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"The Labour movement delights in analysing and is serpetually defining and
re~defining its princinles and cbjects., The man or woman who has caught the
spirit of the Labour movement brings that s»irit of analysis and definition
into all of his or hers nublic acts and expects at all times to answer the
call to define his or hers josition, They camnct live sn illusions or thrive
by them; even should their heads be in the clouds they will make no forward
step until they are assured that their feet rest wen the solid earth.n

JAMES COIMOLLY, 'WIAT IS GUR PULICY®" VWORIERS?Y REPUELIC. JANM. 22, ISI6.

ZDITORIAL NOTE.

The purpose of MARIIST REVIZW ©§s to povularise the basic teneis of revol-
utionary marzism; to help encourage the use of scientifie thougiht and con-
tribute to the solution of fundamental sroblems confrunting reveluticnaries
of every tendency in Ireland today. Issue Mo. 2 of MARETIST LOEVIEY carries
two articles on the Proves with the hope of cpening un further discussion.
These articles are by nu means intended as definitive stateuents. ile
apologise to cur readers fur the brevity of these articles. It was intended
that these comments should be much brvader and desner, but owing t6 mressure
of space we had tv limit their lenght.
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EIRE. NUA

A CRITIQUE TO OPEN DISCUSSION

p——— i—
(Submitted by a Breton cumrade_r : )
When Sinn Fein (Kevin Street) claim that their 'Social and Economic Programme

-Bire Nua - is a socialist programme, one response could be to point out the
petty bourgeois nature of the Republican Movement; but it is a more positive
Step to accept that the militants of Sinn Fein are sincerely willing to
carry out a fight for socialism in Ireland, and on that basis to offer a
critigue of Eire Nua and its relation to socialism,

In other words we prefer to conduct a debate(I) in the context of the con-
struction of Socialism rather than to exclude systematically, discussion
with Sinn Fein, as unfortunatelly do many Socialist groups.

It is not possible in this short article (again we remind our readers that
because of pressure of space we have had to keep many of the articles in this
issue very short. - Editor.) to deal with all the points of Eire Nua: any-
way we feel that it is necessary first to deal with two key problems before
getting involved in a deeper discussion:

a) Do the nationalisations of major industries ,suggested in the Pragramme
» represent the economic measures necessary to institute Socialism?

b) And following directly from the above, by what means will the people of
Ireland come to power and keep that power?

The main question must therefore be: Is Eire Nua, in its actual formulation

a programme capable of guiding the Socialist transformation of Ireland? In
spite of the fact that theprogramme would try to "atrike a balance between
Western individuvalistic capitalism, with its poor de hung .ry admist plenty,
en the Right ,and Eastern Soviet State C&pitalism{ (or an{jﬁf its variations)
with its denial of freedom and human rights, on the Left"'~’, it seems
nontheless that the ‘bourgeois state! of Western individualistic capitalism’
will be retained in the service of the new Democratic Socialist Republic. .

The significance of this will become more app arant when we comée to discuss the
problem of nationalising industry.

History has thought us that to accomplish the transition to socialism

I). “Ccnstructiva_criticiag and comment will be welcomed." - Eire Nua., p.5

2). As Revolutionary Marxists we do not consider the the Eastern People's
Democracies to be State Capitalist regimes, but we are entitled to point out,
if for no other reason than the persecution of our own comrades there, that
the actual regimes in these countries can no longer serve as a model

which can enhance the cause of socialism in the eyes of the world working
class, . fean il

3). Eire Nua. - p. 4 ,For a Marxist critique ol the degeneration of the

Soviet Union, see Trotskys, The Revoluticn Betraved. == . 4




certain conditicns are required:’
1) First condition: MO CONCESSICHN SHOULD BE MADZ T TUE BGHRGEDIS.;,:E.

Eire Nua states that the nationalisations would include "finance, insurance,
and all key industries™, explaining that "the the major agent of develcrment!
will be the state; . . whereas this naticnalisation should be under the
contr.l cf a state commrised of Workers Councils, we find that not only

will it be under the old form of state , but that not all key industry will
gven be maticnalised - we are told for instance that "firms which make a ~~
réz - oable effort tc orient themselves towards the natiocnal scincry and its
development will be left in PRIVATE HANDS.®

These concessicns shuw that the programme has no ccncenticn of the nature of
either capitalist or socialist production. There is a naive assumpticn that
industrial capitalists could serve the interests of the crdinary neonle if
only they decided to do so.  Presumably they have not already decided to

do this because they are "bad and evil" pecple. Iven on the face of it this
view is rather simplistic. Some of the greatest tycocns, who have caused
tremendicus hardship and suffering tc the worling class, are well kncwn as
charitable people in their own right. They did not go cut of their way to
cause pain and distress. This hanpened simnly because they wesre pdrt of a
production system , the motive force of which is nrofit making., H =ver
socialism is a completly different tyne of nroduction systen. It is a
gystem , based not on nroduction for profit ,but on producticn for the needs o

of the people. Therefore , even if these peonle could recrientate themselves.
there would still be no need for then,

But this is not merely a mistale in the thecry of socialist constructiocn, It
leaves socialists disarmed in face of the inevitable reaction from the
capitalist class, by suggesting that their mode of production is not in-
compatable with the socialist mode of nroducticn. If sccialists are not .
¢clearly warned against this they will not kncw who their real enemies are
when the crunch comes , as in Oreece, A.geria.etc.

2) Cecund conditicn.: TIZ INSTITUXGHALISATION OF WORKERS CCIIRaoL.

