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EDITORIAL o
VIETNAM —— Full Solidarity

President Johnson has again sent an extra draft of truops to Vietnam, while off-
icial US casualty figures rose higher for the first six months of this year than
the whole of 1966, 3till the peasants of Vietnsam resist and vepel the massed on-
slanght of the most powerfdi army in the world, backed by the latest science and
technclogy.

A report in the London Observer staied that "Two out of every thres Americans,
according to the polls, accept the fact that the war is not going well ... The
much-heralded American sweep in the Mekong Delta seems bogged down in a waterlogged
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stalemate; in the Northern provinces a division of Marines has
been regularly battered by Communist attacks ever since the he-
ginning of the year; and even the pacification programme in the
villages in conceded recently to have shown disappointing results,."”
The report contimues: ".. despite all the bombing raids, Communist
strength in Vietnam has increased by over 150,000 men in the last
18 months. It is not just that that figure inevitably casts doubt,
if not blank disbelief, on the regular American weckly estimates of
thoudands of Communist casualties in the field; it also pointedly
raises the question of what exactly has been gained over the past
two years by the loss over North Viebnam of more than 600 American
planes." {9th July 1967) If the NLF casualty figures have been
wildly exaggersted (an smerican major was quoted as saying, after

2 press handout: "That's the third time that VC batallion is supp-
osed to have becn wijed cut")it!sreasonable to suppose that the con-
verse is true, and that official figures for 1967 of 5,000 US dead
and 33,000 wounded nust be added to before a realistic estimate
EMETEES,

Coupled with the military activity of the NLF in the rural areas has
gone an increase in the irndustriplactivity of the workers in the
urban - . centres of South Vietnam. By means of the mass strike
the working class has given concrete aid to the NLF., Such is the
level of industrial militancy that at times severe damage has been
done to the Imperialist war effort, UFor example, a strike at the
HME construction company involved 15,000 workers and held up work
on airfields, ports and depots tobtalling 1 billion dollars., Even
scab labour often fails, as happened at Cam Ranh, where Philippino
and Korean workers imported to sabotage a strike of Vietnamese
workers, actually downed tools in support cof the strikers.

US 'mastery'!of the situation does not look like improving in the
near future., A Congressional Report recently stated that "..it is
beyond question that the effectiveness of the American military pre-
sehce in South-East Asia ... depends on the security of the American
bases in the Philippines," Not only does the above example of the
solidarity of the Philippino workers bode ill for that security. The
HUKS (= Army of Mational Iiberation, with a policy of large scale
agrarian reform and industrialisation) have recently becn regaining
some of their past strength. The New York Times commemted not long
ago that the guerillas "have been able o become the most powerful
political force in the country." Time magazine recently stated

that they already control in varying degrees 1,400 square miles and
500,000 people, but their political power is growing cven fasgter
than their geosrashical boundaries.

In North Vietnam itsclf, morale is high despite the incessant bomb-
ing. Ixpert plonning and co-operation keep the country moving, and
could probably continue to do so indefinitely -~ though any bhomb-
. ing of the dykes would have far more sericus effects, An eye-wit-
ness report published in the Cbserver last January described "How
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N. Vietnam Survives": "Burnt trucks, destroyed lovomotives, twisted
bridges: ~ and yet things still move. For every bridge that stands
the Vietnamese have one or two in reserve made of hamboo, wood or
boats, ready to be thrown up. Detour routes are prepared in advance,
Everywhere there are mounds of earth and stones; sleepers and raile,
weliting to be used." If fuel or roads failed, bicycles would still be
used, pushed on Qark paths through the night: "They are often in groups
of ten. Each reinforced bicycle can carry up to 6ewb: bricks, rice,
everything that can belondeld on such a machine ... 10 cycles loaded
with 6 cwt. each replace one small lorry,"

To outwit the bombers "'he decerbralisation of the ecornomy and the
administration ... has robbed the planes of big targets. ... The big
factories evacuate to the country part of their equipment, staff and
management... Some surgical wings of Hanoi's hospitals have been dis-
persed to the provinces, where they contime to function," The report
concludes: "The thousand-and-one inventions of the Vietnamese have
been applied in such a way that the air raids could lost years before
resistance broke. Tho authorities do what they can to enable the peo-
ple to live 'as before', The cinemas are full, the circus is open
(exeept that the large animals have been 'decentralised! imto the
countryside) and the artists sing amd dance in the music hall,"(1.1.67)

Back in the States, wpposition to the war is growing daily, and, with
the srevailing demdnd that Imperialism should get out, is on the whole
on & far higher level than the innocuous Peace in Vietnam committees
here, with their tame plea for 'negotiation', Out of the growing
mumber of young war veterans, groups throughout the country are form~
ing to oppose the war, and are rapidly linking up nationally. With
elections coming up next year ~ the only time when the politicians
bother about what the people think - <these pressures from within
could be a real help to the liberation fighters in Vietnom,

With cannon and mortar the Vietnamese peasants are holding down suff-
icient troops and equipment to bring the US economy imto serious
trouble. Inflation has added dynamite to the smouldering anger of
the unskilled negro workers who, despite the keyed-up wor economy,
have no hope of a job in the foreseeable ceapitalist future. In the
midst of all the segregetionist, 'Afro-American' mationalist confus-
ion, is a budding internationalist identification with the workers
and peasants of Vietnam, perhaps summed up in the figure of Cassius
Clay in his almost symbolic combination of physical strength, cone
fusion of ideas, and solidarity with the Vietnsmese because the US
negroes and the Vietnamese are ground down by the same oppressors,
The hungry of the Great Society are quick to spot the hypocricy of
those horrified by the 'violence! of their attacks on property and
cops, when the same voices support, actively or passively, the mass
murder in Vietnem. BSome may even take pride in the inevitable nuisance
it must be to the 'War Effort',

It would be an act of treachery to the Vietnamese fighters to take
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thegse facts complacently and sit back in rosy satisfaction declaring
that the war is as good as worw It is not yet won, Though Vietnam
receives pitifully little help from Russia and China, there might well
be room for some trecacherous horsctrading, if either of thoem gets the
chance, in the tradition of Geneva 1954 -~ where the actual victory
of the Vietnamese was frittered away and the US given time to step into
the old French position in Vietnam,

One thing is certain. The imperialisis wculd like nothing better than
negotiations., This would open up all sorts of possibilities for con-~
solidating their power in the area, with full freedom and leisure to

get the best oubt of the situation, either directly ok through the UN;
the CIA would have a frec hand to manipulate the political puppet
strings; and a face-saving cover would be found for Moscow. At worst,-
if the fighting resumed -~ +the strategic military advantage of time to
regroup and recoup would have made the exercise worthwhile for the Pent-
agon,

Advocates of Negotiation - often under the heading of Peace -~ range
from Johnson, the Pope and Harold Wilson to the honest CF and IWP rank
and file member who, horrified by the disgusting nature of the war,
thinks he is helping the Viectnamese by c¢alling for the reconvention of
the Geneva Confarence, The Vietnamese know that the original Geneva
was responsible for their present predicament. It is perhaps only be-
cause of the shocking plight of such fine people, that working class
militants in Burope who in a strike would not dream of ‘*returning to
work so that negotiations can begin' (who would regard this as a defeat)
fall for the CP line.

But such people are not helping the Vietnamese. This approach confuses
the nature of the war and helps Johnson wealken resistance in the Us, It
helps our own puppet-pcliticians in Ireland and England to dismiss
oppositibon to their support of US Imperialism by claiming that the sol-
ution Mlies in Hanci", It is based on the assumption that the Americans'
right to be in Vietnam should be negotiated by the Vietnamese, The
Vietnamese do not think so; they have chosen to fight for victory.

The decision in this matter must remain with those who are being bombed
and gassed and burned and torbured. As long as they choose to continue
fighting - and, if the picture of US difficulties is even halfwaccurate,
their choice is not only heroic but emtirely logical - it is up to us
t0 give them all the support and solidarity we can, Iike the US negroes
we bost aid the MLF by stepping up ocur own strugpgles to weaken and over-
throw capitalism in our own areas. A&nd we must advance the slogen of
gemiine solidarity - VICTORY FOR THE NATIONAL LIBERATION FROND .

e

OCTOBER 22nd VIETNAM MOBILISATION =~~- as a sequel to the April 15th protest mobilis-
ation, the (American) Nationsl Mobilisation Committee is calling a march on Washington
in October, The October 22 ad hoc Committee is calling an action in solidarity with
the march on Washington by a rally in ir&falgar Sqe and o march to the US Embassy on
Qctcber 22nd, If you wish to help with publicity, distributing leaflets etc., contact:
October 22 ad hoe Committee, 49 Rivingtom St., London EC 2, Telephone 739-6952,




;* Setback for the Arab Revolution

b e rern s e

by.. Rachel Tever

British and US Imperialisms, which between them extfact from the Middle East almost
its total wealth, have won a victory over the drive of the Arab masses to break
their stranglehold on the economy  of the area. That the victory was by proxy
does not make the fact any less real, nor the resultaht situation any less favour-
able to Imperialism. There can, of course, be no question but that Imperialism has
gained from Israel's Pearl Harbour. The Daily Telegraph had commented editorially
before the fighting started that "An Egyptian success ... would mean the end of all
Arab governments well disposed to the West," (6.6.67)

Before the Israeli victory, Imperialism had been getting edgy about its Middle East
situation. With Arab Nabtionalism rising in pitch in places like Aden and Yemen, US
oil interests in Saudi Arabia could have been threatened, Matters were brought to
a head when Syria (which hed already nationalised all her own oil fields in 1964)
for a time stopped the flow of Irag Petroleum Co. oil through its pipeline to back
up demands for extra levies and unpaid arrears, The victory of Imperialism's
Ziomist allies has somewhat altered this situation,

Now the British in Aden and their stoopes in the Federation of South Arabla, the
Royalists in Yemen, and all the feudal elements who play along with US Imperialism,
particularly Saudi Arabia, have been strengbhened by the rebuff to Egypt and Syria.
Their part in the 'war alliance' had been mere demagogy, with the exception of
Jordan, where Hussein was foreed into war by the expansionist Israelis on one side
and the threat of a popular insurrection on the other., Of course the readiness of
the bourgeois-nationalists like Nasser 0 do a deal with these people contributed
enormously to their current advantages - and to the Nationalists' own current
disadvantages.

That the victory was delivered into Imperialism's hands by some of the remnants of
a people recently decimated by another section of world Imperialism, only demonsb-
rates once more that s0 long as it refains control in the most advanced areas of
the world, Imperialism is on the commanding heights and capable of utilising even
the remnants of one of its most tragic victims asgainst a new, current victim. But
not only does Imperialism use the Jews physically; it also utilises the memory, the
horror at the system's past crimes against them. By equating this nation of
technologically advanced BEuropean supremacigts — Israel - with the Jews as a
presecuted minority in Europe, thoy smokescreen a new crime, this time against the
Arabs.

THE IEET

As a result, we have seen the kind of reactionary hysteria which is usually whipped
up to cover white colonialists in their massacres of native victims, by pretending
that the victims had been themselves planning a massacre of precious whites. This
hysteria over the threat of a mythical massacre was s0ld packaged with gemins
sympathy for the gemine past massacres of Jews. Ard not only was it successfully
scld at large, but 1t has also gripped large areas of what is tolerantly known as
"The Left". The 'New Left' such as Hefier and Rose, the men with pretentions
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to clear thinking as well as the old left like Silverman without such pretensions,
but whose hearts are sometimes in the right place,

What is the reason for this deliberate blindness of people who support the Move-
mert for Colonial Freedom, Anbi Apartheid and the Catholic minority in Northern
Ireland? First, of course, the urbelievable political level at which the British
Left exists, a level without principles, clarity, coherence, a Marxist world-view,
a serious perspective, or even a serious hope for socialism., And at the same time
the composition of this left. It has a large sprinkling of Jews who turned left-
ward during the rise of fascism in the thirties, only to be miseducated by the CP.
Not having become internationalists, they naturally remained conscious of belong-
ing to a perticular set of people, and were further pushed in this direction by
events under fascism.

They suffer from the added befuddlement that Israel is a Socialist state (1}) and
are ready-mede victims for the Imperialist view of the Middle East, as the Israelis
are "ready made" allies of the west against the Arab massesi Perhaps the most
pertinent question, then, is how the Israeli Jews, many of whom would call them-
selves socialists, have wound up in this bloc with Imperialism?

ZIONLSM

There are now 12 million Jews in the world =~ 5 million in the US4, 2% million in
Russia and about 2,6 million in Israel., Their state was established in 1948; the
first for 1900 years. The conscious expression of the drive to found this state
can be summed uwp in one word = Zionisme.

Zionism was a reaction against the pogroms of Eastern Europe in the late 19th
century, and enti-semitic propaganda in Austria, Bungary and Germany at the same
period, While 5 million Jews emigrated to America, the Zionists saw the solution
to anti-semitism in Jewish colonisation of Palestine., Initially it was a ‘utopian'
Nationalist movement, holding that Jews of every class had more in common with
their co-religionists than with other members of their actual class.

Since the beginning in 1897, the tactic of Zionism has been to serve whichever of
the world powers had Palestine within its sphere of influence., Herzl, its founder,
courted Turkey, and the first Congress moved a "Resolution of thanks and Devotion"
to the Sultan, ILater it was Germany, after World War I British Imperialism (which
has just received Palestine on a Ieasgue of Nations Mandate), Since World War IT

it has beer U3 Imperialism,

Arguing for concessions from the Great Powers, early Ziomist leaders promised to
combat socialism among the many young Jewish workers, remove socialist Jews from
the scene, and "dissolve the revolutionary Parties in the Jewish People", In this
respect Zionism was a mirror-image of the anti-semitism which alsc agitates for

the removal of the Jews: Herzl presented Zionism to anbti-Semites such as the Tsarigh
Minister Von Plehve precisely as a means of clearing out the Jews, These promises
were not entirely groundless. In Russia arose the strange phenomenon of Left Zion-
ism, whose theoretician Ber Barochov created an ingenious marriage of utopian nat-
ionalism and the forms of Marxism. Seeing the Jews as a unit in abstraction from
society, Barochov ohserved that there was an overpreponderance of middle class and
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upper class slements. In the Jewish people the normal class pyramid was inverted:
orly by assembling the Jews in a Ifational Home could a normal class structure dev-
elop - and only then could the class struggle in the Marxist sense germinate within
the Jewish people., Armed with this international Stages Theory Left Zionism was

to play a very important part in fubure developments in Palestine.

At the beginning of the century, when Zionist immigrants came into Palestine, they
found to their surprise that it was already populated by Arebs. How were they to
deal with them? Instead of the normal method of colonisation which seeks to exp-
loit native labour, Zionism represented the plebeian version of Turopean colonis~
ation, wanting $0 create a class of Jewish workers as part of a new homogensous
Jewish nation. They wanted not to exploit the Arab labour but to take over the area
and totally replace the Arabs., The Zionist ILeft particularly insisted on "Jewish
Lebour Only", using the funds of Zionism to compensate Jewish employers for the
difference in cost of Jewish and Arab labour. They also used other methods. Tony
CLiff in his pamphlet "The Struggle in the liddle BEast" relates that as late as
1944 "a rumour spread that a couple of irab workers were employed at the back of

a cafe in Tel Aviv. The result: a crowd of thousands went and smashed the windows
and broke up the furniture,"

With Buropean capital and know-how; Ziomism began expanding as a cellular growth
within Palestine, buying land from the Feudalists, driving Arab peasants off the
land they had acquired, and savagely boycotting the cheaper produce of those that
remeined. The development of an Arab bourgeoisie was stifled, so Arab peasants
driven off the land could get employment from neither Jew nor Arab, Thus Zionism
came into unremitting conflict with the whole Arab society it had found in Palestine.
Only the Feudalists benefitted by selling their land, and these, while of necessity
adopting the most extreme anti-Zionigt stance in public, made many secret deals with
the Zionists,

The British meanwhile played ring-master and judiciously exploited Jewish/Arab cone
flicts to maintain their own power, The Jews, however, remasined a small minority

of the population until the rise of fascism in Burope once more forced Jewish imm—
igration to a flood. On the eve of the Second World War they numbered + million as
against 1% million Arabs. Many of these newcomers, in contrast to the early Ziorists,
worc potty capitelists, particularly in the yeers immediately after Hitler took
power - 1934/35. |

1936 saw an upsurge of the Arab masses, with a partially successful General Strike
in Syria ageinst French Imperialism which was to hasten Independence., The Palestine
Arabs followed the example and declared a General Strike. Bub what role did Zion-
ism play? True to form, it took the chance, armed with an influx of refugee capit-
al from Burope, to oust Arab commerce paralysed by the strike. The 'socialist!
Zionists naturally broke the strike, eagerly playing along with the British mani-
pulators of divide and rule, who then diverted the developing anti~Imperialist
movement into nationalist communel strife as they had done in Northern Ireland,

AFTER WORID WAR IT

The War, with Palestine a major British garrison and the British imports which had
retarded the economy now unavailablc, led to a major growth in Palestine's econcmy,
particularly the Jewish sector which was already best prepared for expansion by the
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events of '36, By 1942 6,000 Jewish industrial enterprises, producing at a rate

of £20 million pe.a., employed 56,000 workers. Since '39 production had doubled and
trebled, But the end of the war brought about an abrupt slowing down of the econ~
omy, aggravated for the now dominant Jewish enterprises by the re-appearance of
Britain as competitor. This, with the ever~growing number of Jews in Palestine and
conflicts with Britain, balancing between Arabs and Jews as usual, over its rest-
riebion of further immigration of refugees from Hitler's camps, brought a change in
Zionmist politics. Previously opposing it, they now demanded Independence, Zionism
was borne aloft on a wave of world sympathy and the turn of most Western Jews to-
wards it, and had a further asset in that 50,000 Palestine Jews had gained military
training and experience in the British Army during the War. The Arabs, on the other
hand, had no compareble military training and were demoralised by the defeat of Ger-
man Imperialism, to which they had looked for SuppO%E?%g% the British and the Jews.

