield barracks, Berkshire in
1955, And again the subseuseit expulsion of the bulk of those who took part is ig-
nored, 'The LArbourficld moad snows the fantastic bureaucracy at work and explains the
incompa* - wf the orgarisation in gereral; affer the raid volunteers were faced with
the greciest hue and cry “here had bo:n in Bngland for a decade, Reaching many "szfe"
houses thcy hod the dvors slammed in thelr faces. The person given the joh of arran-
ging safe houses hxi “een dilsmigsod for reporting that not enough were availeblel The
truth of the Arbouriiszld raid 18 that the bourgeois leadership needed it as a vote=-
getter in the seconl round of the 1955 bix~County elections.

Another item highlights the work of thc Republican Publicity Bureau which, says United
Irishman "built up o reputation for intogrity and truthfulness". Tn fact the R.P.B.,
the voice of the narrow sectarians who led the IRA, more than once aided the state
against Saor Uladh. R.P.B., disclaimers of Saor Uladh activities, in the name of "The
Republican movement™, played into the hands of the Special Branchs Once the R.P.B.
issued a statement disclaiming a 'job!, Special Branch and the RUC knew who to look
for. In 1957 when members of Dublin Saor Uladh were arrested and charged with armed
robbery at an explosives dump, workers refused o idermtify them. Some days later

the R.P.B. denounced the raid, and the denocunciation was used by the police to pers-
uade the witnesses t0 identify those whom the police said were "Dublin gangstergh -——
Sean Geraghty and Jdoe Chrystal. Sesor Uladh conveyed the truth to these workers Just
in time for them to retract their cvidence.

The main article says that in 1958 the Cypriot BOKA made contact with the IRA amd
Jdoint plans to release Irish and Cypriot prisoners were laid, these being broken off
when the Cyprioct struggle enlded and the EOKA prisoners were released. This is not
quite the truth, In 1958 the more militant members of EOK4 conbacted +the more milit-—
ant’ Republicans ~ i.e. Nicky Samson contacted Joe Chrystal. The 'dialogue! did not
end: the EOKA militents played their part in relessing Joseph Murphy from Wakefield
jeil in 1959. The only member of the 'official! movement involved was the prisoner
—- and he too has now (1966) been expclled}

An Cumann. Cebhrach is credited with the "Horeulean labour" of caring for the prisoners!
dependents. This is a lie. It is also a slanler, hecause if An Cumann Cabhrach suce—
essfully cared for all prisoners' dependents, then those who formed the Irish Polit-
ical Prisoners Fund must have been guilty of false preotences, Sinn Fein refused aid
to the dependents of those who would not accept its Aiscipline in Jail. One man treat-
ed thus had lost a leg in the ambush in which Aloysius Hand died. Still, at mesting
after mecting in New York in 1958 Sinn Fein spckesmen gave assurances that no dis—
crimination was being practiced in the listribution of money sw.. Falsc pretences?

No, it is not as pleasant a picturc as thuy paint it in the Unite! Irishmene 4nd the
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putrefaction emerges—more clearly still in view of the shtuation inside the Curragh
Camp.

In the first year in the camp twelve men who between them had taken nart in the Ar-
bourfield raid, the first Roslea reidl, the return to Armagh an? the return to Cmagh;
two of whom hadl becn contimucusly on the run from '55 to their inbermment in 157
five of whom had been members of the first Column to move North; all but two of

whom had been involved in the opening shots of the Campaign (11.XL.56, not 12.XI.56)
-~ these twelve were deliberately and systematically ostracise? by the other pris-
oners on the orders of the Camp 00, Thomes MacCurtain. Any prisoner who assoclated

- with them was himself victimisel, Clothing and foodstuffs sent in by sympathisers

and inteonled for all were denied them, Why? Becsuse the twelve refused the disc—
ipline of MacCurtain - who had been electe? 0C at a mecting to which they were ref-
used aflmissioni! Only the official lezlers' ability and willingness to cut off aid
from the dependeats of those who rcefussl this discipline within the camp allowed
them to impose this shamelessly secctarian regime on the other prisoners.