Quec ting Padraic Pearsé can be .interesting but in relation to this questicn

it is confusing. The wave of Scviets and factcry cccupations which swe .pt

the ccuntry in the twenties is a more reliable guide in this matter, Nen-
theless Eire Nua does states clearly that “ithe nf nrodoctio istributicn
and exchange must be controlled by the necnle and administered democraticallv.”
We <f course entirly agree with this., But the method of Comhar na gComhaisan
is not the way to bring this about.

The attactivness of the Comhar n gComharsan philoscphy for many of the Prow
militants is that it is a particularly Irish or Gaelic philoscphy. But un-
fortunately this is not true. The same ideas about the cwmershipn of the means
of production, have been advanced by many socialiats in many countries -
ncotably France and Russia. What the Prove militants should consider is the
class iuterests cf the people whe put forward these views and the nericd

in which them put them forward. In France for instance it was nut forvard in -
the middle of the last century before the advent of large scale nroducticn.
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when the skilled craftsman still reigned supreme. With the advent of large
scale capitalism, it made sense for these artisans to propagate the view

that everybpdy shoul cwn a unit of preduction in order t- defend what they
had already g-t. But ~f ccurse this situation does not exist in Ireland tcday.
Large scale capitalism already predcminates. The vast majority of the pecnle
are not propertied artisans, but ordinary workers. It weuld be impossibley,;

to divide up the means of preduction into so many small units. Apart from a%
else, each unit of productiocn is designed to function in harmony with

the rest of the units. Therefore if the means of nroduction are to be
transformed intc the propertyof the working class, it will have to be

cwned as a collective property. -

Thus when we speak of workers control over production, we mean the est-
ablishment in every factory of workers ccuncils, which unite all workers
under an elected leadership which is respensible for the runing of the
factory.

3) Third condition: INTERNATIONALISM.

Just as the basic wmits of production have become interdependent .. ST
axi can only function in harmony with each other, so to the national units
of production have become interdependent on a world scale. Enivetably this
means that no country can build a completed s cialism within its own
bounderies. This is especially true in backward countries.

Given the level of the productive forecs in Ireland this point will be
of great irportance. The magnitude of the prcblem can be scecn by the fact
that 42% of the Gross National Product of Ireland is Comhrised of
imports. If Ireland weretbckaded{ in the same way as Cuba is. then the
problems of constructing a socialist econocmy would be very great indeed.

Apart from this there is the possibility of foreign interventicn. Ireland
is a neo-clony and the metropolitan countries have vast fortunes invested in
Ireland. Britain, for instance, either owns or controls 75% of tie capital
invested in Irelands top IUU companies. Uver 65% of nrofits made in

Ireland is pocketed by British cupon clippers aline. Any attempt by~ a
socialist govermment in Ireland to etop the profiteeri ng activities cf
imperialism will undoubtedly call forth imperialist interventicn of buth

an econumic and military nature.

The cnlyf%ﬁggnﬁesacialist Ireland could have against possible isclaticn
and interventicn would be to aid the revoluticnary movements in other
countries. The taking of power by the working class in other count_riea
is the only real way of defeating immerialism and ensuring the uni P° Ed
progress towards socialism.

Ulfortunately the Econcmic and Social Programme of the Proves any/i{"{%grimt g+
naticnalist perspective for doing this.The cnly suark of internationalism

is the declaraticn that trade will be maintained . ith cther countriss. Fine.
But what if these other countries refuse tov trade with a socialist Ireland?
Tiis type of internaticnalism is a long way from the internationalisn of

the United Irishmen and the Fenians. It is alsc a lcng way from the inter—
nationalism of James Connclly, who saw the socialist revoluticn in Ireland

as the first step in the liberation of the pecnle of Zurcpe.




a new ireland or ...
FENKELL'S THIRD REICH ?

—-n

(The following article is an analysis by Robert Dorn of some dangerous
political trends in the Provisionals based on Desmond Fennell's pamphlet
- Build the Third Republic)

Mr. Desmond Fennell expresses a tendency in Provisional Republican
thinking. It is one that will hawve little direct effect unless other,
mpre progressive, tendencies fail to achieve their aims. However, that
it can still be accepted in Irish Republicanism (Kevin Street variety)
is symptomatic of the continuing theoretical weakness of Republicanism
(itself based on the inadequacy of its material base). In turn, this is
given material political expression in the current set backs that the
groups in the movement are suffering. They may unless there are major
changes, lead to the defeat of Republicanism and the turning of its
cadres to the author of this pamphlet.

Frowu cheir point of view this would be a mistake, It would mean a
breach with everything that they now support, as certainly as acceptance
of the Articles of Agreement did for an earlier generation. Although
he has since weakened, it was Mr. Fennell, rather than the B.I.C.O.,
who began the current propaganda about the "Two Nations in Ireland."

In this pamphlet, his attitude to Republicanism is exposed in the

first article where he quotes approvingly, with an apparent sense of
incongruity, Liam Mellows (who opposed the Articles of Agreement) and
Michael Collins (who signed them). The quotation from Collins is from
Collins' post - Treaty book!

But what is Mr. Fennell's political faith and what is wrong with it?
It is worth asking this question because his writings make explicit
and codify many of the assumptions held by would-be Irish political
theorists.