Zionism was also breaking with her former ally and transferring her allegiance from
British to U8 Imperialism, Palestine's Jews had indéed grown into a nation, with

a dynamic economy, army, ideology, language and political parties. Their economic
interests demanded an exd to direct colonial rule, Britain, expecting to have her
mandate and authority renewed, referred the situation to the UNO., But now Zionism's
repprochements with US Imperialism paid off, UNO opted for partition - and Brit-
ain at the last minute resorted to new methods, organising the then stooge armies

of Egypt, Iraq, Syria and Transjordan to invade the new State of Isracls licrcenarics
without spirit, they were defeated, and this defeat was a major factor in generating
the Arab Revolution that has since developed,

Not only war decided the outcomc: sceret telks between Zionists and King Abdallah of
Transjordan led to their joint partition of the part of Palestine allotted by the UN
to the Palestine Arebs.From the poxt of itthat was to become Israel, they were driv-
en out by terror. In the village of Deir Yassin 254 Arabs ~ all the inhabitants -
men, wemen and children, were massacred, and photographs of the mutilated bodies
were widely circulated to terrorise the Arabs into getting out. In July '48 in the
towns of Ramleh and Lydda 30,000 Arebs were forced at gunpoint to leave within helf
an hour, on foot and barehanded. Similar treatment was meted out by the Haganna and
Irgun to the Arabsg of Jaffa, Acre and Tiberiad .,... at least. And to spur them on
they had the memory of ten years before, when the Hagenna was zealous in helping the
British to suppress the Arab upsurge by burhing villages and shooting 'suspects’,

And thus was established the State of Israel, 20,000 sq. km instead of the UN's
allotment of 14,000 sq, km, This status quo contimued until June this year, when
the Israelis expanded their territory to three times its former size to create a new
status quoe which they will now try to consoclidate,

The most complete losers in '48 were the Palestine Arabs, deprived of their homeland
and turned into refugees. Those who remained in Israell territory have lived under
the severe repression of military rule, as a conguered population in their own land,
Since '48, 34,000 of them have had thelr land expropriated, the average cultivated
area per person in the villages dropning from approx. 2 acres t0 approx. % acre.
Lend is taken, and houses demolished by force under a variety of excuses but with
onc purpose - +to make the Arabs landless and homeless, Nearly 10,000 are now
migrant workers trying to scrape a living on building sites, as domestic servants
and in the orange groves, forced into accepting lower wages than Jewish workers amd
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accomedated in sub-human conditions in unfinished buildings and disused cattle sheds,

~ The Arabs form 11% of the populabion, yet they constitute only 1% of the students,

2% of the state employees, and get only 2.5% of the housing credits, There is no
Arab-language daily newspaper! Arabs must have passports for internal travel, which
must anyway be specially authorised, and are subjected to curfew. In many respects
the position of the Arabs is comparable to that of the American Indians at the turn
of the century.

WHAT KIND OF SOCIETY IS ISRAEL ?

And what of the myth that Israel is a socialist/co-operative state, where all the
main parties are Socialist Parties, whore the Trade Union Federation is the domin-
ant economic force ..... where there is Democracy.

First of all, as we have seen democracy is in fact only for the privileged. The
"soclalist™" parties are Nationalist Parties, which were in the forefront of the
boycotts and terrorising of the Arsbs throughout the history of Zionism, which
collaborated in Suez and which stend resolutely against the Arab masses - all,
from neo~fascist Herut to "extreme left" Mapam, receive funds from the world Jewish
Agency, The famed and powerful "trade union" organisation is also Zionist, exclud-
ing Arab members; it was the main instrument of the "Jewish Lebour Only" campaign,
its purpose being not 4o represent, but to create the Jewish proletariat. BReing
also the main employer of labour in Israel through its cwnership of giant enter-
prises, banks, transport etc., and running the main health service, it exerts a
tight, bureaucratic control over the workers, who often face the prospect of losing
their jobs and health insurance at once in any unofficial strike against the
Histadrut. Its entreprensurial activities have placed it in control of the major
part of the economy snd from a sideline have become all-important. The Histadrut
unions tend to approximate to 'company' unions -~ and no less g0 because the
company was initially generated by the union. Thus, far from being an instrument
of the workers, it ensures that they shall have no instrument at all and rigidly
excludes the possibility of free trode urdions., The famed Kibbutzim also exclude
Arabs, are subsidised by Zionist funds and integrated into the capitalist economy.
Their membership has anyway never oxcecded 5% of the population, ard they are now
increasingly employing outside labour, towards which they naturally behave as any
capitalist employer,

THE PRESENI ROLE OF ZTONTSM

Zionism had projected a Naticnalist solution to anti-semitism. But Israsel as it
exists encompasses less that 1/5 of the world's Jews. The creation of the state
10 remove racialism has meant that an Arab minority is subjected to racial oppre-
sgion as bad as that of South Africa, Bven dark-skinned Jews from Areb countries
are themselves placed in an underprivileged actual position as the country's un-
skilled workers. The logic of Israel's position, intruded into the Middle East,
compells her to line up with the Imperialist forces which have milked dry the Arab
people. She fears a strong Arabla as the Imperialists do, and is a permanent Imp-
erialist ally and garrison in the Middle East.

Internationally Israel backs up rcaction actively, supplying the Portuguese in
Angola with arms, supporting the French in Algeria, and apparently accepting feelers
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from Saigon about advising on the control of the Vietcong. When the French ond
British wanted to retake the Suez Canal, Israel was available, ready with her cwn
fish to fry and eager to play the role of running dog in the invasion of Egypt. In
return for this role, Israel is granted protection, aid and the solidarity of
Lyndon Johnson, Chiang Kai-shek, fremier Ky (who also admires Hitler...), the Cuban
exiles and "Veterans of the 'Keep algcria Prench' campaigns (who) naraded the boule-
vard chanting "Israel Will Vanquish" to the same rhythmic beat as they once chanted
"Algerie Francaise".(Ses (1iff, ibid, ) Israel is indeed the "Pompered child of Imp-
erialism,"

Relying on the protection of Imporiclism, Israel places herself athwart the march

of the Arab millions, It is nc accident that she has covert friendly relations

with the Arab Feudalists - and a common interest, in Eshkol's words: “Areb spp-
rehensions of Nasser are indeed legitimate, as the Yemen has proved, Nor has Nasser
refrained from subversive activity in other countries of the arca, if in a less open
form,... A day will come when the Arab countries which are a target for his strat-
agems will realise that the true division is not between Israel and the Arabs, but
between lovers of peace and aggressors..." ie friends and enemies of Imperialism
(Knesset, 17.5.65). It is clear that the Isracli leaders know better than to take
seriously their demagogy and recent talks of a Jihad or Holy War,.

The virulent nationalism for which the Left Zionists shelved their ‘socialism' has
taken its inevitable toll: complete and utter transformation of would-be socialists
into racialists and choiceless militants in the Imperialist interest against the
Arabs - because it is the only woy to serve their own interests in the situation
they created.

ARAB  NATTOMNATISM

On the other side, the other nationnlism: Arab Mationalism, an organic movement of
the masses against Feudalism and Imperialism. Even in its bourgeocis form, typified
by Nasser and the Syrian Baathists, this is progressive and ebsolutely to be supp=
orted., Internally these have carried out extehsive land reforms, nationalisation
of large sectors of the economy including foreign-owned interests, and drastically
stepped up reforms in health and educaticn, In relation to Imperialism they have
shown resistance to its exploitation of both their own countries and the Middle
East in general, ZEgypt aided the Algerian independence struggle, and is at present
backing up the Republicans in the Yemen in a full-scale war against the Royalists
and Imperialism. But their bourgeois limitations both prevent effective mass dir-
ection against Imperialism, and fix the Israeli workers in their nationalism, part-
icularly when it takes the form of bHlood-curdling threats of genocide from people
like Shukairi,

The initial aggression, however, hes nlways been that of the Israeli 'sccialist -
nationalists, and they have periodicolly reminded the Arab Revolution that they are
a bayonet pointed permanently at its throat, In this case, evidence indicotes that,
arab demagogy apart, the Isracli lecdeors had o foirly clear idea thot Bgypt had no
intention of starting a war, that she was off the alert and being regtroined by
Russia, her army manoeuvres simply backing up diplomacy. Roy Bennet in Tribune
(11.8.67) argued that "at a state level the Arab approach - with which Israel was
completely familiar - was quite different", and that on that level Israel's lead-
ers could have averted a war =~ if they had genuinely feared o massacre, But Bennet
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further reports that "a qualified source in the Pentagon told me on the Saturday
preceding Israel's attack that Washington's estimate was an Israeli victory in
seven days if war occurred.," So this was clearly one more example of Israeli
expansionist aggression disguised as self-defence. Undoubtedly Israel received
the go-ahead from Washington to strike first.

In the recent war as in the past, all the acbual crimes, as opposed to threats,

have been committed by Isracl ageinst the Arabs. On the second day of the war they
bombed with napalm a UN camp near Jericho housing 60,000 refugees, intending to
drive them still further away. Over 200,000 fled from the West Bank, and were
immediately barred from returning, despite the publicity given to a2 handful of
exceptions., Israel has since announced that others will be 'welcomed', but is
meanwhile erecting a barrier of red tape - at which they are past-masters - to
discourage any murbers returning., The offer is also conditional on 'good behaviour!
in the occupied territory - ie, it is no more than a bait, Reports circulated
amongst journalists in London that Isracli ocecupation soldiers wore special shoulder
flashes marked: DELR YASSIN, No rumour, but fact, is the sheer terror of the Arab
messes, based on experiences of '48, No rumour either, and certainly no aceident, is
the Tact that for the first time cver the Israeli Cabinet acquired during the war a
Minister Without Portfolio: Menachem Begin, former Irgun leader responsible for the
massacre Of Deir Yassin, He had one speciality and the Arab masses knew it.

In view of 211 this, to dawdle politically or actually support Israel on the grounds
that the Arabs might get rough is about as ludicrous as it is despiccable, In fact
there never wes a prospect of the Isreelis being wiped out. The Arab leaders' talk
of Jewish destruction is really the domand for the destruction of Israsl as a
specificelly Jewish state, with racialist laws and racialist oppression, Is it not
usual, in any case, that the oppressed are massacred by the oppressors and not vice
versa? However bloody the threats, they should not blind anyone to the reelity, And
shatever our criticism of the Arab nationalist leaders this must cope second £2 .-
~utsprken soliferity with the rob nosses arndnst Zionism en? Imperizlisn,

Having said that, the criticism is extensive. They remein incapable of mobilising
the Arab masses effectivelyj they are confined in their conception of the struggle
to formal warfare (thOugh there was a hint from Boumedienne recently that the war
might be contimied with guerilla tactics)j they contimue with the old sterile
counterposing of nationslism against nationalism when the only solution is a class
solution, They have never distinguished in their propaganda between Israeli workers
and capitalists, and are incapable of appealing to these workers for solidarity.
Sometimes they rebuff them, as at the Havana Tri-Continental Conference when thex
combined with stalinists to cxclude delegates from the Israeli working class move-
ment. Above all, as bourgeois the Mussem, Iiwswiicnnes, Twrithists, — are themselves
partial defenders of the status quo - frightened of the masses, joining nands even
with the Pritish puppet Hussein,

LONG TERM PROGRAMME OR IMWMEDI-IE DEFENCE ?

The obvicus solution for the Middle Bast situation is class unity of Israeli and

Arab workers., Linking together to drive cut their respective bhourgcoisies, they

mast abolish all discrimination aszninst the Arabs in Israel, reinstate and compensate
the refugees and establish a de~Zionised, multi-racial state with an anti-Imperial-
ist foreign policy. A tremendous leap forward could result, with pocled resources,
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allowing Israel to integrate with the Middle East and co-operate in establishing
the Socialist United States of the Middle East, with rights for minorities like Jews
ard Kurds, This programme must be the conscious perspective of Arab and Jewish
revolutionary socialistsg, Tt is still the only solution which revolutionaries in
Israel itself can present to the working class,

But meanwhile, when a sharp clash develops {and the Israeli workers are still tied

to their bourgeoisie) where do we stand? Neutral, passively advocating the 'abs-~ =
tract' programme? No, The battle for socialism is not preaching but struggle -

and not always for the finsl goal, The early Comintern, breaking decisively with

the tradition of the 2nd International "for which only white people existed", laid -
down as a basig principle full gcbive solidarity with and support for all anti-
Imperialist struggles. This applies to us in relation to the Arab Revolubion,

Whatevor we would like to see happen in the Middle Fast we, and Isreeli revolution-

ary socialists, cannot avoid taking the stand of Israeli defeatism: we cannot in the
manner of sectarians escape the isgue by placing an eqguals sign between an ardificial
bourgeols state acting as a frontier guard for Imperdialism and the undoubtedly bour—
geois Argb states struggling, in however limited a way, against Imperialist dominat-
ion, This is not academic: the conflict is not over and neither is the war.

In the long term, can the Isracli working class, bound to their own ruling class and
Imperialism by the logic of their position and a common ideclogical nationalism,
disengage and ally with the Arab workers against capitalism and Imperialism? In his
pamphlet CLiff compares the Israeli workers with the South Afriecan white workers and
the French Algerian workers (both militant in their own right but closer %o their
white bourgeoisie than to the mabive fellow-workers). Recalling the past anti-irab
record specifically of the Left in Israel, he consludes that they camnot disengage,
While it is best, if the stick has 4o be bent at all, to bend it ageinst Israel ?at

a time when some of the platonic psewdo-Marxists hide behind the zbstract programme

and the existence of the Israeli workers to avoid defending the Arab Revolution), it .
is to be hoped that CLiff is here unduly pessimistic, A rebturn o the slump condit-
ions which immediately preceded the war will renew that growing conflict between the
workers and bourgeoisie which the war nationalism so neatly papered over., Othex
possibilities would be cpened up in the event of a genuine democratic workers' stete

in any of the Arab countries, which would talk a different, non-nationalist language

to the Israeli workers.

BALANCE SHERT OF ZIONESM

Zionism, battening on anti-semitism, never aided the Jews against slaughter by dec-
aying capitalist society in need of a scapegoat. Maybe insofar as Herzl was right in
his promises, insofar as Zioniszm detracted from the socialist struggle in Europe and
contributed to the defeat of the revolutionary workers! movement, it can be said
that it aided the pre-condition for MNazi atrocities: the defeat of the German work-
ers, Zionism only became dominant as a vesult of these atrocities = and the twisted
logic of a cepitalist world leads it now inexorable not merely to commit its own
specific atrocities, but to assgist in the monstrous atrocity that is each day of
Imperialist domination of the Middle East, Like every other Ubtopian 'colony',

this one has turned out a prototype of the world beyond., Every element the oolonists
sought to escape has re-emerged within Israel: demonstrating yet apain that there is
ne golubkion in attempting to escape the real world by going into the "wilderness",
The only escape is the revolutionary socialist struggle to transform it,

EDITORS'! NCTE: Pressure on space ih this issue has forced us to omit our usual
reprint "From the Arsensl of Marxism", and also to postpone the final article by
Rachel Lever on Rusglan Art since the Revolution, This will appear in the next issue,




It's really like one of those old
Hollywood movies of the 1930s: 'boy
meets girl' ~ then we have 90 mins.
of "misurderstanding' during which
they row and slang hell out of each’
other, only to wind up in an emrace,
recognising each other as true soul-
mates after all, Maybe the 'affaire!
between the world stalinist movement
and Christianity hasn't yet reached

passionate embraces, but the sight of Ry _ &nthony Mahony
these two reactionary forces huddled in a tete-a-tete - officially called the
Dialogue between Marxism (3) and Christiantty - is startling enough to provoke
thought .

Joint conferences have been organised, intermational as well as national, in which
Jesuits of the first draft confer with stalinist old women of easy intellectual
virtue, Jesuits of the second draft who in their time have given one more twist %o
the concept of jesulstry. Reports are published in religious journals. The exten-
sive press of the British CP hes carried a rash of articles on the growing mutual
understanding between 'Marxism' and all brands of Christianity. The editor of
'Marxism Today' discourses on the subject for the readers of the 'Morning Star'.
«nd across the Irish Sea, old Raftery =~ Pope John's Vicar on Barth - rambles

on menth after momth in the Irish Socialist about the new IWP articles of faith,
"Progressive" Papal Encyclicals. The CP youth are also being infected: large port-
ions of Challehge are given up to exploring the brave, foggy new world of cbscurant-
ism, and the YCL Internal Bulletin Cogito () produced a special number emtitled
With God On Our Side. It carried an article by a Christian vicar and one by an
old stalinist deacon, Pat Sloan! The Party put its official seal on all this with
a statement of Tdeology in which it invites not only religious laymen to become
Prrty members (which would be correct in certain circumstances) - but specifically
declares the Party unconditionelly open to ministers of religion,

SIGNLFT CANCE

For the CPs the capitulation to religion and philosophical idealism is just the
latest symptom of their comolcete rhandorment of the Marxist evaluation of the

world = an? of revolutionary attempts to change it., In itself it is not new.

In places like Ttaly and France (particularly the former) The Porties are only
merginally different from mass social democratic electoral machines, Ideologically
also, the edges long ago became blurred, 4t the funeral service long ago of mili-
tant atheism (and much else besides) offitiated Hewlitt Johnson and a Russian Ortho-
dox priest. Stalinism and religion have never been incompatible s.

But with the more cordial phase of the collahoration of the Soviet bureasucrats

with Imperialism coinciding with the Church's exploration of the possibilities of
coexigtence in stalinist society with the bureaucracy, there has been a rapid throw-
ing down on the part of the CPs of all remeining barriers to religion. One more
birthmark has gone,

For its part, organised religion plays along in tune with western rapprochement with
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Russia and in response to the far-gone assimilation of the CPs in the west as a
stout prop of the capitalist system. I% has long been obviocus that religion can
thrive in stalinist society, as witness Bussia itself; there the Orthodox Church
and the Bureaucracy have for decades been on friendly terms. The post-war East
European Church-state conflicts, with their spectacular trials of Church dignitar-
ies, were not primarily conflicts sbout ideas but material conflicts, They were
part of the stalinist reorganisation of the old class structure of eastern Eourope,
in which the Church bad been paramount in its share of the spoils. (In Hungary,
for example, the Church had owned about 50x of all the land.) But the Church,
however much it would like to restorc its fortunes in eastern Burope, has always
known how to adjust to changed reality, nnd these events are 20 years old,

RETIGION IN CRISIS

But Christianity itself has been going through a deep crisis in all its sections
and on issues from birth control through cclibacy to high theology. The tradition-
all concepts of a personalised god and even serious belief in an afterlife have
given way in whole areas of organised Christianity to something very much like a
general pius agnosticism. ZEven many nominal Christians remain 'believers' only in
the sense that the uncleared debris contimues to clutter their minds.

