
Or·galiise to defeat British imperialist 
aggression ond plunder 

Organise to defeat the Irish monopoly 
capitalists north and south 

For seYeral years now the British imperialist 
government have been spreading rumours about
their P"ssible withdrawal from northern Ireland. 
Typical to their propaganda - they first of all 
float the idea, and then reply to themselves, 
etc and so lead a 'debate' on the issue. We are 
continuously being told that the British imper
ialists ar" considering withdrawing, and fuel 
is only added to this by the British spokesmen 
on the north continuously denying such a poss

ibility. 
What is this issue of withdrawal, which is 

being echoed in some left wing and patriotic 

circles. 
There are two ·aspects to this issue. First, 

the British imperialists are raising it straight
forwardly because they have no intention what
soever of stopping their imperialist aggression 
and plunder of Ireland, north and south, and are 
trying to disarm the people by making it appear 
continuously that victory might be just around the 
corner. This is calculated to instill idea• that it 

is not necessary to go on fighting itto the people 
and also to cultivate a faith in the idea, that if 
the people stop their resistance, and hand over in
itiative to a few 1 smart' politicians, victory will 

be assured. 
The second and more fundamental aspect of this 

issu'l of withdrawal is that thC! so-ci'lled withdraw
al that is being talked about anyway ia not a 
CESSATION OF BRITISH IMPERIALIST I>OMTNAT
ION OF IRELANf'. The British overlords and 
masters of finance capital arc not talking abollt 
suck an 11extreme 11 propoHal, the only jt1st one 

for the Irish people. 
•The hundreds of years of struggle behind liS 

for national independence and the rnore recent 
years of struggle can only be answered by a con•
plete aefeat of British imperialism'• activities 
in Ireland, this means its right to any kind ol 

jurisdiction over the north at all, its "Govern_ 
ment of Ireland Act" which legalises the annex
ation of northern Ireland to Britain, total defeat 
of the British imperialist armed forces, cess
ation of all British imperialist financial and 
industrial activities in Ireland north and south 
and complete halt to all their political interference 
and back-door dealing. In short British imper
ialism has to GET OUT OF IRELAND '. Nothing 
short of this will answer the just demands of 
the people. Nothing short of this will stop ex
ploitation of the Irish people and allow them to 
establish a workers and small farmers independ
ent state, a People's Republic. All this talk 
about withdrawal that the British imperialists are 
carrying on has nothing to do with such a demand. 
What the demand for withdrawal at best means 
is either the removal of most of the troops and 
the reduction of the imperialist forces in the 
north to a small garrison,the wav thev were 
prior to 1968, and/or the establishment of a 
neo-colbnial regime in the north, just like the 
one in the south. Just as at the time of the Treaty 
the British imperialists are floating the ideas of 
withdrawal to try and ~on fuse arr:1 divide. In the 
time of theT rcaty the national bou1"geoisie div
ided on the issue, a lthough the De Valera section 
that were against the fn'aty only actually opp
osed certain parts of it. The detern1ination and 
inspiration of the Irish workers and small farmers 
to persist in their just cause resulted in the 
civil war, with the f'e Vater a section champioining 

the cause of the peoj>le. 
What is the lesson of this for today - - it is that 

the British imperialist aggression and plunder of 
the Irish p<'ople will only be defeated through the 
people organising to carry the struggle through 
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rigl# to the end, and not being deceived by such 
taik of "withdrawal etc. One of tb,~1 reasons why 
the working_ class through its Marxist-Leninist 
party, and rallying around itself the entire petty 
bourgeoisie of town and country, :m.ust lead the 
etruggle for national independence is because this 
class alone ..has the interest to fight on until the 
end, until the entire system of exploitation, prac
tised by British imperialism and the Irish mon-
~poly capitalist class is eliminated. Jetty bourg-· 
eois nationalism will always tend to conciliate on 
tuestions such as the withdrawal ~ssue , and enter
~in ideas that the British imperialists might just 
!JlVe up and g0 home, ar that Irish independent cap
italbtn can be established. On this question Red 
Patriet censider&thatthe Provisional Sinn Fe in is 
entirely in<:orrect and although playing a militant part in 
the patriotic struggle , is essentially dominated -
by petty bourgeois nationalist policies. Their 
programme is not for establishing a workers and 
small ·farmers rep;ibHc but an Irish capitalist 
s~ate and they are waging a war net to arouse the 
people to kick the British imperialists out of Ire-
land for good, and in the course of this take the 
neces41ary action on the Irish monopoly capitalistt--
i. e. overthr&w the~ •••••• but to force the Brit.! 
ish government to make a statement of withdraw-
al. This is pinning the people Is strategic hopes' 
on the Bri~ish imperialists to get 'fed up' etc • 
But this is totally against the char.acter of the British 
imperialists. 

A further reflection of this line is the editorial 
of An Phoblacht calling for the UDA etc to enter into 
a fer ~ral Ireland agreement with the Provisionals. 
This is entir~ly in line with the declared policies 
of the Provisional Sinn Fein in its Eire Nua doc
ument i. e• to unite with the Unionist bourgeoisie 
and ' orange caPitalism ' in a federal Ireland. 
As we have said before we consider the Provision
al Sinn Fein activities and their efforts against 
the British imperialists as a revolutionary and 
militant contribution, and they clearly stand on 
the opposite side of the divide from the so-called 
anti-imperialists and left-wing organisations 
wno refuse to support the central struggle in Ire
land ..today. 
- At the same time it is necessary to criticise 
the Provisionals programme. The stand of the 
Pr.ovisionals in calling for unity with the 'or~nge
men' and the 'unionists' and the UDA etc, ignores 
and contuses the class question involved here, ana 
is a true petty bourgeois and narrow nationalist 
stand that 'all capitalists who are trish should 
get together'. But the historical developments 
of the last fifty years showed that the major ob
struction in Ireland to unity and independence was 
the UNIONIST SECTION OF THE IRISH BOURG 
EOISIE {the rest of the bourgeoisie has now firmlt 
joined handa after their earlier 'misguided ways' 
and waverings). It was and has been to date the 
Unionist bourgeoisie·wbo came forward, allied 
with similar strata in Britain to try and prevent 
the Irish national revolution going through 
to conclusi"on and who have been the main force 
for outr~ght opposition to the Irish revolution, and 
central to this - the unity of the Irish working , 
Clasg. So unity with the Unionist bourgeoisie bec
ause they happen to be Irish means nothing, bee-

ause their entire character and base is l ~LOUT 
SUPPORT FOR BRITISH IMPERIAUST 0MINAT
ION OF IRELAND AND OPPOSITION TL THE 
PEOPLE. They have provided a source of react
ion in Ireland, and as part of this ( a nost 
crucial part) a source of creating sectarianism 
to serve their maad:ers and allies. The fact that 
some of them are talking about 'negotiated' 
independence' does not mean they are renouncing 
the crown, any more than the neo-colonial state 
in the south ~enounces British imperialism. It 
just provides it with a reppectable face in the 
south, and lines the pockets of the Irish monopoly 
capitalists. Any Irish capitalists who are opp
osed to British imperialism should join in the· 
struggle, but this can only be behind the leader
ship of the working class, not instead of it. But 
to talk of unity with the Unionist bourgeosie is 
to talk essentially of national betrayal under 
the appearance of establishing Irish unity. Further
more the various organisations UWC, UVF,. UDA 
etc, are organisations led and run by both the 
British imperialists and the Unionist bourgeoisie 
to serve their class interests. The fact that 
they incorporate some w:~rker.s does not mean 
they represent the workers, or represent the 
so- called 'protestant':rnn1ber s of the working class . 
lfhe whole idea in fact of uniting with th.e ·'orange
men' as An Phoblacht puts it

1
is an idea which 

covers over the class and national interests. The 
point is that the workers· of all religions must, 
can am will unite, whereas the Unionist bourgeoisie 
must be isolated. This is where the petty bourg
eois nationalism of the Provisionals causes it 
toconfuse the proolem, they are not based on the 
CLASS INTEREST of the working class, they 
do not appeal to the revolutionary class interest 
of the workers but to the patriotic sentiments of 
the population at large. Of necessity this fails 
to bring the working class into the struggle and 
unite them through struggle against their common 
enemies. Instead it in fact runs parallel with, the. 
imperialist propaganda that 'all protes-tants are 
reactionary' am that is the problem. Now the 
petty bourgeois nationalists are saying all prot
estants are Irish so they are all l'ight. But both 
views are entirely •erro~:teous. The point is that 
all workers am small farmers have an interest 
in opposing British imperi'alisin and the Irish 
capi:.alists1whilst all capitalists have an interest 
in opposing the workers and preserving ties 
with British imperialism. 

The strategy and tactics of the struggle to 
defeat British imperialist aggression and plunder 
and to defeat the Irish monopoly capitalists 
north and south can only be based on the class 
interest of the working class ,and can only be 
expressed consistently through the -revolutionary 
working class Party, and can only succeed by 
uniting the entire petty bourgeoisie, progressive 
capitalists(if such should come forward ) to 
defeat British imperialism and throw it out of 
everv aspect of Irish life, north and south. 
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A comment on An Phoblachts 'Letter to Loyalists' 
The editorial in "An Phoblacht", November 30th 

headed'"Letter to Loyalists" was written in res
ponse to a full-page advertisement placed by the 
Ulster Loyalist Central Coordinating Committee in 
a Belfast paper . 

The editorial claimed to be written in the inter-
ests of ''peace with justice to all our communities 
in Ireland, reconciliation and the happiness and 
progress of the entire Irish people". In fact it 
represents the b'"a.ckward trend in the anti-imperial
ist movement, a trend which would lead inevitably 
to the continued national subjugation of Ireland and 
to the continued class subjugation of the workers and 
small farmers. The editorial begins by addressing 
itself to the "Orange paramilitary groups• who say 
they want to break with the crown and establish an 
"Ulster Republic", and continues from the stand
point of recognising these groups as being somewhat 
11r.epresentative" of the "protestant" communi~y. It 
goes on to say " we have come to agreements with 
you" in the past, citing 1798 and 1893, amongst 
other occasions. 

This represents a view of hist'ory, and of present -
day reality based on negation of class contradictions 
within Ireland, and acceptance of the imperialist 
propaganda about "two· nations" or "one nation but 
two co. '.munities". The so-called' "Orange para
military groups 11 are fascist organisations repres· 
enting the Unionist bourgeoisie, the most sold-out 
and reaetionary section of the Irish capitalist 
class. The organis,ations comprising the ULCC 
are basically·~nited on their vicious opposition to 
the national rights of the Irish people, and vicious 
opposition to the entire Irish working class and 
to. communism. Through their activities on behalf 
of their British monopoly capitalist masters, they 
have earned the just hatred and contempt of the 
vast majority of Irish people, both in and out of 
the areas where they enforce their reign of terror. 
What could such organisations have in common 
with the United Irishmen, who , it is claimed 
in the editorial, contained the "ancestors"of these 
fascists? 

The answer is none whatsoever. The United 
Irishmen was a m0vement representing the nat
ionalist bourgeoisie, in revolt against English 
colonialism and against its .suppression of the 
rising Irish capitalist class. This movement was 
not based on some abstract "unity" of catholic 
and protestant, but was 'based on the class inter
ests of the national bourgeoisie, which at that tirY>e 
was the most revolutionary class in Ireland, 
pledged. to do away with foreign domination and the 
rotten feudal system. In no way did the Unit_ed 
Irishmen extend the hand of unity towards people 
of any religi0n who supported the colonialists. 

What the United Irishmen showed, and what 
the An Phoblacht editorial denies, is the inev
itability of all revolutionary people uniting arounci 
their class interest to overthrow foreign domin
ation. An :Pheblacht takes a step back, not a 
step forward, in proposing unity with the rep
resentatives of the Unionist bourgeoisie. The 
editorial actaally gives credence to the imperialist 

fostered idea that in our country there are 
"two communities 11 with different aspirations. 

The basic principle to grasp is that the fund
amental contradiction in Ir~land is not one of 
religion, and never has been, but is one between 
the British imperialists and their stooges ·on the 
one hand, and the oppressed Irish masses on the 
other. While the editorial is printed .under the 
guise of wanting unity, the unity advocated is a 
sham. Genuine unity in the Irish revolution means 
unity of the small farmers and other oppressed 
sections around the working class, and maximum 
isolation of the British imperialists and their 
allies, including the UVF, UDA etc. This unity 
in struggle must be built around the working 
class, because that is the only class with no 
interests in compromising with imperialism. 
For many years imperialism has tried to divide 
and mislead the workers, and to win over the 
"protestant" wqrkers to its side, but time and 
again the objective class interests of the workers 
have asserted themselves as Marx said they 
would -- "the working class is nothing if it is not 
revolutionary". 

The entire working class is exploited b.y imperial
is ITl and is in antagonistic contradiction with 
the Unionist bourgeoisie. To negate this and to 
propose a "deal" with the political representat-
ives of that class is to take the path of conciliat-
ion with, and consequently capitulation to the 
enemy. 

This political line of capitulation on the national 
1_uestion has its roots among the petty producers 
in Ireland, the section of small capitalists, con
tinually driven to the wall by British finance 
capital, who dream of having their own markets 
and of becoming big capitalists. The An Phoblacht 
editorial puts forward the view that Ulster by 
itself would be too small to survive in a world, 
of "huge economic blocs", and holds out-the hope 
of an independent Ireland in which the Unionist 
bourgeoisie are allowed to maintain "their" corner. 
However in the Irish revolution the determining 
factor as to whether Ireland becomes genuinely 
independent is not one of size, but of "which 
class leads"· 

The achievment and consolidation of Irish 
independence rests on the working class estab
lising its hegemony in the national struggle. With
out the divisions sowed by imperialism among the 
workers being overcome, the workers will be 
unable to assume the leading role. This underlines 
the necessity of the revolutionary leadership 
struggling to unite the working,class as a pre
condition to national liberation and overcoming 
the obstacles to unity in the course of fighting 
the enemy. 

Without -the sociaL1st revolution being carried 
through, a monopoly capitalist Ireland is sure to 
be subjugated by the strength of foreign capital. 
Unless the class issue is sorted out, self-det-erm
ination for our country cannot be guaranteed. 

Contd page 39 -LOYALISTS 
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· A{JI~if'L:Patriot · Com~entary 
· , ()N THE PRESE.NT SITlTATION IN THE NORTH 
The situation in the north of the country after 

seven years of the latest military campaign by 
Britishimperialism against the working people 
clearly reveals the strategic weakness of imper
ialism in Ireland and the resilience and will to 
resist exploitation and oppression on the part of 
the working people. 

The present anti-imperialist upsurge which 
began in 1968 wa!J met by frantic attempts on the 
part of the ;imperialists and the Unionist bourg
eoisie to suppress it. Already w~tnessing the 
growing unity among the working people manifest
ed so strongly in the 60's, the imperialists and 
their lackeys had begun to organise fascist gangs 
to terrorise the working people, carry out div
isive activities and strengthen the hand of imper
ialism in our country-. When these fascist mobs 
were met by staunch resistance by the working 
people, the imperialists then sent in their regular 
forces under the hoax of keeping the peace, while 
all the time carrying out the same fascist activ
ities against the people. In the face of this wanton 
aggression, the resistance of the people escalated 
and the revolutionary armed struggle for nation
al liberation l;legan to unfold. As increasing 
numbers of British tro~ps were wi~ed out, the 
imperialists became panic-stricken, and searched 
frantically for ways out of the corner they had 
got themselves into. 

Using a corr1bination of force and deception, 
direct rule, internment, power-sharing, 
Diplock Court's, 'sectarian assassinations' and 
other means, tre iJ'l}.Perialists tried over a long 
period to wear dowri the resistance of tl}e people, 
but to this day they have not succeeded in stemm
ing the anti-imperialist tide. 

While i:his state of affairs shows that the 
Irish people have good reason to be optimistic 
about the outcome of their struggle strategically, 
in order to reach the goal of genuine independ
ence the situation has to be developed. For 
exan:;ple the campaign by the British army to 
terrorise the people living in the Turf Lodge 
area of Belfast bas · been met with extremely 
brave and militant resistance by the working 
people, especially the women there. As well as 
coming out on the streets to keep the army out 
of the area, they have dealt telliPg blows against 
t~e proponents of the so- called 'peace -movement 1 

which in fact supports British imperialism's 
war effort, so th~t they are now unable to app
roach the place without being physically thrown 
out. At the same time of the anniversary of the 
introduction of internment, many vigorous prot
ests took place, including the storming of the 
home of the' social-democrat and collaborationist 
Gerry Fitt by members of the so-called 'catholic' 
community he isSlpposed to represent in the 
British Parliament. 

These people have met with opposition f:rom 
some quart~rs within the anti-imperialist move
ment for 'going tOQ:> far!. At the moment the imp
erialists are carrying out massive propaganda 
that is designed to confuse the people and lead 

them to believe that 'enough ' is being done. This 
is carried out largely through sections of the 
Unionist bourgeoisie, who are desperate to pres
erve the economic ties with British capital and 
the British market upon which they depend, which 
are coming under s'train due to the economic 
recession and developments in the economy in 
the north including the decline of traditional man
ufacturing industries there. However, this 
propaganda also finds an echo in the anti-imper
ialist ranks in the form of the line that Britain is 
'withdrawing' because it is weary of the present 
campaign. This is put forward in order to avoid 
facing up to the conclusions necessary after so 
many years of struggle that is the necessity to 
carry the struggle through to the end without 
let up and to develop revolutionary people's war 
against the enemy as opposed to the present 
terrorist methods used by the petty bourgeois 
nationalists. 

The theory of withdrawal is bolstered up by 
a great deal of flimsy evidence from both its 

proponents ·such as closures of factories (one 
could argue on this basis that Britain is withdraw
ing from Britain), minor and temporary movements 
of troops, boosting of the UD~ and RUC and the 
supposed 'lack of will' on the part of imperialism 
to defeat the national struggle. It is also based o n 
a number of false premises, principally denying 
that imperialism has an important economic and 
strategic stake in the north of Ireland and will 
never pull out. The petty bourgeois nationalists 
wake ott that tre "economic war" is having the 
desired effect (i, e. that bombing individual bus
inessmen and mostly small ones , will make the 
imperialists run out of money), or even that the 
British government is worried about ordinary 
soldiers being .killed. 

Over the last eight years the political consc,ious
ness of the people has grown tremendously. One of 
the main political 'solutions' attempted by the 
imperialists , the 'power -sharing' brought about 
by the Sunningdale agreement, was brought crash
ing down by a massive strike carried through 
militantly by the workers. The so-called "repres
entatives " of the so-called "Catholic population" · 
i.e. the SDLP capitalists are afraid to walk around 
'their' areas without an armed guard, and as for 
those on the 'protestant' side i.e. the Unionist 
bourgeoisie, they too are coming under increas
ing fire, and are having to more and more adopt 
the mantle of being pro-worker in order to enable 
them to keep on parasitising off the working people. 
Through the movement of the, so-called 'peace
people', imperialism hoped to start a 'middle of 
the road' movement which would isolate the 
patriotic struggle and further divide the workers, 
so enabling their struggle to be more easily supp
ressed. However, like similar movements in the 
past, this latest one is becoming rapidly more 
isolated from the people as it attempts to steer a 
course between pro- imperialism and anti-imper
ialism in its verbiage. Despite the political 
acumen of some of its adherents ( including Mr 



Ciaran McKeown and the widow of the ex-head 
of British military intelligence in Ireland) it is 
failing to maintain its credibility, and its marches 
are dwindling to one tenth and less of what they 
were initially. Nowadays the imperialists do not 
expect any of their 'political initiatives' to last 
more than a few months or weeks. That is why 

,they desperately need a new initiative every few 
months. · 

Despite their weaknesses on this front, the imp
erialists are still ctble to maintain a certain level 
of confusion through their use of the so-called 
'sectarian' (actually fascist) murder gangs , the 
UDA, UVF, UFF, RHC , DOW and so on. It is 
both the theory and the practise of the imperial
ists to use these 'friendly guerrilla forces' to 
attack the people where the open use of the army, 
RUC or UDR would arouse too much antagonism 
and expose totally their fascist nature. In return 
for their services to imperialism, these forces, 
heavily infiltrated by the British army, are all
owed to enrich themselves through 'protection', 
extortion, vice, robbery etc, and even though' 
groups such as the UDA have openly admitted 
terrorist activities in the north as well as the 
'Free State', the imperialists refu.se to make 
them illegal, saying that they are too 'popular' 
for that to be any good. A token opposition is 
maintained by the proscribing of the UVF and UFF, 
which are relatively small, in order to underline 
the 1impartiality1 of the British, but their pro
imperialist nature is basic, any other issues of 
sectarianism etc are secondary. Further 1 ever 
since the UVF was first founded in 1972, the 
British imperialists have had a direct hand in it. 

On this issue there is an influential line in the 
anti-imperialist camp which serves to assist 
the confusion-creating of the imperialists , which 
puts forward that these organisations are 'prot
estant's' and 'sectarian' first of all, and pro
imperialist as a secondary feature. The effect of 
this line can be seen in the case of the murder 
by imperialism of the patriotic fighter Mai:te 
Drumm • In August she was arrested under a 
charge of having participated in an 'illegal' 
demonstration, and this action was met by strong 
protests by the people, particularly in the ncr th, 
which was partly responsible for the dropping 
of charges and her release. However, because 
her murder was made to look like the activity 

of s01ne 'protestant' organisation i.e. an organis
ation of the Unionist bourgeoisie, the opposition 
was not channelbed into comparable anti-imperial
ist activity. This emphasises the necessity for 
the political nature of the fascist organisations 
to be made very clear to the people. It is only in 
the interests of imperialism for confusion to exist 
on the issue, and as long as this does exist they 
will get off scot-free with many ant!-people actions. 

The economic movement of the working class is 
moving ahead rapidly , and is striking harder and 
harder blows at the foundations of imperialism. 
The strike movement has developed enormously over 
the last six months, despite the attempts by the 
government and the labour aristocracy in the trade 
union leadership to nip_ it in the bud. In a number 
of cases the 'leaders' of the workers have come 
out openly to oppose their just demands, and the 
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workers are eager to adopt a more revolutionary 
path to fighting their economic struggles, forming 
their own new organisations in some cases. Du ... 
to the growing attacks on the working class by the 
imperialists and native capitalists, this resiatance 
will have to be maintained and developed, and the 
spirit of resistance of the workers will certainly 
not die down easily. It is necessary to lauch 
serious struggles against the social-democratic 
tendencies in this movement fostered by the 
British imperialists, especially the Northern 
Ireland Labour Party and the 1 Communist' Party 
of Ireland etc which attempts to lead the workers 
down the path of reforming the .capitalist system 
and of co-existing with imperialist domination, 
and provide the working class with the ideolo~ical 
guidelines they need in order to develop their 
struggle. If this is done, the contradiction between 
the entire working class and imperialism will 
be greatly exposed and sharpened , and the way 
will be clear to recruit vastly ·greater sections to 
the side of the anti-imperialist struggle, through 
the recognition by the workers that'their cltlss int
erest as workers is served by carrying through the 
struggle for national liberation through to the 
end as part of the struggle to build socialism in 
Ireland. This struggle can only advance under 
the leadership of the working class and its Marxist
Leninist Party, who alone can put forward the : 
programme for national liberation and re-unific
ation, as part of the political movement of the 
workers to overthrow the exploitation imposed on 
them by foreign imperialism and Irish menep
oly capitalists north and south. The workers' 
movement alone can reject ·the mi.rrow nationalist 
ideology of the petty bourgeois nationalists as 
well as the "two communities " theory ~f the 
imperialists, can break through religid~s divides 
and reject terrorism as the path of struggle. Only 
the working class under .its Marxist-Leninist 
Party can elevate the present struggle to that 
of a common movement directed Politically at 
the common enemies, and use revolutionary 
violence as a ~ethod of uniting the people and 
hitting at the rriain enemy. 

COMMUNIST PART.Y OF IRELAND 
(MARXIST- LENINIST) 
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Red Patriot Commentary 
' ~ ~ ·;,I 

WHAT IS ALL THIS NONSENSE ABOUT THE SECTARIAN DIVIDE? 
The floating of the 'Peace People 11 in the north 

by British imperialism has brought with it an 
intensification of the propaganda that there is a 
basic division among the people between the 
Catholics and the protestants. The imperial-
ists themselves, who work endlessly to sow 
divisions, their open supporters on the right, ana 
their not so open supporters on the 'left' all take 
up this prop~ganda and echo it in one form o~ 
another, and work to institutionalise .such divis
ions , whether from the point of view of supporting 
them or of 11 opposing 11 them. To listen to this 
chorus would tend to make anyone think that there 
is a serious issue that some spiritual nonsense 
is keeping the people of ou 'r country apart. The 
Unionist bourgeoisie , in order to maintain their 
expioitation of the working class, preach the 
inhereat superiority of the 'prot'estants' over 
the 'catholics' , as do the Trotskyite British 
and Irish 'Communist' Organisation. The other 
trotskyites, while claiming to oppose the 
B & ICO' s 'two_ nations' theory , actually support 
it, except for saying that the catholics are 
inherently superior to the protestants, saying instead 
that: the orotestr.Gt workers and 'small 
farmers.an; 1loyalist fascists". . In the middle, 
~ find..th_e avowed opponents of sectariansim, the 
revi!Monists , evangelists of 1 ~unity" who also 

· firmly bel i~ve in the inherent differences between 
peup-le of two religions , but make the concession 
of acknowledging these two different communities 
as being 11equal''· 

All this drivel rest on the absurd notion that 
the working people are divided permanently on 
the. basis of religivn, which is the key factor 
determining their political views. Well apart 
from certain pastors conducting their mystical 
polemics, who has ever fought over religion in 
Ireland over the last eight years ? Certainly 
not the working class~ Certain individual. 
worke;_.s may have fo~ght again~tothers on the 
basis of support for, or opposition to )imperialism, 

but under the conditions of bourgeois dictator ship 
where the ideas of the bourgeoisie are dominant 
they will always mobilise some workers 
to supper t_their bourgeois cause. 

This happened in Germany in the 30's when the 
monopoly· capitalists recruit-ed a large number 
of workers for the Nazi Party. Yet this did not 
lead everyone to complain that there was some 
mystical, inherent division among the German 
people. The only ones upholding this view were 
the Nazis themselves. What then is special 
about Ireland ? 

What all the opportunists and other anti- workin r 

class and anti-national elements negate is the · '' 
fact that Objective class interestS determine thP 
overall stand that the working class will take. Thev 
all wring their hands in the face of the fact that 
certain fascist organisation have based them
selves in predominantly protestant areas, and 
being the bourgeois souls that they are, regard 
this as being .the "will of the people 11 there, in the 
same way as any Tory government or Fine Gael 
government regards itself as being elected by 
'the people 11

, regardless of whatever real' 
choice the people have in the matter. 