Basically, "Fennellism" is a form of Fascism. This may seen a strong
thing to say especially at a time when the concept is ssed far too

often as a sort of a bludgeon for one's epponents. Nonetheless it can

be easily shown. In essence, Fascism represents the organisation of

the demoralised petty-bourgeoisie against the working class in theinterests
of imperialism, Mr. Fennell'!s aim is to mobilise the West against the
East of Ireland. It is purely coincidental, of course, that most of

the workers, and the strength of the trade unions happen to be in the East
and that the West is a stronghold of petty-bourgeois (small farmers and
gombeenmen) economics and, even more, ideclogy. Nonetheless, the trend
of such a view is inevitable. So we find in various places throughout
the pamphlet, it is expressed:- :



W(lass inequality arises between the metropolitan region and other regions
in regard to money incomes, availability of employment, access to cultur-
al facilities and to mass media platforms. The basic human right to live
and work within one's own society and region is secured for the inhabit-
ants of the metropolitan region and denied to many citizens born else-
where” (P,12 present reviewer's emphasis). '

"In the light of Mao's broader and correct analysis, the identity of
interest between urban workers and capitalists becomes evident. So does
the clash of interest between the provincial towns and cities and the
metropelitan region. As for the fight going on in t he workers' name
for "Worker control™ and all that, we can now gsee what this is, when itk
all boiled down: The parochial strusegle of one metropolitan power cligue
against another for the metropclitan spoils, Just how remote this
sontest is from the real interests of rural society is exemplified by the
‘ate of the peasants in Russia after the Revolution, Small wonder that
Mao, a peasant himself, (1{1) rejected Stalin's advice on how to make
the Chinese Revelution.” (PP.14-15)

nMeasured in terms of average money incomes, social power a to
cultural facilities, the upper class in Ireland today are the inhabitants
o7 the five-county Dublin region. Measured in the same terms, most of
Munster and South Leinster are middle-class and the inmhabitants of
Connacht, Scuth and West Ulster and several other counties are low-

class people. In other words, the inhabitants of the greater part of the
Reoublic belong to this lowest class" P,29.

M~. Fermell's essential hestility to the need of organised labour were
mide even more specific in an article ('Concern of Another Kind' -
sunday Press 25th October 1870) which is not republished in the ¢pllect-
ion reviewed but which is quoted here, nonetheless as being relevant

:c its author's views., (The subject is Mr. George Colley's plans to
iresze wages):-

yhen trade unions are rich cr when alternative employment is readily
gvailable, the strike is an expremely coercive influence on pay rates.
1t forges pay above the level which is justified by production and
sales,"

"yhen nay is forced up in this manner, supply and demand no longer
determine prices. Ewen if demand falls, prices have to rise. Ewven
if supply increases, prices cannot fall. Commodities are no 1 onger
riced by a free market, but by the coercion of production costs."
Elncidentally the man who wrote this had the nerve to denocunce the
Catholic magazine SLANT as not being Marxist enough, a fair comment
but coming from him?1)

"Since the maintenance men's strike, both these coercion forces have
been cperating to an extreme degree. But probed (sic) deeper, behind
the inflationary pay increases, to the motivations which forced them
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through, Consider the scramble for more money over the past two years
as a whole. Was freedom at work then?

"Quite well-off people were setting the pace. Remember this Republic

iz the sixteenth richest country in the world. Most of the groups claim-
ing large increases and striking or threatening to strike were already
sarning,on. one count or another, at least twenty pounds a week, and

sany of the claimants were earning much more......"

" ev...The Government has not introduced coercion. It has merely in-
lected some ?gminn to reason and survival into a situation which was
characterised by coercion to unreason and suicide....."

"essseo.Look the next time when top trade union officials who (sic)
appear on television. Listen to their predictable parrot-talk., Note
the permanent grigvance carefully nurtured in their professicnally
underdog voices. And recall that these men are very powerful, widely
experienced and well-to-do."

0f course, that article is uncharacteristic: not because there are
sther articles than can be quoted to set against it, but because Mr.
7ennell is careful not to write very rmucb on industrial issues. What
mppears in this collection gives the reader an idea of the ideclogy
vat he uses both as a smokescreen and as a possible incentive for the
mvement that (he hopes) will achieve his aims, Like all fascist
leologies, it is a gerry-built piece of work. Thus in his articles
"wo Ways to Develope Industry” (P.P. 34-35) he can compare favourably
ie Spanish rule of the Basques to Dublin rule of Cavan and Monaghan
mereas in "Who Wants a Pluralist Ireland? he is more correct in
genouncing Franco's government. In order to justify his threme he is
eady to misrepresent completely the thoughts of Marx, Mao, Cuevara
nd even, poor old Noel Browne fh Paisleyite Liberal®™ - P.29). It is
just as well perhaps, that he doesn't seem to have heard of Trotsky.

Insofar as it has any intellectual form "Fennellism® is essentially
‘dealistic and ultra-clerical. His reference and reliance ocn, Mao is
justified by a masterly piece of shuffling:-

"James Connolly learnt from Marx while remaining an Irish Republican,
a Cathelic, a Gaelic revivalist and a free-thinking man., Connacht
has enabled me to learn from Mao in the same manner® P. -15.