Of course the continuance of social uncerteinty, heightened by the possibilities
of miclear destruction, means that the conditions which have maintained mass rel-—
igion (born of uncertainty before nature) still persist. Despite this, the clean
winds of the class struggle can lead to growing belief in the power of the workers
to alter the world: scientifie larxist education never had a bigger opportunity,
particularly where the CPs are mass parties and could give broad layers of our
class the rudiments of a scientific education,

In this situation of great opportunity, the CPs step into the breach .... and cho.se
rather to abandon demonstratively the struggle sgainst religion and bend their
strength to buttress superstition as they have long buttressed capitalist society.
Trying to cash in on the broadest of broad alliances for the pettiest of petty re-
forms within class society, the CPs lend their prestige to help bolster up Christ-
ljanity in its crisis and decay. Two parasitic growths intertwine, with the mutual
design of feeding off each other. Those workers disappointed and betrayed by the
CPs in their struggles and aspirations towards socialism are now offered instead

2 sedative from the opium-pot of the ages.

Significantly, the leading role in palming off religion on the rank and file has
fallen to men like Pot Sloan (author of that once-famous work of light fiction
"Soviet Democracy"), and James Klugman (who wrote a eulogising artiecle on Y"The
Constitution of the New Jugoslavia" in the hodern Quarterly, 1947: a few months
later, when Stalin broke with Tito, the same Klugman wrote a famous book which
‘proved’ Tito to be an old fascist. Ite title? "From Trotsky to Tito"; its fate?
'withdrawn' in 195511) Of course onc can casily see why these other orphans of
Stalin should also need the consolation of religion in their guilty old age,

But this new alliance of religion and the old-esteblished imaginative writers of
the CP is o formidable combination: who knows what may result from it? We may yet
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see a mass return to religion if Slcan and Klugman set their minds to providing as
convincing proof of the existence of god as they once provided proof of the existence
of workers' democracy in Russial The seer who described in detail the workings of

a non-existent democracy should have ne difficulty in providing the faithful with

a detailed description of the features on the face on godi However that may be,

how appropriate it is that high priestgof the Stalin cult should now don gleaming
new white dog~collars over their fading OGPU tunics!

MARXISM AND . RELIGION

Marxism, scientific socialism, is the antithesis of the mystical fog of religion.
It is impossible to improve on Marx's own exposition of the scientific view of
religion:

"Man makes religion, religion does not meke man, In other words, religion
is the self consciousness and self-feeling of man, who has either not yet found
bimself or has already lost himself again. But man is no abstract being squatt-
ing outside the world. Man is the world of men, the gtate, scciety. This state,
this society, produce religion, a reversed world consciousness, because they are
a reversed world. Religion is the general theory of that world, its encyclopaedic
compendium, its logic in a popular form, its spiritualistic point d'honneur, its
enthusiasm; i1ts moral sanction, its solemn completion, its universil ground for
consolation and justification. It is the fantagtic realigation of the human
essence because the human essence has no true reality. The struggle against
religion is therefore mediatcly the fight against the other world, of which
religion is the spiritual aroma.

Religious distress is ot the same time the expression of real distress
and a protest against real distress. Religion i1s the sigh of the oppressed crea-
ture, the heart of a heartless world, Jjust as it is the spirit of a spiritless
situation. It is the opium of the people,

The abolition of religion as the illusory heppiness of the pecple is re-
gquired for their real happiness. The demand to give up the illusions about its
condition is the demand to give up a condition which needs illugions. The cri-
ticism of religion is therefore in embryo the criticism of the vale of woe, the
halo of which is religion,

Criticism has plucked the lmaginary flowers from the chain not so that
man will wear the chain without any fantasy or consolation but so that he may
shake off the chain and cull the living flower. The criticism of religion
disillusions man to make him think and act and shape his reality like a man who
has been disillusioned and has come t0 reason, so that he will revolve round
himgelf and therefore round his true sun. Religion is only the illusory sun
which revolved round man as long as he did not revolve round himself,

The task of higtory, thevefore, once the world beyond the truth has dis-
appeared, is to establish the truth of this world. The immediate task of philo-~
sophy, which is at the scrvice of history, once the saintly form of human self-
alienation has been unmasked, is to wmeask self-glienation in its unholy form,
Thus the criticism of Heaven turns into the criticism of the earth, the critic-
ism of religion into the criticism of right and the eriticism of theology into
the criticism of politics,"

(Contribution to the oritique of Hegel's Philosophy of Right. larx & Engels on
Religion pedl-2, )
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Militant atheism is an integral part of the world outlook of Marxism, insisting that

the only reality is materisl reality, of which mind is a function, one form,

Lenin: "The philosophical basis of iarxism,.. is dialectical materialismye.. o mat-
vrialism which is absolutely atheistic and resolutely hostile to all religion.
Let us recall that the whole of Engels' .anti-Duhring, which Marx read in manus-
cript, dis an indictment of the moterialist and atheist Duhring for not being a
consistent materialist and for leaving loopholes for religion and religious
philosophy. let us recall that in his essay on Imdwig Feuerbach, Bngels reproa-—
ches Feuerbach for combatting religion not in order to destroy it, but in order
to renovate it, to create a new "exalted" religion, and so forth.... Religion
is the opium of the people - +this dictum of Marx's is the cornerstone of the
whole Marxist outlook on religion., Marxism has always regarded all modern rel-
igions and churches and 211 religious orgenisations as instruments of bourgsois
reaction that serve to defend exploitation and to drug the working class."

(Marx-Engels-Marxism
PP 273-4)
DISTORTION OF MARXTSM

Against this Marxist background of militant materialism, how do the CP thinlk-boys
Justify their new line? Dr. John Lewis, one of the Party's leading intellectuals
contributed an article to Comment (20.5.67), aimed at the broad CP membership.. It
is typical rather than exceptional. The title, "Religion, Friend or Foe?" sets
the tone. He begins by stating that Christianity is not necessarily always the
enemy., "In some ages, some sections" (I presume he means & minority) "have becn
the enemies of progress." Other sections have at the same time been progressive.
Some past progressive classes have based their ideology on religion. Lewis con-
tinues with a turn of phrase which will be familiar to any student of Stalinist
line-changing techrique: "4 Marxist will not forget, therefore, that Christian-
ity has never meant the same thing to overybody." Trading on the fact that Mar—
xism recognises the complexity and rcletivity of the world, these pecople clai

the right to arbitrarily emphasise whotover aspcet best suits their interests of
the moment, quakhing any objections with the magic word "dialectics." Mot only,
seys Lewls, have there been Francog and Spellmans but Father John Ball, the Pur~
itans and in our own day, such luminories as Hewlitt Johnson and the Labourite
Doneld Soper: The srchbishbp of Canterbury has talked of using force in Rhodesia,
and the Pope (like LBJ!) wants negotiations in Victnom - ond 85 fesewes

The point of thus emphasising the trite facts of current Religiocus "progressivism",
and the fact that past revolutionary movements have often taken their ideology
from some form of religion, is that Lewls wants to say that the same thing can
happen for the modern working class movement! He nearly smys as much, discussing
the social role of religion: "It can ... lend powerful supernatural support to
the suthority of the ruling classes and the monsrchy on the one hand, and can

give courage and inspiration to revolutionary movements." (My emphasis) One wonders
if Lewis realises the support this sort of rubbish can give to the ruling class
today? The implication is that the working class can get inspiration from "prog-
ressive" religion. Presumably he thinks that the liberation of manldnd is not
sufficient inspiration, and/or that the inspiration of a false religious conscicus-
ness can play a serious part in the final, proletarian, revolt - against class
society as such, Though all this is qualified by (as an afterthought) a ritual
endorsement of Marxism (}) at the end, the article is itself a repudiation of all
Marxism,
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What served for previous revolutionory classes is useless and harmfull o the
working class struggle. To cven coinceive. of the workers taking power demands

a level of conscious understanding which was unhecessary and anywey uhattainable
for the march of those classes, Deccuse in the bourgeois revoluticn the aspir-
ant ruling class had already a deorpree of wealth and control of the means of
production, they were able to improvise any ideology, feeling their way from their
growing economic power, adaptinhg elements of religion to fit their needs: the
revolutionary political changes followed, more or less as a reflection amd ext-
ension of their developing ecopomic control, more or less piecemeal, Their non-
rational ideclogy was an expression precisely of their immeturity, a mark that
they were merely a link, not the end, in the chain of class societies,

By contrast, the proletariat does not develop control of a portion of the means
of production within the old system: it remains in slavery up 1o the point of
taldng power and expropriating the capitalists, when it must deliberately smash
the old state and establish a new workers'type of state to secure its victory,
The conscious workers' struggle based on science, the prelude to the conscious
domination of reality, is central to the Marxist theory of the proletarian
revolution. and an absolute pre-requisite for the members of the revolutionary
Party aiming to lead the working masses out of slavery, is a consistently
scientific, therefore materialist world outlook. Only such an outlook, rigorous-
1y pushing aside 211 obscurantism and reliance un "powers" other than human act-
ivity, can show the working class what its historic interests are and how it can
serve them. Dialectical materislism is not an opticonal but an essential weapon
in the struggle of the working class to remake the world.

The founders and leading contributors to the development of Marxism therefore
made war on religion as superstition, dream compensation for slavery and
annointing oil of class society, providing socme of the ideological cement for
that society. In the historic Marxism there was no place, as we have seen,
for gods or for the agnostic indifference now becoming fashionable,

HOW TC BE PRACTICLL ’ .

Lenin fought tooth and nail ageinst all flirtations with religion and against
attempts to tamper with the philosophic basis of Marxism, even on the finest
theoretical points whose significance was far from obvious to most of his own
Party. He ruthlessly split thc Bolshevik faction at a time when it was already
woakensd by the aftermath of the 1905 Revelution, rather than co-exist with a
group, the God-builders, which atbempted o marry religion with elements of
Marxist socialism. To the pseudo-practical politicians now calling themselves
Communists, who have always gladly traded all the 'books' of Marxism for deals
and alliances, latterly known as co-existence, Lenin's action must seem utterly
impractical, the epitome of sectarian dogmatism, But there is practicalness ard
practicalness!l The only revolutionary practicalness is that which educates and
mobilises the workers to fight for power, Opportunist concessions on theory are
in direct opposition to this geal; on prinecipled and theorctical questicns, the -
only practicdl preparation for this gool is Leninist intransigence. His practice
al success, the only one so far, in leading the working class to take and cone
solidate power is in nc way separable from this, And for us, an understanding
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that theory was the fundamental bedrock of the original Bolshevik Party, is essen-
tial to the building of ancther such party.

RETIGION AND THE WORKERS' PLRTY

Perhaps the classic statement on religion is Lenin's May 1909 article "The Attit-
ude of the Workers' Party towards Religion" (Marx-Engels-Marxism pp,273-286), Dis-
cussing Bngels' attitude in the 1870s to a 'super-revolutionary' declaration of
war on religion by some semi-anarchist fugitives from the defeated Paris Commuine,
Lenin comments:

"Engels blames the Blanquists for failing to understand that only
the class struggle of the working class masses could in fact, by comprehensively
drawing large numbers of the proletariat into conscious revolutionsry scoial
practice, free the oppressed masses from the yoke of religion,"

Demanding that religion should be made "o private matter" in relation to the state
~ e complete secularisation, no subsidies, no religious tampering with education,
complete freedom of conscience and worship for all believers coupled with complete
freedom for atheist propaganda =~ Lenin, and later the early Comintern, insisted
that religion was not a private matter in relation to the revolutionary party.

The German Social-democrats had, under the slogan from their Erfurt Programme
"Religion is a private matter", opposed persecution of the Catholics and even ad-
vocated freedom for the Jesuitss But these correct tactics had become such a
routine matter that a new distortion of Marxism had bheen engendered =~ in the
direction of opportunism:

"Phis point in the Brfurt Programme has come to be int-
erpreted that ... our party considers religion to be a private matter, that rel-
igion is a private matter for us ... as a party." Ienin pointed ocut that already
in the 1890s Engels himself had opposed this view by insisting "that Social-Dem-
cerats regard religion as a privete matter in relation to the state, but not in
relation +t0 themselves, not in relation to Marxism, and not in relation to the
workers' Party,"

Using an ¢ld CP technique of isolating one aspect of Marxism from the rounded
whole, Lewis attempts to duck this issue. He hides behind the fact that one
cannot eliminate religion in society as a whole by mere simple 'preaching' to
the broad masses (pretending this is the whole of Marxism on religion), to
justify sbandoning any struggle appinst religion within the "Workers' Party™"

and at its periphery. DBut if Marxism hag it that the changing of society by

the workers is necessary before the vapours of religion among them can he
dispelled, it also stresses, as we have seen, that the elimination of religion
in the advanced layers of the workers, ic the Party, is one of the pre-conditions
for chan ing society, and so abolishing religion,

Lenin in his article went on to point out that any apparent contradiction in the

Marxist attitude to religion was illusory » "It would be a profound mistake to
think that the apparent 'moderation' of the Marxist attitude towards religion
is due to supposed Mbactical® considerations, by the desire not to "scare away"
anybody, and so forth, On the contrary, in this gquestion too the political
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line of Marxism is inseparably bound up with its philosophical principlesa....
We must know how to combat religion, and in order to do so we must explain

the source of faith and religion aomong the masses meterialistically. The fight
against religion must not be confined to abstract ideological preaching, The
fight must be linked up with the concrete practical work of the class movement ,
which aims at eliminating the social roots of religion.... "Pear created the
Gods", TFear of the blind Fforces of cepital - blind because it cannot be fore-
seen by the masses of the people - & force which at every step in life threat-
ens to inflict, and does inflict, on the proletarian and small owner "sudden",
"unexpected", "accidental®™ destruction, ruin, pauperism, prostitution and death
from starvation - such is the root of modern religion which the materialist
must bear in mind first and foremost if he does not want to remain an infant-
school materialist., No cducational hook can eradicate religion from the minds
of the masses, who are crushed by the grinding toil of capitalism and who are

at the mercy of the blind destructive forces of capitalism, until the masses
themselves learn to fight this root of religion, the rule of capital in all its
forms, in a united, orgarised, planned and conscious WaY .

"esu. Social-Democracy's atheistic propagarda must be subordinated to its
basic task - the development vi the class struggle of the exploited masses
against the exploiters....

"4 Marxist must be ablc o toke congnisance of the concrete situation as a
whole, must always be able to determine the boundary between anarchism and opp-
ortunism, (this boundary is reletiwe, shifting and changeable, but it exists)
and must succeumb neither to the abstract, verbal, and in fact empty 'revolutionm
ism' of the anarchist, nor to the philistiniem and opportunism of the pebit-
bourgeois or liberal intellectual, who fears to fight religicn, forgets thet
this is his duty, reconciles himsel?f to the belief in God, and is guided not by
the interests of the class struggle, but by the petty and mean conception of
offending nobody, repelling nobody and scaring nobody - by the sage rule:
'Iive and let live',...."

RELIGION IN IRELAND

a8 faTas our local Stalinists, the Irish Workers Party, are concerned, prostrat-
ion before religion is old hat. Tor years they have been hiding their dim light
under a bushel of ecclesiastical glimmerings and Pope Johnisms which, on demons-
strations in Dublin, they brandish in preference to revolutionary slogans,

If in general a revolutionary Marxist Party can only be built on the basis of sci-
ence, in Ireland there are even extra reasons why this defence of meterialism is
a vital practical question., Here religion has become entwined over the centuries
with the social divisions and struggles to a degree that makes Irelard unique in
Western Burope. Here the religicus divisions of the divided Irish bourgeoisie

~ linked with the political expression of their interests, Orangism and Tory
Nationalism =~ have bitten deep imto the masses of the working class in a demon~
stration of the vicious destructivensss of bourgeois ideological domination of
the sruletariat In Ireland religious bigotry, Protestant and Catholic, with
ivs division of the workers into supporters of Orange ard Green Tories, is one of
the most reliable props of bourgeois and Imperialist interests. Its elimination
in common working class struggle is a pre-requisite for any seriocus revolutionary
class politics,
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To refuse to fight religion os such in these circumstances is to intermalige
inside the revolutionary movement the very religious sectarianism which we must
overcome. Only a scientific Marxist orgenisation, in this connection as in oth-
ers, offers any road out. Preciscly because the mental level of reaction is that
of the 17th century, revolutionaries must be demonstrably of the 20th certury.
Irish conditionsin particular demand an approach which seeks to sink the bourgecis-
religious divisions under a sclenbific working c¢lass approach,

o
Thus the/gggitulation of the IWP in the South to Catholicism is doubly criminal -
and is one of the most glaring expressions of the fact that it is a Little Repub-~
lic Party. In'the North we can expect that the NICP will keep closely in step
with its politieal father,

The struggle ageinst religion is first of all against passivity: people on their
knees before an ethereal mirror-image of themselves will never build socialism.

On the more directly practical level, to fail to fight for demarkation of the mem-
bers and supporters of a revoluticnary party is to leave dangerously divided loy-—
alties lying around = +to allow people bound by strong threads to bourscois soe-
iety and its ideology in a positiovn to sabotage the fight. Unfortunately the pre-
dominant approach in Ireland today iz a combinuvetion of what has been the tradition
of even the best Irish soccilalists - of a frankly opportunist attitude to relig-
ione The nearest thing to repudiation of it rather resembles the antics of stud-
ents 'going through a phase’: loud criticism of aspects of the church and religion,
as a verbal overcompensation for the esgential timidity of not breaking with it as
such -~ snapping at its heels and yet feering to bite., But if the Irish Left in
all its history.has withheld blows from the Church - she has never pulled her
punches from it.