In Ireland it is the will of the people to unite 
and resist the ravages of British monopoly 
capital, and this basic urge is exercised in 
a thousand and one ways ; in the economic strugg
les of the workers , in opposition to the British 
Army, oppc.sition to the fascists and so on. 
In the past this unity in the class struggle has 
been brought about under genuine Communist 
leadership, and since then the working class 
has not changed its revolutionary nature. 
In the course of the present economic crisis, 
ever greater sections are drawn into the heart 
:..£the struggle against imperialism. The urge ' 
to resist such attacks is bound to be transformed 
with the leading role of the Marxist-Leninist 
Party , into actual unity to overthrow imperial
ism and the capitalist system in Ireland. 

WORKS OF ENVER HOXHA 

~elected Works Vol. 1 and 2 

Speeches 1967-68.,1969-70., 1971-73 

Speech delivered October 3rd 197 4 at the 
meeting of electors of the 209 Precinct 1'irana 

Our policy is an open policy . .,the policy of 
proletarian principles 

Available from Progressive Books & Periodicals l 0 Uppr · Exchange St, f'ublin8 



Notes on studying: page 7 

'Opportunism and the collapse of the Second International' 
by V .I.Lenin~ 

and on the struggle against the 2nd International in Ireland 
Lenin's essay "Opportunism and the Collapse of 

the 2nd International" was first published in Jan
uary 1916; It provieed an incisive analysis of 
the stand of the 2nd International "socialists" 
and also of th~ cause and nature of opportunism 
and social chauvinism . · 

Lenin's essay above all points to: 
1) the class collaborationist nature of the opport
unists at that time and how they had gone over 
from being either allies of the workers or a trend 
in the Marxist camp to outright allies of the bourg
eoisie. 
2) to the fact that opportunism is an objective feat
ure of capitalism at the stage of imperialism. It 
is not a 'deviation' of certain individuals but 
a direct and inevitable by-product of imperialism, 
3) that revolutiGil'lary Marxists have to adopt an 
uncomprom1s1ng attitude against opportunism 
and not provide a fig leaf or other excuses for its 
existence. There is noth1ng in common between 
opportunism and Marxism and the working class 
movement_.can only grow in struggle against opp
ortunism. _ · 

Analysis -of the Irish revolutioi).ary movement 
at the time to w~ich Lenin is referring shows 
that i) there was an ardent camp of supporters of 
the 2nd International here - espe c:ially repres
ented in the Independent Labour Party 
Rarrisay MacDonald's , British Party) ii) that 
other 'labour ' leaders came up to harmonise 
the contradiction with this trend, and in so doing 
became opportunist and collaborators of the 
2nd International line ,and iii) that the revolut
ionary trend in the movement firmly rebutted 
the stand of the 2nd International and put this opp
osition to it into practice by developing the 
revolutionary struggle againRt British colonial
I-sm and the Irish capitalists inside Ireland, opp
osing conscription and staging the 1916 rebellion. 
This revolutionary trend failed, however to grasp 
certain of the basic features of opportunism and 
the need to oppose it, and this left a serious 
wea_kness in their stand. 

After the complete collapse of the 2nd International 
and the end of the ]first World War these cont
radictions in the Irish working class movement 
deve lope"d. The outright opportunists, totally 
exposed as allies of the bourgeoisie, proceeded 
along the path of participation in the capitalist 
state. The other 'lesser' opportunists, by cont
inuously using the fig leaf of "politics is unimport
ant to the working man 11 a •. d "economic issues 
are all important and not political ones", consit-
ently refuse-d to take a stand politically against 
the attacks on the workers and people and subsequ
ently ended up first as an appendage and now as 
~the ~ourgeoisie . Meanwhile the revol
utionary Marxist trend also developed and matured 
and contradictions in it came to the fore, With 

the founding of the Communist Party of Irela~d. 
in 1922 and its affiliation to ,t_he 3rd Interit"litional, 
a major victory was gained in the struggle for 
Marxism against opportunism and for the working 
class and people against the bourgeoisie. 

********************* 

To elaborate 

Lenin says in his essay that by the time of his 
writing, the 2nd International has virtually ceased 
to exist, whilst its main champions such as 
Kautsky ani Vanderwelde refuse to accept this. 

Lenin points out that from 18 71 - 1 914, the 
world had seen a relatively 'peaceful' period which 
corresponded with the development of capitalism 
to imperialism. This period had by virtue of its 
relative peacefulness and by the growth of imper
ialism and the amassing of super-profits by .the 
imperialist bourgeoisie, given rise first to opp
ortunism as a mood, thence to opportunism 'as a 
trend and finally opportunism as a definite group 
or stratum. This stratum was made up of the 
labour bureaucracy and petty bourgeois fellow 
travellers and was created and fed as a stratum 
by receiving some crumbs of financial privilege 
from the vast profits the bourgeoisie were making. 
From then on this stratum had every interest in 
keeping their alignment with the bourgeoisie and 
opposing the workers. They became the hand 
maidens of imperialism - using revolutionary 
phraseology to win credence amongst the people, 
but ·carrying out reactionary policies. Imper
ialism wanted nothing less but such deception to 
try and prolong its life. 

At the time of writing, the time of the collapse 
of the 2nd International, Lenin points out that such 
opportunists had already taken control of the work
ers' trade unions and that now they were moving to 
take over the revolutionary parties. 

In exposing the basis of opportunism in this way, 
Lenin clearly points to the fact that to move for
ward every revolutionary movement must be prep
ared to oppose opportunism, to deal with it, not as 
a 'mistake' an:l 'chance' tendency in the ·revolution
ary movement, but as a phenomenon economically 
and politically in the service of imperialism arid 
aligned not with the working class movement but 
againstit. This is a serious lPsson and 
to make out that the struggle ag'ainst opportuntsm 
is irrelevant or r:lvery little significance is entirely 
wrong.. Usually the same people make the mis
take of calling for the unity of "the left" i.e. of 
revolutionary Marxism with opportunism, all under 
the pessimistic guise that -- as there are so few 
socialist minded workers we should all unite -- they 
then denounce the Marxist-Leninists as being 
"highly sectarian" for d.enouncing opportunism. The 
failure to denounce the opportunism of the 2nd 
International is a thoroughgoing way by Irish MarxiSts . 
earlier this centurv led to serious set-backs in t:h"' 
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movement. 

The s~gnal point reflecting the collapse of the 
2nd International , was, Lenin stated, the attitude 
taken on the question oft he First Wor'ld War. He 
recalls the Manifesto of the Basle Congress - 1912, 
a manifesto adopted by socialists of the whole world. 

The Manifesto refers to the concrete series of 
ecxnomic and political conflicts which for dec~P.s prepared 
CX)OOl.tions leading uo to the First imperialist world war 

The Manifesto says that aLL the conflicts leading 
up to the present situation have arisen on the basis 
of "capitalist imperialism 11 and its predatory and 

aggressive charact~. The war , the Manifesto 
pointed out, was a war between the big imperial
ist powers to enslave peoples of other countries, 
and to redivide the colonies between t.hemselves. 
Tne Manifesto points out that under such circum
stances it would be a crime for the workers of 
bach country to go out alongside their own bourg
eoisie and shoot one another. 

The Manifesto analys~s that from 1789 to 1871 
was the period of 11progressive capitalism " - i.e. 
the period in which the bourgeoisie was struggling 
against feudalism and absolutism. In these cond
itions it would have been possible to conceive of 
the- t e:Pm 'defence of the fatherland 1 , but that now 
that this period has ended and the p~riod of nation
al wars for the establishment of states has changed 
into a period ofi~erialism and a period of wars 
between a few big imperia:list powers for the div
ision and redivision of their control and plunder 
of the rest ~f the globe. 

The only- conditions under which the slogan -
".~fence of'~he fatherland ••, which the sham 
socialists raised, could be used now was in a war 
again-st imperialism; not a war between one imp
erialist power and another. 

The Manifesto of the Basle Congress, savs 
Lenin, exposes the bankruptcy of the 2nd Inter
national and shows that all the Znd International 
lines of joining in the war on the side of one's 11 own' 
bourgeoisie and fighting for ' peace' and the 
'fatherland' are a complete travesty of the Basle 
Manifesto. 

Thus the Znd International's sham socialists 
had depa:rted totfl.lly from the line the world 
socialist movement had agreed upon and decided. 
Yet the opportunists tried everything to cover this 
over; that is both the 11open 11 opportuni~ts and 
the more revolutionary sounding ones like Kautsky. 

The attitude of opportunists on this question is 
also an important example to Marxist-:-Leninists 
in this country, because, as Lenin says in later 
works - vagueness and the attempts to confuse 
and blur things over is one of the features of the 
opportunists, The fact that truth went against them 
made the opportunists of the Znd International try 
to liquidate what had already been achieved, try 
to pretend there was no line on the war, or just 
conveniently forget the entire Manifesto. Such is 
the character of modern day opportunists as well -
they conveniently try to negate history ; gloss over 
issues that have already been resolved and make 
everything into a mish mash and confusion so 
that their opportunism can grow unopposed. 

Lenin points out that the first World War and 
the stand people took on it, completely differ-

entiated sham from genuine socialists. In this 
sense he points out that war sorts out a number of 
P.roblems. The opportunists could not but come 
out to side with their own governments, join 
in the bourgeois propaganda, vote for war credits 
and accept Ministerial positions in an open att
empt to bring the labour movement behind the 
hour geois positions. This made them above all 
social-chauvinists. Chauvinism explains Lenin, 
is precisely support of one's "own" fatherland 
at any cost - even when it is striving to enslave 
other people 1 s fatherlands. 

In nearly every country of the world the social 
chauvinists were those who wer---: the bastions 
of opportunism on all other questions too. Thus 
the collapse of the 2nd International occurred when, 
at the time of the 1914- 18 war it came out so 
openly with the bourgeoisie that they could 
no longer be mistaken as socialists. This 
capitalation on the question of the war was howevei 
not isolated - the Znd International was character
ised by conciliation and collaboration with the 
bourgeoisie on all other questions too, on econom
ic and industrial struggle, or the question of 
breathing life into parliamentary democracy and 
the sham socialistlof the 2nd International opp-
os ed the r i g h t s of nation s 
_to ·secession but carried all the capitalisE 

, propaganda on these is sues. In short the ,_perioc 
betweeru the l st and 3rd (both revolutionary 
Internationals) had seen the development of the 
most pernicious opportunism and sham socialism 
Now, says Lenin, the problem was getting com
pletely exposed - the pus was coming out -and 
with it also those who wanted to conciliate with 
the pus at alt costs. Lenin points out that Kautsky 
and others ; were desperately fighting for unity 
with the pus, and claiming to support everything 
the revolutionary Marxists advocated, only. post
poning acting on it. (~) 

Today the parties of the 2nd International have 
become renowned imperialist circle of friend-s 
known as the Socialist International - which inclqdes 
all the "labour parties" - such as the Irish Labour 
Party, the British Labour Party and Golda Meir's 
party etc. The statements by Lenin have more 
than been born out by historical fact. - the fact that 
the s.tep from opportunism to social chauvinism 
meant a vulgar, open alliance of the opportunist 
1 socialists' with the bourgeoisie in their countries.
Today, the parties descended from the 2nd Inter
national are no longer outside the bourgeoisie and 
merely helpers, but decades of development of this 

ALBANIAN PERIODICALS 

New Albania 
1'> POLITICAL ANI' SOCIAL ILLUSTRATEI: 

BI-MONTHLY MAGAZINE 

1
Aibania Today" 

A POLITICAL INFO,RMA TIVE REVIEW 

1'> vailable rru•u: 

Progressive Books &- Periodicals 
10 Uppr. Exchange St. I'ublin 8 



strata,of labour aristocrats and fellow travellers 
has surely turned them into actual bourgeois and 
monopoly capitalists themselves~~ It ia now consid-. 

. ered qui be plausible to have millionare monopoly 
capitalists. in these "Labour Parties". To attempt 
to "breathe life" into. such partie.s or unite the left 
inside and take over - is to cater to illusions 
The working class needs an independent party and 
not ·appendages of the bourgeoisie. 

Lenin's . fa m o u s quotes on 'cleaning out 
the pus' and the good it will do the world revolution-· 
ary movement snows people Clearly that the attit
ude to adopt to the rise of opportunism is not to 
try and make aLliances with it for the sake of unity. 

. Modern day opportunists are always very verbose 
sounding about"unity', the"need not to be sectarian'~ 
and not to be too "pure"ideologically or not to't:rit· 
icise everyone on your side". However this is all 
hot air of the opportunists being raised as a smokt:
screen. for opportunism. Marxist-Leninists have to 
struggle for the correct, i.e. scientific, historically 
corre·ct analysis arid line and have to repudiate other 
positions. Only by a continuous striving for clarity 
of Marxist-Leninist line inside the Marxist-Leninist 
Party, and a continuous repudiation of opportunism 
~an the Marxist-.beninist party lead the working 
class movement steadfastly. The opportunists ' 
always call for less concern about political line and 
make compFomises on this fro nt in favour of short 
term strivings for 11 immediate results" and winning 
over large·numbers of people quickly.· 
The opportunists will always come a cropper - and 
either _end up chasing short term benefits as a 
whole ( {.e. like the ILP going into Coalition in 
Qrder t~ line its own pockets)·-- or will collapse, 
When Larkin. returned to Ireland in the 30's he 
refused t~ join the Communist Party of Ireland, 
calling them a group of wasps am pr.oceeded to 
form a new group. Whilst the first meeting of the 
group had thousands present, that rr&.nt nothing in 
the long term. The group got nowhere, whereas 
the party developed and all Larkin achieved by 
this was causing some confusion amongst the 
workers - and perhaps exposing some of his own 
negative side. 

The Basle Manllesto not only called the war an 
inter - imperialist war but also pointed to the fac't 
that such a war would greatly sharpen the pol-
itical and economic crisis in the imperialiet wo.,.ld 
and heighten the revolutionary movement. It was the 

duty of Marxists therefore. to use the war to rouse 
the masses and hasten the collapse of capitalism. 
In other words to turn the war into civil war at 
home. Lenin says very clearly that revolutiEm 
could break out in connection with the war. and 
that the bourgeoisie were actually very afraid of 
the way their war~ intensified contradictions at 

home. 
As is clear, the 1917 revolution oo:::urred in the COU!"!\e of 

the first imperialist v.orld war. Lenin's cbservations on 
this Manifesto are verv relevant today.Chairman Mao 
pointed out that in this era, either world war will gi._v, 
rise to revolution or revolution will prevent war. 1. e. 
that as the imperialistS I political CrisiS intensify' they 
are more driven to go to war between themselves 
(especially ·the two superpowers - U. S. imperial~sm 
and Soviet social-imperialism) and at the same hme 
the crisis also intensifies the possibility of revol
ution. If !he imperialist powers go to 

war, the factors for revolution will increaae.page 9 

It is interesting to note that modern day Kautsky
ites - like Teng Hsiao-ping - advocate theories sim· 
ilar to Kautsky, saying that either there wilt'be 
war· or· revolution - both completely separate poss
ibilities • One· can only conclude from this that if 
there 1s war that would be a disaster and, as revolution 
will not be possible :therefore people should rally 
and take sides with one capitalist power or another. 
1eng Hsiao-ping• s international 

·opportunist line actually calls for 
unity with tne U .S. imperialists against the Soviet 
social-imperialists.Following Teng Hsiao-pings line, 
g there is revolution, this will mean relaxing vigilance 
against the possibility of inter-imperialist war. Clearly 
the bourgeoisie inside the workers movement has not 
given up, 

Another point Lenin makes is that these opport
unists gained the upperhand in the revolutionary 
move!llent promising revolutionary action and claim
ing that all the work for. peace was preparation 
for real revolution • (The latter theory is exactly 
the logic of the now social-democratic Official 
Sinn Fein - i.e. to fight for peace under imperial
ist domination, and to promise that they will deliver 
the revolutionary goods after this peace is achieved -
a promise on the end of a pipe dream ) • This overall 
point of Lenin's merits attention in the present day, 
because the world today has also seen a period of 
nearly 30 years with no world scale war, and this 
has contributed to the developing and strengthening 
of the revisionist trend and their dominance over 
all kinds of things. However the ongoing crisis at 
present and the intensif)ring contradictions are 
rapidly creating conditions not just for the expos
ure of the present day opportunists, but also for the 
fact that the next rebellion of the people will 
mt ml y om1r despite the opportunists leaders but 
against them as well. The opportunists of various 
hues and colours (e.g. the Labour Parties,, trots
kyi tes ets) may have had a long rope - bu~ only 
to hang themselves more thoroughly. 

Lenin pointed out that : 
"Opportunism and social chauvinism have the same 

political content, namely , class collaboration, rep
udiation of revolutionary action, unconditional rec
ognition of bourgeois legality, lack of confidence in 
the proletariat, confidence in the bourgeoisie". 

He points out from 1899 - 1914, there had been a 
fierce struggle in all the main countries i nthe world 
between sham opportunism and Marxism. Lenin 
talks about the various countries and the sharp 
i·ssues concerned, including in Britain · This is 
some significance in looking at the stand · of 
Connolly and the early ~revolutionary socialists in 
Irelano. L.Onnolly said in hls wntings that there was 
no opposition to the stand of the 2n~ International 
or the war from the British r@!voluhonary move-
ment and confused the fact tl:at there was in fact a . 
very sharp struggle going on against the 2nd Internahon: 

Lenin goes on to point out how the bourgeoisie are. 
only too conscious of the invaluable contribu~ion of 
the opportunists and were quite open t_o o_ff~nng them 
full facilities -ministerial posts, an md1v1dual 
legal existence, ability to monopolies the literary 
and propaganda fronts and unL1mitea funds· 

Lenin deals with the various twists and turns of 
Znd internat1onal opportunists, which again 1s relev· 
ant today because modern day opportunists present 
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the same a r gum en: s e . g. A e l rod said 
the ct-ux of the matter was better 
labour protection and insurance legislation
how many opportunists do you hea;r today calling 
for programmes centred on such reforrms. Also 
Axelrod excels himself by claiming he would support 
a revolutionary upsur.ge if it was _the real "thing and 
about to Lead to revollhtion. Apart from the ludicrous
ness of this position ( he -.needs the benefit of a 
super sense of perception of the future) this is another 

of the common opportunist aspects - i.e. they 
will not support such and such a struggle 
because it isn't the real thing (such as they may 
have read about in a book or seen on T.V.), or 
they will wait to see if othe~ support i-t , or excuse their 
bogusness by saying that the Party is not the "real" Party 
All of these arguments, as Lenin points out-, are those of 
opportunists who do not want to support the struggle 
of the present, but cover this over with a declar-
ation of support for the ' future. Lenin pointed 
out how the Manifesto called for the Marxists to 
turn the war into c;ivil wars. He pointed out 
the precise measures proposed and adopted by 
the Bolsheviks 

l) refusal to vote ror credits 
Z)breaking of the class truce 
3) formation of independent organisation 
4~support of manifestations of solidarity in the 
trenches 

5) support of all revolutionary mass action 

Lenin also- pointed out how in 190 l, with the 
disorder in Russia the Bolsheviks called on the 
workers to persist in and deepen their struggles 
and to throw the opportunists out, whilst the 
opportunists called for an immediate offensive. 
The signifi.cance of these 2 points centres on the 
question that tre opportunists always call serious 
preparation for action "useless" and ''not practical" 
and always themselves demand immediate action 
and complete overthrow in a second, or - the com
plete opposite - short term measures alone ,hanging 
on to collaboration with the bourgeoisie. 

The betrayal of the lnd International is now 
clear to us , having tre benefit of history and 
hindsight. But it is important to be able to see 
the differences between the programmes of the 
Marxists and OPP<1rtunists at that time, in order 
to carry uut the struggle agamst opportunism today. 
Lenin ends up his essay with the 2 following very 
-rp levant statements : _ 

"To strengthen, develop, widen sharpen 
revolutionary action, to create underground org
anisation - without which it is irnpossible even 
in "free" countries to tell the trdth to the masses 
of the people - this is the sum and substance of 
the practical programme of social democracy 
(Communism) 'in the war. Everything else is 
either lies or phrases, no matter what opport-
unist or pacifist theories it is embellished with" and • 

"The workers are already demanding "illegal:' 
pamphlets, "p"rohibited "meetings -i.e. a secret 
organisation to support the revolutionary mass 
movement. Only when "war against war" :f' 
conducted on these lines does it become Social 
Democratic work and not a phrase. And in soite 
of all difficulties, temporary defeats, 
going astray, interruptions, this w~rk v.·ill, ". ,. 
!;,_nnanity to the victorious proletarian revo,ucion. 

The same basic spirit is undoubtedly true 
today, and modern day opportunists and their 
fig leaf bearers should beware of the day when the 
abcess will break.' 

*************** 
'fhe Irish working class movement was also a part of 
the struggle between the 2nd International opport
unists and revolutionary Marxists. 

Before going further. it is important to point 
out that the Irish working class had begun to 
organise in unions etc. in the l 700' s and had held 
militant and class conscious activities during the 
l 700 's and 1800's and then emerged in the early 
part of the 1900's to take up the challenge of lead
ing the revolution of the entire Irish people. Bee
ause of the dominance of bourgeois propaganda, 
various people sometilnes make out that the Irish 
working clas-11- is very weak and feable and has 
no history of militant trade unionism and commun
ism. Nothing could be farther from the truth and 
it is a reflection of tailing behind the lines of the 
petty bourgeois nationalists to suggest that there 
is a history of national rebellion, but none of work
ing class organisation. This is important because 
various brands of Irish chauvinism have also tried 
to confuse the history of the socialist movement in 
the country and_ prevent workers learning the hist
orical le_sson from it. They make out that the 
weaknesses and mistakes of the socialists should 
be glossed over by virtue of the so-called 'weak
ness', 'isolation' and general feableness of the 
Irish revolution and. working class. In this way 
a good number of the opportunists try and "protect 
Connolly" from criticism and make out that he 
was to Ireland what Marx and Engels, Lenin or 
Stalin or Chairman Mao Tsetung were to their 
countries and the world proletariat. Connolly 
was a revolutionary socialist but not a Marxist 
on all questions, including the decisive role of 
the Party . 

w the early part of the century there was one 
very direct camp of the 2nd International here. 
It was centred (though by no means exclusively) in 
Belfast around William Walker and was organised 
in the British Independent Labour Party of Ramsay 
MacDonald. Their line was all round opportunism -
the Irish labour movement should be an appendage 
of the British one, Ireland should not have the right 
to self-determination, the workers should not rise 
up in revolutionary political struggle and industrial 
battles should always be waged with great concern 
for tre employers. Needless to say this trend 
fully supported the stand of the 2nd International 
on the w2.r and advocated unity with the British 
bourgeoisie, forced conscription etc. TheBelfast 
Independent La bout Party split over the war· These 
opportunists later came to support the partitioning 

of Ireland. 
A part f:ron1 this rank opportunist trend, was the 

trend v;.rbch went fer the middle path i . e they 
opposed the revolutionary socialist line of Connolly , 
the call to arn1s against the British- gove:::nment etc 

bu~ a1so opposed the 2-ctively 'T~:,,e>·?~_:·.ims,~~~-~pr~:t~su} ~l~nee 
Walker a-;.-t(. C:v~ ~ ~~-" u:_· ,_~ -- ... ~-

: 1.r. all Ireland lacour movem;::nt but could 
br;_;:q th<emselves only to the vague socialism of 
the L;;tbour Party, not to the direct and consistent 
position oi the Irish Socialist Republican Party: 



The position this .trend developed was one 01 

trying to ignore politics under the1 guise that the 
economic struggle is more important for the work
-ers. Here they started the idea of the so-called 
"all for labour " line, a line which actually effectiv
ely sooner or later ends up siding with the British· 
imperialist domination of the country - the so
called''labour.1line of national subjugation. 

The Irish Labour Party National Executive 
split over the 1914-18 war with Thomas Johnson 
supporting the "allies" ; the National Executive 
passed. various resolutions against the war as a 
war for the eiJ.irandisement of the capitalists, and 
against economic conscription ( Larkin proposed 
this resolution) but this is as far as th~y would 
go. When the Irish Citizens Army organised and 
the 1916 rebellion occurred the National Executive 
declined to support this active implementation of 
the policy of the Basle Manifesto on th~ war -
i.e. to create civil war. 

This is epitomis,.ed in Thomas Johnson's letter 
to the reactionary socialist Henderson in 
England asking for release of labour leaders round
ed up in 1916 but not for the release of James 
Connolly. Also in August 1916, Johnson said: 

"This is not a place to enter into discussion as 
to the right or wrong, the wisdom or folly of the 
revolt .•••. As a trade union movement wee. are 
of varied mirds on matters of historical and politicai 

development ". 
He called for a minute's si.lente for~ who 

died making mostof those who died for the allies 
" for liberty, democracy and for love of their 
country". This position of the ILP i.e. of being 
so-called above politics, developed concretely 
to bring forth the ILP and NILP -bo~h as avid support.,
era and representatives of the Irish capitalists north 

and south. 
In opposition to these two trends was that of the 

revolutionary socialists. Led by Connolly this 
a:rend spoke out unhesitatingly against the war, · 
o~.~o;i:\inst all conscription and for an intensification 
of the class and national struggle at home, and 
actually practised what they preached. 
~gain here the bourgeoisie have re-written hist

.Jry to suggest that the Irish working class had 
~ heroes - Connolly and Larkin but no movement 
a'nd organi~ation. (This is why they · erect 
statues and plaques of them in order to oppose 
them). It is important to realise the.refore 
that Connolly spoke for a trend oovebping for several 
decades - since the . · formation of branches of 
the First International in Dublin .. and Cork in 
1872, the ,founding of'the ISRP with Edward Aveling 
(Marx' s son in law) and others in 1896, out of sev~ral 
already existing· socialist groups, also the formahon 
in 18 89 of the "National Union of Gas Workers and 
General Labourers of Great Britain and Ireland" 
which was a militant class union of unskilled witl:'i. 
revolutionary policies {.E1eanor Aveling was 
Education Officer). In the whole early part of this.
century the Irish working class fought revolutionary 
battles leading up to the Dublin 1913 str].lggles and 
then 1916. Connolly and his allies represent~d 
all that was positive and developing when_ he _fmally 
came out against the war and laid down h1s hfe 

in 1916. _ 
However• Connolly was mistaken on certa1n aspect.s 

of his political line: · 
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1) Although raising the slogan "Neither --King nor 
Kaiser" he also put forward that Germany was 
a better country than Britain and that if Germany 
recruited in Ireland it would be OK to recruit 
intotheir army. That a blow with German imper
ialism against British imperialism would be a 
good thing. Clearly this l.s departing from the 
slogan "defence of the fatherland" only to end up 
fighting for another fatherland. It is a somewhat 
chauvinist view, considering tre situation only 
from the standpoint of Ireland and not the entire 
European proletariat and is in contradiction with 
Connolly's basic internationalisnwhich he displayed. 
2) Connolly , although opposing the frank social 
chauvinists, did not hold a tho.,oughly Marxist-
view of what th·e character of opportunism was and · 
made various statements about especiallv the 
British "socialist" leaders which expressed disag
reement with them but failed to show their real char
acter· T hi a to g e t h e r w i t h t h e fa c t that 
Connolly also claimed there was no 
opposition to the 2nd International 
in Britain suggested that although he saw in the 
issue of the war its.elf clearly, he did not grasp 
the inevitableness of opportunism developing with 
imperiali.sm and the necessity for all genuine 
Marxists to get involved in the two line struggle 
for the good of the whole movement. , 
3) He put industrial syndicalism in command 
( the theory that the workers can achieve socialism 
through the trade unions and by building up economic 
organisation and at the place of work, as opposed 
to tre Marxist theory of the necessity for the 
workers to take political action through their 
own independent Party and to overthrow the state 
in order to be able to establish the economic 
ay stem of socialism). Using this he claimed 
this was the 'reason' why there was'ho, opposition" 
to the defence of the fatherland line in Britain. 
This both let the 2nd International people' off the hook 
and confused the issue. 