SINN FEIR!'S CONTRADICTIONS

The reascn for this regime 18 clearly the contradictions within Sinn Fein and the
IRA. Itself bourgeois, 1t regnrls the Frec S#ate Republic and its FEstablishment

as its own kith and kxin; anl thoerefore crackel down viciously on members who sow
the habitually peaceful submission of cornered volunteers to the ¥ree State police
as illogicals These second rate bourgsois took on the job of waging a national

war without either the Northern or Southern bourgeois rulers backing them; they at
the same time undertock to keep Fhe movement of small farmers' sons and workers,
which they attracted to their banner, firmly within bourgeois conceptions. Thus
arose the conflict and the internal burcaucracy. The leaders came inmto conflict
with rank and filers who took seriocusly their propasganda aiocut all out national war
against internal as well as external enemies of Republicanism, for on no account
would they fight the internal enemies of Republicanism - the bourgeoisie. Above all,
discussion of social questions was forbidden —— and many of the current Sinn Fein
"gsoclalists™ were the most active in expelling volunteers they found discussing
social questions.

Saor Uladh were.  more sericus in opproach, rejecting much of the traditional out-
look of the 'hillside men'. They felt under no ohligation to kecp faith with an
enemy whose strength was superior force; tacltically they recognised the courts; they
rejected the official line that RUC and Dublin Special Branch should not be shot at,
Most important, they terded to face the fact, religiously demied by Sinn Fein and
TRA, that i1t is not merely a question of 'British occupied Ireland' but of the tie-
up of both sections of Irish cepitalism, as the local garrison of Inperialism; and
that it was a gquestion of civil war against this garrison, on bhoth sides of the
Border. ZIargely made up of workers, Saor Uladh became involved in Dublin unemploy-
ed struggles, helping to form unemployed defence groups in 1958. It also became
involved in land agitation in Xerry, It tried to link up with the world movument
against Colonialism, thus departing from the traditionn]l myopia of seeing only
British Imperialism, and had contact with EOKA and the FLN., The terdency of Saor
Uladh, striving to escape the contradictions of traditicnal Republicanisim, is clear.
But as a bedy it did not succecd in adopting a clear revolutionnry working class
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perspective, However, its conflicts with the IRa had the effcet of starting a num-
ber of its worker members on the road to a Marxist class consciousness.

There is a further contradicticn within Sinn Fein, and that is the discrepancy bet-
ween its basically petit bourgeois ideal and present day reality. Despite its nec-
ent adoption of a slight 'socialist! coloration, its ideal is an image of small ca-
pitalism as it was 150 years cgo, of small-island self-sufficiency. But when they
find themselves in power, reality dominates, and they quickly fall in with the pre~
vailing forces of modern society; demonstrating that the petit bourgecisie, strat-
ified and non-homogenious, cannot play an independent role today, they very soon
emerge without their ideal as common or garden bourgeois soclal conservatives,
merpging with the top layers of society and dominsting, in their inberssts, the
lower levels of the petit bourgeoisie. '

The absence of a serious social policy in Sinn Fein really amounts to accepbance
of the status quo; by forbidding discussion of the question of class domination,
it aids: the powers that do dominate in Irish society. In denying class conflict,
it tends to disguise its own class character: its inahility, through a lack of any
proletarisn policy, to henl the bourgeois/imperialistnfOStered split in the working
class. Too often, in fact, the implication of such gross IRA simplificatlons as
"British occupied Ireland" could lead to attempting to conguer by force the north~
ern workers; a conception which is best calculated to perpetuate the division of
the country. But what unity could there ever be on the bhasis of their mystical,
utopian dreams of a return to smell capitalism? The only unifying principle is
the class one, following Larkin's cxsmple of 1907: hut to take this road would
mean, for these petit bourgeois, commitiing suicide as a class., Sc they resort to
their "wrap-the-green~flag-arounl-mc" Republicanism, which alienates the northern
workers,.