We must break with the old tradition here - and come out in the Marx~ Lenin tra~
dition., It is no exaggeration tc say that without that Marxist tradition no Party
can fight for working class unity against the influence of Green and Orange Tories,
The wey we fight religion wust be guided by the disleotical approach of Lenin -~
but fight it we must. Those 'socialists' and Republicans who take the 'easy' road
and acecomodate t0 religicus sectarianism merely put the stamp of impobence on
thelr own politics.

One problem Marxists face is the appearance of small groups of self-proclaimed
"Christian Marxists", whose "Marxism" amounts to agreement with some points in the
socialist programme, while they retain their idealist religious outlook on the
world (eg the Slant Group.) Bubt to think that agreement on some or oven all the
concrete proposals in our progremme mekes these people Marxists is itself to sub-
stitute empiricism for Marxism, which is an integral conception of the world. So
long as such groups remein little intellectual cliques they have nothing to cont-
ribut but anti-Marxist confusion: 1f they develop a working class following then we
should certainly work with them concrctely. Bub then in particular therc can be no
question of lideological peaceful co-cxistence: merciless criticism is obligatory
towards idealism =~ and particularly when it 'fuses' with o socialist programme.

We have tried to show that the struggle against religion and for sclence iz not
optional for revolutionaries who are serious: without Marxism we are blind. But

when revolutionary science and the working class unite = then indeed we can dispense
with Gods, and control more or less at will the world in which we live., ®ighting on
that perspective we can well abandon the old miracle shops to the Stolinist and
bourgeols tricksters,



Fenianism is generally thought of as the archetypal physical force movement, dir-
ected towards establishing an independent Irish Republie, It was founded in Dub-
lin in 1858, Tt organised the unsuccessful Rising of 1867. Segments of it play-
ed a leading role in the Land League agitation in the 1880s, One of its strands
helped to organise the partially successful Rising of 1916,

Fenianism was in the line of that Republicanism which has for seven generations
now been the vehicle of radical protost against exploitation and oppression in
Ireland. At different times Republicanism has been formalised in a variety of
movements reflecting the needs of the moment and the specific class comtent of the
revolutionary impulse which called them into existence., In the era of the French
Revolution it was the Undited Irishmen, In 1848 the Young Irelanders. In 1867 the
Irish Republican Brotherhocd, popularly known as the Fenians,

In the first of these the leadershiip was in the hands of representatives of a bud-
ding native bourgecisie, soon to be emasculmted by the effects of the Act of Union,
In the second, upper middle cless elements and even aristocrats were st¢ill predo-
minant, But in the leadership of the third the educated middle classes of the old
sort were conspicuocusly absent. oyubolically William Smith O'Brien, he who in
1848, in armed rebellion, had asked the landlords for permission to cut down trees
to bulld barricades, came out publicly to warn the readers of The Nation against
the Fenians, PFenlanism, in Marx's words, was "characterised by a socialistic ten~
dency (in a negative sense, dirccted against the appropriation of the so0il) and
the fact that it was a lower orders' movement,!

The social changes reflected in this divorcement of the upper middle claszes from
Republicanism and uncompromising separatism are the essential background to an
understanding of Fenianism,

COLONIAL IRELAND

At thelr inception . the Fenians found Ireland a depressed and desolated country.
Frederik Engels, describing this country during a visit in 1856, wrote:
"Gendarmes,
priests, lawyers, bureaucrats, squires in pleasant profusion, and a total asbsence
of any and every industry, sgo that it would be difficult to understand what all
these parasitic growths found to live off if the misery of the peasants did not
supply the other half of the picture., 'Strong messures' are visible in every part
of the country, the govermment meddles with everything, of so-called self-govern-
ment there is not a trace. Ireland may be regarded as the first English colony
and as one which, because of its proximity, is still governed in exactly the old
way, and here one can already observe that the so-called liberty of English citi-
zens is based on the oppression of the colonies, I have never seen s many gend-
armes in any country, and the drink-sodden expression of the Prussian gendarme is
developed to its highest perfection here among the constabulary, who are armed
with carbines, bayonets and handcuffs,”

(Marx-Engels Selected Correspondsrnce.
pell2.)
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Iregland in those days did indeed »rescnt a depressing picture, Ever since the
Union the weaker Irish economy had becn aebsolutely unable to make any industrial
progress in the teeth of British competition. This meant that for the vast majo-
rity of the population the only means of livelihocd remained the land.,

Further, the pre-Famine Irish landed aristocracy did not develop the hourgeois
characteristics of their English counberparts, but conmtimied to live the life of
bastard feudal magnates, expending most of their income on vagt rambling retinues
and uncontrolled debauchery, The result was that despite their ruthless exploit-
ation of the peasantry they tended to f2ll heavily inmto debt,

THE RAMINE AND AFTER

The so-called Famine of 1846-8 heightened the bankruptcy of the landlords and
produced even more disastrous effects for the peasants. S0 overcrowded was the
agricultural land of the country, so close to subsistence was the vast majority

of the pecple, that the slightest fluctuation could force millions into starvation.

The pecsants grew potatoss for food and sold livestock and grain to pay the rack-
renting landlords. Though the potato crop suffered from the blight for a number
of years in succession, '$il finally it failed entirely in 1848, there was no fam-
ine in the sense of unavoidable natural celamity., What took place was a mass mur-
der of the peasamts by way of forecible export of grain and other focd far in excess
of the valus of the potatoes destroyed. Connolly: "Thus in 1848 it was estimared
that 300,000 persons died of hunger and 1,826,132 cuarters of wheat and barley were
exported,”

The 'Famine', coinciding with the Repeal of the Corn Iaws, led to an agricultural
revolution in Ireland, Corn-growing peasants, unsble to compete with virgin lands
and Bast Buropean wheat, began to he replaced by sheep and cattle, The Irish ag-
rarian system yielded to the English, the system of small tenantry was replaced by
big tenantry, Thus the depopulation begun by the famine was centimued by the
developing economic situation., This process of clearance was alded by the iniqui-
tous 1838 Poor Law under which starving people were refused the meagre relief of

a place in the workhouse unless they gave up any farms bigger than % acre, & fur-
ther stimulus to land clearance and consolidation was the Bncumbered Estates Act
1849, which set aside the traditional laws of entail in respect of the most bank-
rupt of the Irish lardlords, endbling their estates to be sold and allowing a
horde of property speculators to buy up vast tracts of land. By 1857 one third

of Ireland's agricultural land had changed hands.

The new capitalist landowners were even more out of sympathy with their tenants
(and certainly more efficient at the business of rack-renting) than the old aris-
tocrats had been. They had invested their monsy and they expected a good return
on it. The most economic method of getting this was to create bigger farms with
fewer people. Thus the amount of produce consumed on the land was reduced and a
higher rate of exploitation becamc possible.

A friendly govermnment assisted this rationalisation by passing two Acts of Parl-
joament reducing the legal formalities connected with evictions and meking the
process cheaper and easier. Between 1849 and 186C there were 37,000 evictions
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affecting about 200,000 people. Bitterly, Marx commented:

"What can be more ridi-
culous than to gonfuse the barbarities of Flizabeth and Cromwell, who wanted to
supplant the Irish by English colonists ... with the present system, which wants
to supplant them by sheep, pigs and oxen! The system of 1801 - 1846, -rith its
rack rents and middlemen, collajsced in 1846. (During that period evictions were
exceptional, occurring mainly in Leinster where the land is especially good for
cattle raising.) ... Wool and meat became the slogan, hence conversion of tillage
into pasture. Hence from then onweards systematic consolidation of farms. ...
CLEARTNG OF THE ESTATE OF IRELAND! is now the one purpose of English rule in
Ireland,”

THE GOMBEENS GET FAT

As farms were consolidated and the surplus product of agriculture grew, more agri-
cultural produce became a commodity on the market, Thus the terrible drain on pop-
ulation, even though it was accompanied by a slight reduction in the gross output
of agriculture, meant an actual increase in the commervial life of the country and
stimulated the growth of a new native middle (gombeen) class., Bub this class was
predominantly involved in the service and digtributive industries, and Irish soc-
iety remained entirely dependent on Britain for manufactured goods. In fact the
gombeen classes were merely middlemen between the British producers and the Irish
consumers, and tended to degenerate into that category of anglicised lickspittals
known as Castle Catheolics,

Ireland had become a land of colonial capitalist agriculture. If in normal
capitalist countries the expropriabed peasantry are absorbed in industry, Ireland
had no industry, with the singlc exception of linen in the north. The only option
left to the masses was emigration - to where the industry was. The home merket
shrank - with it the income of shopkeepers, artisans, tradespeople, even while
the volume exported to England {which the remaining masses in their poverty could
not consume) increased: only the gombeens benefited.

M.SS TUSES  OF  FANLAMISM

The suffering resulting from the agrarian convulsions of the 1840s and '50s

was borne by the broad masses of the tenant farmers and landless men in the count-
ry, ard by the artisans, labourers and urban petit bourgeois in the towns. The
qualitative point in the transferring of Ireland into England's biggest pasture
land, reached in 'é64-'65 was, in Marx's estimation, responsible for Fenianism
becoming o mass movement,

The steady worsening of living conditions which had followed the Union militated
agpinst its acceptance as a pormanent settlement by the masses: taken together with
the results of the exploitation of Ireland's agrarien economy this meant that all
popular movements had both an agrarian and a separatist character,

What were the solutions to Ircland's economic problems? Marx, in 1867, believed
that Ireland needed 1) Self government and independence from England; Z)an agrarian
revolution; 3)protective tarrifs against England, Previously Marx had thought
Ireland's separation from England impossible. He now came to believe 1t was inev-
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itebley "Though after separation,may come Federation." Separation, in Marx's view
was nesessary not merely in Ireland's dinterest but also that of the British amd
international Labour movements. He observed that the grealt rescrve of strength
of the English landed oligarchy was their proto-feudal private backyard in Ireland.
He saw the bitter antagonism betwecn the Bnglish workers and the emigrant, starving
Irish workers thrown onto the English labour market as beinz mainly responsible for
the impobence of the British labour movement: The main barrier to unity of British
and American workers lay in the bitterness of the Irish-Americans towards the Brite-
ish working class whom they regarded as a dupe of 4 helr fommer oppressors.

Morx therefore concluded that the liberation of Ireland was the lynchpin on which
hung the emancipation of the British workers with all its importance for the
Buropean Socialist Revolution, and also the unity of a large section. of the Inte-
rnational Working Class. He felt thet the overthrow of the English landed oligar=
chy would be impossible so long as it remained entrenched in Ireland. When the
Irish people took charge of its own dostiny, eclected its legislators and appointed
its govermment without external coercion, the destruction of the landed aristocracy
who were for the most part English londlords, would bz much easicr than in England
because in Ireland the landlords wore the detested represenmtatives of foreign opp~
ression, The removal of direct Imporialist.control from Ireland would be the
signal for an agrarian revolution to take place,

TRENDS IN THE IRISH MOVEMENT

Irelard needed self-govermment, agrarian revolution and protective tarrifs ageinst
Bngland, and not only Marx saw this. This was the.natural programme of the Nat-
ional Democratic Revolution., 3But what were the real possibilities? Which classes
could carry out the separatist, agrarian programme in a situation where, as we
have seen, the 'liberal' bourgeoisie, the Castle Catholics, were either benefiting
from the agrarian changes or profitably acting as agents for British mamifactures?

There had been two trends in the Irish movement. The first was a spontaheous
peasant resistence to landlordism - the Ribbonmen, Whiteboys, etca., endemic to
the history of lamdlordism in Ireland. By its nature it was local and isolated,
and could never become a general form of political struggle. The second, the
liberal national opposition of the urban bourgecisie, had its natural leaders in
the lawyers and came to the fore after the Union, after the defeat of the revolu~
tionary republicanism of the United Irishmen. Needing peasant support, it had to
search for slogans that would appeal to the masses. Thus 0'Connell found cne in
Catholic Emancipation and later in the Repeal of the Union. These gombeen trick-
sters were not for full nationsl independence and were quite incapable of organis-—
ing a radical, peasant uprising even in the most exceptional and extreme conditions,
as witness 1848. Apart from a brief period later when it allied itsclf with the
Land League its destiny was to be that of a constitutional, lickspittlc Irish bour-
geols opposition, expressing its aims in timid political demands and collaborating
after 1370 in legal adjustment of the land question,

PERMANENT REVOLUTTON %

In the 1850s and 1860s, with a crying need for agrarian revolution, helplessness
of the peasants and feebleness of tho bourgeoisie leading to their collusion with

B ]
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the colonial power, Ireland resembled many of the colonial countries today. Bub
with some cardinel and illupinating differences. Even in backward countries today,
where industrial workers are organised it is in big concentrations, associated with
large scale modern industry, and they can thus acquire a social weight out of pro-
portion to their actual mumbers, In certoin favoursble conditions, a class conscious
working class in such a situation, armed with the Marxist progromme, can lead the
peasants, push aside the bourgscisie and begin aprocess of permanent revolution
ending in workers' power, But in Ireland at that time the working class was germ-
inal and there was only small scale industry. Thus the spontanecus peasant move-
ment was helpless; the liberal bourgeoisie were not interested; and the workers.
did not possess sufficient social weight and eould not play the part of leader and
organiser in the manner in which they were to do in Russia 50 years later,

Thus arose a peasant and workers! movement, wedging itself between the other trends,
agrarian soclalist in tone, taking in the disaffected of the towns including the
Irish in Britain: Fenianism, Coanolly quoted Pigott on the social posgition of
this 'lower orders movemert': "It is notorious that Feninmism was regerded with
unconcealed aversion, not to say deadly hatred, not merely by the landlords and
ruling class, but by the Catholic clergy, the middle-class catholics, and the great
majority of the farming classes. It was in fact only amongst the younpest and most
intellisent of the labcuring class, of tho young men of the larpge towng ond citics
engaged in the humbler walks of mercantile life, of the artison and worldng clagses,
that it found favour." Beginnming as a secret revolutionary organisation on the
Blanquist model, it evolved after the MacMermus funersl in 1861 into a mass movement,
though still formally a 'conspiracy!.

THE POLITICS OF FEHIANISM

Desmond Ryan wrote that "Fenianism wes conceived in the defeat of an insurrection,
amid the horrors of famine and born in betrayal of an all-Ireland constitutional
and social movement", In the woke of '48, 0'Connell's Repeal Association and Gavin
Duffy's League of the North and South - the first primarily a Home Rule movement,
the second principally concerned with Agrarian Reform, both severely legal and
constitutional =~ had collapsed in a web of involvement in English Party intrigue
and outright personal place hunting. Only a few cowed MPs remained,

Against this background, and from the knowledge of some of the leaders (notably
James Stephens and John 0'Leary) of the petit bourgeois revolutionary movements
on the continent, the Fenians started out by drawing a mumber of conclusions.

1) Equating constitutional politics with O'Connellism and its aftermath, ie the
trickery of the lawyers on the seasants, it concluded that involvement in constit-
utional Imperialist Party politics led inevitably to meandering and corruption,

2) No worthwhile reforms for Ireland could be expected from the English Parliament:
therefore Parliamentary campaigns on issues such as land reform, extension of the
suffrage, etc. were irrelevant and a sham -~ they wanted a national revolution and
not just a feeble piece-meal campaign of the old sort. Thomas Clarl: Luby wrote
"The lrish people know that ary senant right manufactured in the Imperial Parliam-
ent would be fraudulent and delusive in its workingS.... for in a British Yegisiat-
pre, ho matter how popularly elected, there could never be justice for Ireland...
Irishmen know that +ill independence be got , a system of national mamufactures
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cannot be coreated," Therefore they stood for the overthrow of British rule, re-
garding all political activity not directed directly towards the establishment of
national independence as a waste of time. They realised that this could only be
done by the armed overthrow of colomialism, and opted for the tradition of the
United Irishmen, disgusted with mealy-mouthed gombeen constitutionalism,

3) The drain of emigration and the progress of land clearances gave rise to a
Justifyable fear that if something were not done quickly it would be too late,

The Fenians laboured constantly under a feeling of the greatest urgency. "Day
after day" observed the Irish Pcople editorially "the Island is droined of its
best and dearest blood... and the conviction is hourly forced on the blindest that
British domination ... at last sirilies at the very existence of the Irish race."
"Soon or Never" was the urgent helief thet spurred the Fenlans. They realised
that no reforms acceptable to the Dritish ruling class at that time could have
allayed this, and that only Independence, tarrifs, etc., could make any difference.

4) Their PROCLAMATION of liarch 1067 comtaincd these wordss: Cu The s0il Of

Ireland, at present in the possession of an oligarchy, belongs to us, the Irish
People, and to us it must be restored. We declare also in favour of absolute
1liberty of conscience, and the complete separation of Church ard State. We
appeal to the Highest Tribunal for evidence of the Jjustice of our cause. History
bears testimony to the intensity of cur sufferings, and we declare, in the face
of our brothren, that we intend no wer against the people of England; our war is
against the aristocratic locusts, whether English or Irish, who have caten the
verdure of our fields - agoinst the aristocratic leeches who drain alike our
blood and theirs. Republicans of the embire world, our cause 1s your cause. Our
enemy is your enemy. Let your hearts be with us. As for you, workmen of England,
it is not only your hearts we wish, but your amms. Remember the starvation and
degradation brought to your firegides by the oppression of labour. Kemember the
past, look well to the future, and avenge yourselves by giving liberty to your
children in the coming struggle for humen freedom,"

(Gompared-withthis3 how par=-

ochial, pius, peurile and fossilised appcar our latter-day "Fenians']

5) They associated reform, which they-tended to see as pretty impogsible anyway,
with the cap-in~hand pelitics of the gombeen /Clergy constitutionalism - which in
fact achieved nothing until the Fenians themselves had frightened the British
Government. They had no specific programme of reform and social reorganisation
because they believed, in some ways rightly, that this could only be achieved
after Independence. Thus they turned their eyes and attempted to turn the social
discontent on which they thrived, towards the necessary pre-condition for any
decisive changes = Independence under a democratic republic. (There is an
intercsting analopy here with the Chartists, in the relationship between the
single revolutionary political goal and the gemuinely lower-orders, socially
motivated mass movement of which it wus the expression. For the Chartists control
of Parliament was t0 be the key to the social reorganisation which the mass fer-
ment demanded, For the Fenisns, it was Independence. It is no doubt true that
had the Chartists achieved the suffrage in their revolutionary manner, the use %o
which it would have been put would he entirely different from the results that
flowed after it was granted in entirely different circumstances, piece-meal from
the 1860s onwards; and no doubt had the Fenians achieved their democratic Fepublic
as they projected it in '67 the results for the masses would have been entirely
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different from the outcome of the present semi-Independence. )

6) The organisation was secret s highly disciplined and highly centralised., In
theory at least each cell or circle elected a representative to the next level
of the organisation, and so on up to supreme head centre, initially Stephens and
then Kelly. UnderStephens the organisation tended to be run almost completely
along military lines.