After the 1916 rebellion and the mu:r::der of' 
Connolly and others, the Socialist Party of Ireland 
was revived in 1917 by O'Shannon and O'Brien -
(the ISRP had changed its name to SPI). SPI. 
continued on the revolutionary trend in the Ir1sh 
working class and led eventually to the founding of 
the Communist Party of Ireland in 1922 and its 
application to join the 3rd International. During 
thls period some 01 these weaknesses expressea 1n 
Connolly' s policies became very manifest. For 
example the SPI sent delegates to 
the Berne Socialist Conference 

in i 919, which Lenin pointed out was an attempt 
to breathe life into the 2nd International. The -
Bolsheviks declined to !lend delegates as they 
had already seen years befo;e that a complete 
break with the opportunists was needed. The 
participation of the SPI in the Be.rhe Conference 
(the !LP and TUC were also there - one would 
have expected this ) is recorded in a booklet 
producecf by tnem, showed that the 
Irish revolutionary le ad er s at _ 
tna~ tlme contented themselves with opposing the 
war and calling for Ireland's right to self-determ
ination and they recognised and supported the 
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:;ov1et Union, but failed to hold out all 'along the 
line against opportunism. At the con·f~rence they 
militantly upheld the Soviet Union and Bolshevik 
democracy against the opportunists,_ but comp
remised on certain question on Ireland's right 
to self-determination in the face of th~ Home 
Rule line of Ramsay MacDonald. 

The Berne Conference was a total failure trying 
as it did to unite the old and dying 2nd International 
with some elements of the new. When the 3rd. 
International was formed by Lenin late in 1919 
the SPI declined to join this one or the 2nd Inter
national - a position of sitting on the fence. This 
was rectified in 1922 when the Communist Party 
of Treland was founded. It is not a place to talk 
about CPI history, but it does mark the starting 
point of CPI, which right from the very start had 
to fight against right opportunism - as echoes 
of the 2nd International line eg tailism to the 
-ILP &: ICTU and relegating the struggie for 
national 1ndependence to a subordinate position. 

to the industrial movement, and to the "economist'' 
lines of the ILP &:ICTU ~ . 

It also had to figh~the tailism of petty bourgeois 
nationalism a!ld attempts to turn CPI into an 
appendage of Sinn Fein - a tendency which would 
lead to the workers not 'leading the petty bourgeois 
nationalists , but _vice versa. ' 

Struggle against these various lines has cont
inued in various forms right up to date. Today in 
brief, we ·.have the ILP and NIL:P as descendents 
of the 2nd Inte!national and totally part of the 
bourgeois superstructure and economy. Since then 
the CPI has become revisionist travelling on -..rery 
similar lines to those of the 2nd International -
the lines of Kruschevite revisionism !.. - calls for 
peace, unitv and postponing of revolutionary 
acuon and subordinat1on ot the working CLass 
movement to trade unionism and to the bourg
eoisie, are its watchwords. 

INTERNATIONAL NEWS 

In recent ye~rs the British and Irish 'Communist' 
Organisation have developed a fully Kautskyite 
position -under the signboard of 'Internationalism' -
supporting British imperialism and d~claring 
the national independence struggle as the worst 

enemies of the working class. 
The Official Sinn Fein, under 'the leadership 

of the 'Revisionist 'Party of Ireland have moved 
over effectively to the same position but under 
a signboard of "unity of the working class first" -
"revolution second". 

The Irish trade union aristocracy has become 
social chauvinist in the extreme, siding always 
with the Irish bourgeoisie and they, the ILP 
and the B&:ITO and Officials all echo the bourgeoisies 
call for more imperialist inv_estment to make-
Irish workers happier n) 

Meanwhile more fig leaves are growing - one 
of them is to claim we should ignore the struggle 
of the last 10 years to rebuild the revolutionary 
socialist headquarters in Ireland in the Communist 
Party of Ireland (Marxist-Leninist) and that 
CPI(M-L) is not the "real 11 party. Other argum
ents such as we should have unity with these 
outright opportunists (i.e. ILP, "C"PI, B&:ITO 
and ICTU) all for the sake of numbers, or that 
the Irish working class can discard building its 
own independent party in favour of having left 
republl:an organisation, or moving the ILP or 
of the others to the left are also diversions from. 
the central task - to oppose British imperialism 
and the Irish monopoly capitalists - n~cessitates 

a consistent battle against opportunism and 
the concentration of the revolutionary interests of 
the workers in an independent Marxist-Leninist 
party - which alone can succeed in winning over 
the vast majority - including genuine elements 
in all other movements. 

~UPPOR'l GROWS FOR PALESTINIAN PEOf'LE'~ 
STRUGGLE 

The question of the national rights of the 
Palestinian people was discussed at the United 
Nations from November 15th to 24th. At the 
debate, representatives of many cquntries 
re--affirmed their support for the just struggle 
of the Palestinian people. 

The debate emphasised the fact that despite 
opposition from the superpowers and the vicious 
suppression carried out by the Israeli Zionist 
regime, the Palestinian revolution is moving 
ahead and is· gaining increasing support 
internationally. The Palestinian Liberation 
Orgar,isation representative pointed out that 
the Palestinian people were "waging a comm
on struggle with the militant peoples in Africa, 
Asia and L·atin America against in•perialism 
colonialism arrl against racist doctrines and 
practices. 11 He expressed support for the 
"right of the peoples to struggle b)r all means, 
including armed struggle, in orde1~ to attain 

Firm support was expressed by the delegat.es 
from China and Albania , as well as by many 
Asian and African countries. The Albanian 
representative pointed out that .the cause of the 
trajedy of the Palestinian people was the con
tention of the superpowers for spheres of 
influence in the Middle East. He pointed out 
that ootn wanted to· maintain a situation u1 

"no war, no peace" arrl to estp.blish a status 
which was profitable to themselves. 

At the end of the debate, the draft resolution 
including support for their return to their 
homeland of the Palestinians displaced by the 
Israeli Zionists occupation, support for their 
national rights and withdrawal of Israel from the 
occupied territories of Jordan, Syria and 
Egypt by June 1977, was adopted by 90 votes 
to 16. 

Withir:. the areas under Israeli occupation, 
resistance has been developing too to the 
Zion~st regime, and such activities as its 



rurther occupation of Arab lands. The Zionists 
h::.v<S b1.0en forced to carry out rnass arrclsts and 
have mounted aggressive manoeuvres i'nvolving 
450, 000 troops. However, such demonstrations 
of strer•gth do nothing to win, sympathy for 
th,~il' cau::;e. Recently even their nurnber one 
; c_cke:c • the u. s. irnperialists hav<> taken to 
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adopting an'anti-Israel" stance, in order to 
enable them better to meddle and create splits 
among the Arab countries . However , the 
cause of the Palestinian people is just, and is 
bound to rovercome all the schemes of the 
reactionaries and reach total victory. 

Lysenko., ~reat scientist of the Russian 
and worlds people.,dies 

'1 rchm Lysenko, the great Russian agronomist 
:Hed on November l"oth. Hated by the bourg
eoisie throughout the world, including the modern 
Soviet revisionists, Lys<'nko was a dialectical 
n,'.l.terialist who perforrne_ great service for 
tne Russian people in the field of biology and 

c..gricultural science and contributed immensely 
to genuine scientific discovery in the world, esp
eciallv in the field of n;>h,,.,.l science 

Responding to the nutnnonal needs or- tne 
Russian workers and peasants in the new social
ist Russia, Lysenko in the 1930's amongst 
other things, developed strains of wheat that 
could grow in very cold regions ( sub-zero). 
He showed how, through careful organisation of 
the environment, one could bring about a change 
in the organism - a change in its genetic make
up -- wthere previously b_ourgeois scientists 
had dairn"cl that new strains (or breeds) could 
only come about by some --nystical genetics 
'mutation'. Lvsenko' s theories on heredity and en

Vlronw.ent completely demolished the comrnon ly 

accepted theories of "genes" and "spontaneous" 
rnutations. The latter, being based on idealism, 
and disregarding facts, served the world's bour
geoisie, whereas Lysenko' s theories s how'erl that 
people could solve many problems of science,. 
Lysenko's contribution to natural science was fund
ament::>! 

Lysenko was able to make these breakthroughs 
on account of this grasp of dialectical mater
ialis t philosophy. He became president of 
the Soviet Academy of Agricultural Science 
in 1938. His close links with the Communist 
Party of Tthe Soviet Union and deep concern 
for the Russian workers and peasants however 
were the reasons he was hated by the bourgeoisie 
who still villify his brilliant theories in all 
their universities and centres of 'learning' to 
this day. 

We mourn the death of a man who was a 
source of inspiration to intellectuals, 
scientific workers and to all revolutionaries 
throughout the world. 

l\'las~ resistance in Spain to fascist attacks Increases 
October lst, a general strike was :.:alled 

in Spain to protest against the r..mrder by fascist 
elonents of Carlos Gonzalez, a 21 year old 
stucient; daring a political dew_onstration . The 
;,otrike p<tralysed large areas oi 1\fadrid and other 
cities and provided a militant example of the 
mounting upsurge to the U. S. backed fascist 
dictatorship in Spain. On the previous day, 
students had also held protest demonstrations 
whiclf were attacked by the police while other 
riot police were at the same time harassing 
striking post office workers. The post office 
workers have been on strike since Sef}tember 
22nd after R"'Veral of them had been arrested 
during a 2, 000 strong demonstration. The 
strike has since spread over 30 of Spain's 51 
provinces crippling the postal service. 

These are but two of the latest events which show 
the mounting resistance in Spain to the attacks 
of the regime on the rising mass movement 
and den10nstrated that if anything, repression has 
increased since the so-called 'lib.eralisation' 
c~ndertaken by the rnonarcho-fascist, King Carlos. 
For example, earlier in September, a factory 
worker was shot by poli~e during a dem.onstration 
in the Basque country. This was followed by a one
day general strike of 300,000 workers on September 
13th, while 50,000 workers continued the strike 
beyond the first day. Spain is the scene of mount
ing upsurge against fascist rule and for a Repub-
; :c <~s well 'tnassive strikes by hundreds of thous
ands c: workers on economic issues. The n1ass 
"r~'"'''-' the working class in Spain takes place 

targely outsne the legal trade unions which are 
under the thumb of the regime and have proven 
useless for waging struggles. In the first half 
of April 1976, there were 150,000 workers on 
strike in Spain and this reached 300,000 by 
the beginning of May. In addition 200, 000 people 
demonstrated on the first of May in 44 cities 
and towns throughout Spain. Over 50,000 partic
ipated in demonstrations in Madrid alone in the 
m.onth of June. Demonstrators have consistently 
fought police in many areas and the slogan "Down 
with the crowned dictatorship " was paraded at 
numerous demonstrations. In response to this the 
fascist regime has instigated mass firin!!s of tens· 

of thousands of workers, political arrests of 
thousands of workers, deportations, attacks on 
bookstores, whole scale assaults on demonstrations 
and numerous murders by police and fascist 
elements. All these events are taking place in 
a Spain where fascist rule has remained unchanged 
since 1939 and where U .S. imperialism has 
subjugated Spain and turned itJ into almost a col-

ony since the 1950's. There are 30 U.S. bases 
in Spain with over 30,000 troops stationed there. 
Investment by U, S. interests represent three 
quarters of all foreign investment and the same 
proportion of current foreign capital flowing into 
Spain, Fifteen hundred large enterprises in 
Spain are either U. S. subsidiaries, .Jr under 
the control of U .S. monopolies. These include . 
all the large enterprises in almost every major . 
branch of the economy, while the regime S'lpplies 
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all kinds of facilities to aid the U. S i-q1perialists 
companies. As a result, the economy· has been 
in a state of chronic. crisis for 9 years and the 
foreign debt , . also largely to the U. S. is soaring, 
with 3 billion dollars added to the de-bt last year. 
Agriculture is also deteriorating in the latifundia 
which are controlled by the big landowners and 
consequently the country is forced to import 
food thus further bleeding the population. One 
and a half million Spanish workers are unem
ployed, production is declining while inflation 
is soaring and spe.culation arrl big-time robbery 
and fraud is rampant. This is Spain dominated 
by U. S. imperialism where the regime carr.ies 
vn its heritage of 37 years of fascist rule and is 

attempting to suppress the mass upsurge of the 
people. (Inflation this year jumped to 25% cind 
unemployment officially by 6%) 

The so-called liberalisation of Francoism 
carried out by Juan Carlos is nothing but a 
cover to maintain the U .S .. backed fascist regime 
and suppress the great upsurge -of the Spanish 
people against fascist terror and capitalist 
wage slavery. The spectre of this movement 
haunts the U. S. imperialists and the fascists and 
in the not too distant future the heroic struggle 
of the people will realise the cherished goals of 
establishing the republic and ending its imper
ialist dom;..,,f:ion. 

Spanish people protest against death sentences 
passed on Noel and Marie Murray 

At the Irish Embassy in Madrid on Tuesday, 
November 2nd, hundrecik; of demonstrators gather
ed to protest against the death sentences passed on 
Noel and Marie Murray. The demonstration was 
attacked by the riot police of the monarcho -fascist 
regime in Spain, who fired smoke bombs amongst 
the demonstrators in an attempt to· break up the 
milit:ant protest. The protest of the Spanish 
people against the death sentences is a great sign 
of international solidarity with the Irish people 
struggle. 

Last year and subsequently, the people of Ireland 
held a nurn.ber of demonstrations in support of 
the struggle's of the Spanish people, particular! y 
at the time· when the regime in Spain was exec
uting the 5 revolutionaries last year. The support 

of the Spanish and Irish peoples for one another 
struggles is bound to grow and isolate even further 
our common enemies - imperialism arrl their 
native henchmen. 

Protests against the death sentences have spread 
around many countries .In Switzerland demonstrat
ors occupied the A er Lingus offices, while in 
Germany a petition has been launched and has 
gatnered more than 18, 000 signatures to date. 
Protests have also occurred in Britain, USA 
and France , Australia and other countries. This 
great international solidarity with the Irish 
peoples struggle shows tl:e great wave of support 
which the peoples struggles throughoUt the 
world have with one anothers struggles against 
imperialism and all reactionaries 

End Item 

Notes on studying-------------------------------------
'MARX~ENGELS AND LENIN 

ON THE IRISH REVOLU'fiON' 
by Ralph Fox 

This book was written by Ralph Fox and publish
ed in 1932 by Modern Books Ltd. of London. 
Ralph Fox was himself a British Communist, a 
membe~ of th-e Commu-nist Party of Great Britain 
(which was then' a genuine Communist Party) 
He lived and worked~ good part of his life in 
Battersea, London,one of"theCornmunist strongholds 
at that time, and one in which a Communist M. P. 

was elected - that was Saktlatvala.. Fox wrote a 
number of other books, including a three volum~ 
work .entitled "Class Struggle in Brita'in" on the 
development of the class struggle of the British 
workers and the development of the British mon
opoly capitalist clasfil. A fourth volume of this 
wo'rk was prevented from being produced by the 
fact that Fox was killed, fighting for the world 
proletariat in the Spanish Civil War. He was in 
his early thirti~s when he was killed. His books 
show that he was a keen pupil of the class struggle 
and applied Marxism-Leninism in a scientific 
manner, and his analyses of Britain anrl of I,..,_ 
land are valid ·and correct to date J Fox also wrote 
a book on tne lrisn i..-itizen Army 

Marx, Engels and Lenin, whose writu:gs on 
Ireland he summarised in this particular book, 
were the great leaders and teachers of the world 
proletariat in their time, whose works rernain 

immortalised as Marxism-Leninism - tre -sole 
scientific guide for the proletarians of every 
country in the struggle against capital. Fox takes 
pains to show that Marx and Engels, and Lenin 
in his time were both theoretical and practical 
leaders. They carried out scientific analysis 
of Ireland, as of other countries, and allowed not 
only the Irish people but all people over the world 
to benefit from their study of the class contradict
ions in the globe. They also fought and organised 
in their own situations, Marx and Engels being 
the founders and leaders of the First International 
of Working Men, as well as the contributors to 
many other organisations and movements. Lenin, 
who inherited Marxism, applied it to the condit
ions in the world at the stage of development called 

imperialism ; that is the highest and last stage 
of capitalism ; that stage that is inherently the 
eve of the proletarian socialist revolution. Lenin 
led the first ever successful proletarian revolut
ion in the world, and was the leader of workers of 
all countries in his day. He developed the analysis 
of imperialism and of its right-arm -- opportuh
ism, and he succeeded in 'leading the workers of 
Russia to victory through their own class party, 
the Bolshevik Party. 

Fox points out that Marx, Engels and Lenin all 



attached .great significance to the Irish revolution 
and supported it actively, Marx and Engels uphold
ing the cause of the Irish people in B'ritain, Amer
ica and other European countries, fought against 
the ~treatment· uf Fenian prisoners and fought 
for the movement of the British wo;-king class 
to support the Irish people. He fought against the 
reactionary chauvinist and 'great nation' prejud
ices of the British trade unions , and correctly 
analysed that no people could pe free that oppressed 
another. Engels was closely allied with Marx in 
all of these activities, visited Ireland twice him
self and married an Irish woman. Fox points out 
that Engels proviJed considerable help to the Irish 
revolution financially and by giving shelter to 
people. Lenin also paid specific attention to the 
Irish revolution and actively paid tribute to 
Connolly and the 1916 Rebellion when this was 
being attacked by all the 1 sensible 1 socialists of 
the Second (reactionary) International, as well as 
by the 'Left' socialists. Trotsky was <ne 
of those who called 19'16 a putsch, and Larkin 
one of those who said that Connolly had made a 
mistake to lead the 1916 Uprising. 

The fact that Marx, Engels and Lenin all wrot~ 
about the Irish revolution and supported it brings 
out one of the most important themes in Fox's 
book - that is that the Irish revolution is part of 
the world revolution , and that the general feat -
ures of the world revolutionary movement ther
fore apply to the Irish struggle. This , Fox 
points out , is one of the reasons for Marx 
and Engels. interest, because they recognis·ed 
the importance of the Irish revolution not only to 
the Irish people themselves but ·to sh!uggling 

people everyw11ere. Fox points out that Marx, 
Engels and Lenin were international leaders, their 
writings were not jus.t relevant to their own count-
ries but to countries all round the world. .That 
Marxism was tre science for the successful waging 
of the class struggle by the workers against the 
capitalists in the era of industrial and developing 
capitalism, and that Marxism is the basic expos
ition of the nature of capitalist society. Leninism 
is the science for the the class struggle in the 
period of imperialism. This is why Fox str.esses 
throughout his book that the future of the Insh 
revolution lie~ with the working class, and with 
the universal science of Marxism, Leninism and 
with. the Communist Party as t he only way in 
which these truths can be applied. 

The fact that Fox, a British communist , wrote 
this book on Ireland als-o highlights _another im
portant issue which herbrings out '.and gives 
Marx and Engels' views on. That 1s the close 
relation between the revolutionary struggle of the 
British proletariat and that of the Irish people. 
He shows how the 1913 struggles in Dublin greatly 
inspired the British workers, ~o the extent t~at 
had not occur:r:ed ~n::e the Chartlst movement 1n 
England he says. He points out that i~ 1798 _( a 
time ~hen the working class was growmg up m 
both countries ) the Irish were more advanced • 
from a revolutionary standpoint,than the English 
workers, wht> were at the stage where they were 
not yet awakened to themselves as a class. . 

A11::n.1 how throughout history the great revolution
ary struggles .which the Irish workers and people 
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launched so militantly against British imperialism 
(English colonialism, earlier on) against the 
Irish capitalists and against the imperialist 
world war in 1916, were a very strong source oJ 
revolutionary inspiration to the British workers. 
He also points out that the British workers tended 
towards chauvinism and to narrow trade unionism·, 
but that the British and Irish bourgeoisie realised 
full well the implic~tions of the. two uniting. Thus 
Fox points out from Lenin's writings, that as the 
Irish workers began to come forward as an ind
ependent force in the Irish revolution for the 
first time, at the beginning of this century, the 
bourgeoisie of both countries realised that this 
force, if unchecked, would mean the unification 
and liberation of Ireland , and the establishment of 
a workers and small farmers republic, and that 
this could only incite the British workers to rev
olution too, meaning the total defeat of British 
imperialism. Fox also brings out that Marx, 
Engels and Lenin saw that for the Irish revol
ution to be successful it required a weakening or 
a destraction in some other struggle of the 
British government, and its army, this also being 
a very important reason for the British worke·rs 
and Irish workers to strike at the British mon
opoly capitalists in conjunction with one another. 
The British army was trained and maintained 
through its activities in Ireland, Fox says~ and 
the British army which is used one day against 
the Irish people is used the next day against the 

British workers - yet another close bond and 
reason for close alliance. 

The main content of Fox's book is taken up 
with tracing in a microcosm the development of 
Ireland from the English invasions and the response 
of the people to their treatment, and the c harac
teristics of the revolutionary movement at the var
ious times. Fox begins and ends this analysis by 
pointing out that th~ present (then •• ,and now) 
success of the Irish revolution depends on the ' 
:~.bility of the Irish working cl-ass to com~ forwa:r;d 
as an independent. force and t.o win leadership of 
the national struggle, uniting all progressive elem
ents around itself and that it iB_ by these means and 
th~s o alone that the lrish people will be able to 
achieve unification and national independence, 
and through this alone will the workers be able to 
achieve socialism. 

The way in which Marx, Eng~ls and Lenin's 
analyses point out the problems and th" issues of 
the past, and how Irish society has evolved , and 
how it can go forward is a clear testimony to the 
fact that the Irish situation does not defy class 
analysis , or need a sp~cial form of Marxism, or 
is not a struggle s~erate and superior to that of 
the 1 profane 1 struggles of the Eu;opean prolet-. 
ariat but rather that class struggle and Marxlst
Leni~ist analysis , and th~ strategy and tactics 
based on th~se, are the hope for theldsh revolu
tion , just as they are for any other country. . 

Fox elaborates Marx's analyses of Ireland maln
ly in the 1800's. In this period, Marx says, the 
Irish were robb~d for the second time ov ~r, that 
is that in the initial colonisation of Ireland th ~ 
Irish people had tneu Land taken from then, ~n the sense 
that it was sei~ed by wreigners and the Insh were made 

• 
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tenants on th=ir o.\·n land. The s.·cond robbery occ
ur~d in th2 l80u's whc>n th_, Irish p2opl1,• were•thro.¥n 
in enorn1ous nutnbers oif the land altogether. 

l\/Iarx r.>fers to the subjugation of Ireland in var
ious stages, in works frmn which Fox has drawn 
his \Vritings. Th.' first stage according to Marx 
\Yas from. 110-.·-l ;Jv when the initial wars of invas
ion and colonisation took place, speeding up the 
developtnent of feudalism in Ireland; but Marx 
points out that despite the bloody wars- waged and 
the oppression of the peasantry, right up to 1500 
th= coloni.sation was never complete or made 
permanent. 

Then in the second stage of the colonisation from 
l"-OG-1800, and the Act of Union in 1801, the colon
isation was made permanent and total by the most 
vicious and savage wars and political and economic 
measures taken against the Irish . In this period, 
beg,irining ·vith Elizabeth 1st and carried on by 

7Cromwell n1assacres occurred with well known savagery 
serving their clear cut economic and political in
terests. Both of them followed the policy of clearing 
the Irish farmers off their land and' forced them to 
either emigrate or become tenants. Elizabeth gave 
land she 'cleared 1 to soldiers she wished to reward 
(or get rid off) and Crom·,vell gave land to the noble.s 
'vhom he wished out of the way in order to have a 
freer hand to develop capitalism in England. Thus 
the true 'colonisation' of Ireland took place . This 
period led up to the 1798 rebellion of the United 
Irishmen, the establishment of Grattan's Parliament 
and finally the Act of Union with crushing of the 
rebellion and the dissolution of the parliament. 

The 1700's , as with every subsequent century, 
bore out the truth of the one famous statement by 
Marx in which he said that : "England has destroyed 
the conditions of Irish society. First of all, she has 
confiscated the lands of the IriS'h; then by"parliam
entary decrePs' she has suppressed Irisb. industry; 
finally by armed force she broken the activity and 
energy of the Irish people." 

Marx points out that in the 1700's the peasants 
organised spontaneous resistance to the landlords, 
in the form of secret societies. This was one of the 
two rna.in trends in the Irish national movement; 
the ot~er being the liberal national one, which be
came more rnarked in the 1800's • Marx and Engels 
point out how the peasant societies whilst providing 
verv militant resistance in isolated examples, re
vealc·rJ the weakness of the peasantry to organise a 
rebeLlion without the assistance of another class. 
The peasants are scattered and isolated and their 
resistance whilst very militant , bitter and fearless 
could only achieve , when left to itself, what in 
fact the secret soc_ieties , like the Ribbonboys, 
did achieve. The revisionists and social-democrats 
could learn more then. a lesson or two from the 

peasants militancy however. 

As Fox poipts out there was a bitter battle' 
with England throughout the 1 70(; 's and to wards Uw 
end of that century (Marx refers to this cl sew he re) 
England was forced by the changing conditions 1 n 
the world, e.g. the American War or lnrlcl"'nrl•· 1"' 

and the French Revolution to grant son1P c<HJC<":;:: 
ions to the Irish. One or these ;vas llw ,,. i :-;h I 'cl I' I

develop and theough the ).,t 20 yeaee of the 1700•, 1 
1t began to ilourish in many forms. This in turn 

. strengthened the national bourgeoisie, who at l-ast 
staged a rebellion of the. United Irishmen for the 
control of their own markets. This was probably 
the first and last time that the national bourgeoisie 
fought a genuine battle through to the end with the 
British government, every struggle in which the 
national bourgeoisie has participated in since then 
has ended in their compromising , vacillating and 
conciliation. The 1798 rebellion was brutally crush
ed, the Act of Union declared and the British pro
ceeded to introduce tariffs to suppress all industry 
except the linen industry , which served their inter
ests at that time. This analysis made by Marx 
puts paid to the imperialist logic that the Irish are 
not industrial and that this is why we are weak and 
need British imperialist 'help'. It is im;:JOrtant 
also that these imperialist notions are also echoed 
by the 1rish bourgeoisie to justify their dependence 
on British and other irr .erialist cap:' tal and by 
the revisionists and t >tskyites alike who bleat 
that we need more c .pital brought in , to provide 
empl?yn1.ent,etc., etc .• The B&ICO promote the 
lie that the southern bourgeoisie never managed 
to develop any industry as their basis for saying 
that their are two races in Ireland, because they 
claim ~he protestants were 'industrious' and there. 
fore ab'e tc develop their own industry. Fox points 
out that in talking about the 1798 Rebellion Marx 

and Engels claimed that was the highest point the 
Irish re\c:t:Lion had seen at that time (i.e. at the 
time when they were writing) because it was 
linked with the revolution in other countries and 
because the proletariat was spontaneously linking 
with the peasantry and their struggles. 