The untty of the workers of all Ircl-nd will never be achieved by people with even
a vestige left in thelr heads of the traditional Sinn Fein conceptions, the one
threadbare idea of a mybtical nationnlism -— nor on the basis of a spurious 'national
unity', i.e. class collaboration, tying the workers to the bourgecisie. It will

be accomplished by those who destroy the beloved "national unity" of the bourgeoisde
a= and of Sinn Fein - in favour of a worker/small farmer allinnce within Ireland,
and sbove all of the international unity of all workers (zgainst both Sinn Fein's:
'1ittle Ireland® and the bourgevisie's economic and politicel alliances with other
bourgecis nations which at the present time threaten to drive many more thousands
off the land and into exile); it will take the form of 2 merciless, continuous
campaign to split off and temper in all the fronts of the class struggle the truly
revolubionary core of the proletarian class party, fusing it together and freeing

it from all vacillators, 211 opportunists, 11 who would stop short of proletarian
power, Working class unity will be won, not in'unity'with the bourgeoisie -~ but
againgt that 'omity'.

IV
THE CLAS3, THE PARTY .... AND ITS TACLICS.

Trotskyists, the present-day Leninists, hebitually argue from the experience of
modern history - that the most heroic and magnificent sponbtaneous action by

i
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the masses, if not stiffened and orgenised with full class conscicusness by a Bol-
shevik-type party, will be defeatcd. But a 'party® on its own, in virtual isolat-
ion from the class, conducting the struggle as a form of single combab with reack-
ion, is an anti-Bolshevik caricaturc. In a sense this is at the root of many of
the IRA's troubles in the last 40 yeers, in contrast to its more effective past,
Cut off from the masses individual incompetence and accidents, though unavoidsble
in this kind of strugele, became cumilative and weighed the movement down, Wheream
in a real mass movement the upward thrust from below, though not removing the need
for competent military lesdership, compensates for the losses, inefficiencies, ace~
idents, as it did in the 1916~2L period. Since then, with the proletariat as the
key explosive element =—— the only force which by its leadership is capable of
transforming the many struggles of the working farmers from the hopcless death ag-
ony of a class that is being wiped out into a revolutionary strugele against the
capitalist state and Imperialism <~ divorcement from this class has really meant
that the IRA is Just not revolutionary in relation to the objective needs of the
only possible Irish Revolution.

The same is no less true if 'left' slogans are grafted onto the old base, and &
nominel 'For Connolly's Workers' Bepublic' pinned to the masthead. Such talk, of
a soclalist programme, a Bolshevik party, a workers' republic, demands a proper
appreciation of the relationship between the party and the working class, and the
building up of this relationship, developing a Bolshevik skeletal structure in the
broad labour movement, attempting to lead and co-ordinate struggles, meking const-
ant efforts to unmite the Northern and Southern workers in their concrete class
struggle., It demands a sharply critical spproach to the traditional republican
conceptions of revolutionary activity. Otherwise these slogans, combined with a
largely military idea of the struggle against Imperialism and the Irish bourgeocisie,
will prodwes not a revolubionary Marxist party, but an abortion similar to the Soe-
ialist Revolutionary Party in Russia, against which the Bolsheviks fought bitteriy.

FIYSICAL: FORCE == A PRINCIZIE ?