3ut there is a difference between James Connolly’s acceptance of Marx
and Mr. Fennell's of Mac. Comrade Connolly accepted Marx® political
method and analysis totally, even if he did accept catholicism for his
private use (and it is doubtful if he even did this.)n Mr. Fennell
merely uses Mao (and Guevara) to give a left veneer to his interpret-
ations of the Papal encyclicals. Hiswpclitical analysis is wholly
idealist and overwhelmingly Catholic:-
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W, ,....The Primary motivation of the Easter Rising was not political or
economic but humanist (sic) and moral. It hoped to set in moticn a
redemptive process, in the image of Calvary, which would lead to the
resurrection of man in Ireland to his full human stature.” (6 -6)

", ,....No human republic - no Irish Republic of man -~ can be built
without the light of Jesag Christ." (P. - 27)

" Tt goes without saying that virtually every institution characterising
Irish life today is derived from Britain, and especially from England,
though there is some American influence toc, The conly major exception
I can think of is our Cathelicism and all that zces with it. Sunday
Mass, Saturday ecofessions, rcsary beads, priests and nups in the
streets, parish missions, recruitment lectures for the foreign missions,
first commmnion dresses, necple blessing themselves and so on" - P40,

Basing his analysis upcn such assumptiong, it is easy for Mr, Fennell
t~ declare (in an interesting expression cf the?Two StageiTheory):-

" james Connolly, the socialist, put the political aim before the
eccnomic aim. Every true radical must of necessity do the same because
the distributjon cf eccnemic power and cultural facilities, and the
affective ness of so—called ¥social Welfare?, ultimately decided
by _the distribution of governmental nower.

"Radical politics worthy of the name are concerned primarily with
political power and its distributicn throughout the State. Only
seccndarily are they concerned with eccnomic and 7social welfare?
issues.™ - P. 13.

In other words, the eccnemic system doesn't matter: what is important
is the form cf Government. That this form is merely the ultinmate
expression of the existing econcmic system is dismissed by Mr. Fennell
(cr, perhaps, more accurately, never considered by him.) For him, the
trouble with Ireland is over centrallised government. 1In article .after
article, he puts forward pleas for greater powers for the local Irish -
regicns.

All this would be fair enough, but the forms of idealism are insuffic-
ient to justify his arguments when they are placed in the reality of
Ireland ¢day. In Particular, two questions must be asled. Firstly,

if Ireland is too over-centrallised for effective or benevolent Govern-
ment, what interests are keeping it that way? Secondly, how is the
Government to be reformed, seeing as how those nations quoted by Mr,
Fennell that have not maintained their local gcvermments intact from
the middle ages have only been decentrallised as a result of revoluticn
cr military annihilation? The way in which Mr., Fennell choses tc answer
these questions ig the give away for his politics as exposed at the
beginning of this review. For him, Ireland is kept over-centrallised
by the machinations of the metropolitan region (gll the classes therein)
and de-centrallisation will be achieved only by & revolution of the
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petty-bourgeoisie of the west against the east. Since such a revolution
can, in historical practice, only be based on either the capitalists

or the workers and since it is clear that Mr. Fennell is opposed to the
majority of the workers, it is obvious that he locks to Fascism as his
motivating force.

Of course, in practice, Fascism cannot achieve what he says he wants,
Indeed, the very idea of Fascism leading to greater de-centralisation
is ludicrous. Nonethesess, both the Italian and the Less-successful -
Franch Fascists p.f in their programes (not, of course, their practice)
calls for greater devolution of government powers. For the Fascist,
any theories however irrelevant are serviceable. More than rost idecl-
cgies, Fascism needs to be examined for what it is rather than for what
it claims to be.

But it will be objected that Mr. Fennell and his views are of little
consequence in Ireland today. He is asscciated with the Republican
Movenent (Kevin Street) at a time when either that rovenent drops such
as he or goes under. Most neople can see through his pretence.

Such assumptions are dangercus. That Mr., Fennell has any influence

in Kevin Street at all says scrething about the intellectual barrenness
¢f the Irish left since Connclly, His views often express, albeit
distcrctedly, _the illusions that have beset that left and, indeed, the
petty-bcurgeois thecries that have taken rcot in it and in political left
wings elsewhere. His views, can ultimately, only handicap the Irish
Naticnal liberation stuuggle. And, of course, this is as it should be
as it is only through the defeat of that struggle that he is likely to
get any real political power as cpposed to backdoor influence through
Kevin Street or its "Dail Connachta’,

Each of these pcints can be elaborated, though the first one deesn't
have tc be. That Mr. Fennell can be allcwed to take any role (let
alone a leading rcle) in an assembly aimed formally at creating a dual
power situation cver a province of Ireland exposes the failure of the
Kevin Street leadership as much as its failure to develop a political
strategy in Northern Ireland that as as effective as its nilitary strat-
egy. For Fennell makes no appeal to the workers and only the workers
can carry cut the successful national revolution in Ireland by bringing
it over into a sccialist struggle. (It mnust be said, tood that his
influence in some Connacht Curmainn of Gardiner Place is stronger than
one would like to believe).

Secondly, not only are Mr. Fennell's confusions as to the nature of
"class™ and of "irperialism" traditional errcrs of the petty-bourgecis
left, but he has incorporated more trendy illusions into his thinking.
In his introducticn t- the pamphlet he calls for a Pecple's Republic
quite in the tradition of tfie Stalinites (but, alsoc, it is worth
remembering of Hitler: his Third Reich was also termed a "Peoplet’s
Republic™). 1In his belief in the acceptability of religion as a

cultural aspect of naticnality, he is merely expressing an impcrtant(contd.p34)

S
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THE WO NATIORS DOGMA

THE STRUGGLE FOR THE LAND

According to the British and Irish vonmunist OUrganisationfs "Two Nations
Dogma", the Unionist bourgecisie is the only section of the bourgeoisie
capable of understanding developments in Ireland, (1) It is of course,
necessary for them to assert this since =0 much of their position is derived
from Unionist propaganda. But herc there is a strange anamology. The argu-
ment for the Two Nations Degma was initially based on the fact of uneven
capitalist development in Ireland, engendered by the different forms of land
tenure which existed North and South, (2). However, it was not the Unionists
but the Nationalists who discovered and stressed the importance of this fact.
It was none other thaB the Catholic Nationalist bogeyman, George 0'Brien, who
popularised this explanation, end i1t was form him that the Unionists, includ-
ing the B.I.C.0. plaguerised it. (3).