- After the defeat of this rebellion and all that 
went with it, the English government intensified 
their suppressiop. of the Irish people to try and 
stop them rising again , whilst the Irish bourgeoisie 
starting with O'Connell , found their niche in his
tory (from which they are still to be dislodged\, b\
develop'ing the tactics of blowing hot against the 
English colonisation whilst actually going along . 
with the English governm.ent in order to reap theu 

0wn rewards. 

so the 1800 1 s open up with tariffs being setup to 
destroy nascent Irish industry • Conse_quently, the 
natural motion in Irish society for agr1cul~ral pro
duction to give rise to capitalist accumulat_1on and 

thence to the development of indus~ry1 was mterf~~~d 
with . This is crucial to the whole pattern of Bntlsh 
imperialist domination to date. Some people make 

narrow assesmenl:s of British control based o~ 
looking at some governm.ent statistics and say1ng • 
how the British monopoly capitalist c~n-trol such a~d 
such an amount • But the extent of Bntlsh co~trol 
and domination goes back to this period in wh1ch 
the industrial revolution was suppressed in Ireland, 
which in turn suppressed the developme_nt of the 
indigenous strength and wealth of the Insh eco~omy 
and left Ireland at a permanent disadvanta.ge ~1-th 
a lack of d~velopment of industrial an~ sCle~tlf_lc ·

1 
resources' a justification for British lmpenahsm s 

continued bullying· t 
0 

periods withm iament ,Aith<'JUgh this parliament w;,s f"1"11y fie.! 

to Britain, because of the rlcvcl"i'in)'. '""''" 'un·. 

inherent in Irish society,inrlJJsf ry w<~:: '""i::""''"i' ln 

Marx. pointl!l out that there are w . . 
. the 1800's ( the third stage of the colomsat10n of 



Ireland). First from the Act of Unipn to the 1830's 
and then from 18 46 on. 

In He first period the peasants were small ten
ants on the land. They had no tenant right, and 
suffered every form of exploitation; for example 
any improvement they made to their land, they 
immediately paid interest on, in the sense that 
the landlord would rate their land more dearly and 
put up their rent. The peasants were suffering 
from severe over-division of the land and had a 
very miserable ex:stence - many of the men being 
forced to work i.D England for the summers while 

their families roamed the land, and rents were 
exorbitant', much higher than those in EngJand. 
In this period evictions did occur but were not the 
rule, as the peasants were being fleeced for their 
labour and produce. 

Then things began to change for the worse again, 
if such was possible, (which it was) and as Marx 
pointed ·rut this" process would be carried on until 
the English government had got exactly what they 
wanted from Ireland, They were bent, he pointed 
out, on the extermination of the Irish as a national
ity -- a course which imperialism has adopted 
all over the world, and which they still follow out, 
being prevented only by resistance. But the logic 
that being Irish means your 'guilty' is still the 
British imperialist creed . The famine occurred 
in 1846-47, a situation where the peasants were 
thrown off the land ( like the cleatance of Scotland) 
and from which the British government benefitted 
and the ·rrish people were made to pay dearly 
with over one million people dying and a subsequent 
further ~illion being forced to emigrate to the 
U .S. or Australia. In 1848, the Young Irelanders 
staged a rebellion, largely Marx 
pointed out as a result of the the terrible condit
ions. Then having suffered all this, the Irish 
people were forced to accept the 'revolution' imp
osed on them by the British government, that is 
the 'revolution' in agriculture brought about by 
the Repeal of the Corn La..:..rs. This changed the 
situation drastically once again, and further 
suppressed the development of Irish industry. 
It is important to note that from 1~4~ - 1866 
the population declined from 6.~ m1lhon to 
52 million. This is a reflection of the fact that 

· (~hereas in England at that time, the concen-. 
tration of tr"' means of production was occurnng 
and industry gro·ving, and these new means of 
production were able to sustain a much greater 
~opulation) in Ire land, because of the English 
~olonial suppression of these contradiction$, the 
development of the means of production that di~ 
come about could Tiot sustain a greater population 
because they were directly geared to colonialist 
needs. In approximately the same period the 
British population started from something like 
q million r~nrl fYrp_•u vPrv auicklv. 

What happened Wlth the K epeal ot the c_orn 

L F ox points out' was 'that with the rtse of 
aws, . . 1 d th 

the new industrial bourgeoisie 1n Eng an • e. 
'Manchester School' of Bright and Cobden ~spectally 
wanted to expand British industry by havmg 
free trade arrl free markets' as opposed to the 
old restriced set up 'Nhich favoured the old 
aristocracy and merchant c las.s. With the 

· 1846 the industRepeal of the Corn Laws m 
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rial bourgeoisie decisively gained the upper 
hand in England once and for all. In Ireland 
this meant that Ireland no longer had a monop
oly of the English market for corn and had to 
compete with the U. S. and Europe where 
farming had been able to develop unfettered 
by colonial domination. The Irish farmers 
could not compete.and started-going to the wall
needless to say the landlords were intent on 
not suffering themselves so they threw the 
people off the land themselves,' consolidated' 
their farms into larger holdings and turned the 

tillage over to pasture to become a sheep and 
cattle grazing pasture for England. This forced 
a massive number of people into the towns 
to emigrate . The Irish peasants were forced to 
emigrate because whereas in most countries when 
depopulation of the land occurred the disposess-
ed peasantry could be absorbed into industry 
(inde<od this was one of the reasons for dispos" 
essing them), in Ireland because the British had 
suppressed industry their was no industry 
(but linen) to absorb them arrl so they were forced 
to emigrate or starve. Through this the land
lords grew fatter and the plight of the people was 

desperately worsened. And Marx points out that 
this rnarked a complete revolution in Irish agric
ulture and concentration of the means of production 
but all done toservecolonialends. 

The English government followed this up very 
rapidly ·.vith the Encumbered Estates Act, which 
sought to replace the Irish native landlords who 
were not sufficiently vicious for the likes of the 
English government with representatives of the 
industrial classes or from English landlords who 
had no ties whatever to peasantry. They 
used this act to auction the estates of those larrllon:ls 
and nobility who were in debt (which most were) 
and made hated middlemen and rent collectors into' 
landlords. 

All this further illustrates the point that the \ndust
rial revolution was suppressed and, as Fox points 
out, because so many had to emigrate the home 
market went down, so small businessmen and art
isans lost money in incomes, and more good'l had 
to be exported to England • This was a vicious 
circle and is the pattern of English suppression. • • 
prevent the people from developing the means of 
production, prevent the development of industry, 
prevent the improve n1 ent of agriculture · • · · · 
thus make Ire land dependent on Britain and at the 
same time complain always against the· ignorant 
and 'unindustrious Irish. The same logic is used 
daily in the north - the British imperialists org
anise sectarian assassinations as they call them 
with one hand, whilst qerating, the Irish for 
being sectarian with the other. 

The consolidation afthis process, Marx pointed 
out, contributed to the d~velopment of Fenianism 
as a revolutionary movement with agrarian 
socialist tenclencies, that is enjoying the support 
of the lower classes against the financial -land
lord oligarchy monopolising the land. The Fen
ians developed a mass movement of support 
throughout Ireland, in the United States and in 
Er and. They contributed to the mass mover 
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leading to the 1913 lockout and the 1916 rebellion 
•. he pointed out, in defiance of tho!l!who said that 

Connolly had no support and no mbvement behind 
him. Lenin was proved correct in the develop
ment of tpe War of In.dependence. 

Marx and Engels exposed the hypocritical 
double dealing tactics ofO'Connell and his foll
owers who having no unity with the peasants , used 
their issues simply as a way of getting support. 
ThusO'Connell used the Catholic Emancipation 
and the Repeal is sues, but had no intention of 
fighting for the Reoeal as he had already made 

a deal with the-English·bourgeoisie in the Lich
field House Agreement of 1835 ...•• this was to 
fight the Tories for repeal but to drop the issues. 
when the Whigs came to power. This MarK-
and Engels said were the parliamentary tricks 
that these bourgeois politicians played for their 
own ends, and the Irish people would never 
succeed until they overthrew their influence. 

Marx himself advocated the programme for 
the Irish revolution of independence and self
government, agra.rian revolution and a system 
of protective tar riffs. This he said was a 
radical bourgeois democratic reform programrne. 
The Land League, led by Davitt, took up the 
militant economic platform of Marx for nation
alisation of the land, but relied on the bourgeois 
nationalists like Parnell for political policies 
and hence failed to become a strong force. 
Throughout this century Marx agi'tated in various 
ways for tenant right for the Irish peasants, whilst 
the so:.ca.lled 'liberators' like O'Connell paid 
little attention to this, and it was only because 
of the 7 enians revolutionary activity that this 
issue v' ought before the Parliament. 
Ten ant -:. ~ .~ · ·.•/a s fought for and won by the Ul-
ster pec.. try, and this definitely helped t l:e 
Ulster peasantry to establish a better life for 
themselves, and aided the process of capital 
accumulation there. This came about however, 
when the large mass of peasantry in the south 
had not yet won tenant right, and came about not 
becavse the Ulster peasants were part of a better 
:J.nd suDe:cior race, but as a direct result of the 
g<~;.ns i;;. ::he class ::;truggle in that area, gains 
wt-~ich the I::i~h peasantry as a whole later won fron 
the Ene1j_sh bourgeoisie, who feared the revolution-
ary c., .:ruc.·Kes of further denying the people 

this ri~ -. 
The ;: ~- - :oing of various land acf:s, did not change 

the situation of the peasantry in the sense of giv-
ing them all their rightful land, o:r; allowing them 
to be masters of it; they still had to pay annuit:... 
ies to .Sngland, they still only owned a orooortion 
of l'l.nd -,hilst landed estates made up the rest, 
and their markets were still totally dominatP.r1 hv 

1::3riti sh control. The situation 1s stiLL basically the s~me 
and the numerous small Irish farmers still have ~he 
legitimate n·eed for equalisation of the land with 
the seizure of foreign held or large estates, and 
the Irish small farmers can never survive whilst 
imperialist control of the market still exists; 
this is why: they are still today allies of the 

Irish working class. 
With the passing of the land acts arrl the grant-

ing of various reforms, the agrarian question as the • 

:entral question in the Irish revolution began to 

recede. The Irish working class was quickly 
growing and gaining strength numerically and 
in organisation . Branches of the First Internation
al had been established in Ireland in Cork and Dublin 
the Irish Republican Socialist Party was founded in --
1896 by Connolly and Aveling (Marx's daughter) 
and the first unskilled.( and therefore much 
more proletarian) union was formed at the end of 

·the century also with the assistance and leader-
ship of the Avelings. Connolly and Larkin began 
0rganising the unions, and Connolly especially 
developed the political consciousness of the Irish 
workers. The Irish working class emerged defiantly 
on the scene of history with the 1913 lockout and, 
under Connolly and the Irish Citizen Army, fought 
many battles. 

Fox shows the attention Lenin paid to these dev
elopments, and how he pointed out that the big 
issue for the Irish workers was to establish indep
endence which destroyed the Irish bourgeoisie and 
the armed forces of the p0gramist:S in the 
north who were out for counter revolution. The 
beginning of the century saw all the class contrad
ictions develop sharply as the Irish workers came 
forward, and Lenin clearly pointed out that their 

future was to liberate and unify Ireland and estab
lish a workers and small farmers republic. Lenin 
opposed the 2nd International sham soci~lists who 
claimed that the national qurstion could be side-

11 
stepped under the banner of'international struggl<> .-
and pointed out clearly that only by nations achieving 
liberation could anyone talk of proletarian inter
nationalism. With this he actively supported the 
need for national independence and Connolly' s 
basic strategy of organising the workers as an ind
ependent force into the Irish national revolution. 

Connoll y , as Fox points out, was a militant 
revolutionary patriot and a socialist in sentiment 
but not consistent in his policies. He was to a 
certain extent a revolutionary syndicalist, and 
underestimated the need of the working class,for a 
party as the sole path to victory. Thus when <;:onnolly 
was killed, the working class was left with no party1 , 

for a while. 
In the book Fox clearly points out that the react

ion of Carson and Co. in the north was based on 
trying to divide the Irish working class arrl prevent 
national liberation and socialism. This is still 
true today and puts pay to the revisionist!s notions, .JJ 
and notions of the bourgeois nationalists that the 
Unionist bourgeoisie are Irish , and on the Irish 
side, or that the protestant working class is the 
enemy of the Irish people. It is class policy to divide 
the workers and prevent victory, so it is the task of 
th~ revolutionaries to unite the. workers in the 

course of struggle. 
Fox concluded that the Irish revolution is on the 

last and glorious .stage of its 'path to victory, and 
that the Irish workers and progressives'must pay 
attention to the experience of the world proletariat 
and follow the Marxist-Leninist path. 

There are many ramifications and important 
conclusions from this brief but concentrated book. 

The ma1n unes could be said to be : 
1) that the line of the 2nd International followed today 
by the Irish Labour Party, the present day Socialist 
Party of Ireland, the Official Sinn Fein, the 'Comm
unist' Party of Ireland and the British & Irish 'Comm-



:unist' Orgar::isation is totally counter-revolutionary. 
It is a policy of opposing the struggle for: national 
i_ndependence putting forward that socialism can be 
brought about in· an Ireland which is dominated and 
annexed by a foreign power. 
2) that republicani38m, including "lef-t republicanism" 
will not succeed today. That the slogan, "Sinn Fein" 
i.e. ourselves alone, was outdated and incorrect as 
the Irish revolution became oart of the world rev-
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olution. 
3) that the future of the Irish working class is that 
pf leading the Irish revolution, which it can only 
do as a· class, and not through individual. workers 
participating in organisations which are not the 
class organisations of the proletariat - e.g. the 
Irish Labour Party or republican movement • The 
working class can act as a_ class only through its 
Marxist-Leninist party. 

FOR YOUR REFERENCE _____ _. _______ ......_ _____ _ 

THE TOP MONOPOL V CAPITALISTS 
IN BRITAIN PART t 

Workers' Weekly, Newsweekly of the Commun
ist Party of England (Marxist-Leninist) recently 
carried an article entitled "For Your Reference -
The Top Monopoly Capitalists in Britain, Part 1 

in their No 43 issue·.,. Red Patriot is printing 
this article because it gives valuable information on 
the British monopoly capitalist class, the ex
ploiters and oppressors of the British working 
class and people and of the Irish people through the 
neo-colonial state in the south and the colonial 
apparatus in the north. 

Future issues of Red Patriot will be carrying 
articles on the Irish monopoly capitalist class 
and giving analysis of fhe way it operates and 
its main members and components'. Readers 
will find this article from Workers' Weekly 
partia::uiarly useful when correlated with the 
future R.ed Patriot articles op the Irish econ, :ny. 
The article reads : 

The following article is the first in a series 
of "For Your Reference" articles reporting 
investigation carried out on various aspects of 
the monopoly capitalist economy. This particular 
article entitled "The Top Monopoly Capitalists 
in Britain, 11 which is being printed in two parts, 
looks at some of the main monopoly capitalists 
in Britain in 1974/5 and what industrial and 
financial interests (i.e. director ships) they have. 
The investigation has categorised th"e top mon
opoly capitalists as those who have two or more 
director ships in the Top 100 companies ( and also 
listing those who have two or more directorships 
in the top 50 companies). This method of categ
orising means that not all of the monopoly capit
alists are included, such as those which have 
mainly financial connections or those who have 
industrial connections outside the.Top lOO. 
But the investigation provides a guide to who 
are some of the main members of the monopoly 
capitalist class in Britain. 

The investigation clearly reveals the existence_, 
if proof be needed , of a small but extremely 
powerful and wealthy class of monopoly capitalists 
that control all the main industries, financial 
institutions and in fact the entire economy. It is 
this class that daily exploits tl:e working class to 
gain its vast superprofts. While at · · 
this time, together with its Government, it is 
trying to rnake the workers pay for the crisis, 
in order to preserve its massive wealth · The 
bourgeois· economists continually try to hood-

wink the people by concocting bogus statistics 
' that this class does not exist, and that wealth 

and control of the economy being increasingly 
concentrated into fewer and fewer hands. The 
investigation reveals only the tip of the iceberg, 

for these members of the monopoly capitalist 
class, who each receive huge 1 salaries' for every 
company they are a director of, together with 
the massive returns on their investment in that 
company, also control and gain superprofits 
from many other industries and financial instit· 
utions not listed, This they do through such 
methods as "holding systems", subsidiaries, 
issuing of loans, direct investment, buying of 
shares , etc. Comrade Lenin pointed out in 
"Imperialism, the highest Stage of Capitalism 1 

"Finance capital, concentrated in a few hands 
and exercising a virtual monopoly, extracts 
enormous and ever-increasing profits from the 
floating of companies, issue of stock, state loans, 
etc. strengthens the domination of the financial 
oligarchy and levies tribute upone the whole of 
society for the benefit of the monopolists "· 
Furthermore he describes how with the 'develop
ment of monopoly capitalism 11 

•••• scattered 
capitalists are transformed into a single co~l
ective capitalist ..... a handful of monopoEsts 
subordinate. to their will all the operations, ' 
both commercial, and industrial, of the whole 
of capitalist society 11 

The investigation also completely exposes the 
revisionist and social-democratic theory that 
the problem in the economy is the financiers, 
who 11 have no 'responsibility' to the country 
and who keep on 'refusing' to loan capital to the 
industrialists 11 • The investigation shows that 
the main monopoly capitalists are the financiers 
and the industrialists. With the development of 
capitalist into monopoly capitalism there ha~ been 
a fusion of the two, a fusion of finance and lnd
ustrial capital with the whole of the economy, 
industry and every other aspect of society being 
dominated by a financial oligarchy. As Comrade 
lenin explained :- "A personal union, so to speak, 
is established between the banks and the biggest 
and industrial and commerci~l enterprises, the 
merging of one with another through the acquisit
ion of shares, through the appointment of bank 
directors to the Supervisory Boards ( or Boards 
of I'•irectors) of industrial and commercial ent
erprises , and vice yersa 11

• Also 11
• • • Under 
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the general conditions of commoduv production 

and private property, tne ,.business operations" 
of capitali-st monopolies inevitably become the 
domination of a financial oligarchy". 

In this particular investigation, there are a 
total of 54 members (listed in alphabetical order) 
of the monopoly capitalist class who have two or 
more directorships in the top 100 companies. 
:n this edition of Workers Weekly·.r the first 
17 are being printed. 

1. SIR DAVID-HAVEN BARRAl'l \top 50) :Shell 
Petrol-e~m Co. Ltd; BICC Ltd; British Leyland 
Motor Carp Ltd; Burton Group Ltd; · Canadian 
[mperial Bank of Commerce; City investing 
Company; General Accident , Fire and Life As
surance Corp. Ltd; Glaxo HoU:lings Ltd; Ham
pton .Gold Mining Areas Ltd (chmn); International 
Marine Banking Co. Ltd ; Marine Midland Bank; 
Midland Bank Ltd;•Samuel Montague & Co Ltd; 
Shell 'li"ansport and Trading Co. Ltd. 

2. BAXENDELL , PETER BRIAN (Top '30): Shell 
Transport and Trading Co Ltd; Shell Chemicals 
UK Ltd; Shell International Chemical Co Ltd; 
Shell International Gas Ltd; Shell International' 
Petroleum Co Ltd; Shell-Mex & BP Ltd ; 
Shell Petroleum Co Ltd (Mngr) ; Shell Refining 
and Marketing UK LTD ; Shell UK .Ex-ploration 
and Production Ltd (chmn) ; SheH UK Ltd (chmn, mng) 

3. BE;XON , MICHAEL LAWRENCE (top 50) : run
lop Ho_ldings Ltd; Dun lop Japan Ltd (Japa"); Dun-
lop Ibedca SA (Spain); Dunlop AG Germany; 
Dunlop ~elgium; Dunlop (European Holdings); 
Dunlop Ltd; "SDunlop SA France ; Industrial Pirelli 
SpA (Italy); International Synthetic Rubber Co; 
Lastex Yarn & Lactron Thread J..td; Sumitomo 
Rubber Industries Ltd Japa1 

4. BINNY , JOHN ANTHONY FRANC IS (Top 1 00) 
National Westminster Bank Ltd (dep chmn); 
Alpha Cement Ltd (chmn) ; Associated Portland 
Cement Manufactureres Ltd (Chmn); Beagle Nom· 
inees Ltd; Britannia Tankers ; British Portland 
Cement Manufacturer Ltd; County Bank Ltd; 
BTR Ltd; Fulmer Securities Ltd; Hongkong & 
Shanghai B.;_11ldng Carp (Lon Comm); International 
Westminster Bank Ltd - ; Law Debenture Carp 
Ltd (chmn) ; Tube Investments Ltd (dep chmn) ; 
National Westminster Unit Trust Managers Ltd 

5. BOYD OF MERTON, VISCOUNT (Top 100) 
Arthur Guinness, Son & Co Ltd (also Viscountess 
Boyd of Merton) ; Imperial Chemical Industries Ltd . 

6. BURMAN , SIR STEPHEN FRANCE (Inst. of 
Dir) (Top 50) : Midland Bank Ltd; Lucas; Imperial 
Metal Industries Ltd - Imperial Chemical Industries 

Ltd. 

·z. CALDECOTE, THE RT HON VISCOUNT (top lOO) 

Alcan Enfield Alloys Ltd (chmn) .; Delta Metal 
Co Ltd (chmn) ; Consolidated Gold Fields Ltd; 

Lloyds Bank Ltd. 

8. CARROL , DONAL SHEMUS ALLINGHAM (Top 50) 
P.J. Ca.rroll·and Co Ltd (Chmn); Bank of Ireland 
(Governor 1964-1970) ; Carreras Rothmans Ltd 
(chmn) ; Central Bank of Ireland ; Dunlop Holdings 
Ltd; Irish Times Holdings ; Irish Times Trust; 
Lloyss Bank Ltd; Rothmans International Ltd. 

9. CARTER, EDWARD ROBERT ERSKINE (Top lOO) 

Advocate Mines Ltd; Bank of Montreal; Foodex 
Systems Ltd ; Gibralter Pari-Mutuel Inc; Hambros 
Ltd; Westroc Industries Ltd; Hambro Canada Ltd 
(pres & chief exec) ; A ltna Goldale Investments Ltd; 
Amalgamated Metal Cqrp ; Anglo Scandanavian 
Securities Ltd ; Bank Ruegg Switzerland ; 
Bishopsgate Platinum Ltd; British Amalgamated 
Metal Investments Ltd; British Metal Corp-
Canadian Tokar Ltd; Consolidated Tin Smelters; 
Hambro Occidental Locmin Ltd ; Noctin Secirities ; 
Rio Tinto Putno: 

10. CATTO OF CAIRNCATTO, THE RT HON LORD 
(top 100 ); Morgan Grenfell Holding Ltd (vice-chmn) 
Andrew Yule and Co Ltd Calcutta ; Angloa-American 
Securities Carp Ltd; At:.stralia Mutual Provident 
Society (London based) (chmn) ; Australian United 
Corp Ltd Melbourne ; Diploma Investments Ltd; 
General Electric Co Ltd; London Australia Investmen1 
Co Ltd (Sydney) ; Morgan Grenfell and Co Ltd (chmn) 
News International Ltd; North Atlantic Securities 
Corp Ltd; UAL Industrial and Commercial Invest
ment Trust Ltd; Yule Catto & Co Ltd (chmn). 

11. CHAP FELL, EI:'WIN PHILLIP (Inst of I'ir) 
(top 100) ; Mor~n Grenfell Holdings Ltd; Bank of 
New Zealand (Ln bsd); Equity and Law Life Ass
urance Society Ltd; Equity & Law (Managed Funds) 
Ltd; Fisons Ltd; Guest, Keen Nettlefolds Ltd; Int
ernational Computers (J1oldings) Ltd; Law Revers
ionary Interest Society ; Morgan Grenfell and Co 
Ltd (Exec) ; National Ports Council (chmn) ;Viking· 

Oil Ltd. 

12. CLARKE ., SIR RICHARD (Top 50) Stothert & 
Pitt Ltd (chmn) ; Guest Keen & Nettlefol-ds Ltd; 

Courtaulds Ltd ; EMI Ltd; Orlon Insurance Co 

13. CROMER, THE RT HON EARL OF (Top 50); 
Campagnies Financiere de Suez, Fnmce; Daily 
Mail and General Trust Ltd; IBM United Kingdom 
(chmn) IBM United Kingdom Rentals (chmn) "fmper
ial Group Ltd : London Multinational Bank Ltd 
(chmn); Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navig-
ation Co ; Shell Transport & Trading Co. Ltd. 

14. DAVIS, SIR JOHN HENRY (Inst of Dir), , 
(Top 100) ; Rank Organisation Ltd and subs..idiaries 
(chmn) ; A. Kershaw & Sons Ltd (chmn) ; Butlins 
Ltd (chmn); City Wall Properties Ltd (chmn) ; 
Eagle Star Insurance Co. Ltd; English Numbering 
Machines Ltd (chmn); Fuji Xerox Ltd Japan ; 
Irish Cinemas Ltd Ireland (chmn) ; Pinewood 
Studios Ltd (chmn) ; Rank Audio Visual Ltd (chmn); 
Rank City Nall Ltd (chmn) Visual Ltds (chmn); 
Rank Advertising Films Ltd (chmn) ; Odeon 
Ireland Ltd, Ireland (chmn); Rank Credit Facilit-· 
ies Ltd (chmn); Rank Film Distributors Ltd (chmn); 
Rank Film Laboratories Ltd (chmn); Rank Hotelo 
Ltd (chmn); · Rank Leisure Ltd Services Ltd 
(chmn); Rank Overseas Holdings Ltd (chmn); Rank 
Precision Industries (Holliings) Ltd (chmn ); 
Rank Radio International Ltd (chmn) ; Rank RX 
Holdings Ltd (chmn ); Rank Strand Electric (chmn) 

15. DAWNAY , LT COL CHRISTOPHER RAYEN 
(Inst of Dir.) (Top 1 00) Dalgety Ltd; EMI Ltd) 

16. DENT , JOHN (Inst. of Dir,.) (Top 50) : 
Dunlop Ltd ; Dunlop Holdings Ltd ; Moulton 

Developments Ltd; RE!dditch Mouldings Ltd. 