There are those who fetishise 'physical force'; others who make of it a principle
to oppose: those fabians, social democrats and stolinists who, in the words of the:
Fourth International's Transitional Programme "systematiocally implant in the mindes
of the workers the notion that the sccredness of democracy is best guaranteed when
the bourgecisie is armed to the tocth and the workers are unarmed",

Revolutionary Marxists, however, rccognise that it is a practical question, a front
of the class struggle which becoomes more, or less, lmportant according to the char—
acter and events of a given pericd. BMoreover, that direct asction of this sort is
necessarily a function of the mass struggle, or it is impotent. The Transitional
Programme continues: "Only armed workers detachments who feel the solidarity of
tens of millions of toilers behind them, cen successfully prevail agsinst the fas-
cist bands. The struggle against fascism does not start in the liberal editorial
office but in the factory - and ends in the street. Scabs and private gunmen in
factory plants are the basic nuclel of the fascist army. Strike pickets are the
basic nuclei of the proletarian army, This is our pouint of departure. In Conneat-
ion with every strike and street demonstration, it is imperative to propagate the
necessity of creating workers groups for self defence.lt is nzcessary to write this
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glogan into the programme of the revolutionary wing of the trade unions, It is im-
perative wherever pogsible, beginning with the youth groups, to organise groups
for gelf defence, to drill and acquaint them with the use Of amsseess”

If that passage treats the question of workers' militias as a defensive wespon, it
is because it was written at the end of the thirties when workers' movements were
being destroyed all over Burope, largely because of the pacifist cretinism of Stal-
inigts and social democrats alike. But there are also times of the sharpest and
most meture struggles (which are usually arrived at after long periods of Iimited.
struggles) when the hilitary sidc comes tc the fore decisively, However, whether
defensive or ctherwise, a militia is o means to an end, and a means which can av—
ail nothing without a revolutioniry concception and will, organised in a gulding
Party centre, determined on workers' powecr. Even the best of militias, such as

the Irish Citizen Army, can never be s substitute for a Bolshevik party, which is

a fusion of the different fromts of the class struggle including the militia. The
Barly Communist Partles, and other organisations serious about crganising the wor-
kers ageinst cepitalism, always utilised any opportunities, any upsets and struggle
to create and strengthen armed workers! militias as auxiliasries of the general par-—
ty; in fact the zbsence of atbempits to create militias now in places where they
hove mass support - like Prance and Italy - is one mark of the decline of the (Ps.
(They did, in fact,,disarm the workers in Europe after World War IT).

Finally, in this discussion, it must De remembered that the IRA is not even a work-
ers' militia, And though, as in mosi armies, workers and small farmers form the
majority of its members, what is decisive is — who dominates? Which ideology? Which
tactics? Its dominating ideology, as we have seen, is a mystical, narrow, petit
bourgeois nationalism, which is entirely contrary to the workers' necessarily
Inbernational interests.

7
THE CURRENT SINN FEIN SITUATION -~ ROUND THREE 2

Cheap leftism is common in Ireland now: Connolly's name is bandied about loosely by
all sorts of people. Sinn Fein mubters ebout the betrayal (in '561) by 'Gombeen
capitalism'. Even a chauvinistic Social Democrat like MachAonghusa declares for a
workers' Republic! (which should remind us that Ramsay Macdonald once declared for
Soviets)s This loose phrazemongering is highly dangerous, and demands clarity from
us: those who speak of socialism must be faced with a concrete programme of Bolsh-
evism which will either expose them or clarify them.

Affter anobher pericd of stagnation following a bout of nominal activity a section
of Sinn Tein has now turned towards legalisation, Sean Caughy took this road in
1965, What must the attitude of the class conscious workers be to this? We stand
to gain from a breakaway towards legnlity by the Sinn Fein 'Right'. leinster House
will quiockly show in their tme colours those who now pretend to be revolutionary.
But our gain is not inevitsble: if we succeed in explaining to the honest TRA mil-
itants the basie lawfulness of the nresent movement, its real conservatism, its
egonnection with the past and the nature of Sinn Fein, we can raise the conscicus-
ness of some of those who resist the Right swings but if the opposition to Johnson

& Co confines itself to a sterile defonce of the old ways (which of course bred
present swing) then that will be a defeat for us and a chance missed.
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One old bogey drafted in for ithe current discussion is the question of Parliament-
ary action. This, as such, is not an issue for revolutionaries. Reformists make a
fetish of legality; but fetishising illegality is no less sbupid. People who play
with Marxist phrases without reference to reality contend that the existance of the
IRA has meant a state of dual power in Ireland, preventing 'stabiligation', Actual-
ly the only thing which has been prevented from reaching "stability' is a genuine
revolutionary movement; the 'hills' have merely functioned as a twin safety valve
to emigration, to prevent Bourgeois Ireland from bursting at the seoms.