This constituted & fundemental fl8~ in what appeared to be a neatly wrapped
dogma. To attempt to construct the Two Natioms Thesis on a premise of
Nationalist histography was like trying to build a house on shifting sands.
S0 a naw twist in the thesis was called for, Certainly, it was admitted,
the uneven economic develcpment of Ireland, explains the evolution of the
Protestant people as a distinet nation. But then again, this uneven
economic development has itself to be explained. Acoordingly, we are told
that "the uneven cconomic development itself followed from the fact that
there have been two distinct communities in Ireland since the 17th century,
in one of which production relations were more advanced than in the other".
(4). This tautological statement, which asserts that two different forms
of production relations developed in Ireland because two different forms
of relations existed to begin with, makes sense only if we take it to mean
that the Protestant community in the North, due to some iy ate chrisma
(Protestantism) was able to develop advanced property relations which the

Catholics, as & result of their non chrisma (Catholicism), were unable to
do.

0f course, this is no new explanation. It has been advanced for many
years by the ideologies of the Protestant community itself. In 1852, for
instance, the Missionary Agent of the Irish Presbyterians Church, the
Rev. Bdward Marcus Dill, set out to find what reasons "make Ireland a
desert and Ulster its only casis". (5). And the solution he commended
was to "wenture the supposition that Romenism is false and Protestantism
true, and like some dissected map the most shapeless part of Ircland's
puzzle falls into its place in a moment., Observe how it unfolds every
mystery in our physical and moral state; and explains khy the "Black
North" is a garden, and the "Summy South" a wilderness". (6) Dill pro-
ceeded at length to explain how "Romanism" and "Popery" had been the
bane of the Southern Irish, Not alone was it responsible for their
political and economic thralldom and wretchedness, but it was even

the source of their physical deformitics!
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On the other hand the level of development attained by the Catholie
peasantry during the sixteenth and seventeenth century is grossly
underestimated, The gap which existed between the two communities

is not sufficient to explain the divergent lines of evolution and the
ultimate uneven economlie development of the country. Other factors :
which we have not space to deal with here have to be introduced to

explain this.

THE SCOTTISH PEASANTRY

The ancient Scottish society fused with the Norman system during the

twelfth century, and the alow and painful emergence of feudalism in

the Lowlands began. The peculatiries of this development hindered the

establishment of a stable and secure system of land tenure over a long

period. This was true not only with regard to the peasantry but also

with regard to the highest grades of the nobility. Lands were contin-

ually reverting to the erown and being regranted. This was due mainly

cne supposes, to the wmstability of the crown and the strict laws of

inheritance which were then recognised, (11). The War of Independence :

initiated a major reallocation, and "during the next three hundred years"
says Grant; "land was constantly changing hands as the Crown waxed and

waned in strength". fTE) In subsequent years, many acts of reallocation

were passed by: James II in 1437, James IV in 1488 and 1503, James V in
1535 and James VI in 1587, While the forfeitures had less affect the

further one went down the social scale, it is also obvious that the

absence of security amongst the aristocracy must have alsoc militated

against secuirty for the peasantry. At any rate Grant is of the opinion
that "the matter is of importance, not only because of the lairds them-
?elgaa, but because the same conditions have affected the smaller folk",
13 ).

It is true that at the beginning of the seventeenth century, sscurity of
tenure became more common amongst the nobility, as a result of the

farm movement, Fening consisted in the nobles more or less buying out their
holdings and was in no sense a democratic movement of the peasantry
towards perpetuity of their holdings., (14). In fact, security of tenure
was not common in the peasantry until after the middle of the eighteenth
century. "About the middle of the century (1750)" says G aham, "there
arose a new era in the economic and soeial conditions of the country..."
Previously to this period most of the farms had elther been let without
leases, or on very short tenure - two or four years - which starved all
enterprise". (15)., If enything, the position of the peasantry in
relation to security of tenure worsened during the period which we are
discussing.

So it is that Leyburn, in his important work, describes the Scotland

from which the settlers come as the most backward place in Burcpe, which
had not yet escap ed from the middleages. (16). In the context of the
situation deseribed by Grant, he draws a genersl picture of the backward-
ness of the Scottish Lowland peasantry,
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Faced with this uneven economic development, the venerable missionary,
suggested the conversion of the Catholic population, or failing this,
the extermipmation of Catholics. While he advocated evengelicism, he
did not hide his delight at the Famine (which, of course, was caused by
"Popery") amd the consequent outflow of the Catholic peasantry to
America, Ha sent his reverent blessings after them and called for &
sccond plantation of Scottish presbyterians to take thelr place.