THE POSSIBILITIES IN 1865/67

Such was the organisation which, by 1865, had some 100,000 members (15,000 of them
in the British occupation forces). What were the objective possibilities open to
it at that time? In an article in 1882 Engels, probably accurately, considered
that in general "An Irish revolt has not the slightest hope of success unless
there is a war or danger of a war exbernally" (ie England's difficulty is Ireland's
opportunity.) Without these conditions England, with its superior military power,
was able to suppress any Irish revolt. DBut there was a possibility of war between
the USA and ex~pro-South England just after the American Civil War: ".,.if it
had come to a war Ireland would within a few months have become a member of the
United States, or at least a republic under its protection. The sum which Englarnd
80 readily undertock to pay in the Alabama case by decision of the Geneva arbit-
ration was its price for buying off the American inmtervention in Ireland."

{Marx & Engels on Colonmialism. p.230)
Up to that point a serious Irish revolt might have created such a situation as
to force serious concessions from Britain or even American intervention at the
end of the Civil War,

In discussing the failure of Feniartism the major question, therefore, is why the
chance was missed in '65. When it came to the actual rebellion finally in March
1867 the objective possibilitics of victory no longer existed. AaAfter the danger
of war with America had passed "the pclice sufficed to settle with the DPenians™
Engels, ibid.) Without a doubt that Rising in '67 which was over in one night
could have been improved upon, but at that late stage 1t is unlikely that any
other final result was possible, howcver efficient the organisation. The initial
mistake was made in %65,

The explanation is that the movemcnt had serious structural and intellectual weak-
nesses which militated not only against its long term success but even against the
full utilisation, even at the mogt favourable point, of the forces at its disposal,
These must be examined,

FORMAL WARFARE AND AMERTCAN ROMANPICS

The Fenian movement was the first Irish revolutiocnary organisation t0 enlist the
active support of Irish emigrants in Bngland and America., Hundreds of thousands
of Irish soldiers and officers who tock part in the American Civil War (the out-
break of which forced the sbandonment of Femian plans for an early Rising) did
50 with the intention of building up ah army to liberate Treland, The general
scheme was that the American wing was to raise monsy, buy arms and recrult Civil
War veberans for the struggle at home, In practice little money arrived {between
158 and '67 only £32,000) and no arms, Such veterans as burned up showed little
aptitude for revolution whatever may have been their abilities in formal warfare.
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Meanwhile the American Fenians squandsred their money on hailrbrained schemes of
their own such as the farcical invasion of Canada. In 1865 the American movement
split. Though the Fenians in Ireland had been led to believe that 100,000 rifles
were on the way, none whatever arrived., This ropmanticism and unrcalism was one
reagson for the frittering away cf the opportunity. Closely connected with this
reliance on the purely military aspect was the failure of the Penlans to appreci-
ate the necessary connection beitwecn the national revolution unavoidably led by

a hard organisation seriously »nrojoared to fight the occupation forces, and the
social struggles of the masses. S8 we have seen, the Fenlans were overwhelmingly
peasant and worker in membership. They assumed that independence would inevitably
lead to peasant propriety - and indeed this was their purpose. They distrusted
the upper and middle classes. They made consistent anbi-landlord propaganda in
their paper and they were at war with the Catholic Church (which actively supported
the UK connection) in suech an oubspoken way as has not been dared by any group
since « yet they did not see the need to link up directly their secret revolut-
ionary organisational work with the concrete struggle of the masses, in the manner
of, say, the United Irishmen who recruited agrarian secret societies and embryonic
trade unions,

They were predominantly peagant in their support but they did not see the need to
organise the direct seizures of land, and they failed to work for unity of this
kind of action with their military plans. They tended to regard all social and
gconomic struggles not directly, militarily connected with the hational guestion
as diversionary, irrelevant amd likely to split the ranks of the freedom fighters,
This was partly a reaction against the impotence of the peasant secret societless
It was undoubtedly in consonance with the thinking of the dominant European petit
bourgeois revolutionism of that period, However, in its insistence on revolution
as opposed to reform it had merit; and particularly as this meant that it stressed
the overall struggle for state control,

But its failure to link up with the social agitation taken together with the guid-
ing conception in the 1865-67 period of an Irish 4rmy confronting and ﬂgllsh Lymy
in open conflict on a date sct by the leadership, was the main cause o “ineffect-
iveness in ‘65 and the fiascc in '67. It involved procrastizating, a wéltlng
approach, playing for time, waiting for arms which never came, 1In '65—'67 it
meant postpcnements and delay time ofter time vintil the Fenian~-infiltrated regime
ents had been withdrawn from Ireland, until the leadership had been arrested,
until it was too late for an eficctive Rising to be attempted. Connclly, in his
insistence on rising in 1916 was undoubtedly sharply conscious of the lessons of
this and other lost opportunitics,

Lenin in his letters to the Central Committee in 1917 urging and insistently dem-~
anding that they prepare an insurrection lest the tide turn and the chance be
missed, demanded "TREAT INSURREGIION i3 AN 4RPIY. The Fenians, despite their for-
mally conspiratorial character, did not do this, despite Devoy's urging on the
leadership to turn out the Fenian soldiers and let them spearhead a mcvement of
the masscs., But he was overruled by Stephens and the american 'experts! trained
in the scheol of formal warfare, Because of this, where there might well have
been a popular mass upsurge, there tock place no formal warfare. They had missed
the tide.
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AFTER 1867

Fenianism did not achieve, and in the circumstances perhaps simply could not have
achieved an Irish Republic in 1867. But the Fenians did help to scare the English
ruling class into the first feeble legislation on tenants' Rights: Gladstone's
Iend Act of 1870. 4And even in the '80s the "mysterious background of Fenian Armed
Conspiracy” remained, together with the Land League struggles, ah effective element
in forcing concessions constitutionally.

The ¥enians, reaching for the main lever to change society ~ the state - never
elaborated a specific programme relating to the concrete facts of lifc of the
masses. This had meant a loss of effectivencss in struggle, splitting apart of
elements, social and political, that were in faet complementary, divorcement of

the independence struggle from dirtet and immediate connection with the problems

of the masses. It also meant that specific agitation on the conditions cn the

land was left to the gombeens, lawycrs and eclergy, ie that the land question would
become under their influence constitutional land reform and not agrarian revolubion.

Always a serious weakness, after the rout of the prospects of immediate sharp stru-
ggle for Independence in March '67, this divorcement meaxt that the Fenians let the
Gombeen consbitutionalists catch the wind from the conbimuing ferment, They let the
issue of social alleviation become divorced from the question of Independence., In
the wake of '67 came a growth of land agitation, and also of imnesty agitation for
the Penian prisoners. In some areas pitched battles took place between supporters
of these two strands and by their stand here the Fenians furthered the schism and
helped buttress the gombeens in leadership of the peasant masses for at least a
decade longer: the liberal bourgeoisie became spokesmen for tenant Right under the
Empire.

Feniarism first arose out of disgust with gombeen politics; and later, in the mid-
'70s, a section of it became frozon into the characteristic "Hillside Man" posture
of physical~force-on~principle so familiar today, because of a gecord wave of dis-
gast =~ this time with Buttisme The physical force 'iAdvanced Party' acgniesced

in the launching of Butt's Home Rule movement in 1873. In the early '70s they

took part in election campaigns sometimes in competition and sometimes in uheasy
alliance with the Home Rulers, with Bubtt (the Fenians' lawyer) as bonaparte, Not
opposed, when the prospects of a Rising had gone for the time being, to attempts

ot Home Rule, they were rightly sceptical and impatient. In 1874 a leading Fenian
said: "I make no objection ..., that the Home Rule Platform should be accepted as a
compromise ... but we must be told when it is going to be finished, for I don't
want, and I will not be a party to secing, the ambition of a certain class of people
satisfied while hunger exists in the land and the emigrant ships take cur best men
away to be slaves of other nations." (D.Thornley: Isaac Butt and Home Rule, p.243).

Tt is probable that an agreement wos reached between them and Butt to 'try cut' his
methods for three years =~ oiher whieh, if he failed, fthey would revert to other
tactics, It is a fact that until 1u77 Bigger and Power, members of the IRE Supreme
Council, were also members of Parliocment, in fact they resigned in refusal to dbey
the IRB decision to withdraw from Porliament, In 1876, finally disillusioned, the
Penians once agpin began to break up Home Rule meetings. Fenian leaders like Daly
and Doran, formerly uneasily acquiescent with Buttism, now broke "totally and irre-
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-vocably" from Constitutionalism. That was the real turning point, after which
some of the Fenians became sectarian physicael~forcigts~on-principle, confusing
means with ends, But many of the cox~fenian rank and file remained in the const-
itutional movement. In Britain the majority of the Fenian element was in the
English Hume Rule Confederastion by 1876 and from there were most vociferous in de-
manding the sort of Parliamentary tactics later used by Parnell., Thus the mass
basis of Fenianism was harnessed to Parnellism, and transmitted to his successors.
4s a Nationalist conglomeration Penienism contained many tendencies: after 1867,
in its decline and gradual isclation from the masses, this expressed itself in s
splits. When Davitt, after the New Departure in 1879, led a serious attempt to
apply revolutionary methods to the land struggles, this was resisted by many die-
hard Fhysical~forcists-on-principle defending the pristine purity of an abstract
"National Movement". (The Land League, as o result, was incongruously.allied pol-
itically with the rather tame demand for Home Rule.) The IRB-type revolutionaries
who lasted into the 20th century were o complete anomaly, as those who have surv-
ived in the sluggish waters of Irish politics to our own day are a positive mon-
strogity. Thelr anachronistic influence has led to a succession of abortions and
derailments of the masses - in the capitalist interest.

In power, having religiously maintained an intellectual vacuum where social policy
should be, they begin as vaguely loft wing petit bourgeois opportunists ard quick-
ly degenerate under the class jressure of the bourgeois rulers and imperialism into
timid pragmatists and outright conscrvetives. (MacNeill and the Free Staters of
the '20s; the early Fianna Fail; Clenn na Poblachta in the '40s). If the Fenians
proved incapable of taking power when it would have meant something, their epigones
are incapable of using it even whon they have it: more or less tamely, sooner or
later, they step into line with the native and imperialist powers that dominate

the workers and small farmers,

THE EERTTAGE

The centenary of the 1867 Rising has been marked by disagreements amongst the
verious nominelly revolutionary groups in Ireland, These differences are not
academic = they are intertwined with the divisions that rend the Irish would-be
revolutionary movement. How one sees the Fenians seems o depend on how one sees
current polities! WNaturally the remaining physical forcists applaud blindly.
Criticism has come from a muwber of quarters with accusations that Fenianism was
Just a conspiracy divoreced at all times from the masses. Of course there is need
for a detailed discussion on the characteristic features, and the serious faults,
of the Fenians: but only those who appreciate and attempt to emulate the positive
sides of past revolutionists have a right to disparage them. Unfortunmately those
on the left who dismiss the hardness of the Fenians without more ado as 'Blanquist!
are usually amti-revolutionary, incapable of even conceiving of an insurrection
and least appreciative of the nced for a hard, seriously organised revolubtionary
organisation in our own conditions, Others have projectcd backwards, in an un-
historical fashion, the sins of present and recent potit bourgeois'Republicanism!
ento the Fenians. DBut the only contimiity in this respect is in their common
inflexibility of tactics - elevating into principles tactics and certain methods
of struggle (which should be judiciously derived, in relation to goals, from
concrete conditions). Here again those who most vocally criticise the physical
forcists of 100 years ago are themselves equally inflexible and unmorxist, but in
the opposite direction, rejecting insurrection and Physical Force in any circum=
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-stances =~ such are the Connolly association and the Irish Workers' Party,

But how, then, must we evaluate the Fenians?

In its best period from 1861-67 Fenianism had been a mass movement of the common
people, embryonic'socialist'in tendency, in conditions where the struggling masses
were either directly connected with the land or very close t0 it. It did not de-
velop any sort of scientific socialist consciousness. Whether it could have is
merely a matter of speculation: there were a few very weak branches of the Inter—
national Workingmen's Association in Ireland at that time, But in its relations
with the International the Fenian leadership was initially unfriendly, and became
only a little less so when the Internntional played a big part in Internationsl
Amnesty agitation, Perhaps the only thing that could have ensured an eagy trahn-
sition from the imprecise Fenian conceptions to Marxist sogialism for most of

the Fenians would have been the influence of & serious socialist force amongst the
British workers. This, of course, was lacking at that time. Whatever the possi-
bilities, the TFenian following was absgorbed by the Home Rule movement,

Absolute condémmation of the present physical force element is necessary (and of
the Sinn Fein ex-physical forcists) because they lag absolutely behind the know-
ledge, needs and potential of the times. But our criticism of the elements of
this to be found already in the early Fenians is very relative and highly quali~
fieds They were more or less of their time - Marx apart, and even his programme
for Ireland then was that of the Fenians themselves. Viewed historically, we can
gee the great merit of the Penians, existing when a mass revolutionary lzbour
movement in Ireland was probsbly not yet possible: it is for the same reason thab
we condemn their epigones who have none of their merits, and stand in the way of
the revolutionary workers' movement which is not merely possible but inevitable,
Thus we best honour the real merits of the Fenians as they were by cordemning
their biggest detractors = their epigones,

We must know with the Fenians how tc keep the goal of power firmly in mind - but
also how to mobilise the forces of the only class now capable of revolutionising
society, the proletariat, We must know how to link its day to day struggles to-
gother in a movement aiming for power. The Fenians wanted to take power for the
masses  according 0 an unclear conception of the state and a concept of an amorph-
ous petit bourgeois Jacobin democracy, We have a more specific and therefore more
realisable goal - Workers! Power.

Fenianism was a movement in the revolutionary pre-history of the Irish -ecple

Events over the last hundred years, mostly terrible events, have crystalised out

from those masses the modern proletariat, now cbviously capeble of playing that
decisive role in society which was beyond the ability of its embryo a hundred

years agos, If Fenianism was the expressicn of the Irish masses in the 1860s, the
revolutiopary sowielist movement must be the Fenianism of today, only more precise
in its aims, more clear in its methods and the expression of the most revolutionary
class in history. When the Phoenix of a mass revolutionary movement rises once

more, it will be a Red Phoenixe Then the proletariat will finally esteblish the Irish
Republic. The Republic it establishes will be the Workers' Republial
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RITAIN —  Struggie in the Ports

A ey i m—

The spectacle of a strong man being sbused and bled by a swarm of vermin is an arr—
esting one, and particularly so when the man is well known to be fast on his feet.
The sight of Britain's 65,000 hyper-militant dockers being manoeuvred by a bevy of
Govermment finks, port employers and scab union officials into accepting, against
their own interests, a total reorganisation of the ports is just as startling,

On Septegber 15 casual labour ends in the ports, as the first step in a complete re=-
organisation. Decasualisation has long been a demand of portworkers - but the pre-
sent change, in response to technological developments, is nob designed to serve the
docker. The new system which has flowed from the report of the Devlin Commission
will mezn e sharp increase in the power of the employers to discipline dockers {all
such powers now reside in the National Dock Labour Board), a big intensification of
work, and the right of the employers to farm out dockers on non-dock work. In parti-
cular, the new system is the prelude to redundancy - massive reduindancy: the number
of dockers fell by 20,000 in the last decade, and the potential reduction in the lab-
our force is estimated by officiel authorities as anywhere up to Q0%s

The key to all this is the coming technological revolution in the ports. The industry,
which has remeined on a 19th century level of technique bascd on armies of coolies, is
rapidly being mechanised. The means of carge handling are changing beyond recogrition.
Bulk containers, which can be rolled on and off ships, are all set to become general
in a very short time. The government is offering handsome grants to step up invest-
ment in the ports - and talks of nationalisation by 1970, anticivating that this will
be necessary to complete the modernising process,

In face of these changes (and im preparation for large scale reduction in the labour
force) they need to tighten up, introduce factory discipline, achieve mcbility of
labour -~ and in general increase the freedom of the employer to squeeze out every
possible extra minute's work from a diminishing lebour force, In many other indust—
ries this dis the trerd in this pre-automation period, a pericd of big changes, with
major problems for the employers and govermment in conning the workers intc accepting
adjustments which mean the dole et one end and increased profits at the other.