Without a doubt a parliamentarian break-off from Sinn Fein will be shsorbed easily
by the system. But that is because they are flesh of the Establishment's flesh:
many Sinn Feiners must fear parliament as o temptation, DBut for those who turn

to the working class this does not necessarily apply; they can use parliament as s
tactie, knowing that a gemuine revolutionary remeins so whether working within the
bourgeois constitution or ocutside it. 4nd in reverse, Sinn Fein itself demomst—
rates that a party which is gocially non-revolutionery is no more 80, no different,
for being unconstitutional. The Bolsheviks managed to utilise the moss reactionary
of parliaments without becoming less revolutionary - it gave them a platform which,,
because properly utilised, madc them more, not less, effective. The only prineiple
involved is the general one of »eing sble to change one's forms of struggle as the
struggle unfolds. In general revolutionaries should only refuse the attempt to
utilise reactionary institutions when there is a chance of overthrowing them: only
then does rigid non-participation become a matter of principle., In the current
Sinn Fein situation it is not entry into the Dail that should be the issue ———

but their politics in parliament.

Naturally there are dangers for the best of orgenisations in each and every tactic:
the danger of routinism, timeserving, accomodation etc., There is no guarantee,
except the level of consciousness of the revolutionary instrument: the degree of
democracy within it, the contact with the masses of the working class - ard above
all the degree of sericusness with which it comtimiously clarifies for itself all
the steps, possibilities and forces in each -situation and =t cach sharp turn, in
the fashion of the Bolsheviks.

GRADUATISM AND REVOLUTION

Another falge issue is the counterposing of gradualism $0 guerilla war against the
Border. This is the old wvulgar counterposing of Evolution and Revolution, which

is nonsensical. Revolution is the eruption in the change from quantity to quality;
quantitative eftanges accumulating gradually wp to the point of the revolution, and
the change~over organically connected with, and presupposing, the previous evolut-
ion. There then tekes place the unfolding of the accumulation of "20 years in a
day". The proletarian revolution presupposes a revolutionary party: this must be
built up gradually in limited struggles of the working class, in forging links
with the class and between the different fromts of the struggle, educebing and tem-
pering its members as the objective situation ripens. In Ireland, it is necessary
t0 rechannel the energy prematurcly expended ard wasted on the isolated guerilla
struggles towards the labour movement. In this situation we must oppose both the
idealist "revolution now" idea, and the vulgar modern Stalimist-Fablans with their
new faith in the "inevitability of gradualness": and fight both these illusions in
the name of a realistic Bolshevik policy of building end preparation for the future
ripening and revolution,
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On the Doxder question, ideally we would favour a revolutionary war cgninst Imp-
erialicm, But for 4O years now there have been few takers for this. 4nd failing
a revelutionary reariiucsricn in the 1920 period, the present evolution and rap-
prochoment of the bourgetisie ig the resulf. The story of the IRA efforts to
orgenise a war on the North and Sagland is at hest a tele of sound and fury told
by o mystic and servirg fo illustrate the truth of Connolly's perception of the
noture ©F the pure phvalcxl force movement: the only possible revolutionary
ending of the Border is as an incidental in a proletarian revolution,

The position we are in dictates a peried of glow uphill work; this is the prerequi-
site for any action against elther the Tmperialists or the bourgeoisie. It means
for IRA activists not sbandenment of militancy in favour of contemplative 'marxism'
- but an effort to understand the Polshevik type of activism in the class struggle
on the bagis of a scientific analysis, learning to feel history's pulse as opposed
to raging helplessly ot it and dissipating vital energy. Our job is not to spec-
ulate ch developments but to prepere a serious revolutionary organisation filrmly
baged on the working class struggles., THIS IS THE IMMADIATE TASK AND ANYTHING THAT
DETRACTS FRGM IT MUST BE FILRMLY PUT ASIDE.