Naturelly, the B.I.C.0. thesis is a little more sophisticated. After all
the Rev. Dill claimed only to be "a humble man" and not a."Marxist", The
B.I.C.0sy in fact, categorically deny that they in any way attribute
economie development in Ireland to religious factors, (7). Of course,
they deny this. Neot to do =0 would immediately expose their dogma for
the Unionist propagenda which it is, But such denials do not alter the
reality of their views. '

The sutstance of their posltion is that both the Catholics and Protestants
in Irelend laboured under the same yoke of -ppresion. But because the
Protestanis came from a higher ecivilisation, which found expression in their
religion, “hey were able to impose capitalist property relations on their
landowners, The Catholics on the other hand were a backward race, still
at a primivive stage of tribal development, which found a cultural mani-
festation in the community's adherence to reactionary Catholieism, They
had no desire to share individually in the ownership of the land and sub-
mitted willirgly to their tribal overlords. Thus in its latest stage of
refinement, the Two Nations Dogma makes the whole of future development
hinge on religious factors: Protestantism was the ideological embodiment
of new propersy relations, and being transplanted to Ireland sutomatically
reproduced those property relations., This plainly is the materialist ver-
gion of historieal development turmed inside out.

"It was the democrecy of Scotland which went to Ulster" (8), we are told,
and consequently "the fact that the Ulster peasants have been involved in
the Presbyterian struggles in Seotland made them particularly well fitted
to look after their bourgeois rights, On the other hand, the clan back-
ground and traditions of the Catholic peasantry would have hindered them

in gene?aﬁing an independent movement for securing bougeols rights on the
land." (9

The interpretation contrests sharply with the position adopted in the
original Economics of Pertition, Here the new property relations are
accepted as given and there is no question of them growing out of the
alleged struggles precipitated by the democratic traditions of the
Scottish Presbyterian religion. (10).

But leaving aside the nature of historical interpretation which ge=ce
property relations coming into existence as a2 result of religious
causes, the arguments put forward .here are historically inaccurate.
On the one hand, the progress made by the Protestant settlers on the eve
of their exodus to Ireland, and the democratic traditions of their
religion, are grossly exasggerated.
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Altaough they were grossly oppressed and exploited by the aristocracy

they did not resist, as the peasantry of England had, but continued to
eultivate a primitive kinship with their social superiors., "The curious
point must be made" says Leyburn "that the humble farmer, who suffered most,
aid rot attribute his calamities to the noblemen and lairds". (17). .
Leyburn, in fact, is struck by the submissiveness of the Scottish peasantry
and rarticularly by "the notable fact that in Scotland, probably alone .
among all the countries of Burope, there was never anything approaching

an uprising against the lords," (18) and "whatever grievances and complaints
may pate arisen against individual landlords, the meagre Scottish records
before 1600 show little that might be called democratic stirrings”. (19).

The only explanation for this remarkable fact is that class different-
iation and awareness omongst the peasantry had not reached a very fine
point, with the aristocracy still continuing to hold reasonably power-
ful hegorony over the lower ranks of society. The relationship between
the prineiple classes in the Lowlands was in fact very much the same

as what tie B.I.C.0., insists existed in Ireland at the time, "In
actuality", says Leyburn, "there was a rough and practical sense of
belonging tat gave humenity to the class systems of the Lowlands and
kept it fron becoming onerous." (20)

Parsllel witt the meagre socisl development and backwardness of the
Lowlands, wert a general economic and cultural (in the Marxist sense)

primitativeness., By all accounts agricultural production was not
very advanced,

Again Leyburn's social survey is very revealing on this point. To him

the situstion was unbelievable, with the people being unaware of
improvements wkich had been introduced since the Dark Ages.. So primitative
were conditions that people were even incapable of implementing the few
paltry suggesticns of the government. The custom of "ploughing by the
tail" has often deen utilised to demonstrate the backwardness of the Irish
peasantry, but in Seotland, according to Leyburn, instruments and tech-
niques were as primitive as those used in ancient Mesopotamia, and lo and
behold harrows were drawn by the horses" tails.

It is against this background that we must examine the specific nature

of the democratic traditions of Presbyterianism. To interpret the

Scottish Reformation simply as a bourgeois democratic movement against

the feudal aristocracy 1is naivﬁaﬁﬁgﬁﬁeehaniatic in the extreme, There
was a complex web of interests/SI t e, 2B4ERERFSand the nascent bourgeoisie
formed only & minor element of this.

It is true that the Reformation began in the urban centres where a small
trading class had crystallised, For historical reasons the trade of
these merchants was mainly with the continent, particularly France,
where the burghs had been granted free access to the market., But after
thewars which swept France in the latter half of the 16th century, these
markets became extremely fragmented and their importance to the Scottish
merchants diminished
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Simul taneously, the possibility of trade with Fngland inereased, One of
the main reasons why such trade did not slready exist was because of the
lack of diversity between the two areas. The importance of this was
obvious, vis-a-vis France, to which essential foodstuffs and raw materials
were exported and from which luxury goods, especially wine, were imported.
But the industrial and agricultural development of England during the 16th
century laid the basis for commercial exchange and a further integration
of both English and Scottish middle classes, It was this change in
the relationship between Protestant England and Catholic Prance which
explains the ideclogical fermentation amongst the Scottish middle-classes
at the time of the Reformation. But this urban stratum was as yet
insufficiently developed to challenge the dominant position of the feudal
aristoecracy, and Reformation was a movement against Teudalism only in a
secondary and limited sense.