The docks, while typical of this trend, are an extreme example because of the scale of
the changes and the fact that tightening wp can't just be achieved piscemeal ~ or et
least, not until after an open transition to a new system. In that the government is
forced to meke a series of dramatic and open changes in the ports, the issues affect-
ing the working class generally are posed more clearly without the usual
camouflags. This creates the likelihood of a sharp class showdown between the system
and some of the most militar® workers in Britain, It would seem to be a unique sit-
uation, and one holding out prospects of the biggest class battles in many years. It
is a fact that the Devlin report was so doubtful about its own prospects that it mede
provigions for shelving itself should the workers' resistance make implementation
impossiblel
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And yet, astonishingly, we are within a hairsbreadth of the change-over without any
serious large scale resistance from the dockers!! In the two years since Devlin was
put out only feeble attempts have been made to organise resistance, The dockers have
been shuffled along by a mixture of bluff, professional propaganda and downright lying
about the effects of modernisation by all concerned, trading on the discontent with
the present systems This is backed up by the imaginary carrot, the swectener of a £15
minimm wage, imaginary because it is so organised that to qualify, in a situation of
compulsory overtime, a docker an flat rate will be faced with a compulsory return to
the 4% hour week. Above all, the collusion and active support of the union leader-
ships has been a major asset t0 Dovliinisation,

THE _UNLONS

The umions are in a special position on the docks. Since 1947 all labour is controlled
by the MIB, backed up by local boards composed of an equal number of employers and
"workers'! representatives" - ie union officials. The result has been that the utterly
bureaucratised Docks Section of the Te& GeW.U. {(already notoriocusly alienated from its
members ), with its non-elected officials, has shared responsibility for lebour discip-
line., It has not hesitated to use this position to have militants sacked, Placed on
top of the membership at work as disciplinarian , and with a closed shop until 1955,
$he T & G Docks Section has been integrated with the employers and their state to an
extent that can only be surpassed in a corporate or stalinist state. Despite the 'left'
face of Cousins this is still ftrue today ~ as only witness the automatic acceptance of
the Devlin scheme without even consultation with the membership., And despite tha part-
icipation of such as Jack Jones in Workers' Control conferences, whoever has gained
control from union involvement in running the docks it certainly hasn't been the workers,

Faced with a perpetual united fromt of ftheir' representatives and the employers, the
bitterness of dockers towards these renegades is herd for outsiders o appreciate. 7
After repeated frustration in efforts to break the entrenched powers of the buresucracy,
a turning point was reached in 1954 when 16,000 northern dockers made a 'break-out' from
the semi-company union and joined the ( “lue" ) Mational Association of Stevedores and
Dockers, hitherto cettred in London, But for a variety of resons this attempt to build

a genuine dockers! union failed: a 6-week recognition strike in 1955 was sold out by the
frightened lea-
ders of the
union in Lon-
don, Since
then NASD has
steadily dec-
lined in the
northern por-
ts: the T & Gy
capitalising
on its exclu-
sive negotia~
ting rdights
(when most

job rates are
negobtiated se~
parately day
by day) has
regained lost
ground. There

Labour Fakers at work - A De Leonite view
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is now'some nor-unmionism as well. The NASD now exists as a tiny union, somewhat more
militant than the Te& Ge and still retaining some of the old militants, but becoming
more and more integrated in the establishment, though this varies from port to port.
It tco has accepted Devlinisation and in some areas now functions as a gecond string
fire brigade for the employers, more useful because verbally more militant. Most da-
maging, its existence has up 'til now served 4o discourage the formation of new rank
and file movements. Thus neither the T.& G. nor NASD offer any leadership. Yet
struggles will come inevitably when the new scheme begins to bite - 4if the present
vacuum of leadership contimies, these are all too likely to remain on the level of
isolated guerilla strikes. If not the T.& G, or NASD, and in the absemce of a dev-
eloped rank and file movement, who could have given the necessary leadership?

Resistance to the employers' reorganisation raises organically, in such a situation
of drastic technological change, the question of comtrol in the industry, The dockers,
simply to defend themselves, needed to be steeled and armed ogainst the propagands and
double~dealing., With retention of -the present system an uninspiring slogan for succ-
essful struggle, a working cless alternative was necessary, with a programme of re-
organisation and transitional demands posing complete workers' control, In a sharp
upsurge such a progremme could have gripped large mumbers of dockers: at the very
“least a large scale class confrontation in which the vital issue of control was linked
up with industrial action was possible, But the pre-condition dor this was that very
practical preparation which was absent, Jjust as the absence of a workers' programme

of reorganisation makes proper resistance 0 the Devlin reorganisation difficult.The
programme and the practical activity are each mubtually necessary to the other; and
insofar as either was put forward separately it made for ineffectivensss, For usg the
relevant question is why the various '"marxist' tendencies with influence in the porks
have played no serious role in preparing and organising the dockers for the coming
onslaught,

THE OFPCORTUNISTS . . . . AND THE SECTARTANS

The CP certainly had the resources to play this role: with responsible and realistic
activity the SILL just might have, In the actual event neither has, The (P, with its
customary treachery, has done nothing at all, not even to mobilise its own supporters,
and has confined itself to a few ritual feking articles in the Morning Star, It has
no perspective, on the docks as anywhere else, of sharpening the class struggle. It
has been left to CP rank and file militants to attempt tather belatedly to organise
national link-ups.

Por its part the SLL has traditionally hod contacts and some influence in the ports,
particularly Iiverpool, going back to before it helped launch NASD in the north. Here
was a situation where they had a chance to show themselves better in practice than
those they live by vituperating -~ and from them it was reasonable to expect better
things. And on a literary level at least they conducted a consistent and serious cam-
paign right from the appointment of the Devlin Commission., Thelr record here is good.
However, except for liverpool, their activity has been just that. And worse. They
bring to the docks situation as 0 all others their peculiar characteristics ag the
Exclusive Brethren of the Left, They confine themselves to denocuncing .

of precisely those elements that could be mobilised in a united front, when these do
not agree 100% with the SIL. Thus in their practice they counterpose thelr sectarian
conception of the "party" to the necds of the living movement and thereby both cb-
struct the building of the party and hinder the concrete struggle. Not merely are

the CP leadership denounced, but rank and file militants (eg the elements in the Lon-
don Liaison Committee who produce the DOCKWORKER) moving and attempting, perhaps
inadequately, to struggle, are treated as if they were all brother apparachniks of
Remelscn,
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The obvious need is to strive for unity in action, to reach and link up those mili-
tants who are prepared to fight, But the Newsletter directs its hostilr fire on the
weaknesses of such pecple: not to correct them (the way to do that is not shrill dene
unciation) but to give the sins of the CP yet another verbal hammering, They treat
the docks as raw material for their propaganda, aimed at their own youth, and this
propaganda always has priority over the actual struggle. In fact they are far, far
too devoted t0 their own virtuoso shadow-boxing performances to actually muck in and
come to grips in a resle<life f£ightJTheclass struggle goes by the board while they re-
cite their ritual litanies,

Curiously there runs through the sectarianism a thread of opportunism ... towards the
Blue Union: despite the fact that the possibility is long past of it developing into
a militant union, the SILL still keeps the opportunist side of its face turned towards
it - and has yet to shed fully its ridiculous illusions in this spent rocket. Even
now their. tone and language, even when critical, is a gentle oasis in the strident
pages 0f the Newsletter when dealing with the Elue Union,

UNOFFLCIAL COMMITTERS
When then are the possibilities? With the T.& G. and MASD both bureaucratised, the

form militant actions are taking is a new growth of rank and file committees: there

has already been an attempt to get a regular national link-up. These are the normal
militant supplement to the unions in meny industries, as they were in the docks before
the northern ones were absorbed in NASD. The beginning of the decisive eclipse of NASD
signals their rebirth, allowing for rank and. file unity in action and freedom from
bureaucracy. The growth and extension of such committees is unconditionally to be
welcomed,

Can these Committees now provide the leadership the absence of which has led to the
present situation? Yes -~ and no, At best these can be a sort of sub-trade union,
but closer to the workers, more responsive and more loyal, Potentially they can lead
class action at the highest pitch - but other forces determine whether +this will be
the case, Iike Soviets such committees can play either a positive or a negative rcle
in relation to the needs of thc class at a given moment: it deperds on the content.
Had there been well organised committees linked up nationally in the wast two years,
no doubt the resistance to Devlinisation would have been better prepared, But the
situation poses deeper questions such as ownership and control which require a more
long term viewpoint: only a revolutionary perspective of eventual worlking class
transformation of society opens up the possibility of even practical defence where
the pressure of technical change and capitelist competition forces the government
and employers to a complete reorganisation. Only a movement guided by consciousness
of  the basic issues can fight effectively here; and no 'simple! rank and file move-
ment achieves that automatically,

The task on the docks is to build and link up gehuine rank and file committees, and
&t the same time to understard that simple broad committees are not enough. We need
highly consciocus, generalised, consistent activity, responding to an enemy which is
prepared, conscious and served not only by its own class state bat also by the union
leaderships. Only a Party of marxist activists, with groups in the different areas
of the struggle, including the rank and file committees, can suffice here, Broad rank
and file committees are no substitute,

But if sectarians tend to counterpose 'the revolutionary party' to the broad rank and
file, others tend to see the role of socialists as that of handmaidens of the rank
and file movement. They lose sight of the need to fight for a revolutionary content
within the forms, and of the fact that cnly a serious perty can ensure this'cor‘fﬁim 4

on pe 38 -
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After the Famous Victory

June 28th waes D-Day., Day of Decision: Doy for Dublin. It might also have been Day
of Disaster. The forces of Red Ruin and the Breaking up of Law looked like being
able to end the sound administration that Dublin had enjoyed for sc long. But they
had not bargained for the aslertness of the Irish Government. With its customary int-
elligence in invoked the noble democrotic procedure of gerrymander, Labour had to re-
consider its position quickly. Even so, it gained eight seats. It is now the enemy
of the establishment within Dublin as apparently as it was always in fact. However,
and without any desparate measures, the tide of anarchy was checked elsewhere. Fine
Gael managed to consolidate its position, and Lebour made a net loss,

Part of the reason for the Labour Perty's comparative failure lies in the very Pro-
gramme that was expected to sweep it to victory. There cen be no doubt that its
publication was a mistake all the greater because of the Party leaders' observance

of Fine Gael impotence and Wilsonian retreat, From these they should have learnt the
lessons, firstly, of Social Democratic impotence in a neo-colonial position, and sec~
ondly of the impossibility of winning decisive support in modern Irelend for an opp-
osition programme of less than revolutionary pélicy. Fine Gael's announcement of its
own, too similar, local govermment proposals attracted to it, as the bigger party,
many who might otherwise have supported Lsbour. (Sinn Fein, of course, was even more
handicopped in a similar way.) Only in Dublin, where class-consciousness is most dev-
eloped, could Labour surpass Fipe Gael. And even there, it has done nc more than res-
tore its position to that of pre~Clann na Poblachta days. Its weakness was well re-
vealed by its futility against the assaults of such single-minded cpportunists as Jack
Torpey and Lauri Corcoran. Both of these would be today in their natural political
limbo, but for bad policy and orgenisation on the part of their opponents. It seemsg
likely, too, that the Programme's basic fault will kepeated in other Labour policies.

What is this basic fault? It is what one would expect of a document that seems to
have been drafted by a carefully chosen group of Rightists. It is Social Democratic,
That is to say: it is = compendium of piece-meal reforms of varying values put forward
without reference either to the present hegemony at home and abroad or to the Social-
ist hegemony that must succeed it., Of course there are excuses. It can be argued
that the Socialist future may never be and that we needs must gather ye rosebuds while
we may. But t0 say this is to ignore the possibility thet Socialism may yet be achiev~
ed and also to avoid the reality that means influence ends influence means., Nor can it
denied that it is foolish to reform, to strengthen the weaker elements in society un-
less one intends to remodel society to let them take control, This is because under
present circumstances society itself exists on terms necessitating the present power
structure,

But denunciations of "Social Demccracy" must be qualified by the recogrition that,
even by Social Democratic standards, the policy is unduly opportunist. In some ways

it is more significant for what it excludes than for what it mentions, Thus it is well
known that administration of the Greater Dublin area is stultified by the proliferat-
ion of authorities within it, Prchably even a Fianna Faill Government will have to
fuse them into one body before the next local elections, Nonetheless, labour proves
itself as reluctant as Fianna Fail and Fine Gael (& Sinn Fein) to face this fact,
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Certain pational asgpects of it are wﬁgfigzqg%eare the local proposals to further them).

The demand for a full scale Mational Health Service is a great advance on the Party
Constitution. The proposal on a national roads policy is welcome too. If the proposals
on education mean what they appear 4o mean (the effective substitution of comprehen-
give for vocational education) they too are welcome. The proposals for local taxation
are also acceptable in their intelligent elasticity.

But that is all. On the points where there is most scope for radicalism, the programme
becomes studiously vague. The outstanding example of this prevarication occurs when-
ever the question of the credit organisations is raised. It is written in the Labour
Party Constitution that the banks ¢ nationalised. This clause has been expanded at
successive conferences umtil it is now recognised generally that under Lsbour rule the
provigion of credit will be a state monopoly. No-one who was introduced to Labour via
its new local govermment programme would have guessed this. It is full of proposals
for "combtrols" of Building Societies, Insurance Companies and banks, but this is all,
There is not a hint that, under eventual Labour rule, the Irish state will not have to
control because it will be. This is sinister. It provides grounds for foreboding that
some bright young man in a policy committee somewhere has been reading Crosland not
wisely but only too well, If this be true he should look across the Channel and watch
what heppens to a Labour Govermmeirs in a developing neo-colonialist situation when its
leaders have failed to make the country the master of its credit.

Of course it will be remarked that we are denling with a policy for local govermment;
credit will be considered in detail in the finance programme. In any case, local vie~
tory cannot result in a national credit take-over. The first reply to this is that

the national programme is considered in other contexts, as we have seen. But there is
the more immediate point thet credit is an essential considerstion in local administ-
ration, If the credit bodies preferred not to be controlled they could always withdraw
facilities from a Lebour Council and take them elsewhere (as, indeed, seems to have
happened in Wexford Town during the past seven years.) An immediate programme, such

as this is, should consider the possibilities of trade union backing for an all-Lebour
credit system, or even for mumicipal banks to oppose the finance cartels, But in any
case, a local programme should never ignore completely a national programme as this
one does. Such an attitude can only breed opportumists,

Again, much has been made of the national proposal for the municipalisation of buil-
ding land. But this provision would be more impressive were it explained in more de-
4ail. 4s it is, even in skeleton, there are discrepancies. When does land become
building 1and? Once established that it is building land, how does it change owner-
ship? These questions have becn bamboczling British Social Democrats for the past two
years, On the present evidence, therc is no reason to believe that Irish ILsbour
would be more successful. This is the greater pity in that, theoretically, municipal-
isation is the correct answer to the ground rent problem. .

What is more, the election results would seem to imply that Irish Lebour would lose
1little by an honest avowal that in agriculture as well as in housing communal owner-
ship of land would be o solution to many problems, The same reluctance to work to the
logical end is shown in the immediate policy for housing supply. There is no logical
reason why Labour councils should prepare land for private (as opposed %o co-cperative
or public) building except as a last resort., Again, it is prcbable that fear of too
unco-operative credit bodies militates against the more Open avowal of a socialist
policy. The same phenomenon appears in the national policy on rented and leased acco-
modation, Control of terms for leases is an obvious immediate policy ~ and one which



must be pressed. In the long term, however, the aim of municipalisation of leases and
rents must be stated, as itself part of the national immediate policy that will pre-
cede the ulbimate aim of the provision of housing as a social servise.

A major ommission in the local programme lies in its whole ignorance of the local
structure below council level, as opposed to its valuable proposals at that level,

It is just not enough to say that Leabour "will recognise" local associations. That is
the least it can do. In areas where such commurity spirit is non-exisgtent it should
encourage such bodies, Properly, no development plan should be considered by a Labour
Council unbil its parts had been scrutinised by the relevant local associations, Most
especially Labour should work to prevent divisions between tenants and residents®
assoclations; these differences are, ot any rate in Dublin, objectively superstruct-
ural and can be proved to be merely aspects of the same exploitaticn, For the pash
year, tenants have been paying rates,

In addition to all this, national policy must give the local associations status and
powers within the local hierarchy, Of course, it is true that in many cases such
bodies are basically instruments of Parish priestly contrcl, Nonetheless, they can
provide useful checks to the bureaucratic lay establishment, And their very existence
is a gign of the weakening of that control's absolute nature, With determined parti-
cipation by local Labour branches these organisations could become expressions of
direct democracy. It is as such that the Workers' Republic will recognise and cherish
them.

At the end of the Programme it is proclaimed as being "the first step in creating a
new Irish society". Its welcome by the forces of bourgeois publicity, with their
stake in the old order, should have given the Party ground for doubt,

STRUGGLE IN THE PORTS, Contd, from pe35,.

This line of least resistance towards the existing movemernt, whether Jjustified by theo-
ries of reform from below, or the need to avoid the caricabure 'bolsheviks' remains a
serious barrier to really transforming the labour movement., Revolutionary socialists
must bring Marxist consclousness to the Labour movement. It is of course correct as
Comrade Colin Barker says in I.8, 28, 4o reject the sort of 'bolshevilk solution' which
the sectarian abstentionists propound and counterpose to the living working class move-
ment, Bolshevism must be concrete and work in the living movement. But what is its work
there? It can only be to attemnt to dominaste, organise and direct it into revolutionary
socialist channels, This requires the construction of a clearly defined HMarxist
organisation — even if only in mucleus - which actively intervenes as a revolutionary
force with its own class goals, which knows how tc incorporate industrial militants
and transform them into revolutionists — which refuses, above all, to coexist passively
with the rank and file movement as it springs up. After Sept. L5th the present un-
ease towards Devlinisation of most dockers will change to practical experisnce of what
it means; gerious struggles are then bound to erupt. Everything must be done to stren-
gthen the rank and file movement, to make these actions as effective as possible. More
than ever, it is precisely Bolshevilk solutions that the movement needs, even for lim-
ited struggles, Not verbal, sectarian pseudo-bolshevism, but a bolshevism which lives,
grows, develops and builds with the mass movement neither shrinking from it for fear

of contamination nor submerging in it, Neither attempting to make the Party a substit-
ute for the broadest rank and file and trade union movement nor imagining that a broad
loose movement can serve for a Bolshevik Party. It is only when a complementary rel-
ationship is achieved between these essentially complementary aspects that the kind of
affeetivencss in etrugzle now 2o newmdy 1neking exh be attained,
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Militant Trade Unionism: A re-analysis
of Infustrial Action in an Inflationary
Situation,

V.l.,Allen, Merlin Press. 12/6.

As the subtitle suggests, this book is
eoncerned with British unions as a
whole, with very little differentistion
between the bureaucracy and the rank
and file., Though Allem puts the proporte-
jon of unofficial strikes at 95% of the
total, his definition of militancy ig-
nores the role of .,.. the militanbs.