17. DOWSON GRAHAM RANDALL (Inst of Dir.) 
(Top lOO) :Rank Organisation Ltd (ch!ef Exec); 
Adatn Hilger Ltd; Athenaeum Hotel (Oddenino' s) 
Ltd ; Baron Instruments Ltd ; Bush (Ireland) 
Ltd; Bush-Murphy Export Ltd ; Butlins Ltd; 
r:harles Berkelev Supply Co Ltd; Ch;iceview 
(Ho_ldings) Ltd ; Choiceview Ltd ; City Wall Prop
erties Ltd ; Elmerwise Ltd ; English Number
ing Machines Ltd ; Eshtec Securities Ltd · 
Hotelvision Ltd; Hotel Medano SA ; Irish c'in 
emas Ltd (dep chmn) ; Knox-Johnston Marine 
Ltd ;Luke Brothers Ltd ; Mercury Yacht Harbours 
seas Holdings Ltd; Rank Precision Industnes 
(Holdings); Rank Properties Developments Ltd; 
Rank Radio International Ltd; Rank Research 

Laboratories Ltd ; Rank RX Holdings Ltd ; Rank 
Strand Electric Ltd.; Rank Tuschinski Beneer 
BY Holland ; Rank W~arfedale Ltd; Rank Xerox 
Ltd: Ren Tel Ltd; -R. 0. Exploration Ltd; 

PROFITS SOAR 
On September 2nd, the Financtat Times 

stated in a monthly profits survey that the pre-
tax profits of the 13 7 industrial companies that 
published full accounts in August , were 21 o/o higher 
than in August 1975, while in July, the profits 
of the companies that p~blished their accounts 
in that month, were 15. 4% higher than the 
previous:years and in June 10.8% higher. 
Companies- that had above average increases, 
in their profits mc1uded Rothman' s Internat-
ional , up 8.9%,. Distillers , up 24% , and 
Cavenham , up- 28 o/o .• While companies that 
have announced their half year accounts in 
recent months have shown similar increases in 
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RoyaL Garden Hotel (Oddenino' s) Ltd; Solent 
Yachts Ltd ; Southern Television Ltd ; Too Rank 
Bowling Ltd ; 'I>p Rank Tenpin Bowling Ltd; 
Tonway Holdings Ltd ; Tuschinski Theatres BY· · 
Tuschinski Vast Goed BY ; White House (Regen~s 

_Park) Ltd; Wiltshire Hotel (Oddenino 1 s) Ltd. 
Ltd; Murphy Radio (Ireland) Ltd; Oddenino' s 
Hotels & Restaurants Ltd ; ·odde:nino' s Property 
& Investment Co Ltd ; Odeon Holdings (Canada) 
Ltd; Pinewood Studios Ltd ; Port Hamble Ltd; 
Rank Advertising Films Ltd ; Rank Audio Yisua, 
Ltd; Rank Bush Murphy Ltd; Rank (Choice-view) 
Ltd ; Rank City Wall Ltd; Rank City Wall Over
seas Ltd ; Rank Credit Facilities Ltd ; Rank 
Estates Ltd ; Rank Explorations Ltd ; Rank Film 
Distributors Ltd; Rank Film Laboratories Ltd; 
Rank hotels Ud; Rank Leisure Services Ltd ; 
Rank Marine International Ltd ; Rank (North Sea) 
Ltd; Rank Odeon (Northern Ireland)Ltd; Rank · 
Overseas Film Distributors Ltd ; Rank Over-

pre-tax profits for example with Shell's rising 
from £410million in the first half of last year 
to £658 million in the first half of this year 
(a 60.4% increase); National Westminster 
Bank ; £53. 3 3 million to £80. 13 million ( a 
50.2% increase); Unilever £102.2 million to 
£255. 3 million ( a 150% increase) ; Royal In
surance Company £ 16.8 million to £34.5 'mill

ion ( a 105% increase) : British Leyland from a 
£76 million loss to £44.3 million profit (a 90% 
increase ) ; and the National Coal Board from 
£ 12 million to £·52. 2 million ( a 300% increase) 

The above news item was reprinted from a Brit
ish workers industrial paper. 

NATIONALISATION IS NOT THE PATH TO 
ECONOMIC INDEPENDENCE 

THE THIRI' ANI' FINAL PART OF THE REI' PATRIOT COMMENTARY ON THE PROGRAMME 
0F THE "LEFT ALTERNATIVE" 

The present economic crists 1s the most serious It is composed of Official Sinn Fein, Liason Com-
in the imperialist system since the crisis in the mittee of the Labour Left (a ginger group within 
1930's, whic"h gave rise to tre 2nd World War. the ILP) and the sham "Communist" (actually 

It is hitting the Irish economy particularly revisionist) Party of Ireland. 
hard because this is a neo-colonial state domin- This new Coalition of social-democrats made 
ated by imperialism. It is on such countries that a whole series of promises in their blatantly 

11 
the imperialists strive to unload the main burden opportunist document "The Economic Crisis -
of the crisis so as to avoid confrontation with Th~ Left-Alternative. Amongst these were prom·· 
their own working class at home. Consequently ic;es to end unemployment and to put the profits 
the Irish working class have suffered . a., of industry back into the pockets of the people . 

. extremeLy high rate of inflation and great· Previous arti! cles have dealt with those two bogus 
reduction of living standards. promises. On a longer term , Left-Alte:::native 

also claims their strategy is a means of advancing 
It is a law of history that where there is oppressiop 
there is re~istance and the Irish workers are 
fighting back to defend and improve their living 
standards. The old Irish Labour Party has 
become particularly exposed as U. Coalition 
partner of the Fine Gael (descended from the 
fascist Blue shirts). It has lost all authoritv 
amongst the working class and can no longer charm 
the working class into accepting cuts through 
promises of a long-term share in the spoil;s of 
capitalism. A new social-democratic grouping 

-has emerged to serve the interests oft~ bourg-
f lternativ'e" 

cowards sociaLism and making the country selt
sufficient. This article is to examine the question -
would the Left-Alternative's programme of national
isation establish e~onomic independenceJ ? Opp
ortunist to the last.Left-Alternative never actuall)r 
spell out the target of self-sufficiency, but try to 
catch the sentiment of the ordi~ary voter with 
vague attacks on "foreign ownership", "internation
al monopolies and big financiers" and the mining 
and export of war materials by foreign companies. 

, Left-Alternative's programme then is to "reduce 11 

foreign dependence by _nationalising the banks 
because "over 50% of the eouitv ••.•• is in foreil!n 
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ownership •• 1rid by nationalising the mines and oil 

wells;.. On these twin pillars would rest a new 
basis to develop industry in Ireland - including 
processing plants and manufacture of finished 
products. By turning Ireland into an industrial 
country Left-Alternative imagines they will 
solve the problems of existing dependence, which 
they clearly assume stems from the predominance 
of agriculture in t!?-e Tdsh economy. 

This line of Left-Alternative's (originating as it 
does with th-e "Communist" Party of Ireland) is 
simply a rehash of the old Kautskyite formula 
that imperialism means domination of agricult
ural nations by industrialised nD.tions. i.e. How 
to solve Ireland's problem of dependence ? 
Industrialise • Kau~skyism is no more science 
today than it was in the days when Lenin thor
oughly demolished the. opportunist and bourgeois 
economic theory in his pamphlet "Imperialism -
the Highest Stage of Capitalism". 

The basic flaw in the Left-Alternative's programmt. 
stems from the revisionist theory that it is 
possible to gradually reduce foreign dependence 
atrl use "foreign investment" to establish self
sufficiency. In· fact , a country is either foreign 
dependent or ~· According to Left-Alternative 
industrialisation in Ireland would necessitate the 
import of foreign capital to fund new enterprise -
"A Foreign Industries Division which will endeav
our to attract investment from abroad as the IDA 
presently does" But this means· dependence on 
foreign capital ·.and Lenin quite categorically states 
that finance capital and monopolies "introduce 
everywhere the striving for domination not freedom. 
The. result of these tendencies is reaction all along 
the line, whatever the political system, and an 
extreme intensification of existing antagonisms 
in this domain also. Particular! y intensified bee
omes the yoke of national oppression and the 
striving for annexation i. e the violation of nat-
ional independence (for annexation is nothing 
but the violation of the right of nations to self
determination ) ". (Our emphasis -Ed.) ( V. I Lenin 
Imperialism,H.ighest Stage of Capitalism, Foreign 
Languages Press, Peking 1965, p146). For this 
reason Lenin explains that imperialism is not 
limited to the domination of industrialised over 
agricultural countries , but also over other 
industrialised states. 

In all sorts of other ways, Left -Alternative's 
orogramme and the policies of Official Sinn Fein, 
its most -verbose · member, violate the Leninist 
principles which are essential to make a country 
self-reli~nt and free of imperialist domination. 

One example is their desire to "compete" on the 
·•global market of capitalist and socialist .•... 
r actually social -.fascist - Ed.) ... countries". But 
:t is in dependence on finance capital to indust
rialise that Left Alternative commits their most 
crucial opportunist error. After all is said, it 
is this theory which has already guided Free-
S:ate government's to date, especially since the 
go -ahead to total financial dependence in 1958 under 
the Whittacker proposals. We have only to ask : 
has the consequence of that policy been to reduce 
or increase foreign dependence to test the prog
ramme of Left-Alternative. Clearly, Ireland is 

now labouring under the consequences of a massive 
invasion ci·. capital. Like a drug addict who has 
had his supply cut, Ireland is suffering a massive 
economic depression. Left .-Alternative is simply 
proposing more of the same drug to alleviate 
the problem, but this will only lead to greater 
dependence. 

While it is true that economic self-sufficiency 
is crucial to consolidate the socialist system, all 
Marxists are agreed that seizure of political 
power is the essential precursor to nationalisation 
and economic advance. As Marx and Engels said 
in the Manifesto of the Communist Party_-p. 57 
Foreign Languages Press, Peking 1968) : 
'· •••• the first step in the revolution by the work

_ng. class·, is to raise the proletariat to the pos
ition of the ruling class, to win the battle of 
democracy". 
"The proletariat. will use its political supremacy to 

wrest, by degrees, all capital from the bourgeoisie, 
to centralise all instruments of production into 
the hands of the state i.e. of the proletariat org
"'.nised as the ruling class; and to increase the total 
of productive forces as rapidly as possible.". 
It is this fact : the necessity in Ireland to overthrow 
imperialism and seize state power from British 
imperialism in the north and the Irish monopoly 
capitalist lackeys in the south which Left-Altern-
ative is trying to avoid. _ 

The consequences of foreign dependence are 
clear. Economic dependence has deepened 
since l9'J8 and the British imper-
i a l i s t s a r e t r y i n g t o c o n s o l i d a Le .. 
enforcement policy in tandem with the southern 
regime (The Criminal Law (Jurisdiction) Act) and 
the new acts under the State of Emergency. The 
emergence of the neo-I<autskyite clique - Left-· 
AlterPative - is simply another bourgeois attemqt 

to subvert and side track the revolutionary path of 
the ,Irish working class and must be vigorously 
repudiated. Only people's war to establish nat
ional independence and re-unification i.e. the 
seizure of state power a rrl the establishment 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat can form 

.tthe basis ol state economic self-sufficiency. 
To lead this struggle is the s~cred destiny of 
the working class already outlined by James 
Connolly as well as all genuine Marxist-Leninists · 
Left-Alternative's rehash of Kautsky's treacherous 
theories will never divert the Irish working class 
from its destiny as the leading force in the Irish 

revolution. 

PUBLICATIONS FROM CANADA 
-Support the 2nd Anti-Colonial struggle 

of the Angolan people ----' Z'Jp 

A Basic Understanding of the Communist 
Party of China (translated by Norman 
Bethune Institute - from Chinese edition 197 ~) 

What is the Issue ? by Hardial Bains 

Available - Progress.ive Books & Periodicals 
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ENGLISH. PAPER: 
In London to 

Workers' Weekly reports 
denounce the so-called 

demonstration 

Workers' Weekly, Newsweekly of the Comm
unist Party of England (Marxist-Leninist) carr
ied a report in its recent issue (Nov. 29th) of 
a demonstration organised by the Party against 
British.imperialist domination of Ireland, and 
especially against.the so-called peace movement. 
The article is re II"inted below. It follows 
an article in' the previous issue of Workers' 
Weekly labelling the Peace Movement as a ~ar 
move·ment against the Irish people.· Whilst the 
so-called. Peace Movement was occurring in 
Trafalgar square with all the lackeys of the Brit
ish state coming out to express their concern to 
stop the national indep~ndence struggle, demon
strations and protests were held in a number of 
places against British imperialism and this sham 
peace movement. At Trafalgar square itself· 
large numbers of people protested against the 
peace movement as they did all al?ng the route. 
The police, the arm of the British state , brazenly· 
arreste,..d or accosted any demonstrators t-hey 
could , and promoted the lin.e that it was a crime 
to protest against the peace demonstration. This 
shows the inter-relationship between the so-called 
peace moyemezt and British imperialist inter-
ests ---jane Ewart Biggs the wife of the executed 
British ambassador to Ireland( ~ faithful member 
of the British monopoly capitalists d"'it ss 
and member or".the British intelligence network) 
has become a front piece for the peace people, 
Trafalgar square was opened for an Ir\sh ~"'TTion
strations for the first itime in years, all 
clearly showing that the British monopoly capitalists 
are going over-board to use the peace movement 
to smash the resistance of the Irish people, and 
to force on the people a continuation of war, 
exploitation and persecution. The Communist 
Party of Eng~nd (Marxist-Leninist) having opp-
osed the-peace movement.consistently and having 
upheld consistently that British workers must 
oppose British imperialist rule in Ireland, and 
link arms with their Irish d.B.ss brothers and 
sisters in the common struggle against Britis:1. 
imperialism, called a militant demonstration 
on the other. side of London as well, reflecting 
the revolutionary class sentiments '?f workers in 
Britain. 

As opposed to the British bourgeoisie's prop
aganda in the media that the British people are 
"fed up". with Ireland, the recent demonstration and 
counter-demonstration reveal once again ti:Bt 
there is no such •mity of all people in Britain. 
The interests of the British monopoly capitalists 
and those of the-workers stand in sharp antagonism 
on every issue as on the Irish question. The 
British monopoly capitalists are not fed up with 
Ireland, they are not fed up with all the massive 
profits they. amass yearly from the sweat of the 
Irish workers and small farmers north and 
south ; they are 'fed up' ( read mortally scared~) 
of the Irish f1eople' s opposition to them however· 
Whilst the British working class, under the lead-

-

'peace' movement 
er ship of its Marxist-Lm inist Party -is coming 
out more and more to express its deep class sol
idarity with the Irish working class, and support 
for the Irish people's national independence 
struggle. 

British and Irish workers together will surely 
bring the total defeat of the British bourgeoisie , 
common enemy of the two peoples. 

The article entitled "Militant Demonstration 
organised by the Party to Denounce the so-called 
Peace' Movement" , reads : 

On Saturday morning, November 27th, the 
London Branch of the·· ·communist Party of England 
(Marxist-·L eninist) organised a militant march 
through the middle of Barking to denounce the 
so-called "Peace" Movement, which has org
anised various d~monstrations throughout the 
country and was holding a demonstration in 
central London that afternoon. The militant march 
raised widespread interest and much support 
for its condemnation of the phony "peace" move
ment in the crowded streets. A large gree,n 
banner headed the march with the slogan "The 
'Peace' Movement is a War Move~nt Against 
the Irish People~ ", and. the marchers shouted 
throughout the march the slogans "British imp
erialism Get Out of Ireland ~" "Long Live the 
Unitv of the British Working Class and Irish 

. People" and "Long Live the Communist Party 

of Ireland (Marxist-Leninist). 
This vigorous march in support of the Irish 

people was in direct contrast to the much 
heralded "Peace" march itself from Hyde 
Park to Trafalgar Square, which in fact despite 
massive publicity and Government assistance ' 
was a complete flop. It was attended in the 
main only by organised religious groups and T!let 
with vigorous opposition from patriotic Irish people 
and British workers and progressive people in 
the face of outright fascist action bythe police , 
who arrested or attempted to arrest anyone 
opposing the march, either by placards or even 

vocally ~ 
The demonstration in Barking and and the opp

osition that the "Peace" Movement received ref-
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lects the growing movement developing in Britain 
to support the Irish people and oppose British 
imperialism's colonial and nee-colonial rule in 
the country. 

At the end of the march in front of Barking 
Station, a Party comrade made a short speech 
He pointed out that the "peace" movement had 
nething to do with peace, but was a complete 
sham backed and assisted on a massive scale 
by the British government and was nothing more 
than a cover to liquidate the Just struggle of 
the Irish people to free themselves from Brit-

ish imperialist domination. The movement, 
he said, was openly in favour of the security 
forces in Ireland for unity and independence , and 
its~feaders were hypocrites and stooges of the 
British government. Peace could only come 
to Ireland through ridding ft of the rule of those 
forces causing all the. problems -- British 
imperialism and its main ally , the Unionist 
bourgeoisie. 

At the conclusion of the speech the marchers 
moved into the crowd and vigorous discussions 
took place with the local people. 

THE REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT IN IRELAND 
IN THE LAST TEN YEAR 

ParJ I "The anti-revisionist miscarriage' 
The 'Irish Communist· Group', formed around 

May 1964, was an unholy alliance of neo-Trotskyites 
and Trotskyites whose sole a.im w~s to keep Marx
ism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought away from 
the working people of Irel•and and deprive them in 
this way of a vanguard Party of the Proletariat. 
Ever since the -betrayal of Marxism-Leninism by 
the leaders of the Comm,unist Party of Ireland 
(this had occurred by the mid 19'50' s deJ=isHrely) the 
working people oflreland had been starved of Marxism, 
and had been kept in th~. ideological stranglehold 
of Modern.Revisionism. The Modern Revisionists 

in lreland ·,who looked to the new revisionist tsars of 
the Soviet Uniol'i for their gur dance, preached the 
politics of capitut.ation and class 
c o 1 1 a b o r a t i o n , 0 n a c c o u n t o f t h e p r o l e t .

arian revolutionary work done by tne communist 
Party in the 1920's and 1930 1 s , the revisionists 
put forward seemingly 'correct' views on the 
situation in Ireland at the present time (:i.e. they 
said that the north of the country was coionially 
dominated in the north and nee-colonially dominated 
in the south by British imperialism) and they used 
this to give revolutionary credibility to their 
actuaLbankrupt programme of peaceful parliam
entary reform'and merely acted as the agents of 
the Irish capitalist class in vigorously opposing 
revo_lution and the mass struggles of the Irish 
people under the hoax that "people in Ireland are 
too conservative", ·' anti-eommunist', 'too imbued 
with religion' etc. With the sharp struggle inter
nationally to expose modern Soviet Revisionism, 
spearheaded by the Communist Party of Chfna and' 
the Party of Labour of Albania, a great anti-

. revisionist movement developed throughout the 
world in the 1960's to re-establish Marxist-Lenin
ist centres in each country and propel revolution 
forwards. 

In Ireland, ·as elsewhere , therE' wa-1!' a crying 
need for a vanguard Party of the Proletariat, 
and a trend came into being in the 1960's 
c l.a 1 m 1 n g that its intention was to huild 
such a Party. This trend was the "Irish Communist 
Group"; history has since proven, however, 
that this group was, right from its very inception, 
the complete ,ppposite of what it claimed itself 
to be. Differences in political line between the 
Irish Communist Group and the Internationalists 
(forerunner of the CPI(M-L) existed at that time, 

but 1were not the. the main feature of the 
relations in the 1960's. The fact that these diff
erences have grown since that time , to such an 
extent that one of the organisations formed from 
the Irish Communist Group (i.e. the Irish Com
munist Organisation and later the British and 
Irish Communist Organisation), more accurately 
called the British and Irish Trotskyite Organis
ation because of its avowed trotskyite line) has 
degenerated over the last three or four years into 
a small clique of trotskyite thljrgs and agents of 
British imperialism masquerading under a Marx
ist -Lenintst signboard, shows the 1mportance 

. of those differences. Tbis historical experience 
merits attention today, because it is significant 
to see what the'\eft republicani·sm" of the Irish 
Communist Group incorporating the non-Marxist 
and chauvinistic analysis of recent history and 
events with the 'left' trotskyite line, has led to 
today. This history provides us with clear ex
perience to be consistently vigila~ against left 
republicanism and trotskyism arrl the 
national chauvinist interpretation of Irish history. 

ORIGIN OF THE IRISH C0MMUNIST GROUP 
The ICG was formed from a split in the'Committee 

to Defeat Revisionism and for Communist Unity' 
(CDRCU) which had been founded by the Marxist
Leninist Michael McCreery to defeat the Modern 
Revisionists in Britain -. One of the leaders of 
the ICG was a neo-trotskyite by the name of 
Brendan Clifford, arrl it was Clifford who launched 
a vicious attack on Comrade McCreery following 
the latter's death because "they imagined that they 
could simply base themselves theoretically on a 
number of documents published by the Chinese 
Communist Party, and that the•task was merely 
an organisational one of party building thro~,Jgh 
applying these documents to the British situation, 
arrl they discouraged any thinking that went beyond 
that view. Since the theoretical position of the 
Communist Party of China was very inadequate, 
this approach suffocated the main parts of the anti
revisionist movement" (Irish 'Communist' No. 100j 
This shows that Cl11tord' s cl1que were never Marxist-

Leninists, they have opposed the position of the CPC 
and have done so to date, and have used hindsight to 
blame Michael McCreery for not solving every 
problem whilst they themselves sat on the sidelines 
with detatched arguments and splittist sentiments. 



_The two main neo-trotskyites iri .the Clifford 
clique were Brendan Clifford himself and Angela 
Clifford (his wife). It was at the instigat10n of the 
CDRCU that Clifford began to work.to set.up an 
anti-revisionist alternative to the Communist 
Party of Great Britain-led . 'Connolly Assoc
iation', but instead of carrying out this work under 
the guidance of the CDRCU, Clifford led his clique. 
into unity with a bunch of open- Trotskyites led 
by Gery Lawless and split from CDRCU. As Clifford 
himself says "Th& latter decided to make the · 
front organisation independent of the mother, and did 
so with the support of the Trotskyists" .Such 
splittist activity was to become the modus operandi 
of Clifford, who was to show that he would stop at 
nothing to pursue his counter-revolutionary objectives. 
Although the Irish Communist Group was founded 
in May 1964, it did not publish any literature until 
February 1965 when th,e first issue of 1 An Solas 1 

(meaning'The -Light') appeared . 'An Solas' appeared l/ 
monthly from then on until the split within the 
ICG between Clifford' s clique and the open Trot
skyites which occurred in ~eptember /October 1965. 

As mentioned earlier, the main ·task of all gen- . 
uine proletarian revolutionaries in the 1960's was 
to launch an of{ensive against the Modern Revision
ists and "-''rk to_ build a ~enuine Marxist-Leninist 
Party to lead the revolution ; it was ~n this spirit that 
the Internationalists attempted to unite with the 
Irish Communist Organisation ( the neo trotskyite 
clique led by Clifford following the split within the ll.u) 

in 1967/ 68··.( See Editors note at end of article~ This 
attempt m a~ e _by the Internationalists 
in the interests· of proletarian revolution 
in' Ireland was not suc~eessful because 
lJ vlifforct and his clique showd that they were 
not interested in the Irish pro ple and in revolution, 
but rather that they were interested in self-prom
otion, splittism and disruption of the revolutionary 

ranks. 
2) Clifford and his clique showed that they were 
working class chauvinists and also national chauvin
ists (for example, they used to denounce the Inter
nationalists for being ~petty bourgeois' and 'comp
osed of' student~'; they took not one iota ':>f notice. 
of the facts that i) the Internationalists had its 
origins in the universities in the revolutionary 
student movement in the late l 960 1 s, and so it 
was bound to be at that stage mainly composed of 
cadres from petty bourgeois origin, and ii) the 
line of th"'· Tnternationalists was proletarian rev
olutfonary in its content, and the International~sts 
were openly stating _that without tle defe~t of , 
British imperialist domination of Ireland there wa• 
no future for the working masses of Ireland , they 
paid not the slightest attention to political lin.e:and 
to the concrete analysis of the concrete condthons 
of Ireland in the late 1960's but chose to ignore 
these with other 'Marxist' attacks on students and 
their defence of imperi-;;;_lism and revisionism in 
the form of an entire world outlook. Clifford 
claimed that p.ll culture in the working class was 
working class because the working class were 
such true revolutionaries. No bourgeois culture 
passed off the. working class they said: and.it was 
unnecessary for working cla·srs revolutlonart~s 
to struggle against self and revisionism. Th1s 
was a flimsy attempt by Clifford and co. to defend 
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reV1.ston1st /trotskyite political line and metnoct tney 
were part of. They used the smokescreen of att -
acking stud.en,ts and intellectuals as being "bourgeois", 
whilst they themselves were "genuine working class" 
to promote not only .the antj.-Marxist views on stud
ents, but also to cover .over the -fact that under. the 
hoax of being "working class" they were cling1ng te 
bourgeois politics and • rejecting genuine revolutiCJn
ary politics. 

Although the Internationalists attempted to unite 
with the reo in 1967 I 68, right from the earliest 
times there was clearly a divergence between the 
lines of the Clifford clique and those of the · 
Internationalists and the significance of that dj.verg
ence was to become clearer as time went by. 
However, further analysis of the writings of the 
Clifford clique show that throughout the entire 
writings,. there is a national chauvinist view of 
Irish history --bourgeois history of Ireland with 
a little bit of 'Marxism' tagged on to give it the 
appearance of being a profound Marxist analysis of 
Ireland. The writings of this clique ( and even 
different articles written by Clifford personally) 
alternated between two apparent opposites, i.e. narr
ow nationalism ( in which Clifford and his cLtque 
laud the Republican Movement to the skies, and 
imply that British imperialism can be defeated throuah 
struggle led by the Republican organisation ) and 
the so-called 'labour' line (i.e. the line that the 
economic struggle s of the working class are the 
most important, coupled with point blank refusal to 
bring out to the working class the relation between 
these economic struggles and the national question 
thus attempting to detach the Irish working class 
from the struggle for national independence and 
self-determination. This line and standpoint is 
ultimately that of classical trotskyism i. e that the 
only real struggle is that of the working class against 
the b our g eo is 1 e ; that the struggLe •1 s 
'bourgeois' and should either . 
be opposed as such, or participated 1n as ..a "tactic't to 
get people on their side . The clique therefore 
vacillated between the national chauvinist line that 
the national struggle is everything and that it has 
no class content , and the trotskyite or "labour" line 
that the national struggle is nothing or bourgeois· 
Both of them totally reject the Marxist-Leninist 
theory of the necessity to build the proletarian party 
to lead the working class , and to lead the ~rkin& 
c Lass to gain leader ship of t re national struggle. The 
CLifford clique only manage to harmonise these oppoa
ite positions through the peddling of 'left' republicanie! 
which is the bankrupt, national chauvinist line of 
'pushing the Republican Movement to the left' a.s an. 1 
alternative to making an entirel~ clean break wtth 4 
the politics of other classes and buildipg the Party· '~ 
of the Proletariat, based on Marxism-Leninism, .·~ 
e n t 1 r e l y a n e w b y o r g an i s in g· t h e :;:;~ 
proletariat aroundissues it faces as ~ cla~~Ao<;~ 
On international affairs, about which it had vtrtu&U~ 
nothing to say on account of its national chauvinism, ·;' 
Clifford and his clique pushed the entirely rightist ·-~ 
line on the Second World War, which advocated that-~ 
the working class unite with the bourgeoi::'ie of_ it• o,... 
country , and this line is entirely consistent w1th the 
line that they pushed on Irish affairs. 