The real meaning of the Scottish Reformation is to be found in the
sharpening contradictions amongst the feudal nobles, themselves. Without
the broad layers of the aristocrsey which were drawn into the struggle

the Reformation could not have succeeded, '"Capturing the towns was only
the first step" says Smout "the burghs were much too small for it to be
decisive. It had to be followed by wimming a significant number of lairds
and magnates who could take the initiative against a hostile crown with a
well armed offensive army". (24)

There were two important sources of conflict amongst the aristocracy.
Pirstly, a massive segment of the lesser nobles, who incidently supplied
the leadership and tenantry for the Ulster plan*ation, were deeply
impoverished and strongly resented the payments of tithes to a parasite
and decadent Catholie church. Moreover they benefitted from the

of church lands and wanted to see their galins consolidated by a thorough
routing of the Homan Church. Secondly, and perhaps more importantly,
ginee the threat of the Angevin monarchy in the 12th century, Scotland
and France had maintained a close alliance out of fear on both sides of
England's designs, Between 1500-1560 there was great alarm that the
whole of Seotland would become a subordinate and integral province of
Prance, thus lesving the Scottish nobility further out on the periphery
of power and authority. When James V died in 1542, Mary Queen of Scots
was only one year old. Almost immediately a struggle over the Regency
between one faction lead by the dissenting Earlsof Argyle, Morton and
Aran, who favoured an alliance with England to offset the dominance of
France and another faction lead by Bishop Beaton of 5t. Andrews, who
favoured the French connection broke out, thus drawing on another power-
ful layer of support for the Reformation.

Unfortunately, the peasantry does not figure as an iulependent or even
distinct force in the whole process, Certainly, the growth of individual-
ism, and the struggle for security of land ternure.did not enter into the
gquestion and it is difficult to see what useful conclusion the B.I.C.O.
could possibly arrive at by envoking the participation of the Seottish
peasantry in the Reformation, The fact that the Reformation spread
rapidly into the Highlands should be sufficient to warn against a

vulgar materialist interpretation of the affects of the change in
religious outlook on the peasantry or indeed the burghs (25). "Pew
countries were more completely Calvinist than Scotland" says Smout

"vet it is hard to see how eny support can be found for Weber's thesis
from the situation in this country between 1560 and 1690, v
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Within this period the Reformation cannot be shown in any way to have
favoured the rise of economic individuslism". (26) And Tawney points
out that"In Scotland the views of the reformers as to economic ethics
did not differ in substance from those of the church before the
Reformation". (27).

To sum up and emphasise the essential features of the sketch we have just
drawn, we can say that the Scottish settlers who came to Ulster during
the period of the Ulster plantation came from a depressed region where
economic relations were at a low level; these settlers, while by no
means slaves, had not developed the independence attributed to them by
the BI.C.0. and were certainly not in a position to pioneer bourgeois
property relations in the land,

The Gaelic System

It is difficult to make a direct comparison between the Scottish and
Irish peasantry of this period, but it will be clear that they did not
live in two entirely different worlds. Naturally, the B.I1.C.0. accepts
uncritically the superficial view that the primitative clan system still
persisted in Ireland at this time, "The Clan System", they say, "as it
existed in Ireland for meny genturies befure its abolition smothered
all power of independent .action by the people" (28). The historical
facts when sifted show that this view is completely untemable., The
"Clan System" as popularly conceived probably never existed in Ireland
at all, and if it did, it had disappeared subsequent to the Northern
Invasion., Prom that time onwards we find the gradual development of a
particularly Gaelic form of feudalism, which while utilising many
ancient institutions filled them with a new content.

Most authorities deny that this Gaelic system was fuedal in nature.

This is true of Hayes MacCoy, Cyril Falls and Begwell, not to mention
the B.I.C.0. "authorities". {zggr

Their judgement however is not based on sound scientific eriteria. Most
notably there isno rounded conception of historical evolution in their
writings. They fail to see any definite stages in the development of
sociéty. For instance, they simultanecusly deny that Gaelic soclety was
feudal or tribal but refuse to categorise it in any other way. Instead
they merely isolate various aspects of the Gaelic system which distinguish
it from English feudslism, and in this way assert the existence of

two gqualitatively different social orders.

The two most important peculierities pf tje Gaelic system on which they
concentrate are: the absence of primogeniture and the lack of absclute
title of ownership, But neither of these affect the essence of feudalism
Primogeniture was not always and everywhere an inherent feature of
feudalism.Ae Professor Strayer points out, "In the early middle ages there
was no rule of primogeniture and no preference for descendents through

the male line, Thus while there was a tendency to give counties only to
men who had some tie of kinship with previous counts, there could easily
be a dozen or so candidates who had such ties." (30)
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If primogeniture is abeent, then absclute title of ownership eanmot exist
since the noble is unable to pass on his holding as he pleases, In this
case title is dependent solely on office. In other words the nobles
interest in his title is more or less limited to his own life time. Bo,
cn this point also we must admit that absilute cwnership is not necessary
to the functioning of the feudal order.