Allen begins by pointing to the struct-
ural features of copitalist society which
inevitably lead to workers combining
into trade unions and employers banding
together against them. The labour-
capital relation leads in any period to
struggles over wages and benefits, The
bourgeoisie personify the drive to ac-
cumulate capital; the workers according-
ly organise t0 resist and to fight to
better their conditions., Among other
useful figures, he gives that for growkh
of membership from 1913 (just over A
million) to 1964 (Jjust over 10 million, )

A breakdown of this figure shows that
the mogt spectacular growth periods have
been 1914-18; 1940~45; and sinces per=-
iods when the inevitable conmbination of
full employment and inflation has bheen
dominant. Allen goes thoroughly into
the factors which make inflation unav-
oideble under capitalism, such ag the
growth of 'service' - ie non-product~
ive = industries, the drive to augment
capital which increases costs, the gro=-

- nm——

wing necessity for social benefits to
produce a "healthy, well fed working
class" a la Beveridge, escalating amms |
expenditure and others. He ably expos«
es the myth that trade union militancy !
and rising wages are the sole cause of
riging prices and inflation,

On the contrary, periods of inflation
present the worker not only with added
opportunities, but also with extra
pressures, At a time when full employ-~
ment strengthens bargaining power, come
speed-ups and encroachmcitbson living
stardards in the form of higher prices,
Howewer, not only 'industrial' unions
have increased their membership at such
periods.

In the post war boom years white collar
Jjobs have been increasingly mechanised,
thus lowering the cost of production of
the labour power on them by simplifying
them, The overall differentials between
these and manual Jjobs have narrowsd con-
siderably. Also, as more service work-
ers (who take a slice out of the surplus
created by the production workers) have
been created by the system, attempts
have been made to economise oh their
wages., In fighting this, the tradition-
i

i
i
i
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-ally most conservative layers have
been drawn into trade union activity.
Between 1950 and 1964 the five major
white collar unions had an overall in-
crease in membership of over 807,

As might be expected, measures have
been attempted by the other side, with
varying degrees of success, to counber-
act the effects of the drive of the or-
ganised working class to better condit-
ions,

COMPULSION

Since frade unionism became legal there
have been a mumber of occagions when,
statutorily speaking, the unions have
been curtailed or even shaclkled. Tor
instance, in 1915 there was the Munit-
ions of War Act which enforeced compule-
sory arbitration and, in consequence,
made strikes illegal. But in 1915-16
350,000 workers were involved in stri-
kes, Action was taken against only
1,612, There were also a number of me-
morable occasions when workers'! action
secured the release of Jjailed strikers.
In 1940, Order 1305 which forbade
strikes was invoked and between
1940 and 1944 17 million workers struck;
yet prosecution was initiated against
only about 5,000 and less than 2,000
convictions ware secured.

-

The forces making for militant trade
uhionism, then, cannct hke stopped mere-
L1y by legislations it would require de-
cisive defeats for the working class
before the state could rigidly enforce
such legislation. On the other hand
Alden should have polinted out that le-
gislation is not irrelevant, partiocul-
arly in periods other than those he
here spoblights. Given rising unemp-
loyment and a govermment exerting it-
self fully, anbi-union legislaticn can
have real teeth, can help to hold back
wages and gstrengbhen the trade union
bureaucracy, In certain cenditions it
can also be an aid to employers and go-
vernment in a serious clash - one where

I

a decisive defeat for the workers is amy~-
way posed. Above all it is an element-
ary duty of socialists to fight this

sort of legislation every step of the
way .

! GROWTH OF GOVERMMENT - TU CCLILDORATION

In a further effort to conbain the wor-~
kers' struggles, the trade union tops
have been increasingly drawn into the
machinery of government, and the major
unions have become ever more powerful -
only 5.,9% of the unions organise 80,1%
of trade union lsbour., In the inter
war years ithe trade union bureaucrats
were strengthened; negotiations by then
took place on a national level between
the trade union leaders and the employ-
ers. It was then that the trade union
leaders were first brought into the de-~
cision making process on any real scale,

Trade union representation on goverrnment
committees, from Cabinet level down, in-
creased from 12 in 1939 to 81 in 1951
and the tendency continues whether Lab-
our or Tory govermments are at Wesimin-
ster., With the trade unions growing in
membership and drawing nearer to the
State, they have become more and more
open advocates of wage restraint poli-
cies. In 1948 a meeting of trade union
executives agreed to a'wage stabilisat-
ion policy contained in a govermment
White Peper, but laid down 5 conditions
urder which unions would be justified
in claiming wage increases.

In 1950 another meeting of trade union
executives went even further in agreeing
40 hold back wage claims and suspend sl-~
iding scale agreements without any other
stipulations. 4And, as we know, in 1965
the union leaders agreed tc the Prices
ard Incomes Policy, and in 1966 and *67
supported the standstill and severe re~

straint,

TEACHING THE BUREAUCRATS

! Having described the structural forces




{of cepitalist crisis, (and despite being
subjectively on the workers'! side) Allen
reveals himgelf as the prisoner of bour-
geols socioclogical concepts and finally
offers a ‘solution' which is passive,
idealistic and pedagogic, particularly
when dealing with the trade union lead-
ers.

Tnstead of starting with a historical

analysis of the trade union movement and
the social basis of its leaders as  the
labour lieutenants of capital, he starts
from their ideas and values. He sees
their treacherous behaviour as heing the
result of working in an "anti-stvrilke en-

effectwhich tells-thém that strikes are
wrong. Similarly, he sees the commit-
mernt to petty~fogeing parliamentary con-
stitutionalism as the result of "a fully
internalised value", "The internalised
cormitment of union leaders to political
democracy" ?7 "and hence to the sover-
elgnty of democratically elected govern—
ment, causes them to collaborate in the
act of restraining themselvesesss"

In spite of 2 musber of empirical inves—
tigationg that Allen hss conducted in
the past on trade union leadership, he
is uhable %o break out of the subjectiv-
ist approsch that has perveded socidlogy
from Max Weber to Talcobt Parsons, the
modern mini-Weber - nor, apparently,
can he escape socioclogical jargon!

The conceptions and valués held by indi-
viduals and groups have to be explained
by their material life experiences, not
vice versa, But all that Allen's state-
ment boils down to is that the trade
undon leaders collaborate because coll-
aboration is in their conscious make-
upi

It follows then that his perspective
must be fittingly idealist. He cnds up
iby proposing a "resocialisation bolicy",
For the benefit of the unitiated, this
means & drive to eradicate false nolbions

viroment" and due to the "socialisation
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and substitute the correct ones of class
struggle ard militancy, by way of "edu-
cation and propapganda's. One wonders
Just who he expects is going to be naive
enough to undertake what amounts o sit-
ting down with a gang of conscious and
experienced judas goats and lecturing
them imto turning themselves inside outs
On the other hand, if it is the workers
who should be taught about class strug-
gle and militancy =~ as is suggested by

¢ the last chapter in which Allen address-

es himself to workers - one could say
that it is a little incongruous with the
rest of the book, where the workers har-
dly get a look in. :

F.S,.
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HISTORY UNTOLD i

The Years of The Great Test 1929 - 39..

The 1962 Thomas Davis Lectures.

FEd., Francis MacMams. Mercier Press.
10s.
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Each of the contributors to this coll~
cotion is an expert in his own subjech,
but in Irish politics it is not how much
a man knows, but rather how much he is
willing to tell, that counts,.

Dr, David Thornley writes rather inad
equately about the Blueshirts, limited
both by his adherence to liberalism and
his dependence on published reports and
newspaper files, In his account of
O'Duffy's failure he takes no account of
the working class,

O'Duffy fell for a number of reasons.
One factor was that De Valera, determin-
ed to block his march %o power, formed °
from the reanks of the IRA the force
known to history as the "Broy Harriers",
known today =~ T. Desmond Williams not-
withstaniisg = as the Ypecial Branch,
It was coasozed, then,moiniy of Repub-,

! licens witn Civil War experience, men |
i to whom the killing of a Blueshirt was !
: merely ancther shot in that war,
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Another factor was the composition of
the Free State Army, In its early doys,
there were three main groupings =mong
the officers. The first was composed
mainly of pre-truce, northern officers
of the TRA, uhable to return home after
the establishment of a Unionist state
in the northern counties., Their ornly
desire was a permanent stable job, and
they saw the army as a disciplined for-
ce along British lines whose task would
he to back up and enforce the power of
the bourgeolsie as expressed through
parliament, The other two groups were
compoged of different sections of the
IRB, headed by Dick Mulcahy and Joe
McGrath.

Taking advantage of this division, Kevin
O'Higginsg had O'Duffy installed as In-
spector General of the Ammy, to ensure

a well-disciplined force of career sgol-
diers and smash any mini-Caesars with
jumped-up Napoleonic ideas. O'Duffy 4id
his Jjob well too well for his own
later succegss, for he then found that he
could not rely on the officers to dis-
chey the government when he necded them
te.

On the weekend of 12/13 August 1934,
when the Blueshirts' "March on Dublin"
was due te take place, the Dublin work-
ing pecple stood ready to resist; the
police, having had a nod from the Gov-
ernment, turned a blind eye as members
of the IRA moved through the streets
with Thompson sub-machine guns barely
concealed in brown paper parcels and
violin cases. The Free State Army re-
mained in barracks but handed over its
armoured cars to the Broy Harriers, who
took up strategic points in Dublin,

But the working class were not taldng
even the Broy Harriers on trust. In the
Five Lemps area, local working class
militants - led by an 0ld Larkinite =
made sure that the gung of the Broy Ha-
rriers were pointing in the right dir-
ection: they insisted that the rear door

of the armoured cars be kept open, while
a local lad with a machine gun stood on
the back platform}

STOLEN . BANNER ?

Donal Nevin, in his combribution "Lebour
and the Political Revolution", gives a
weak description of the struggles inside
the Labour Party: first over the insert-
ion in the constitution of the demand
for a Workers! Republic (in 1936) and
then three years later, over the parsim-:
onicus retreat from this demand by the
same leadership under pressure from the
Irish National Teachers' Organisation.
Newin hints at the mammer in which this
pressure was applied, but declines +to
probe imbo the negotiztions it gave rise
to behind the scenes, or even to name
the trade union concerned. The inter-
esting thing for us, of course, is that
the real content of Labour's collabor-
ationigt politics remained unchanged
regardless of whether or not it was de-
cked out with the Workers' Republic
banner. Nor should it be forgotten that
a re-adoption of that banner av any time
in the future will mean a= little unless
it is accompanied by rcal determination
and o fighting programme to achieve st-
ate power for the working class.

i
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The rest of the contribubors are a mixed '
bag. David Kennedy, described a "Pro- |
fessor of History at St. Malachy's Col-
lege"; writes on the Catholic minority
in Northern Ireland. St. Malachy's
College is, of course, a Catholic board-
! ing school in Belfast, and Mr. Kennhedy

i tenches history there. This means that
| Mr. Kennedy's employer is the Pishop of
[ Down and Connor, which perhaps cxplains
E why he neglects to mention that the pre-
i sent inferior education available to
working class Catholic families in Nor-
thern Ireland is leorgely duc to the dog-
metic intransigence of Belfast's bishop,
and the fact that the Nationalist lead-
ars publicans and solicitors and the
i like knew that whatever hardships
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the working class Catholics might have
to endure, they could always aliord to
send their children to St. idnlachy's
College.

Vincent Grogan, S.C., the man the BBC
found to defend the Irish censorship
laws last year, uses legal halrsplitt-
ing to prove that De Valera did not take
the oath on 10th August 1927, or, if he
did take the oath, that it was no oath.
He uses the same logic to prove that the
permanent existence of coercive legis—
lation is the fault of the people who
have been the victims of this legislo-
tion, This reminds one of Hitler's
statement that if there were no Jews in
Germany, there would be no anti-semitic
laws.

T. Degmond Williams neively informs us
from his ivory tower that the Special
Branch "has been dissolved", 4nd Nich-
olas Mansergh, a Cembridge professor,
lets us into some secrets about the
negotiations leading up to the Statutes
of Westminster. These regulated the
new relationships between Britain and
her former colonies, ard the compromise
formula was worked out by Lord Balfour,
the butcher of Mitchelstown, the man
famous for his other compromise formula
which simultaneously promised Palestine
to the Arebs and the Jews!

There is still a need for a Marxist
history of the pericd. HMeanwihile, this
will have to suffice,

GeLs

PROCEEDS TO.eoo

gThe Ragged Trousered Philanthropists,

7/6.

iRobert Tressell.

LA P

Panther.

I always had the impression that this

book, whose title I knew {as most peo-
ple do) from countless socialist book
lists, was about working clags do-
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gooders. It used to conjure up terrible
visilons of the Salvation Army; and since
I never actually came across a copy of
the book, these visiions persisted until
I read it recently (now out in paperback
and unabridged): then they disappeared
very quickly.

It turned out that the misleading title
was in fact exbtremely apt. It referrs
to those workers who, without a thought
for themselves or their children, toil
their lives through to £i1l the bosses!
bellies; workers who passively speak of
"the likes of us" and allow themselves
t0 be deluded and cheated day after day
without even 2 struggle.

This is the main theme of the book. But
what makes it great is that the bitter-
nesss towards these 'philanthropisis!

is constantly tempered by a thorough
understanding of all the pressures and
conditions that constantly weigh on the
workers. .Every action, every reaction-
ary attitude, every non-action, is seen
in the light of a mimute, concrete des-
cription of the conditions surrounding
and giving rise to it., And yet, for
Tressell, explanation is not the same

as justification., Reactions can vary,
and cohstantly the human element is that
which itself understands and becomes
congcious of its condition. As varlous
characters come to understand, they gain
a degree of domination over at least
their own actions, they no longer res-
pond autometically to their conditions,
and they are able to exercise the choice
to fight against them.

They do not, of course, all develop this
way, and for those who do, the progress-
ion is very gradual, The catalyst is
Owen, the socialist worker whose mates
all think him mad. For varying reaons,
they coax him inte giving 'lectures' in
the lunch hour, long discourses on cap=
italism and its workings, in which Owen's
rational understanding usually triumphs
over the superficial and silly cbjections
of the defenders of the system,
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i But victory in arguments does not win the drudgery and the insecurity of the
fighters for socialism, though attit- workers; and the complement, on the oth-
udes imperceptibly change. The final er side, the greed and stupidity of the
note of optimism is certainly not del- capitalists and their friends,
tiriocus, and is occesioned principally
by an affirmation of the necessity to The ‘theory' is perhaps a little super-
struggle - "anyhow, the children are fluous, and, certainly tends towards
worth fighting for"., And indeed, any repetition, But it does not, it
casy glibness at this point would be could not, mar the excellence and enjoy-
unthinkable considering the stark rcc- ment of the whole even for those who
ognition of reality which is the holl- think they already know it all, For
{mark throughout. those who don't, it makes a first rate
§ introduction to socialist ideas. And it
tAround a central core which is the wor-~ was, after all, intended as such.

king and living conditions of a group
of housepainters, emsrge the various
pillars of copitalist society, the ben-
eficiaries of the philanthropists' en- [{
{deavours: the employers, the church, i
the corrupt local council, the thieving 1
i

R.M,

DEFENDING THE N, F. A4,

The Farmers' Fight.
Colmen Richards. 2/6.

shopkeepers, the charities set up in
benevolence to relieve the poverty of
unemployment = which do great werk, if
only for the deserving case of their
paid secretaries; and parliamentary el-
ections. While the central theme is
described in such vivid detail as fo
leave nothing to the imagination of the
most sceptical reader, this is relecaved
by the delicately satirical treatment
of the sub-humans, whose names, for in-
stance, express the essence of their
lives - J.Didlum & Co., Smeariton &
Leavit (the decorators}, Mrs., Starvem,
the Revs Belcher, Mrs. Knobrane, Lady
Slumrent, Dr. Weakling, Snatchum {the
undertaker) and Sir Graball d'Enclose-
land (the Tory M.P.).

20 o3 e e el

In Colman Richards, the NFA hag as good
an apologist as it could wish., An ex-
perienced journalist of known socialist
Republican leanings, he is an ideal cho-
ice for selling thce Deasy line to many
who would be unlikely to accept it. He
has failed with at least one of his rea-
ders.

His acceptance of such a task implies a
degree of ignorance of the facts of the
case, This is shown in a number of sma-
11 points. It is a grotesque over-sim-
plification to state that, during the
Economic War "the farmers had allied
their organisation (sic) politically
with Fine Gael" (p.5). Small farm em-
igration to Britain started before, and
not after, the Second World War. {p.6)

However, if their characters are treated
‘iwith humour which might almost be child-
.lish in another context, their dealings

are exposed from every side. The jarts | On top of this comes the basic error,
fit together to form a whole which, even| Correct urderstanding of the Irish agri-
without the long lectures of Owen and cultural question must toke inbo account
Barrington, is so patently revolting E the Irish power structure, As this aff-
that I doubt if anyone who reeds this ects agriculture, it is not simply a ma=-
.teould afterwards consider defending it tter of declining rural population. 1t
|t~ assuming, of course, that he would I is a far older guestion opposing the
“thave wanted to in the first place. On subsistence farmer to the trading elem-

one side is the misery, the degradation, ents that dominate Irish society, inc-
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luding, traditionally, the large farm-
ers. Since the war, however, these have
become subjectively closer to the small-
er farmers; partly because the economic
crises of the 1950s emphasised their
weak position within the Irish lay est~
ablishment, Thus the NFA has become the
nearest thing yet to an all-embracing
organisation of Irish farmers led by the
most prosperous elements., Even so, the
objective conflict remains, ITor the
small farmer with his intensively cul~
tivated plot, the ranchers of Ieingter
are already a barrier to his prosperity.
It is not surprising that the commodity
organisations of the Creamery Milk Sup-
pliers and the Beat Growers have remain-
ed aloof from the NFA. Not only arc
they predominantly small formers, but
their leaders are,

i| Because Mr. Richards ignores thesc thi-

ngs he can take the more obviously re-
actionary policies of the NFA at its
leaders' estimate. That it was founded
by the bigger farmers was "because of
their superior education and also, the
Organmisers claim, because they felt they
had an cbligation to lead their commun-
ity and share the problems of the less
well-off members." (pp.9,10). The blat-
antly anti-employee bias of the specches
of the leading farmers (morc than just
comparisons between town and country in-
comes as Mr, Richards implies) is sim~
ilarly expleined away. When such excu-
ses are used by open defenders of the
employer class, Mr., Richards is correct-
ly cynical; in this case, however, the
situation confuses him,

{Thus his analysis of the year of the
| Farmers' Fight if of little volue. The

NPA's Green Book is portrayed as & res-
porisible move contrasted implicitly with

the "political manoceuvring" of the LCMBSA,

and he seems to sympathise with the Gov—
ernment against the latter. Certainly,
he shows no sign of having the rapport
with its leaders that he has with those
of its rival. If he had, hc might have

H
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discovered that it was the ICMSA that
employed as its advisor Raymond Crotty,
Ireland's leading agrarian economist,
What 1s more, in this position, he fore-
saw the failure of the Second Economic
Programme in such time as the NFA was
offering to work within it,

Avoidance of the concept of 'class! has
led Mr. Richards to acceptance of the
status ques, The NFA has been forced to
disturb this by Government intransigence
combined with ICMSA irresponsibility, :
That the rural population can only ben-
efit from ending the status guo and not
from NFA proposals in any cclour, is ig=-
nereds The pame MacDyer is never ment-—
ioned. DNor is the fact that the vaunted
Green Book declares itsclf to be against
collectivisation and for large farmers
ag long as they are Irish, All that Mr.
Richards can suggest for an immediate
pacification of the farmers is that the
government inform them of its plans,
That these might merely add fuel to the
existing discontent, is not considered.