GRAMS CI, Contd. from pe.ll.

From its hands, calloused from their sc¢le work of accumulating private wealth, the
torch of sclence and the sacred lamp of life have fallen. Ours is the task of
taking them up, ours the task of making them glow with new light.

In the accumulation of ideas transmitted to us by the millenium of work and thought
there are elements which have eternal value, which cannot and must not perish. The
loss of consciousness of these values is cne of the most serious signs of the
degradation brought about by the bourgeois regime; to them everything hecomes an
object of trade and a weapon of wor.

The proletariat, having conquercd scciel nower, will have to take on the work of
reconquest, to restore in full for itself and all humanity the devastated realm
of the spirit. This is what the Russian workers, guided by Maxim Gorky, are
doing todsy; this must beginh t0© he done wherever the proletarial is sporoaching
the maturity necessary for social change. The decay at the top must be replaced
by new, stronger life from below,

August 23, 1919,

¢

v

A CARICATURE OF TROTSKYISM Conbd, from pe29e

There is no other way to deal with the Sl&. They must not be suppressed, but
neither can they be allowed to suppress their critics and opponents. The Left
must take steps to ensure its own democracy; if it doesn't it deserves a situation
where the bully boys have things all their own way.

g
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new ‘treaty’ of
brest litovsk

Mistress to Eafka,
Margareta Buber=-Neumanm, Secker & War—
burg. 45,

It's a smallish world, Milena Jezenska,
a Czech Jjournalist of some talent, for-
ms the link here between two people het-
ter known, who in every respect would
seem literally worlds apart. Gretz Neu-
mann was for 16 years a member of the
German CP, and was married to one of

its most prominent members, Hans Neum-
ahn. Franz Kafks is known for his sto-
ries, hovels and 'parables' which 211,
with humour sas well as horror, show him
as a delicate, hypersensitive boing
buffeted about in a worid which he can
perceive very well, but can never hope
to inhabit safely, let alone master;

he cannot even find in it a single ref-

uge, a single enveloping, protective
solution, (true or false) which would

provide either a course of action or
the shelter of illusion,

Perhaps, after all, they did have some-
thing in common other than the mutual,
passicnate friendship of Milena, Frau
Neumarn got her share of buffeting (as
she revealed at the Kravchenko 'trialt
in Paris in 1945) though from rather
more specific agents than Kafka's gen-
eralised, allegorical 'officials'. For
Hans Neumann happened to believe, im
1932, that the German fascists should
be fought with more than mere verbal
propaganda. 4 very unwise position,
considering that in the Autumn of 1931
it had been officislly decided in Mos-
cow that the anti-Nazl struggle should
be confined to the ideological front;
considering, moreover, that Comrsde
Stelin had said to him in December 1931
"Don't you think, Comrade Nelmann, that
if the National Sccialists scize power

e :

| the plans for maldng this particular

in Germany they will be kept sufficient-
ly busy in the west and we shall be able
t0 build up Socialism quietly in Russia?"

But when it came to sesking refuge from
the Nazls, who were indeed busy exterm-
inating the German lsbour movement, the
Nsumanns found a Russis not so quiet '
and certainly not so socialist. In Dec,
1936 Hans Neumann was sporoached by Dime
1trpv oe "I speak in the name of Com~-
rede Stalin. T have been instructed to .
make a new type of Bolshevik of you,