The line of the open Trotskyites in the ICG ( led 
by Gery Lawless and backed by such opportunists 
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as Eamonn McCc.nn -- Michael Farret and others 
who later became prominent in the P~ople's Dem.oc
racy organisation were also members of the ICG but did 
not write in 'An Solas') was different from that of 
Clifford and his clique. While unite-d with the neo
trotskyites, the open trotskyites did not talk of ':frotsky 
himself, but wrote entirely in the style of the Trotsky
ites, took up the same nonsense issues as the Trot
skyists always take up and .did all but talk about Trotsky 

As soon as the split occurred, these self-same 
characters openly lauded the dog Trotsky to the skies, 
thus lhowing that they were conscious Trotskyites 
from the beginning. (It also shows the deviousness of 
the Clifford clique, because it indicates that they made 
a pact with Lawless and his gang that the latter-
would not openly ~pport Trotsky himself so long 
as the unity remained). The Trotskyites prom
oted openly the counter-'revolutionary line of one 
.:~tage revolution for Ireland with the working c!ass 
as the only revoLutionary class (even g0ing to the 
extent of pretending that small farmers are really 
working class in order to "justify" why they should 
be upholding an interest in revolution 11 • Both in 
the national context and in the inter
national context, these Trotskyites upheld the react
ionary theory of isolating the working class 
by claiming that at no time and under no circum
stances could the workipg class of any country 
unite with any section of the capitali!'lt class, and 
under this hoax they opposed the International 
Anti-Fascist Front formed during the Second World 
War t(') defend the bastion of world .socialist rev
olution at that time ----the USSR. 

As, according to Glifford himself, the period up 
till the jirst publication of 'An Solas' was taken up 
with " Laying a theoretical groundwork " for the 
Irish revolution ( Irish Communist No 100) we 
could justifiably expect a concerted attempt to 
ap-ply the science of Marxism-Leninism to the 
concrete conditions of Ireland. This article will 
attempt to show, through the pages of 'An Solas' 
that nothing of the sort was forthcoming, but that 
the Clifford clique had merely used the period of 
time to concoct the most outrageous Marxist trapp
ings for promoting an the old national chauvinist 
analysis of Irish history. 

THE LINE OF THE NEO TROTSKYITE CLIFFORD 
CLIQUE ON THE IRISH REVOLUTION 

After all the time of 'laying the theoretical ground
work ' the Clifford clique had merely attempted to 
resuscitate the old'left' Republican 'tine of 
Paeder O'Donnell, George Gilmore and the Rep
ublican Congress. ·That line in its open form is 
to call for the completion of the anti-imperialist 
revolution under the leaders hip of the IRA and 
the Republican Movement, followed by a socialist 
revolution under the leadership of the Irish work-
ing class and its Party the Communist Party. These 
'left' Republicans lure the working class into the 
Republican organisation by covering the national 
petty bourgeois political line of the movement up 
with revolutionary 'socialist' and 'pro-working 
class phraseology'. What was put forward by the 
Clifford clique was not, of course , as simple and 
as crude as this openly bourgeois 'left' republican 
political line, because Clifford owed everything 
to the fact that he promoted himself as a Marxist-

Leninist and used to walk around with a Mao badge 
on him. One can only conclude that 'laying 
the theoretical groundwork' actually meant develop
ing a sophisticated method for putting forward this 
~ine while still maintaining some sort of credibility 
as part of the "anti-revisionist" camp. Basically 
what his clique has come out with is to promote the 
'left' republican position in a cloaked form in one 
breath, while paying lip service to the need for a 
genuine Marxist-Leninist Party to lead the Irish 
revolution with the very next breath. However, as we 
shall see, this dog was unable to properly cover 
up his counter-revolutionary tracks and today the_se 
can be unearthed and used to assist genuine Marxist
Leninists to be able to differentiate between -sham 
Marxism and genuine Marxism 

THE CLIFFORD CLIQUE PUSHED RIGHT OPP
ORTUNISM ON THE NATURE OF THE IRISH 

REVOLUTION 
---------~--~~~~~~~~--------------------Part of their promotion of this right opportunist 
line on the Irish revolution lies in deliberately putting 
the wrong emphasis on the question of the relation 
between the struggle to win independence and re
unification of the country "and the struggle for sociaL 
ism. Cons ·e que n t l y they stress the 
S EPERATENESS of the -struggles, and make use 
of the counter-revolutionary theories of the Trotsky
ites (i.e. that the struggles merge into just one 
struggle for socialism in Ireland ) to make their own 
brand of opportunism look reasonable. 

In an article entitled 1 Is there a need for an 
Irish Communist Party ', the leaders of the clique, 
Brendan Clifford says, " though it may be argued 
that the achieving of national independence is merely 
the completing of the Irish bourgeois revolution, 
and is not the establishing of socialism, 
the fact remains that the completing ()f t!J.e bourg
eois revolution in Ireland will lead to the loss of 
state power by the Irish bourgeoisie. At the . 
end of the national revolution 1Ireland will not b~ 
socialist, but the necessary prerequisite for the 
building of socialism will have been achieved -
state power will have been transferred to the 
working class and whatever allies it has had in 
the struggle against imperialism " (An Solas 
No 5. June 1965\ The centr:>l is,:me here is that_ 
the Clifford clique use a mechanical "tw_? stage"-' 

theory to totally seperate the working class from 
the national independence struggle and therefore 
the question of the national independence struggle 
from the struggle for socialism. . Having done 
this they at one time promote the working cl_ass 
struggle for socialism as everything divorced 
from the struggle for national independence and 
at another promote the struggle for national ind
ependence totally over and above the issue of the 
working class and its leadership of the struggle. 
In other words they vacillate between 'leftism' 
and Trotskyism - the stage of struggle is against 
the Irish capitalists only, and pettY:-~ bourgeois 
nationalist line that the national independence 
struggle today is independent of the working class, 

The position of the clique is further clarified in 
an article by Angela Clifford which is pretentiously 
entitled 'On two kinds of Mistakes in the Irish 
Marxist-Leninist Movement•' (this article, together 
with one by Brendan Clifford entitled 'Irish 



Revolution. and the United Front 1 , both produced in 
August 1965 issue of 1An Solas', are g.i~en as the 
major reasons for the split with the Trotskyites in 
subsequent issues of'An Solas' and later in 'Workers 
Republic~ the paper which the Trotskyites prod
uced blh>wing the split). Following is a series of 
lengthy quotes from this article· by Angela 
Clifford, 
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revolution'. Although it is correct to say that the. 
fi:st task of the Irish revolution will not be to 
establish socialism, let us look at what Chairman 
Mao Tsetung has to say in his work "On New 
Democracy". He says , referring to the era sub
sequent to the First World War and to the estab
lishing of the first socialist state in the USSR, 
"In this era, any revolution in a colony or semi-

"One weakness that runs through most of the colony that is directed against imperialism i.e. 
Policy Statements ( of the ICG ..••• Ed) concerns against the international bourgeoisie or i:rternational-
the nature of the Irish revolution. The statements capitalism, no longer comes within the old categ-
are vague on this qJ,!.estion. They leave it uncertain ory of the bourgeois-democratic world revolution, 
whether we are working towards a socialist rev- but within the new category. It is no longer part of 
elution ortoward·s a national, that is to say an ess- the old bourgeois, or capitaliS;, world revolution, 
entially bourgeois one. " · but is part of the new world revolution, the proletar-

"At this particular time Ireland stands in need iand-socialist world revolution. Such revolutionary 
of a Communist Party , not to lead a socialist colonies and semi-colonies can no longer be reg-
revolution, but to lead an anti-imperialist revol- arded as allies of the counter-revolutionary front 
ution. The leaders of the Connolly Association of world capitalism; they have become allies of 
believe tha.t because the .next stage of the Irish the revolutionary front of world socialism". 
revdution will not be socialist , Ireland does not Ireland is just such a colony struggli;rig. against 
.1eed a Communist Party. But Ireland needs a imperialism, and that struggle is part of the prol-
Communist Party because the anti-imperialist etarian-socialist world revolution althouQ'h · 
struggle in Ireland .can only be lead to a successful the immediate programme of that struggle may not 
conclusion by a revolutionary party of the working be so c i a 1 is t as such - - it is not part 
class. It is true that an independent Ireland could 0 f the 0 1 d , b ou g e 0 is democratic world 
only be socialist. Bu t this does not mean that revolution. Why is it that Clifford and his clique 

the stage of the revolution towards which we are emphasise the side of the issue that the Irish rev-
heading is soci.alist • It i"s anti-imperialist." oJ.ution is not a socialist revolution and completely 

"The anti-imperialist revolution must•be followed by ignore the basic characteristic of the struggle in 

a socialist.revolution, otherwise it will degenerate its'world context? Taking a look now at some other 
and imperialism will re-establish itself. But the aspects of the writings of the Clifford clique on 
fact that the anti-imperialist rev~lution will have the national situation indicate that, in spite of the 
to become a socialist revolution in order to maintain 1Marxist' protestations throughout the articles that 
itself does not ni.ean that it will be a socialist rev- the working .class must .lead through itB . party, etc 
olution to begin with. It will be anti-imperialist, the real reason for this one-sided ·emphasis lies 
and any attempt to make it socialist would be in the fact that Clifford and ~his clique were working 
disruptive, and would harm the development of the full time to try to prevent the working class being 
socialist revolution". organised as a class to take up its historical res-

This position is anti-Marxist, and is in fact ponsibility of leading all the other revolutionary 
'left' republican. In present day Ireland, only the classes in the battle against British imperialist 
working class organ_ised as a class force under its domination of the country; promoting these wro~g 
Marxist-Leninist Party can lead the national ernphases is merely a reflection of the 'left' 
independence struggle. And it will do this as the Republicanism of the Clifford clique who were mob-
first item on the agenda for the proletarian social- ilising the working class to participate in non-prot-
ist revolution •. How thEm can the two revolutions etarian organisations under the hoax that the 
be so totally seperate an:l then juggled about. 'day of the working class ' will come later. 
Defeat British imperialist aggressive domination and The articles all stress a very mechanical 
its Irish monopoly capitalist allies - is the slogan relation between the 'anti-imperialist revolution' 
of the workers - to free Ireland and to liberate and the 1 socialist revolution' i.e. they claim that 
the working class. This is neither trotskyite- i.e. the latter will follow the former. This is just 
that the national struggle is "bourgeois" and like the line of De Valer~ who put forward the 
"irrelevant". Nor is it petty bourgeois nationalism same point of view under the slogan "labour 
that the working class has· nothing to do with the must wait". 
national independence struggle. Nor left republic- The point is, as is clearly stressed in the Edit-
anism - that by individual workers and Man.tists orial of Red Patriot Vol 4 No 41 , that the working 

'and''pressunslng"and "changing from within" the Repub·-class must be mobilised to lead, the revolutionary 
lican movement and maybe forming ·some left wing anti-imperialist struggle as part of the proletarian 
splits from it,. the interests of tre working class will socialist revolution. Comrades Marx and Engels 
be looked after. It is clear .to .·see that petty bourgeois stressed that the working class gravitated towards 
nationalism and "le it" thinking of the trotskyites socialism , and that the working class is nothing 

go hand in glove - both attack the necessity of the if it is. not revolutionary. The revolutionary 

k . 1 as a class leading the national revol- enthus1asm of the work1ng class can only be un-
wor 1ng c ass . . d •t · "th 

. t f dl"fferent s 1<1es leashed around the goal of soc1ahsm, an 1 1s W1 .1t1on bu rom . . . 
The articles all stress tnat the anti-1mperialist this goal in mind and nothing else that t~1s class 

revolution will not be socialist, and talk about can then take upon itself the task of leadmg the 
the anti-imperialist revolution as being a 'bourgeois anti-imperialist struggle . Around what other 

1 

... 



'I'he goal of 
n "dependent, c<'p;tLht 1 ,·,dand ·· that pct[.y 
··n~geoi.-; drP.amlan.o ~ hnt this is1 t·~a!iv ,••hat 
!~1fn1.·d and his clique are oayin.;::~ by ma"ki2:~ snc·h 
'Hecha.nicaJ distinction hf·.tc· '.'c'D the o\.Lh -;rnp<>.ria1_ .. 
• ,t;,ge and the stage of ac.tcF1lly sodalis1ng the 

rneans of produ<":tion , ,~t. . As we loo\< 3.t :no:·'-' 

" pects of his c:ligue's l~n'' •; lr;C'\,l afi'd.t.ts we shall 
,~e th<1t this was no accident ~Hl hi.s part, no 1 slip 

;,(the pen' , no 'misplaced ernphasis', but a whoLe 

, ;ne which was thoroughly connunng wuac 1t rneanr to 
,,oply :tvlarxism-Leninism to the Irish conditwns. 

This line of the Clifford clique on the two stages 
id the Irish revolution was opposed by the Lawless 

, rotskyit.es. True to the trotskyite nonsense that 

:donal struggle is irrelevant and even counter

~·-"·''olutionary, these counter revolutionaries prop
:•nnded the theory that the struggle had no stages 
L'<Jt that the struggle was for socialisn'l ~mmer:liatel) 

'·e. against the Irish capitalists b;;" :10t ag2inst 
tbe British imperialist interferer,c• ---· ,., c·1airrF 

•::at: the working class was the oniy :c·:·C.·il .. · ""lary 

·.s'l, going to the extent of tryin; r. or·o · ,o hat 

.ce small farmers were really work '• ~s (:.cno 
•>t part of the rural petty bourgeois• .. ,.l~:c·h mr•:c' 

~helT: are ;(there are relativel'' :':·:\' ~,arm lab0nr-, ' 
··;;in Irelanc!) to justify their revoh·t1~_·,'1ary cha.r-

'tC:l' • Th·us 'An Sol2.s 1 reflects ?.. strnggtt:: 
i·,_:v8A11 2 counter-revclutionar·,r tr,_.tsl.::~.rih_~ :i!les

~ ,~._;posing ~~,1arx-i3n: fr0n1 the right ( 1~e. t~e 

' repufl'icat' line of C:l:ftr•r'i} ctn'! the other 
···--~-. it frnrn the 'left 1 (~.e. P1(~ 1 l~~ft' --'e,.i::::.""'-

-:·'.1 :·,t Cd1d liql1ldfl~~-;c·!-; :t l it"e ~---,-~r 

.) ' 

'''.th ·:n ' 

t·: ~.-_:tilfc rd cl-iq:..:tP ch;Irned C;U.t a.nt 
c,l)OUt ne Valera and the Fianna Fail gc'Vc'.l'nt•lC'·' 

1. J.nti1 the tin1.e of I .. en~assa They C'la.irn t~ -·.lt. 

··c Valera was a progressive ?J'.d t!~1.t th, i"'ic;rm<cc 

~". i.1 gcYernrnent v;-hic h "\".ras eler:t~rl in l ~5 ~ rcpres 

"·:·,~ed the Irish petty bourgeoisie whish initially 
•romoted that interests of the Irish working class. 

''·"t only lat~r swung towards the interests of the 
:··'g _pourge01s1e. An article entitled "The Dev-
~1.opment of'Free State Capitalism (Fart ll 
~:escribes the petty bourgeoisie like this, "For thi~ 
reason their loyalties (class) tend to fluctuate 
'=,etween the pro1.ei:ari3.t and bourgeoisie. At any 

given time they will S'lpport the stronger of the 
.,"'·"O classes" v.n-,en , how<;ver, neither of these 

~:lasses is able~,.., dorni.nate t'ce other the petty 
::·.::.q:rgcci..s"ie co:::-n~s ·lrJ_t·; its O\Vn right, v,rith a part-

:.ular class inter<'"'• of its rw'r> (which is neither 
"··.f•leb.c"i'lE norbourgpc:s h1:.t which often begins 

··: ·.l_h a 1-·~cc 0 i-~v~ .. :::._rd~: ~L:: f':-<~,----:.er ~ 3.nri as it develops 
---. )~.r~·· s tovva :.> ~;., the L~:. U an'"; ~· "'"' :.·~ ~ ·:/ be corn e s iderd ~~· ·.:. 

... v~ttl it} t.o ~,r;ek r·)tlt:: 1 ·nu·,-_,~ .. !I ( fiL Solas No 1 

~-· ~ -~~ ~) 

if'l (•rciAr to r.·tin1""12llse tl1js disto:tinn c::1 t:
4 sh 

o: o let:,, J.:! an 

a third r:-~ 

,~r,'J.COrt tr"'1?- {heorv tD.a'~, as v .. ·c!. as 

J\Ver .:;.n· i· .. ~.nrge:·1.s p!)'fi/{;r, th.::·~c·.-: L4 

()r _;·, ·ci.::~t·,r 

politlcal rr~OYl~Yn?nt Q;:c,~rs v._,.hen -:... po1it~~'c/ ecc.-rlonLic 

c:'·;sis finrls neither of the twc ,. ain clasHc:: strong 
2nough t.-:1 take povi.rer ar.d ;-..o:rl ~nd sl~,·- 1" ::1 ~~.t~ 

:r1 193?., v.rben t!:f; Fl.n,-· r,.:.·. 1 };,lt:t~·rr..-:~:{licip 1~·~st 

pG\'-'•-~r 11 (i.bid'l . 1 I'~: .. ~ s :.t1'Li.·-· r-,1?1 -r.:_.;; -~.t l'(':DS~~,;_;c. 

class or tne v.·orking ,·,c:s hnlris state novi<'r in 

a. ·:o>.Jntrv v+,er,_:: capitalist relaLons ~,: ist. -.=-··~r;c; 

is no question of snch an int·::rrPer~i8r/ class ~~rddir~g 
such pO"~:...'"er ~ Bl_•t further) let us look at thf: F-=~--

uation in Trel:l.nd 2.t the time th~ Clifford c1:quc ;.,: 
describing. The Cumann na nGael I!OvernmC'J'lt of 

Cosgrave was in trouble with the workinl! people 
v·ho ardently desired independence from the c\'1-
onial yo·:~e. The Fianna Fail! governrr,cnt pronl

ised various trappings of independence and nsed 
the desire of the people for indeoendence to hoist 
thernselves into power. But, once in power, they 
r.eve r did any of the crucial th>n l~ s tfa t would have 
been necessary to destrov the ec.momic strangleholc' 

th'1t British imperialism held on the 'P ~n:1hli.c', 

anci the domination of the country by Briti.sh 
finance capital continued unabated. s.•,.:oncily, 

tt1is government went about destroyi: · ··• , anti
;,.nperiahst movernent with noi:Dlds ba::-r•'d tf· 

ci.J·ing with a tiner balance of decenti:.'-n ar:.C: 

,.-;cat the: Cumann na nGael gcier<.:neLt had !L. 

~ ... ,·:ot .•ble to do-- i.e. stabiLise Lhe nll.e of ~h. 
T•·1sr. r c..r'ttali st class in t11at part of Ireland wilere 

the Sritis'1 imDerialists had gi•.c::n sot•le trappings 
-i'"'lnepP:·~,-tence v.rh1le ~i--:':nF~ actua llv not c. sh::: eG 

:~:· c~::cicr( e. This !.S tr~~: sar;--:t;~ old ;~rotskyite 

,,,\ - j. e.. accord1nr.; to t;,P. !CO, the oettv 

,-~s~,~ent, shopkee~)ers, __ .intellectuals etc b?.ve 

J·.n.rolutionarv·:nterests and :.r:·aning ~~1.-.~t:>y 

a .':ays :::o'<1e tc' suppurt the bourgeois1c according 
tu ti.··, ICO. At the same tirne as cCJ.lling the 
~lett·;· h~._.:1·.:.4 geo·~sie react"ion.?..::·y, they clairn tha.L 

De Valera's government was .2rogres~ 
\ CJ. s a g o v e r n 111 e n t o f t h e p e t t y b o u r g -
c oisie) and further clain1 that the working class 

should rely on the IRA. 
Vihat a contradictory m.ess The point here 

is that the reo are wrong on both counts-: 
1'1 the petty bourl!eoisi.e have arl interest in 
·~'f)PO in1perialist domination, and the large 

n>ajoritv can be won over to revolution. 
·~) tc1e perty bourgeoisie can only be won over 
c.nder the leadership of the working class and 
~ts I\1arxist-Leninist Party there can be no 
question of the petty bourgeoisie leading the 
working class - this is class betrayaL 
3i The idea that l'e Vaic·a and his zovernment 
were "better" than the Fine Gael s•~ctior of the 

capitalists is a reactionary Itne promoted con· 
timwusly by the bot:rgeoisie. It is taught in 
school.<, a11.d is a nurrow nationallst ioeology -
LC:; ba~.;;e>! \_,;,class analysis, b11t cent.f'i.:.1~, o:r 

the cftf!erence Let'-veen differe:-·.:t St-:>Ctior:.::. ~~~ 

·,c·,, ... cap;Ll.~1St:3a 'fhe bour?Pc-.:,::; LlSt: it (G:f~Xp1air)r 

1r1sh hl~D.ry, n.ct as a strn~~gLe bP~vveen th~ .. .vnrk-
clas~-:: c~r>- ~-~-.3.l: £2-i.~t!.l.( t~~ against t~Je Rriti.sh 



rrParty leaderS 11
, 11outstanding indivih.m.ls 11 and 

between the 2 main Irish ruling class ~arties 
Fine Fail and Fine Gael. 

FurthermOre the same view is erroneously foll
CJ.Ne~ by various sections of the working class - -
movement and leads ~o · confusion·, that there 
was , or could be a 11progressive 11 side, a 11nicer 11 

side of Irish capitalism which could lead the 
Irish people forwards and establish an independent 
Irish capitalist economy. Succeed where De 
Valera failed ! But this is a totally false view 

of Irish history. In fact De valera and Fianna 
Fail and Fine Gael all represented Irish cap
italism, and were all engaged basically in 
trying to establish that at the cost of the working 
class arrl small farmers. Each section of the 
capitalists had its particular relationship with 
its mas.ters - British imperialism, but no 
section was fundamentally against British imp
erialism. De Valera, when he came to power never 
put a halt to British itnperialist interests in 
Ireland, despite the economic war etc. The ec
onomic war was a war between the Irish bourg
eoisie and their masters for a 11better deal 11 

for themselves, not for independence. So to say 
that De Valera only went wrong later on is con
founding the truth. De Valera and Fianna Fail 
came to power as a ea pitali st party right from 
the start. They .are against the workers and 
basically allied with British imperi~lism; although 
they had to fight in their earlier days to gain the 
credence they desired. This laid the basis 

for the more blatant sell-out to foreign imperialism 

in the 50.1s and-60's, To thinkthat De Valera was 
'better 11 than Gosgrave, or Fianna Fail better than 
Fine Gael, or petty bourgeois as opposed to bourgeois 
is to deny Marxism':'Leninism and to interpret history 
by virtue of individuals and by looking only at what 
people say, not at what thev do. 

Similarly today, there is no- section of the Irish 
capitalists left who are going to lead the national 
independence struggle to "'lictory,.or establish or 
maintain an indep'endent capitalist Ireland. 

The differences between Fianna Fail and the 
Fine Gael reflected contradictions within the Irish 
capitalist class itself, just as the differences 
between the Tory Party and the Labour Party in 

·Britain reflected contradictions within the British 
monopoly capitali~t class. To confuse this , and 
make out that- the Fianna Fail government repres
ented the petty bourgeoisie is complete rubbish. 
Those who argue this point of view sometimes cite 
the 'Economic War' with Britain irt the 1930's as 
proof of the progressive nature of the Fianna Fail 
government. All-this actually proves, however, 
is that the Fianna Fail government represented a 
section of the Irish capitalist class which had some 
contradictions with British imperialism and· was 
looking for a better deal from that imperialism. 
Secondly thi~ 'Economic War 1 occurred in a period 
where tariffs and such 1wars' were going on 
throughout the capitalist world as a result of the 
capitalist world 1 s economic depression, and Ireland 
was very much in line with all other capitalist 

countries throughout Europe. 
The Clifford clique's promotion of this distortion 

of Irish history ( and their concoction of anti-Marx
ist theory to oack up their distortion) is very much 
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in line with their entire viewpoint on the-Irish 
revolution. In this case they seek to prettify 
Fianna Fail· - to give credence to the viewpoint 
which they were propagating at that time which was 
that some class other than the working class organise 
as a class, was capable of leading the Irish rev
olution in the stage of anti-imperialism. 

c) THE CLIFFORD CLIQUE VACILLATE ON 
THE ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE IRA 

Lastly, as far as the Irish situation is concern

ed, the Clifford clique's line is clinched by the 
stand it takes on the question of the IRA itself. Here 
its 'left' republicanism emerges in its full glory, 
although once again it tries to cover its tracks 
the entire time with talk of 'the need to build· a 
Communist Party', etc. Basically the line is the 
same as the discredited line of Peadar O'Donnell 
in the 1930 1 s --the line of the Republican Congress. 
In the main Clifford lauds the IRA to the skies, 
praising this and that characteristic and putting 
them against the backdrop of the counter-revolution
ary revisionist parties of Ireland and Britain. The 
fact that, compared to these, the IRA emerges 
in glory is proof to Clifford that the IRA is the 
organisation in Ireland. However, as with every 
other thing that the Clifford clique touches, the 
attitude towards the IRA is 'what I give with this 
hand, I will try to cover with the other'. So, in 
order to cover his tracks, Clifford makes sure that 
every time he says that the IRA is great that he 
ala> says that the working class needs its own Party. 