Whet then remaing? A somewhat biased
chronology of the period March 1966 to
February 1967; and a description of the
Joys of Denmark, though here .again no
historical background is given, nor is
any comparison made between the appar-
ently independent Danish co-~operatives
and the NFA's dependence on the Govern—
ment.,

Whether or not the pemphlet is worth
buying must depend on the individual,
My advice is that he save his half
crowns to buy instead Crotty's Irish
Agricultural Production: a more compre-
hensive work.

D.O'C, L,

READ

IRISH

MILITANT
donthly, 6éd. Order from Iism Boyle,
57, Salisbury Street, Belfast, 7 ,
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ﬁHREDDED MARX

{Egsential Writings of Karl Marxe
Introduction, selection and notes by:
David Caute. DPanther. B8/6.
f-——-*--ﬁ-—' s

Not only is the "industry of 'explain-
ing' Marx" waxing, as the blurb on the
back of this book says in self-justifi-
cation, but slso the 'industry' of Hub-
lishing dessicated selections from the
founders of scientific socialism, Ce
Wright Mills on "The Marxists", Botto-
more and Rubel with Marx and Socioclogy,
Treedman's Marx on Economics, and now
Caute with a general selection (whose
260 0dd pages cost the same as the 520
0dd of Freedman and Bottomora/Rdbel com—
bined). Iike the others this one con~
itains editor's interpretations of most
lof the passages. In his introduction
\Coute, who regards himself as sympabh-
tetic t0 his subject, manages to run
'through most of the current 'criticisms'
and disparagements: Marx was burnt oub
at 50... Bngels in the later part of his
1life was a vulgariser of Marx... That
noture is dislectical is unproven and
most likely one of Engels' wvulgarisalb-
10NS. s« etCey, ebc. He even malepess a
dig at the concept of the Crisis of
Leadership which he appears to und-
erstand in Healy's 'version',

et mart e A e

Selections like this can do no harm,
but they are so like schoolboys' prim-
ers, with the tutor always inbruding,
that the advantages of this sort of
'popular' edition almost vanmish. If,
however, the shreds lead some people on
to the whole, there is some value in
the exercise. J.C.
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iThe Incompatibles. Penguin. 6/6.

'This is the second New Left Review vol-
‘ume to be published in paperback in the

last couple of years, It lacks the range
and analytical sophistication of "To-
wards Socialism" but this in itself need
not be a major fault: the preseat volume
iga consideration of industrial working
conditions and the problem of a social-
ist response to them., The book is pre-
sumably aimed at a move specifically
trade union audience, and we are spared
the hazerds of what B.P.Thomson descr-
ibed as "sliding down the slopes" of New
Icft Review prose. We are spared too
the presence of "passengers" - essays by
*big names' inserted to sell the book.
We have our big names here too, but the
piecces by Frayn, Cockburn and Fhilip
Toynbee are urmistakeably to the point,
examining in their own way the mystifi-
cations of the "national interest" ral-

| Tying-call.

The first section deals with the state
of the British working class in the six-:
ties. Robin Blackburn examines the "la-.
bour contract! under neo-cepitalism. Ken:
Coates writes vividly and with clarity
of the spiritual and physical battering
imposed by capitalism on the industrial
worker, Robert Doylc's testimony on the
Print Jungle reinforces Coates' case.

The remainder of the essays concern them
selves with the responses of the Trade
Union movement Ho capitalism; on an ind-
ustrizl level how to react to demands
for integration, "self-moderntsation",
and Mondist industrial bargeining in all
its most recent forms.

Perry Anderson discusses industrial mil-
itancy and its shortcomings. It is acc-
epted by most socialists thot the unionsg
cennot transcend the limitations of inrd-
ustrial militancy. another agency is
needed, more comprehensive and fully ca-
pable of confronting cepitalism totally
and coherently. Thus the necd for the
formation of the "revolutionary party”.
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This road to socialism has its specific '

problems too, It should be the function

of this journal to examine them. ool
ToMons |




significance of the clashes over and
around Parnell's 'f£cdlly', ~Parnell
headed a mass movement which used the
clemental aspirations of the urbsn and
rural poor in an sttempt to achicve
the political aims of the Irish middle
class. The middle class nceded the
church to'police'the movement, Parnell's
sexual adventures lost him his clerical
policemen and the movement fragmented.
As John Mitchel said: "Your average
bourgeois may make a very good sort of
agitator, for here he can be shown, or
at least convinced, that his mere mat-—
erial interests are concerned,... A
rebel, however, you can never meke him,
for here the risk is certain and immed-
ilate, and the sdvantage, if material
advantage thers should be, doubtful and
distant,"
o B5efe

NOT MUCH LIPFE

Life and the Dream.
Mar v G,O&mn. Oa U. Pc 508 o

Mary GColum's autobiography costs two
pounds ten. It is not worth it. Apart
from her deseriptions of Yeats, open-
ing nights at the ibbey, A.E. or the
Dublin of the Celtic Revivel, the acc—
ount is boring and trivial, With the
betrayal of the national struggle by
the bourgeoisie - one aspect of the
conflict between the Celtic myth and
Irish reality - the energy of +the
bourgeols intelligentsia dissipated.
And it shows.
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!POPe Pius XII and the Third Reich.
{Saﬁl Frledlamder, Chatto & Windus. 35s.
This book is an examlnatlop of wertlme
relations between the Vatican and the

—

. of the Roman Catholic Church is dceum-

i We wish with all our hearts that this
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Third Reich. The reactionary nature
ented, even though there is no class
viewpoint implicit in the text.

Unfortunately Friedlander's analysis
falls short, far short of making full
impact. Indeed, he tends to cushion
the Peapacy. Because the question is not
posed from a class viewpoint, the Chu-
rch 1s seen as a separate, isolated en-
tity in soclety, and nct as an integral
part of the copitalist class system.
Hence there arises a tendency to crit-—
icise the Church's pogition from a pmr-
ely moral viewpoint and to view its
wartime conspiracy of silence as a
temporary waniering from the "path of
rightecusness". Even in the annals of
bestial Tmperialist borbarism the Nazi
acts of gen001de arc an outrage to
humamity; with or without illusions in
the RC Church, the question must arise
whether their eilent complicity was
true to form or a temporary lapse.

The fact that the RC Church 4id not
forcefully condemn the Nazi butchers
was not out of any sympathy for Cathol-
ics in occupied countries, but because
of 1ts obsessive hatred of the world
broletarian revolution - and the desire
to participate in the carve up of lands
ensuing from imperialist conguest of

the Soviet Union. Here the church show-
ed its real face. A clear example of
the position taken in relation to Bussia
is given by Archbishop Congtantini, See-
retary of the Congregotion for the Prop-
agation of the Faith (a fancy name for
braimwashing) in the following state=
ment on the Nazi invasion: "Just as
yesterday on Spanish so0ll, sc today in
Bolshevik Russia itself, in thet bound-
less land where Sotan seemed to have
found his instruments and best collsb-
orators among the highest authorities

of the Republics - there brave soldiers
of our fatherland, along with others

are fighting the grvatest battle of all.
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battle moy bring us the conclusive viaw.
tory overe... Bolshevism",

This is the real church, no matter how
innoecuous it might appear at present.
These are the poeple to whom the pygm-
igs of King Street are crawling in order
to prepare for the marriage of cOunter-
revolutionary forces.

The RC Church did not effectively prot-
- egt ageingt Nazi imperialism and nor

- does 1t agninst US Imperialism in Viet~
1mam.  Speliman endorses the U5 slaugh=~
- ter there, and even his later 'diplom=
atin' line is a 100% endorsement of
Johnson's policy of contiming the mur-
der until the Vietnomese are willing

i to compromise at the 'peace table', The
thtican has not denocunced him - but

| confined itsgelf to hints ani reservet-
' ionss The colomial slaves are in rove
olt ~ and the Church in its new role
comes forward: "peace, my children ==
back to your slaveryl" At least Spell-
. man is honest.

' No, Its 'wandering' was not in the least
temporary. To justify its repressions
and butchery Imperialism always ifalis
back upon the Church =~ and is never dise-
appointed, :

Despite its shortcomings, this book
"will make worthwhile reading for work=
ers who have any doubts about the Church

GeAe

'LEFT IN PICTURES

The Left in Burcpe.
t David Caute, World University Library.
' 12/6,

The title betrays the mushiness inside.
‘Mr, Caute effectively (though I'm sure
i not imtentionally) says a good deal
| about the 'left' when he begins by dem-
"onstrating that such qualities and/or

aims as intelligence, rationnlism. love

L

sl
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{ French Recolution. From 'The Left in Burope'

of liberty and eaquality, aati-racism,
apti-clericelism etc are not common to
all prominent (or self-proclaimed)
'lefts' and therefore cannot bhe taken
ag definitiong of the term ~ though the
rencgades he names stay in his Left
category. By their words shall ye know
them?

Himself incepable of taking o stand,

he is firly transfixed among them -~
by definition. The historisal narrat-
ive is not as inane as his opening re-
marks, bubt still terribly superficial,
In that the information is wide-ranging,
it might have been useful to somecne
young in politics; but it would take a
vetersn to disentangle this information
from its thick coating of confused int-
erpretation. This is a book for social
democrats - but the illustrations are
marvellous.

Mo Lt

Gracchus Babeuf, leader of the 'Conspiracy
of Equals', the "last act" of the Great

S
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THE BIRTH OF 'FRER® _
CHINAT i

Formosa Betrayed.

George H. Kerr., ¥Tyre & Spottiswoode.

!

Immediately after the Jspanese surrendered
in 1945, Chiang Kai-shek's Nationalist
Army began to 'liberate' their properties

- on Formosa. Under the Goverrorship of

Chieng's old friend General Chen Yi, this
weant that all stockpiles of food, all
moveable machinery and equipment, raw ma-
terials and even plumbing and sewsge pip-
es were shipped off to the mainland, Over
the murdered body of Formosa, 'Tree Chinal
was born,.

. Formoga had not been part of Chins since
- 1895, and under Japanese occupation had

achieved a remarkably high standard of
living, industrialisation and education,
Formosans' one wish in 1945 was for a
guaranteed neutrality - but they were
instead annexed and occupied by what was
in fact a foreign power, in the form of
the brutal and greedy dregs of Chiang's
army. In February 1947, in response to
the shooting of unarmed demonstrators,
they rose to demand autonomy and some
elementary democracy. Their demands were
presented on March 7th, and Chen Yi was
not slow to act on them. 3By mid-afternoon
of the 8th, a large force of mainland
trocps landed, and beforebghﬁ end of the
month at least 10,000 had/5ltughtered in
cold revenfe all over the island. The
troops shot their way into Taipei, and
began to systematically wipe out everyone
who had ever uttered a word of criticism
of the mainlanders, or was decmed likely
to. Most of the victims were horribly
tortured and maimed before being finmished
off, their bodies thrown into the sea or
wayside ditches. Armoured trucks cruised
through every town and village shooting
into the houses.

Thus the island was mede safe for Chisng's
entourage, and easy ground for his manip-
ulations. He started by blaming the 47
massacre on Chen Yi, and had him shot amid
general rejoicing, for which he issucd

ot

Viopaliste, and the
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a special ration of fireworks. Still,
few Formoszans had forgotten his words of

. March 10th 1947; exhorting them to be pea-
iz ceable and faithful, he had said: "Thus
it only can Taiwansse be free from the debt
50s., b

they owe to the entire nation which has
undergone sc many sacrifices and bitter
struggles for the last 50 years in order
to recover Taiwan". :

Further to convinece 'public opinion' both
in Formosa and the US (on which he now
depended more than ever) of his respectab-
ility, the butcher appointed two 'liber-
als', K.C,Wu and Sun Li-jen to be Govern-
orand Head of the Army reswectively. But
he made sure that they would be ineffect-
ive, by holding a conbimual behind the
scenes purge, organised by his son Chiang
Ching-kuo ~- second only to his father in
power, and surpassing him in unpopularity. -
Running the Secret Police, he boasted in
195k that in the past 3% years he had bro-
ken up an average of 13 “ecommunist consp-
irgcies" every month. The reigning MacCar-
thy era in America meant thet this label
could stick to dissenting Army, Party and
Government offipials (not to mention For-
mosans) despite the fact that there had
never been a CP on the island. TFurther
invaluable PR service was rendered by the
churches, which in every township in Amer-
ica offered prayers - Catholie, Anglican
or Methodist - for the Christian General
Chiang who claimed to "Hold the Shield of
Love, wear the armour of Freedom, and God's
secred sword of Truth to fight Satan and
to bring Jesus Christ's glory and happin-
eas”,

The two liberals were ditched after the

US Republicans' victory in 1953. Wa, scar-
cely escaping with his life, reached the
‘haven' of America; but when he tried to
publicise what he called Chiang's Gestapo,

| he was soon suppressed by MacCarthy.

Much of Kerr's book is an eye-witness re-
port, for he watched the Taipei scene

from the windows of fhe fmerican Embassy.
Apd hig viewpoint remaing naively Amer-
can, It ig more in sorrow than in anger
thet he says: "The Formogans looked to us
for help, we armed and financed the Nat-
Hationalists were making

L
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j sure, 1f they could, that there would be
no mere appeals to the United States and

"demceracy' ",
M Q.’

the best of the revolutionaries ig lsol-

ated. Because of his stature he is less

suiteble for physical persuasion, threats
or promises. But in the course of the

ot sy,

(INBYA CINBMA CINEMA
THE ROUND-TE

weeding out process everyone has been so
hefuddled and confused by a variety of

atively simple bit of trickery induces

This is a Hungarlhn film, ag clean anﬂ
precise as crystal, which illustrates the
phrase 'divide & rule'. Its central plot
revolves around the prcoblem facing the
rulers of where to make the division. Its

that psychological control (in a social
gense ) arises out of physicel control,

In the Hungary of the 1860s a random group
of men is rourded up from the cauntryside
by the Austrian authorities. Most of thom
are peasants, shepherds anl horscmoa who
have taken to banditry, and will hDe suit-
able, in time, for conversion to cannon
fodder., Bub among them are a numbor of
hard-core guerillas, ex-members of Koss-
uth's army of '48 who have been fighting

a straggling rearguard action wnder their
leader Sandor Rozsa. They mingle with the
rest, and eare indistinguishable by apjpear-
-ance - and must be weeded out for other
treatment. Herded together in an enply
compound in the middle of a seemingly end-
less, Lare flat plain, they somehow musb

1 The hasic method is the tried and tegbed

combination of threat and promise, A man
who has confessed to killing 3 men is told
that he will not be hanged if he finds in
the compiund someone who has killed more

‘| than three. Just one man, Initially digni-

fied, he is soon reduced to a grovelling
judas. And here we see the police chiefs!

4oll them no more, they put him in a cell
' for his own protection' - but two other
cells are left unlocked, and when he is
found strangled, it is not difficult to
locate the killer.

Bit by bit, by a process of progressive -
elimination which is seemingly casual but
quite deliberate and precisely calculated,

subtlety lies in the underlying assumption

be mede o betray themselves and each other.

econony of effort: when their informer can

the leader to pick out all his men, thin-
king they have been amnestiocd.

From a description on peper it all sounds
a little crude. In fact, it is the phys-
'jcoal reality of the film that 1lifts it
out of the phychology text book. For in
the abstract, taken as frec and equal in-
dividuals, men do not behave like case-
book rats or dogs. Which is where the
question of physical control comes in.
From the opening shots, the director
ghows us a microcosm of class society.
he men are brought in like cattle in a
herd, docile because they are welking in
rain which pours down in shects while
their captors ride, and wear some highly
protective waterproofing, 4 detail, but

1gl gnificant.

Thers is very little overt violence ~-
very little is nceded, The prisoners
can't get far across the plain before
they are either shot in the back or roun-
ded up ty horsemen at an ambling trot --
whichever best suits the rulers. Captive
is dependent on coptor for food. The sur-
realist image of the gallows, minute on
the vast plain, is imprinted like e rec-
urring mightmare on the mind of every man
in the compouni, as a clear reminder of
his own insecurity. The precision and
economy of the police metheds 1s beaunti~
fully reflected in the look of the film,
Whitewashed walls and inky shadows make
the setting, the shobs are unhurried and
sure, the dialogue sparse and muted; no
music. The balance is prescrved throu-
ghout between interest in the partioular
incident, and the examination of a gener-
al characteristic of class society and
imperialist rule. As a picture of the
aftermath of a defeated revolution, it

i geness for the present gencration in
HHungary. GR&CCHIA

vavlovian methods, that ot the end a rel-

must be one that holds very little stran-
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