You are to write a book on the 7th Con~
gress of the Comintern in which you
will retract all the errors of 1931 and
1932", He refused, and was arrested L
months later and never seen again. The
following year his wife was arrested,
and condemned to 5 years hard labour sf
Karaganda camp in Siberia - but soon
transferred to a special punitive camp
for having dared to request the revig-
ion of her case. This was her comment
on the Stalinist way of building ‘soc-
ielism': "Before I was sent to the

camp I had read in Pravda an article on

steppe fertile. According to this art-
icle the result would be a victory for
socialismeees 1t did not say that the
work was being carried out by slave
labour",

But if by any chance she was feeling
homesick, hope was in sight ~ in the ;
shining guise of the Hitler/Stalin Pact.
In 1940 she and a mumber of others were
sent back to Moscow; ‘"we were given a
wonderful meal, white bread etce.. we
received new clothes and were taken to
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the hairdresser, Then, suitably fat-
ted and spruced up, they were taken awey
in ones and twos, and told thelr sent-
ence was commuted to immediate expuls—
ion from Soviet territory. Together
with other German and Austrian commun-
ists, many of whom had been sentenced
to death by the Nazis in their absence,
she was taken by train to Brest Litovsk,
and formally handed over to the 5S. No
doubt compared with many of her compan-
ions she was lucky - she survived to
tell the tale.

In Ravensbruk concentration camp, shc
found herself completely isolatcd from
the other political prisonerss On her
atrivel she underwent an intensgive ine
terrogation by the CPers, who found hex
story too unpalatable and procecded to
ostracise her, This can be easily un- !
derstood, for they were in no position
to allow doubts to assaill their sanct-
uary of illusions, or be told the truth
ghout the 'Socialist Fatherland' in
which they believed. Indeed, when a
group of Russian prisonsrs was later
brought to the camp the leader of the
Czech CPers was s0 disappointed thed,
sbripped of her protective illusions,
she went mad and died in a few weekse

But Milens was specifically after the
truth, and deliberately sought out Greta
in the. comp. After this, their great
friendship continued until Milena's
death in 1944, In effect, this book is
a tribute to it, starting from it rather
than from Kafke, which makes 1t a very
personal view rather than a scholarly
examination. But for anyons who has
read the volume of letters Kafka wrote
to her in the 1920s ("... you who live
your life so intensely, down into all
its deapthse.") and wondered sbout the
other side of the correspondence, how
lost, this vivid picture of Milena in
her forties, stubbornly refusing to be-
come a prisoner, to fall in with coap
discipline, to lose her human indivii-
vality, admirably fills in the missing

i

dimension.

Included is an account of iMilena's ear-
lier life, her friends, lovers (includ-
ing, of coumse, Kafka) her twe husbands,
her circle and her career as a journal-
ist, which culminated with her editing
an anti-Nazi paper under the noses of
the occeupying Gestapo. There are stmes:
examples of her writing, redolent with
strength and wholesomensss,

The story of her 5 years in the Czech
CP is unfortunately clouded by Fran
Neumann's own lack of clarity, so that
it is difficult to see if her differen~
ces, and her break in 1936, were a mat-
ter of temperament or politics, though
I get the impression that Milena's
political urderstarding was a good deal
clearer than her friend's, Firally we |
get a picture of her work in the under-
ground movement, helping o ¢rganime . '
an escape route - for which she was ;
sent to Ravensbruk, It is a mark of
Frau Neumann's feeling for her that by
the end of the whole account, one comes
away with an idee of a woman of very
great stature, which seems to dominate
the more celebrated figures of both
Kafks and Greta Neumann, Certainly,
she was more than mere 'mistress to
Kafka',

Rela

ITO0ST

LEADER {

The Parnell Tragedye : j

The legend of the "Lost leader", as
Gratten Freyer has sald, haunts the
pages of the early Joyce and the later
Yeats. American writer, Jules Abel,
enters the field with o competent, ped-
estrian account; it adds little to the
material unearthed by Cruise Q'Brien

: and F,S,L,Lyons, except errors of fact,
The author is concerned to examine the ,
personal motivations of the main char-

| acters but ignores the underlying social

Jhles Abel. Bodley Heads 42se iA
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