In an article entitled, 11Revisionism, Unionism 
and Republicanism in Ireland 11

, Clifford practises 
his deception like this, 11The IRA is not the vanguard 
of the working class. It is more a remnant of 
petty bourgeois nationalism. It is confused and 
divided : half the time its ideas are lost in the 
clouds, But at its best it has a seriousness of 
purpose which a Communist Party cannot do. 
without. This seriousness is lacking in the pr,es-. 
ent Parties , which in practice are merely Men
shevik. A new Party must be established which 
has the seriousnessof purpose, which Co nnolly 
had, and to a great extent the Parties of 1921 I 3 
and 1933/8 also had" (An Solai No.3 April 1965). 
Here Clifford states one thing , i.e. that the IRA 
is petty bourgeois, etc, and then in the very next 
breath he is praising some characteristic it has, 
comparing it with the revisionists, etc. He even 
goes so far as to compare it favourably_ with r~g
ard to the Communist Party of Ireland tn the tlm~ 
when that Party was under revolutionary Marxist
Leninist leadership in the 20 1 s and 30's, and this 
really shows which side of the fence he is standing 
on. Also within the quote we .can see how Clifford 
on the one hand one-sidedly praises the IRA while 
on the other hand he makes unprincipled attacks 
on it {this can be seen more clearlY in la~r quotes]. .• 

BRITISH AND lR_l:;H 'COMMUNIST' 
ORGANISATION 

Trotskyite Thugs, Sham Marxist-Le_ninists 
Agents of British Imperialism. Pr1ce 4p. 

Pamphlet tro_m the Communist Party 
·of Ireland {Marxist-Leninist) • 

and 

• 

.I 



A series of#quotations .from an article by Cliff
orp-'entitled "The Working Class and the IRA rr 
brings out the line in its entirety. All the.je-quotes 
come f~om An Solas No 6, July 1965. 

'tT!~-~ I1<.eb. P,epubE ;~an A c~-:;1 

t·-::.~ >:.-·nly cbjG(;tively revolutionary orga.nisation 
in Irelar..d 11

• "It is , with its political wing, 
Sinn Fein, the class representative of the small 
~roperty owners. But over the last forty years, 
1t has consistently lost the support of the class 
which it represents. r1 

11The petty-bourgeoisie does not at t(he present 
stage stand as a class for the Republicn. 

11But the objective interests of the working class 
are always Republican. The mOre conscious 
of his class .interest a worker is, the more. 
Republican he will be". Hence we have two 
major inconsistencies in the position of the IRA. 
1) It is a petty bourgeois organisation whose 
membership is mainly working class. No. 2 often 
manifests it~elf in a contradiction between the 
militancy of the rank and "file and the conserv
atism of the leadership 1'. 

11To deny that the IRA is a revolutionary organ
isation -- and that , in fact, it is the only object
ively revolutionary organisation in Ireland or 
Britain at present -- is to deny reality . But -to 
assume, on the other hand, that the IRA as at 
present constitute·d , is fitted to lead the anti
imperialist revolution to a .conclusion is to 
believe in illusiOn. IRA propaganda betrays a 
Very incomplete understanding of the necessary 
class .nature· of an anti-imperialist war. It s 
most important revolutionary activity is that it 
keeps alive the duality o.f power in Ireland 11 (2) 
(the emphasis 'in ~is quote is ours - ED). 

11The working class therefore has a strong 
interest in maintaining the duality of power as 
it exists in Ireland, in constantly putting' 
before the peoplee the circumstances m/ which 
the Irish statelets were founded ani the purpose 
which they serve, and in opposing petty - bourg
eois pressure on the Republican moverrent to 
abandon the duality of power in favour of constit
utional work withs tOrmont and Leinster House11 • 

1 ~ he revolutionary workers 1 movement must 
establisb itself in the lead in the Republican move
m~nt: and it mus"t do so by organising its own 
party. In doir.g this it will not be in competition 
with the IRA ( which is likely to remain the 
leading Republic' an force for some time). A rev
olutionary workers 1 movement could in fact on! y 
be a source of strength for the serious members 
oft he IRA. Though the IRA retains its petty 
bourgeois ideology the petty bourgeoisie does 
not stand unequivocaHy for the duality of power. 
Its class interest lea_ds it to waver between the 
Republic and the Empire; between revolution and 
reform; between constitutionalism ·and Fenianiam. 
But the class interest of the working class dem
ands that the duality of power be treasured since 
it works against the capitalist-imperialist state 
power of Stormont arrl Leinster House : It is 
unequivocally Fenian 11

• 

11The class· which stands to gain most from 
the Republic is the working class. The working 
class is therefore the main Republican force. 
The cause of tb.e Republic must be furthered 
by the development of a revolutionary workers 1 

moveme_nt :·and the interest of the working class 
must ga1n from the existence of a strong an:l 
active Republican leadership1 r. 

All these quotations, t.aken together , show 
t~at t!--:te line of the Clifford clique on the Repub
llcan movement .can be briefly summarised as 
heaping praise on that organisation, even at 
the expense of the genuine communist history 
of the country e. g. they ea! 1 for a: 11reconstitut
ion 11 of the Republican Movement - a-s if this will 
change its nature i.e. that Of a- petty bourgeois 
nationalist organisation. Similarly to compare 
the IRA with the CPI _is like comparing the petty 
bourgeoisie as a class with the working class 
as a class. The petty bourgeoisie can and will 
participate in revolution and has done so for 
centuries in the past (e.specialiy the peasantry). 
The working class however can provide the 
consistency of policy, tactics and disciplined 
organisation to -lead the revolution. Their line 
is clearly one of working for some 1 leftr 
change withi:ri the Republican movement, an:l 
seems from what Clifford says (he is delib
erately vague on precisely this question ) that 
the intention of the clique was to found a 1Party' as 
a ginger group to ensure the proper 1left 1 swing 

within the Republicans. Whether Clifford him
self hoped to become the leader of a more 
1left 1 Republican movement, or whether he hoped 
to attach himself to the side of that movement 
ani split it thus building up his own outfit is not 
clear. What is clear is that the clique 
was doing something along these lines. (The 
second of these courses of action is more likely, 
particularly in the light of hindsight. The Cliff
ord clique 1 s method of work has been to nestle 
up to some organisation, split it and strive to 
build up his own membership through the split -
Trotskyism in action as disruptors and splitters). 
We shall alsoseeinthe next section, that in other 
places and on different topics, Clifford was also 
able· to~ lash; the Republicans with a great 
fury and this lends some weight to the idea that 
his plan was to strive to latch onto the IRA and 
then split it. The IC0 1 s line on the IRA is a 
manifestation of the entire line on the petty 
bourgeoisie and the working class. They have no 
sympathy for the small farmer and other petty 
bourgeois·· as a class with contradictions with 
imperialism ; but then they see some are in 
the IRA and pn:n-vte its hegemony of the Irish 
national struggle. This is quite contrary to 
the necessity to build the working class party as 
an independent party, to seek leadership Qf 
the national revolution and in the course of this 
to unite with and lead the petty bourgeois national 
elements. 

Hence we have ~een that on the question of the 
Irish revolution, the Clifford clique consistently 
push right opportunism, consistently strive to make 
the Irish working class lick the bootstrings of 
the political organisation of other classes, and 
strive to keep socialism and Marxism away from 
the Irish workers; an:l all this under the hoax of 
a Marxist-Leninist analysis of Ireland. No wond-
er it took such a long time for the !CO to lay the 
so-called theoretical groundwork for the Irish 
revolution 1• that is to work out theory to oppose it. 



THE LINE! OF THE NEO-TROTSKYITE CLIFFORD 
CLIQUE ON THE INTERNATIONAL Sl,TUATION 

There is not toomuch that can be said under 
thiS heading, for the simple reason that the Clifford 
clique• s narrow nationalist analysis of Ireland 
extended to the level that they hardly ever talked 
about anything else other than Ireland. In fact, in 
the entire 7 issues of An Solas where this clique 

wrote, only once did they ever mentiOn internation-
al affairs. 1-JOvJeve:::-; when they did, Clifford was 
their spokesman again, and he churned out a line 
on internationa.l affairs which was every bit as 
rightist and CIJ?Or~unist as the clique• s lirle or.. 
Ireland and echoed the entire position of the 
2nd InternaHoL'l.l - - capitulate to one's b""'n_• 
bourgeoisie 1 betray.::d of the revolution 

The artide in ·;:;:-'-·~.:;';io:J. is or..e entitle2_ ''~:;,.·ish 

Revolution and L·_,_e Lnited Froutn, in wh::.d:. !-.e deals 
with the situation of the United Front Against 
Fascism during World War II. Cliffo:-d' s basic 
thesis here is that the~IRA was thoroughly counter
revolutionary not to hav_e supported the anti
fascists, but he goes fu:::-ther than this a~'-d 

characterises the entire war as being fascist 
versus anti-fascist, thus castigating the Rep
ublicans for refusing to unite wi~h British 
imperialism from the beginning. In doing so 
Clifford thorougly distorts the nature of the 
world war, eri-ing in such a way as to come close 
to the social chauvinist theories of Kautsky 
during World War I. 

Characterising the war, he says, 11From the 
working t'lass point of view, therefore, the 
essential ~hing about war was th~t it was a 
war of imperialist agg:-ession against the 
Worke:rs 1 Rept:blic in Russia, at that time the 
first and only wo::-ke::-s 1 state in existence on 
the earth, and against the workers 1 movem.ent 
everywhere. The main success of Stalin, s 

foreign policy in the preceding years showed 
it~elf in the fact that it was not a general imperial
ist war against the Soviet Union, but that Britain, 
one of the chief iml?e:-ialist powe:rs, was at war 
with Germany 11 • 1•1For the workers in Britain 
and Ireland this means ..•.... do:ng every
thing nossible to intensify the British imperialist 
war ~effort, an9 to make sure that British irr~per
ialism did not slacken for an instant in ite war 
a:gainst German imperialism ; it meant the co
operation of the revolutionary working class 
movement with British imperialism for the 
purpose of destroyffi·g German fascist imperial

iQ.rn. " 
Everything that he says on the Y~lar· stems :!:rom 

this completely capitulationist analysis of the war. 
Comrade Lenin poin.ted out long ago that i:l the era of 
imperialism there is contradiction between tile imp
erialist powers for world hegemony, and that world 
wars are bound to break out as the ir:1periz.list poweDs 
strive to re-di.vide the world according to their 
new strengths on account of the uneven development 
of capitalism. The Sec-ond World War was the 
result of the re-growth of German imperialism 
following it.s destruction in the First World War, and 
its desire to ·smash up the British empire and 
to challenge the British imperialists for v;~orld 
hegemony. It was with the inrasion by the Naz:s of 
the Soviet Union in 1942 that the character of tne 
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v.ar changed , and that the call was made for an 
International U.Jlited Front to defeat Fascism .1.nd 
to safeguard the first ever Dictatorship of the 
'Proletariat. 

In the first period of the war, that period which 
can be cara:cterised as an inter-imperialist war 
for world hegemony, therefore, the task of the 
proletariat of the different countries was to oppose 
the war ,to launcli attacks o~ thei_r own bourgeoisie 
and to fight for socialism in their own country, 
thus making use of the chaos of the bourgeoisie. 
In the second period of the war, when the Soviet 
Union was under attack, the Communist Internat
ional called for th~ unity of all possible allies 
against the Nc.zis, but even then it was essential 
that the wcrk.;_:r;.z class did not liquidate its Party 
a:~.d su-::.·c::-:-?':'g": , "::')~:L ·~Y'.2er th.P. leade:·ship of the 
br.>a:'geoisie cf ~.'·:: 8W:l country, or give up 'ch.e 

task of overth!"owing the bourgeoisie as the best 
po~sible Tay cf opposing Nazism and the attack 
on the So~.'iet L'nion. 

Y!hy vv·as it that the Clifford clique completely 
b:.r.,..,B0 ~tE hac!,_ c:c the .analysisof imperialism as 
,.._. ,.,~ ~- ~:.' Co~n:::-2.·:~~ :.er: in. There are two reasons 
:i.:.~t .-:;-! a!_l becat:<.'"e of its consistent betrayal of 
·~~··· ir::::e!"e'3ts :-.f ::-,_e working class, and its consist
e~-:.t ::i;:::t 0ppc~t-:.:nism on the Irish situation, the 
c:iff::::_~:~: -::i::r.: .. 3 has t:aken this completely rightist 
~('";.:--;_d or <':!:1e i·-,:ernational situation ; secondly 
1:;ecs'.lse t:tus ~.:.ves them the opportunity to 'reveal 
their :-eel feelings about the Republican movement. 
Listen to what he says about it during this period, 
11That such a view should have been held by the 
leadershio cf the IRA at the outbreak of the war 
is e;;.sily ~nde:-standable 11 • 

11It dared not develop 
2. ;.:-o-~ei:s..:..~:an outlook. It was unrelievedly petty 
b·:r;.::;:£J:e0is. and it had been completely brainwashed 
bv th-~ fe::-ocious Free State propaganda campaign 
against Bolshevism which began in 1922 ( one of 
its first victims was Liam Mellows who was first 
slandered and then murdered) and continued through
out the twenties and thirties , reaching a fasci~t pitch 
of intensity in the mid-thirties. The IRA leader-
ship therefore was timid and cowardly in _most 

1 

essential matters relating to revolution. Its sole 
revolutionary asset was its recc.gnition of the 
inevitability of violence in the war against imperial-· 
ism. But this asset • because it had no guiding 
theory behind it, often beeame a liability. In many 
cases it was merely a hysterical acceptance of 
the need to kill, or an emotional invdvement 
with terrorism. At this stage the IRA leadersl:Rp 
can only be called militarist. They refused to 
deal with the social realities of the Irish situation 
therefore they were merely milita-Tist. And milt
arism, espec.ially in the 30 1 s was merely a whisper 
away from fascism. Some of the leaders quite 

1 
simply were. fascist and shared hysterical delight 
on the eve of the expected fall et£ Stalingrad · It 
is not surprising then that the IRA leaders , .. _~most 
of whom were anti-cO.:nmunist, and some of whom 
were fascist , should see no difference between 
the first world war and the second; or should 
even believe that there was even more justif
ication in the second war of availing of England's 
involvement in war with Germany in order to 
engage in military activity against England than 
there was in t~e 1.914 war, since Germany w~.s 

\ 
) 
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this time engaged in a sacred anti-Bolshevik 
crusade 11

• 

Finally, just to cap his view of the IRA, he says. 
11The history of the IRA leadership since 1922 
has been a disgraceful one of mistakes, blund-
ers and cowardice, with outstanding individual 
exceptions like Peadar 0 1 :C onnell 11 

( .ibid) 
Hence we see, on the international situation 

the opposite to Clifford 1 s line of all-out praise. 
One minute praise, the next utter denunciation. 
But the reference to •0 1 Donnell shows how 
these seeming opposites are in reality combined 
into one entity-- i.e. 1left 1 Republicanism. 
Move the RepUblican Movement to the left in-. 
stead of organising an independent alternative 
through organising a genuine Party of the Prol
etariat. One day heap praise on it, next day 
denounce it, but never provide a class analysis of 
the IRA or seek to unite with it ag~inst British 
imperialism as_ the communists in the 20 1 s 
and 30 1 s sought to do. 

On this question, just like on the Irish quest

ion discussed earlier, the Lawless Trotsky-
ites opposed Clifford. On this issue they put 
forward their dogmatic and liquidationaist line 
of refusing to unite with any section of the capit
alists ever, and consequently they say that 
the entire line of building the International lJn

ited Front against FasciSm from 1942 7 until the 

end of the war was wrong. Thus once agai:1 
you have the publication becoming the centre of 
debate between two opposing Trotskyite lines. 

CONCLUSIONS 
Shortly after these two issues came up \.vithin 

1An Solas 1 the neo-trotskyite Clifford clique 
split from the Trotskyite Lawless clique, the 
former giving rise to the 11lrish Commun-i_st 
Organisation 11 and the latter to the 11lrish Work
ers Group 11 which was a straightforward Trot

skyite organisation·. 
However , what we have seen to date about 

the Clifford clique shows that, ~ight from the 
start thev were p.resenting themselves as Marx-
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ist-Leninists while churning/all the old capitul
ationist and chauvinist lines about the Irish rev
Olution and class collaborationist lines about 
the world revolution. The central issue was to 
try and prevent the working class organising in
dependently around its class issues and to tie 
it to the petty bourgeois nationalists. Although 
covering up his tracks carefully back in 1965, 
it was already becomip.g clear th~t here was an 
avowed enemy of tha Irish working class, an 
emissary of British imperialism. For the' p:-es-

ent , right from the very start the Cl~J~ord neo
Trotskyite clique seives as a usefu~ i<~sson by 
negative example to the Irish probtc. ciat. Its 
combination of narrow nationalist analysis of 
Irish history and the present, c~nd of the Trot
skyites is really an anti-nationt.l line the 
11labour line 11 are embedded in :~he early ICG 
writings and appear as the ideclcgy a·~ 11 left; 
republicanism 11 all parading as an 11 anti-revisionlst11 

trend. 
It is clear that the ICG was not a break with revis

ionism, but a further incarnation of it in a new1anti
revisionists1 clothing. This 11anti-revisionist 11 trend 
was a complete miscarriage. The new Marxist
Leninist 11 headquarters wwas built not:rout of this, 
but from the Internatian aiists leading to the found
ing of the Communist Party of Ireland (Marxist
Leninist. It was no coincidence that sharp, strug
gle occurred between the ICG and the CPI(M-L) 

right from 1967. 
The Communist Party of Ireland (Marxist

Leninist) developed partly in opposition to the bog-
us theories of this clique, whose main pre-occup
ation in practice has always been to oppose revol
ution. That is why it spent so much time ehurning 
out sham 11 ~v1arxism 11 against the Internationalists 
and CPI{rv1-L), The working class:and entire revol
utionary movement can only learn f~om the experienc~ 
and move fonvard. 
Editor 1 s note: this came about because the Cliffurd 
clique came to the Internationalists for 1help1 as they 
said they didn1t seem able to mobilise anybody, 1but 
saw that the Internationalists were making great head 

way. (To be continued) 

'Sectarian' killings' used to justify further attacks on the people: 
Editors note This article was wri.tten before the 
lOth December announcement that the SAS were to 
be of_ficially used in all parts of tb€. north, which 

bears out the points made here. 

Since the recent a'nd much publicised wave ot 
1 sectarian assassinations 1 in the north, particularly 
in north Belfast, there has been feverish propaganda 
carried out by the pro-imperialist press n favour 
of stepped up suppression of the working people, 
culminating in recent demands from a number of 
politicians in the north and in Britain for· the SAS to 
be sent into the area to 1 put an end to the violence 1. 
This all rests largely on two presuppositions: first 

1.1 that the violellce is carried out by 11protestant people 11 

because they hate 11catholic people 11 or vice-versa, 
d secondly that the armed forces of imperialism 
ve some intt'!rest in solving the problem. 

~ Both in general terms and in many particular 

cases, it has been seen that in fact the imperialists 
benefit from these 1sectarian killings 1 as they serve 

the dual purpose of dividing the people and of providir 
an excuse for Britain to maintain its troops in this 
country. Ever since 1969, when the British imper
ialists sent a large garrison of troops. Britain 
has used the excuse of 1keeping the two sides ap-
art 1 to justify _its own worst at:l'ocities against 
the working people. At the same time it has fos
tered fascist organisations , and sent its regular 
troops into them to keep them 10n the right lineS

1 
· 

One such case was that of Albert Baker, who ad
mitted to four murders of Catholics while working 
for the army in the ranks of the UL'A . (He also 
revealed that British intelligence h;;~rl mastermind-

ed the mass murder by bombing in Dublin and Mon

aghan in 1974). 
In order to create condit-ions for stepped up fascisn 



against the people in south Armagh, in response to a 
long ser~es of military setbacks, British imperialism 
used the incidents in which fifteen pt~ople were 
~il1ed_- in a week as the pretext for announcing 
that it was· sending the SAS into the area to keep..-. 

the peac-e. Apart frmn the incidents mentioned, the 
rate of so-called sectarian nmrders in th('. area was 
around one per month. Now thC' British capitalist 
press is heaping praise in the SAS for so effect
ively keeping the peace there, whereas all that has 
changed is that there are tnore direct attacks on 
the people by the army;...in exchange for less of 
the •sectarian killings•. Particular case-s are 
that of the patriOt P eh>:r Clear), murdered while -

held in captivity by the SAb: , and the murder 
of 12 year old Majella 0 1Hare by paratroopers. 
Al.so there are strong links between the murder 
of Seamus Ludlow in Co Louth, and various 
cross- border missions by the SAS, some of 
which have been accidently discovered by the 
Free State Forces. Under a headline· proc
laiming that the SAS was 1winning the war 1 , the 
Daily Telegraph gave a umber of figures con
cerned with the violence in south Armagh. 
Among these was the •fact• that there are 30 
active terrorists in the area ; but this is exact-

ly the figure quoted by the bourgeoisie nine 
months ago. The only victo.ries the ·sAS 
can claim are a handful of cowardly murders 
which have not had the desired effect of 

1 

stopping 
the peoples :Cef!istance at all. All this boils 
d<?wn tO the fact that the British imperialists 
deliberately carry out so-called 11 sectarian 
assassinations !•, through the SAS or one of 
their fascist moverllents and then use this as an 
excuse to introduce their other source of viol
ence against the people Le. open army attacks. 

Simi'ta rly in Belfast at the moment, despite 
all the military and political •initiatives' of the 
British government, opposition to the army is 
not ebbing at all, but iS being maintaine'd. 
and even stepped up by the people. Hence the 
need to confuse the issues, paint all the 
violer;a.ce as sectarianism , and use this in a 
two fold V{ay against the patriotic forces; OQ 

the_ one hand to whip up opposition to violence 
in general , and boost the so-called •peace• 
movement to oppose the national struggle; 
and on the other to enable the army to step up 
its use afforce against the people. 

Going on past· and present experience and 
information it is clear that the British imp
erialist state is involved in the latest kill-
ings in the north Belf~st. Some of the state
ments made by the police and army reinforce 
this view ; for instance when the first killings 
in the latest 1wavet took place, the RUC said 
that they thought it was the beginning of a series 
of attacks and cOunter-attacks i.e. they knew 
what was coming because they were part and parcel of 
the plan to bring it about. The RUC themselves 
have a special assasination squad in their org
anisation to carry out their so-called 11 sectar-
ian murders 11 • Only ·recently when a number 
of communists were arrested and harasaed 
by the RUC, on~ of their leaders openly threat-
ened to ring up his friends in the tJVF to attack 
the communists, and it also transpired that 
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one of the leading RUC rnen was actually a 
British officer masquerading in a Belfast accent. 
Also. in October, when an 1ex1- soldier was 
killed up the Shankill Road after going there to 
join a fascist organisation, the RUC knew about 
his n10ven1ents in detail for some days, and 
also the reason for his killing, ?ut et the same 
time claimed that his identity was a !mystery•. 
In each case their predictions .turned out to be 
uncannily accurate, hardly surprising in view of 
the direct links between the police and the fasc
ist organisations. 

It is quite in keeping with this activity for north 
Belfast to be chosen, as there it is a relatively 
simple matter to make any killing look sectarian, 
the region comprising as it does of a number of 
small 1 catholic, and 1 protestant• areas clustering 
together. It also helps the imperialists in fost
ering divisions between the people where it is not 
practical for ·them to build huge fences between 
the 1two communities• as in other part:Slof the 
city. But despite the intensive propaganda 
about.how the people are supposed to hate each 
other, these killings have not brought about any 
escalation of sectarian conflict, whereas attacks 
by the British arp:1-y on the people always bring 

abou-t a rapid intensification of the opposition 
to them. This underlines the fact that the people's 
sentiment is definitely not against the •other 
community 1 but is definitely against the British 

army. 
NOw that calls have started to go out for the 

SAS to be sent into north Belfast, there is 
every sign that tre imperialists mean to step 
up their terror against the people there. While 
this may assist them temporarily to suppress 
the patriotic forces there, it will only have the 

ettect ot maKing 1t very Clear to the people just 

who is basically responsible for the violence 
going on in Ireland, and bringing the imperial-
ists more out in the open. Far from solving any 
problems for them, this will merely weaken their 
ability toanfusethe people and accelerat~ their 
total defeat. The British imperialist army has 
systemmatically tried to divide up Belfast in 
this way. In every area where people of all rel
igions are living together ( as they were doing 
before the British imperialists escalation of 
activities in 1969) the army has a) carried out 
or sponsored 11 sectarian11 assassinations, i.e. 
'Class 11 assassinations - the imperialists against 
the workers of both religions, and b) then· either 
built walls between the communities or forced the 
people of one religion out. They use t~i~ to.fuel 
their claim of there being two communities 1n 
northern Ireland, and to -divide and try and incapac-

itate the working class. • 
It is crucial ror the workers of both religions 

to see that the:·H' attacks are directed agains_t. 
the working_cla~H and small rarmers_ b~ Brtbsh 
irnperialiHr 11 and J•·iHh monopoly capttahstn. It 
is trying t:o pl'C'V<'Ilt: l:ht• growth of class solidarity 
and cla~tj conl--wiot!HIH'HH of t.h_<: wnt'kers. 

ll i H c ru 1· 1;1l tlr;d. 1 h•· r•·vnh1t1nna ry nlovenlent 
!!~*""' tlw 111 .,.,.HHily In t'ight hat'k t.i.t for tat against 

thrrw .tl"! i vi I i "'' hy ;dl ;u·k ing t:lw 11(indfathel~S .. 
1 

hnldnd tlwt 11 i.•·- tlr.· J\rili:-dl arllly, the Bnhsh 
11.ovc•r 1111 ,.- 1r1 .riHI tile· ll11inniHI Ht't·tion of the Irish 
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capttalists and their defence organisatio~s in the 
RUC a_nd UDR. Most esped ally the British imp
erialists however are the architects of this plan and 
have the largest stake in it., They rely on 
the fact that a murder covered 

tn atl their sectar,ian window dressing does not 
cause the massive resistance and hate from the 
people that open attacks by the soldiers cause. For 
example by creating a smokescreen around Maire 
Drumm•s assassination, and suggesting that she was 

killed by 11protestants 11 they aim to try and disarm 
the. people ~:ideOlog'ically, confuse the class and 
national issues and thus get away scat free with 
their attacks o.n the revolutionary movement. 

Every 11 sectarian 11 attack is directly or indirectly 
caused by British imperialist intervention in 
Ireland. The real criminals mu.st be made to pay 
and the workers united in the cours-e of this. 

Hit at the real enemy to-unite the people! 
Unite the people to hit at the enemy! 

British monopolies enforcing higher production to maximise profits 
Two British ffionopoly capitalist companies, 

the largest in the confectionary industry, Cadb~ry 
(Ireland) Ltd and Rowntree/Mackintosh , have in 
the last months launched drives to enforce new 
produ"tivity deals on their workers in order to 
:r.1aximise their profits. In the case of .'Rowntree/ 
Mackintosh the company tried 8 weeks ago to 
blackmail the workers by refusing to pay the 
National Wage Agreement unless new productivity 
sChenes were acce~ted. Since then the workers have 
been fighting a militant strike and justly insisting 
that the National Wage Agreement be paid in full 
{with no strings attached.) What has been pointed 
out by the worker~ is firstly , the company have 
no right to deny them the already signed agreement 
and certainly no-right to add strings to it and 
secondly , that this productivity deal e:dvisaged 
by the company will me-an layoffs and possible red
undancies while increasing the company profits. 
This is fully born out in the experi~nce of the 
Cadbury' s worker.s who have recently had a new 
productivity deal-introduced in their factory. 

Productivity schemes to intensify production per 
head of workforce is a part of the general policy 
being conducted by the monopoly capitalists to 
maximise their profits. They use the catch ·n<;s of 
'economic crisiS' and threats of redundancies to 
enforce this on the workers, when the only cris~s 
these monopoly capit~lists face is the crisis of 
how to maximise profits at the workers expense. 
This is one of the characteristic features of every 
crisis under monopoly capitalism; the big bourg
eoisie uSe the opportunity to take away from the 
wo:t:"kers all tbe gains in wages, conditions, etc 
that had been won in the bitter battles of the boom 
period of production thus intensifying their rate of 
profit and amassing fortunes very rapidly in the 
next upturn of the economy. In the confectionary 
industry at this time which is dominat~d by the 
big Bi-itish monopolies of Rowntrees and Cadbury' s. 
it is no coincidenee that both together launched 
an attack on the workers with new productivity 
schemes. 

In Cadbury' s where the productivity schemes_ 
were accepted after the company thre·atened red
undancies unless it was implemented and the 
unions went along with this and refused to fight, the 
workers lose out on every question while the com
pany gains. Altogether the company will 'save' 
between £500,_000 and£ lm the coming year as a 
result while the workers will gain nothing, not 
even the guarantee of their jobs. Some of the meas
ures adopted are 1) a complete cutback on over
nme which for many workers was essential 
because of the confectionary industry's notorious 

reputation of paying one of the lowest basic rates 
in all industry. While the workers lose on this, 
the company has organised it so that through 
a new continuous rotating shift that no p:Poduct-
ion is lost and if anything increased. 2) to inten
sify production and in the process increase compet
ition amongSt the workers to achieve this, the new 
scheme has changed the bonus scheme from one 
based on individual or machine bonuses to block 
bonuses. Thus the bonuses of individual workers 
depends on the over :ill production of pas sibly hun
dreds of workers in combination. When, as is the 
case almOst daily, t some machines break 
down·., the general production drops, so does 
the bonuses of the entire bloc of workers. 
3) The guarantee against job loss was met by, 
a guarantee of permanence for all workers over 
2 years service. This is no guarantee at allJ 
because should the company wish to enforce their 
regular quota of 'limited' (sometimes hundreds 
of workers are involved) redundancies then there 
is sufficient war··ers with less than 2 years service 
to meet this. If the question of complete closure 
ever arose then the 1 guarantee 1 of permanency 
is baseless and these 'permanent' workers would 
be laid off like everyone else. So the original 
basis which the company raised for this new 
scheme i.e. to protect jobs is no more than a 
smokes ...... reen, with no validity in the real world, 

1 

and was and is being used simply to enforce higher 
pro< ~ivity, cutting wage costs and maximising 
profits. This is similar to a scheme which is being 
proposed by to the work~rs at Rowntrees/ Mack
intosh and which the company is trying to enforce 
by withol?ing the NW A. The instincts of the '
workers to oppose any new productivity scheme 
by the company are very much verified by the 
workers experience in Cadbury's. 

In Cadbury 1 s the labour aristocrats which 
control the affairs of the union and who at every 
opportunity q:.mciliate and compromise rather 
than f~ · ht for the workers' interests , supported 
tb.; _neme when it was introduced under the 

~.~~.- of not wanting to call the managements bluff 
d this has meant that the worke~s have gained 
thing. This is the same policy of class comprom-

ise carried on by the leading labour aristocrats 
in the IC TU when they accept everything the bourg 
eoisie throws at the workers and says that it 
hopes to •modify' these attacks by negotiations. 
by going softly softly. The entire experience 
of the working class has been that it is only 
through waging militant class struggle and all out 
resistance to the attacks on them by monopoly 
capital that anything has been gained. This must 



Gn their banners in every battle 
The rich are set on their policy, 

'a>aunse profits by cutting back on li-Jing 
s and nothing will deter them f;om this 

except the militant and revolutionary 
waged by the working class in qefence 

own interests. One of monopoly capital 1 s 
planks for forcing cut -backs through is 

policy of conciliation and compromise per-
by the bought-off social-democrats in the 
unions, the other is the threat of legis-

This carrot-and-stick policy to drive 
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the workers down into further poverty must and 
is being resisted, with increasing strikes and 
other actions . 

In' the la::t issue of Red Patriot No . 41, when 
talking on the attitude the workers should adopt 
to the Tripartite discussion ,we Said that oppos
ition to these discussions ar{d intensification of 
the class struggle is the path to tread to opp
ose the schemes of the governffient/ E?mployers 
and ICTU. Such is the case at every place of 
work where the bourgeoisie are launching att
acks and the social-democrats in the unions are 
s out. 

EEC MONOPOLY CAPITALISTS ATTEMPT TO GAIN RIGHTS OVER 

IRELAND'S FISHING RESOURCES 
In recent week there has ·been much discussion 
the respective monopoly capitalist class 1 in 

lrE,«Ln<o and the EEC countries about the devel
Jpment of an EEC fishing _policy. At the same 
;].me Irish fishermen have been waging a militarit
;truggle to defend their interests and oppose 
;ome of the solutions that have been offered to 
:;elve the crisis in the European fishing industry;. 
fhe main suggested solutions have been put for
;vard in an all Europe fishing plan whiCh is the 
Jasis for discussion by the EEC ministers. Lets 
ook at the main f~atures of this plan .. 

Firstly the plan· proposeS that a common ZOO 
:nile fishing limit be introduced in which all member 
states may fish and in which the navies of any 
member state may enforce the protection of the 
Limit and other provisions. This Z_OO mile limit 
may at first seem progressi'-1e and in line with 
the struggle in the. world for control of national 
sea resources . However, the plan is an attack 
on the national sea resources of Ireland -

The main feature of this section of 
the plan is that it cannot serve the interests of 
the working people of Europe as a whole and part
icularly the Irish fishermen because it is based on 
the fact that the huge .factory-ship fishing fleets of 
the major monopoly capitalist countries have 
stripped their own seas of all theirfish and it is 
only in the seas around Ireland and some area of 
Britain that any substantial quantity of fish still 
exist. This in fact is illustrated by the fact that 
fleets flying the flag of the Soviet social-imperialists 
will travel thousands of miles in order to fish 
in Irish v',raters. One of their factory ships, fish
ing on its own, will catch as rnuch in ZOO days as 
the entire Irish fishing fleet can catch in one year. 
In SePtember 100-150 such ships from the Soviet 
Union and their allies were fishing off the south 
coast alone, and hundreds more plunder the Iri~h 
seas every year, One of the direct results of th1s 

as a drop of 17o/o in the Irish fishermen's exports 
: 1975. Thus the European monopoly capitalists 
are trying to ro·b the national resources of the . 
Irish people having anarchistically run down thetr 
own resources. The world catch of fish incr~ased 
from 19. 6 m (metric tons) in 1948 to 69. 7 rp tn. 
1971, due to the enormous expansion of ~he tnaJor 
f' hing fleetS and their use of factory shtps. However 
lS l" d 't th since 197Z, catches have been fal tng espr e e 
increase in fleets. In Europe the main areas with 
well-stocked seas are Iceland, Scotland and 

1reland whilst the coastal waters of continental 
Europe are over-fished. The overfishing of 
Irish waters by foreign factory ships have led 
for instance· to the decrease in herring catches from 
48,000 tons in 1972 to 28, 000 in 1975. This 
anarchy of production is a predominant feature 
of capitalism in the stage of monopoly capitalism 
which is responsible for the crisis in the fishing 
industry as well as the crisis in the world economy 
as a whole. As. in all other sections of production 
it is the working people that is forced to pay for 

the crisis. In this case, the monopoLy capitaFsts 
are vainly hoping that the people of a nationally 
oppressed country like Ireland will timidly hand 
over their resources to imperialist plunder. 

This brings us to the second major point of 
the EEC fishing plan. The plan suggests that 
quotas will be fixed for the amount that each 
country 1 s fleet can fish. These quotas will 
be based on the previous experience of the fishing 
industry. Two reasons arf>: ~ ven for the quota 
system i) It will conserve fishing stocks 2) It 
will give every one a 1fair chance 1

; As already 
been pointed out the very cause of the crisis is 
the anarchy of production of the monopoly Cc2.pitalists 
which places the maximisation of profits above 
all else. Who are they now hollering to about 
conser~ation. In relation to the propoSal that 
quotas will give a 1 fair chance 1 and 1equal 
opportunities (slogans of the monopoly capitalists 
which mean a 1 fair chance and equal opportunities 1 

for the TI}.Onopoly capitalists) this is like the 
ZOO mile limit proposaL a direct imperialist 
attack on the resources of the Irish people. Sec
ondly, the Irish fishing fleet can in no way compete 
with the floating fish factories of the EEC mon
opoly capitalists. As it stands many of the Irish 
ships are too small to be able to fish the waters 
between 15 - 35 miles, where most of the fish -are 
found, Lastly the reserves in the areas they can 
fish are being run down by foreigp fishing fleets 
both inside and outside the present 1Z mile lim:t /" 
(Most EEC countries plus Spain have rights to /~/ 
fish for certain species up to 6 miles.) 

The greed of these profit hungry predators 
is clear. When the Irish Free State government 
signed the Treaty of Accession (to the EEC) in 
1974 one ~1ause specifically stated that EEC 
countries -would be able to f.ish up to the shore 
in 198Z. Having planned "the take over then, 

.. 
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they could only wait tw(' yt:oars, C.l~ooli:J.g at the 

~rospe.ct of fresh plund.._--.r, be.•'ore intnoducing 
his new plan. This greed is boundle-ss. For 

years already foreign fishing fleets have been 
"tea ling resources even inside the Free States 1 

1 :3gal 12 mile limit. Areas like the-Porcupine Bank 
and the oyster beds of Connaught have been 
sc,,•erely overfished by British and French 
fleets fishing inside the 12 rnile lhnit and using 
_;-ntlawed fishing practices - such as using -;,. ery 
~ine nets which catch the small as well as large 
f-~sh, thus destroying the chance of natural replen
ishment. Are w~ now supposed to believe that 
~-hey want tq give the Irish fishermen and people 
;:,_ 

1 iair chance 1 and fishing conservation and 
:.:>rotection ? The imperialists will only make 
agreements to deceive the people while they eA 

;.;loit them. The Irish fishermen and people can 
aever rely on those who exploit them to be fair 
D.nd reasonable. 

The EEC coinmission has been offering 
numerous 'concessions 1 and 1 safeguards' but 
not.Le of these are more than prornises of goodwill 
<:1.nd do nothing to meet the fisherrnen 1 s demand 
of aD. exclusive 50 mile lin1it: Promises of 
:protection assistance', the possibility of a 
temporary 30 - 35 n~ile limie until 1982 etc. 

The interests of tbt monopoly capitalists in
cluding the Irish monopoly capitalists are antagon-
istic to those of the working people. The working and 

oppressed people have no choice but to fight. 
Red Patriot slautes the fishermen in their mil
itant battle fOr their rights against imperialist 
plunder. It can only be through waging such 
struggles that the working· people can win any
thing and learn how to solve their main problem., 
Relying on the Irish ·government to represent them 
the Irish fishermen would win nothing but capitul
ation. They ar·e entirely justified and correct to 
declare their stand and insist that the Irish rnon
opoly capitalists enforce it. 

For the fisherrnen and all the Irish people there 
can only be one final solution to the problen~s that 
beset them - to take the path of revolutionary 
struggle against imperialist domination - the 
n•ainst . .:.y of which is British imperialism. 

NOTE 
As Red Patri"t goes to press it has been ann
ounced that the Irish fishern~en have categoric
ally stated that they will accept no-thing les~ 
than a 50 mile limit. Red Patriot extends fuH 
support to the just battle of the fishermen. 

PUBLICATIONS FROM ALBANIA 

Available _Progressive ·Books&: Periodica"Ls 10 Upper Exchange Street. Dublin 8 

~ 
HISTORY OF THE PARTY QF LABOUR OF ALBANIA 

I 
I 
I 

I 

The Party of Labour of Albania on the building and· 
life of the Party 

The economic and social development of the Peoples 

Republic of Albania during 30 years of people's power 

Study Marxis!-Leninisf theory linki,ng it closely with 
revolutionary practice 

MEHMET SHEHU Report on the 5th Five Year Plan 1971-75 
. 

~--------------~------~-·~ I 
I 

BASIS OF STRUGGLE 
(];_-;. A N.l'.TJONALLY INDEPENDENT AND 

UNIFIED PEOPLE'S REPVBLIC OF 

IRELAND 

This pan~phlet is available from Ptogrt'::;
sive Books and Periodtcals , 10 , Upper 
Exchange Strecf: . Of[ l-1a·,:liament Street, 
Dubhn 6 . Pr1ce lOp 

PEOPLE'S LIBERATION 
MUSIC ... SONGBOOK 

- I 

'we only want th~ earth' 
11 In support o1 the Irtsn people 1 s struggler 
Available fron'1 . 

Progressive Books and Periodicals 
lC' T_1 pper Exchange St, Dublin 8 

price 40p 

. 
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AN ARTICLE ON THE FIANNA FAIL ECONOMIC PROGRAMME 

AND THE GOVERNMENT GREEN PAPER 
In recent weeks a whole series of reports 

have come out from the bourgeoisie on the 
subject of 11producing an economic an:l social 
plan for Ireland 11 and the feature of all these 
reports are the unanimity of agreement amongst 
all sections of the bourgeoisie that the workers 
must pay through 'wage restraint', 'through 
sacrifices and disciplines' for the imperialist 
induced economic crisis in Ireland. This cycle 
of reports 'began with the Fianna Fail programme 

which called for 'pay and income restraint; until 
1980, continued with the Government Green 
Paper, which said that 'pay restraint' is the 
11first priority'' to any economic and social plan, 
and was added to by the recent National and 
Economic and Social Council report which having 
'dismissed' 4 other 1 alternative solutions' to the 
economic crisis blatantly advocated 'pay restraint' 

as the 'only' viable alternative (for the monopoly 
capitalists, no doubt) to resolving the economic 
crisis. In addition to the above, there are at 
present tripartite negotiations going on between 
the government, the employers and the labour 
aristocrats in the trade unions, which have as their 
object, the ,;ays and :rTieans by which the monopoly 
capitalists can induce or force the1 working class 
to 'voluntarily' agree to 'wage restraint' in the 
same manner which they got the workers to 
'voluntarily' agree to a - Bo/o . cut in real wages 
in the recent_ National Wage Agreement. 

The main bogus argument,which the Green 
paper arrl the other reports base their call for 
pay restraint on, is that Ireland's produce must 
be competitive on the world market, that her 
goods must be produced cheaply enough to allow 
this to occur and that at present Ireland's in
flation and Ireland's cost of production is above 
that of Britain ap.d her other competitors. Consequ
ently, the Green paper argues, wages must be 
cut, restraint must be introduced so as to cut costs 
etc. ~his is the same timeworn,nons-::-nse argument 
whiCh the capitalist class has been presenting to 
justify every attack on the wages of the working 
class. In the past, in the era of free competition 
the capitalists used it to cut the wages of their 
own workers, in order, they claimed to be able 
to compete with rival capitalists, now in the era 
of imperialism when monopoly capital controls 
eVery aspect of the capitalist world economy, the 
bourgeoisie of whOle nations use this argument 
to lower the wages of the entire working class. 
Look at Britain, at the U oS o , Germany or any other 
capitalist country and the bourgeoisie there are 
presenting the same arguments to their working 
class. All- it means is that monopoly capitalism 

-18 attempting to alleviate its economic crisis 
, by foisting the burden on to the working class. 
~According to the goverl'tment's economic policy 

the competitiveness of prices is determined by 
wages, or by the "wage cost spiral 11 as modern 
oourgeo1s jargon puts it.However, the changes in prices 
of commodities are determined, not by wages 
but by supply and demand, or more commonly by 
the price fixing of various capitalist groups who 

have a monopoly of the market and raise prices 
artificially in order to reap monopoly profits. 
A good example of the la~ter can be seen in the 
manner in which the 5 major ail companies who 
dominate the world mar.ket, continually by agree
ment amongst themselves, raised oil prices in 
1972/3. Then when the government of all the 
capitalist countries were complaining about the 
Arab oil-producing countries raising oil prices , 
these oil monopolies increased their profits from 
150% to 350%. T''"" ~ ... ~<::'"' . .::-since then have not 
come down. In this case the competitiveness of 
oil prices was dismissed by the oil companies 
and instead tlY!re was an agreement to raise prices 
and maximally exploit the people. Another major 
factor ·in the case of the general rising of prices , 
that is occuring is the manipulation of the money 
supply by governments which cuts the real wages 
of the workers by devaluing the value of money 
and thus causing price increases. In this manner 
the living standards of the working people is cut 
while the bankers intensify their speculation, 
their wheels and deals on the world's money 
market etc o (The effects of this will be dealt 
with in more detail in a further article,' When 
wages increase either in the case of an individual 
factory or in the case of the economy as a whole 
it means a cut in the profits of the capitalists 
and this is what the entire concern of the Green 
paper and other bourgeois attempts to foist wage 
restraint on to the working class , is all about.
the reduction of wages in order to increase the 
profits of. the monopoly capitalists. Certain of 
the more• honest~ exploiters amongst tiE monopoly 
capitalists openly admit this and call for the 
need for more profits. On a recent 11 7 Days 11 

programme on the economic crisis, Calm Barnes, 
head of Glenn Abbey arrl a member of the board 
of directors of the Northern Bank, called fori the 

need for profits and then qualif-
ie.d~ that~.'?'ith ~hat .he te,rmed 11 socially 
responsible profits for investment'•, "investment 
which would alleviate unemployment 11

• What a grand 
manner the monopoly capitalists have for trying 
to induce the working class to •voluntarily 1 p artic
ipate in the attempts to impoverish the workers, 
reduce their living standards and strengthen the 
domination of capital over labour. It is a vicious 
spiral where wage cuts would allow the monopolies 
to increase their profits followed by reinvestment 
in the most profitable areas of the economy (i.e. 
where wagest are lowest and rate of profit the 
highest), a continuation of this frenzied activity 
until the next crisis came along ani again the 
workers would hear again the plaintive cries 
of the bourgeoisie for wage restraint and compet
itiveness. 

The Green Paper says that Ireland 1 s industrial 
and agricultural goods- must become competitive 

oecause at present 'all sections ar_e feeling the 
effects of the economic crisis". This covers over 
the basic fact that the finance capitalists are not 
suffering in any way from the economic crisis. 
When capitalist economy goes into crisis, as it 

.. 
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TABLE l 
COMPARATIVE SIZE OF NATIONAt, DEBTS 
Total National Debt* as percentage of GNP 

1973/74 
United Kingdom • • • . . . . • . • . . . . . . . 62 
Ireland .• o ••••• 0 ••• o •••• , ...... ,. 57 
Unit"d States .•.....•.....•...•.. 40 
Canada .•..•..•..•.•............ 29 
Netherlands .....•..••••.•.•....• 28 
Italy •••.•.•.••..•..•.•..•.•.••. 23 
Japan •••••••.••••.•••••••••••• 14 
West Germany .-;. •••...••••.• o o •• 13 
France o ............... , •••• 0 0.. 9 

Source : Bank of England Quarterly Bulletin 
December 1974 

*Excludes debt payable in foreign currencies an(! 

debt of subordinate public bodies (except for We,'3t 
Germauv} 
1 ne hE;'-- e quoted for the UK includes sorne 
nattonalised industry, whereas that tor Ire-
land does not, therefore the percentage given 

for Ireland is understated compared tn that 
-.f t:bP UK-
Eduors note 
As this table indicates 57% of Ireland 1 s GNP is 
owed by the ·country for our National Debt 
(see table Z) o.is debt is based on the loans, 
honds. secu·riti"es etc by which the government 
raises revenue. These debts are owed to the 
Kings of ~inance capital, the bankers of Ireland 
and abroad, 

TABLE . 2 

.BREAKDOWN OF FOREIGN DEBT AS AT 
DECEMBER 31st (£M) 

Currency 
Dollars .... o ••• o •••• , ••• 

European Units of Account 
DeutscheMarks ...... · .. . 
Sterling ..•.•........... 
Dutch Guilders .•.....• ,. 
Swiss Francs ...• , ...•.. , 
United Arab Emirates 
dir harr.s. o ••• , •• , • 0 ~ • 0 •• 

Belgian Francs .••••••..• 
Kuwait dinars. o •••••••••• 

_Editors note: 

Amount 
(£m) 
249.6 

::, 8. 3-

~,:,' 0 
27.5 
24.0 
20 

!6.Z 
10.5 
10.4 

o/, c .. 

tot:...l 
55.2 

12 . ·+ 
!!. l 

5.9 
50 l 
4.3 

3.5 
2.2 
2.2 

Besides t.he massive growth in the overall national 
debt, the interest of which is serviced-by the 
taxpayers, this table sho-;.vs the massive increase 
in Ireland 1 s foreign debt . when adjust-
ments rn.ade for the devali.1at·:on of sterling are 
taken into acco'.!nt the £448rn debt sho-.~,:n here 
in.creases by 20% to £560nl. Consequently, for
eign loans have risen by £ 420rn since 1972 

and amount to 2.3o/o of the total National Debt. 
So as foreign monopoly capital decreases it,s 
industrial investment in the Irish economy, the 
same monopoly capital continues to make profits 
from the interest rates on loans. Thus these 
finance capitalist do not lose out but in fact make 
profits whether the Irish economy is stable or 
depressed. 

TABLE 3 

BANK PROFITS (pre-tax) 

BANK OF IREkAND ••••••••.•• 
ALLIED IRISH BANKS ••••••••• 
ULSTER BANK ••••••••••••••• 
NORTHERN BANK •••.•••••••• 

1973 
10,689,739 
9,669,182 

1974 

!5,299,000 
12,193,000 
6,420,000 
7. 8-.r 7 J 000 

1975 
18,087,000 
!5,008,000 
6,408,000 
8,929,000 
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j.nevitably does every decade or so, the finance 

capitcilists protect their irterests. At pre-Sent Ir~-
1 and, like Britain is running large sc8.le budgetry 
deficits and drawing on, loans from native and for
eign banks and · t1 ot_!l.E?r• _ institutions at high rates 
of interests which guaruantee profits for the banks. 
As the rate of profit in industry goes down the 
banks, the centres of the monopoly capitalists, 
simply invest in government stocks and loans 
(see charts showinglreland 1 s borrowing from 
native and foreign banks). Thu.s their profits are 
guaranteed and the peoples' taxes, which are· 
constantly being raised are the means by which 
they are guaranteed. Last year alone approximately 
25% of all taxes collected went to pay off the inter-

. est on bank .loans to the government. 

. Finance capital withdraws investment from ind

ustry _during times of .ci.-isis, but when wages are 
forcibly held down (as the government is doing 
here) and therefore industry becomes more prof
itable, the finance capitalists will again invest 
in industry .• This was the case in the late 1950 18 
and early 60 1 s in Ireland, when the First Economic 
Programme of the Fianna F.ail Govertirnent.,.. provid
ed all sorts ot incentives tor inte'nsifying Brihstl 
monopoly capitalist contrql and ending restriction 
of the monopoly capital of other countrjes. Every
where the IDA advertised Irish industry as an area 
of cheap labour, with low wages, atrl where return 
op. investment was very high. The growth of ind-

Contd from page .3 - LOYALISTS 

By appealing to the Unionist bourgeoisie in this 
way, the Republican m~vement shows its aspir
ations to be only to represent the rrcatholicsrr and 
not all the people ; to demand a better deal from 
imperialism and not total national liberation, and 
in practise to uphold the interests of a class 
doomed to extinction. 

The only true way forward for revolutionary 
nationalists is to break with such tried and tested -
and faile~d-tneans of struggle, and to throw in 
their lot with the working class, the only class 
that· has nothing to lose by the total-defeat of 
imperialism and that ~an lead the struggle 
through to the end. 
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ustrial investment that followed this period also 
saw the concentration of the banks to niarshal this 1, 

investment. In the south the Allied Irish Bank was 
set up merging three banks together, and the 
Bank of Ireland consolidated 'its g!oup, by taking 

. over two other banks. A long with this there has 
been the establil!!hment .of n~merous new banks wit. 
their centres in the U .S. Bank of America, Chase 

Manhattan, First National etc. It has been from 
these banks that the loans given to Ireland by 
the International Monetary Fund are raised and 
returned with the high interest rates yielding great 
profits for the banks. Within Ireland the case of 
the Allied Irish 1Bank and the 'Bank of Ireland· 
clearly revealed this in the last few years profit 
returns ( see chart No. 3 below) • 

Capitalist society has now been in existence 
for two hundred years and the capitalist class long 
ago came to expect economic crisis and have ada.pted 
ways and means to use these crises to their best 
advantage. Finance capital, the dominant form of 
-capital in the present era ensures that its profitS 
are protected, like in the examples shown above. 
For the working class the situation remains the 
same i.e. as wage slaves and who are constantly 
attacked by capital and whose only path in the def
ence of their interests is one of resistance to these 
attacks. 
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For the months to come (an indefinite number) RED PATRIOT will be appearing not;ts, 
a newsweekly at Bp, but as a journal. This will 'vary in its size from 12 pages to any
thing up to 30 pages, but 'will usually be appr.oximately 20 pages. Its cost will vary .ace 

ordingly. _ , 
RED PATRIOT will treat all present subscriptions accordingly i.e. wil\ deduct the 

' requir~d a'tnount anl notify subscribers in good time when the subscription 'is running ou 
: Red Patriot invites ·'-readers to subS'Cribe by sending £2. 5Q on the basis that this will 
~ approximate to the cost of 10 issues plus postage of 5p i.e. a total of ,50p for 

10 issues. Rerl Patriot will accept subscrfptions for any number of issues, not neces_s-

•arily 10. • 
Red Patriot is appearing as a journal-because of th~ reed at this time in the revolut

'iqnary movetnent to clarify a number of iRsues theoretically and to deal _in depth with 
va.ri'O\ls trends. We hope all our readers wlllS-lp{Drt this effort and encou\age. their 

. ·. friends and colleages to buy it. ' . ' 

Nt'S?TE ON THIS ISSUE 

This 'issue of Red Patriot incorporates No. 42 and No. 3 and covers the two pub
lication dates of Decem'ber 1st and December 14th. We apologise to r~aders for the 
absence of No, 42 on the publication date but this is due largely to obstacles which 
the Red Patriot Editorial Staff ~nnot avoid but must deal with by revolutionary 
means-. The paper is selling at the minimum price of 30p, but is actually worth 
more, and we ask readers to donate more than the fixed price in this case. The next 

i.ssue of Red Patriot Nill appear on December 28th. 