The confusion which arises on matters such as these can gasily be cleared
up with the help S5f a scientific definition of feudalism. To aid us here,
we have ready to hand the work performed by Maurice Dobb, M.A., under the
tutelage of Stalin himself. Notwithstanding the B.I.C.0.srecent discovery
that this particular mentor of theirs has been a life long revisionist

we believe that they will find his definition of feudalism unexceptional ,
Feudalism, according to Dobb, is defined essentially in terms of "an
cbligation, laid on the producer ty force and independently of hiz own
volition, to fulfill certain economie demands of an overlord, whether
these demands take the form of services to be performed, or dues to be
paid in meney or kind". (31) If we go ¥y such a definition than there
is no doubt that the social order which existed in Ireland was feudal in
character,

By the 16th century, this system prevailed in most areas. It was spread
over most of Ulster, parts of the Northern Midlands, North, West and
South Connacht, Thomond, parts of West Cork and Kerry, the central and
Scuth midlands, and parts of Wexford and Yicklow. The system was
characterised by the typieal hierarchial structure of feudslism, Society
was divided between tho distinet social entities, the freeman and the
peasaniry. The freeman themselves were divided into 2 number of cate-
gories, professional people, and lower and higher grades of ¢f the land
owning lords. The lower grade of the nobility was the most numerous
stratum of the class of freemen. These nobles were subordinate to their
overlords by a system of ‘clientship, which was characterised by the over
lord advancing them livestock while guaranteeing proteetion and the under-
lords paying interest on this livestock and reciprocating this guarantee
of proteetion. (32). Groups of such subordinate nobles as were under the
the same lord formed-e distinct unit called the tuath, and groups of
adjacent tuatha formed even greater units known as ur-ricgha, building

up in the form of a pyramid,

Traditionally, the tuaths was suppoged to be a democratic institution
governed by the members. However, by the 16th century, the overlord had
usually usurped authority. "Although historically" says Hayes McCoy
"political power in the tuatha belonged tc the freemen gathered together
in assembly, the lord, captain, chieftain or kin® of the tuatha (the
titles as reported are varinunﬁ appears by the 16th century to have
assumed effective rule in his owm persen", (33)

As we remarked asbove, inheritance through primogeniture had not yet been
established, though we may note that it did exist temporarily in the
relative stability following the Norman invasion, But the absence of
primogeniture does not mean that there was no form of inheritance.
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In fact inheritance in a vider form exlsted within the legsl family, the
dertfine, which was composed of a four generation group, including soms,
grandsons and great-grandsons. Inheritahce passed through this grouping
and a narrowing in towards primogentitur was proceeding through the system

which grew up after the Norman invasion. Under this systemthe successor
within the derbfine was chosen while the leader of the derbfine, and ult-
imately of the whole tuath, was still alive.

The ultimataf%&r%ﬁﬁtﬁaglic system concerns the system of landownershin
It is often asserted that the land was owned in common by the "clan",
and was periodically redistributed among the members. It is true that
gavelkind still prevailed, but only in a2 form which gusrenteed a certain
security of tenure. When contemporary historical records speal of
redistribution they are referring only to alterations in the patternm of
brifings. Very often as a dominant tuath expanded, additional parcels
of land had to be carved out for the new freemen which frequently resulted
in portions of the lands of lesser freemen being annexes. Again this
reallocation was confined to the derbfine and did not occur on the more
general plane of the sept or tuath; "Periocdic redistribution appears

to have taeken place within the derﬁfinﬂ and not within the sept as a
whole, and id not mean, as Davis claimed, that no man's holding was
#¢®4n=d, In the inhabited parts of the country every acre had its

owner and each knew what he was entitled to, says Hayes McCoy (34).

THE CATHOLIC PEASANTHY

It is difficult to frame a unified picture of the conditions apd life
style of the peasantry under this system. From the meagre information we
possess, however, it is evident that the BICO have an entirely erronous
impression of what the Catholic Peasantry's existe ice and mole of
behaviour was like. They certainly were not the indolent, doecile mass,
which the BICO have depicted. They neither submitted willingly to their
aristocracy, harkened back to their tribal origins or squandered away
their time and energy. On the latter point an annonymous Elizabethan
testifies that "There are two sorts of pecple in Ireland to be considered
of, the Kern and the Chorle. The kern breed up in Idleness and naturally
inclined to mischief and wickedness, the chorle willing to labour and take
pains, if be might peacefully enjoy the fruits thereof," (35).

When we piece together the evidence of competent authorities we cammot

avolid the conclusion that a new form of ten are was emerging and parallel
with this, that the peasantry was acquiring sturdy and indepedent traits.
Montgomery, who was no Catholic nationalist, says in his prizewinning essay
of 1888, that "Ireland was steadily progressing towards a modern system of
land tenure (at the beginning of the 16th ¢, - J.C.), The extensive growth
of the power of the chief makes it evident that in reality the practical
development of tenure and even primogeniture was not far distance". (36)
George Campbell, who again could hardly be mistaken for a Cytholiec Nationalist
in his 1869 account, dealt more extensively with the mode of tenure as it
affected the ordinary peasantry. From his examination of some legal records
and with his wide kmowledge of the history of land tenure in Burope and India,
he was confident that the village system operated in Ireland during the Tudor
pericd.
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"There can be no doubt" he says "that the village system formerly prevailed
in Ireland. The whole system of settlement and valuation is based on it to
the present day, the town-lands being exactly preserved, though the villages
have generally dissolved into separate forms". (37)

After examining the records of a villeinage in Westmeath in 1682, Campbell
draws B sketch of & typical feudal manor. The land was divided into shares
called "plough lands", snd the villagers managed their own affairs and paid
their rent in lump to the "landlord". The function of the lord was merely
to collect the rent and settle disputes amongst the villagers. {38}.

Parallel with the development of tenure the peasantry was also steadily
developing as a separate social entity, conscious of its interest in
their holdings and challenging the sbsclute supremacy of the nobles.

is early a8 medieval times the peasantry or betaghs, as they were known, began
to assert themselves in struggle. Admittedly, these betaghs were bound to the
soil and might be recovered if they fled, and were obliged to perform labour
services for their lords. But by the 13th century these services had been
commonly commuted to money rént and the process whereby the peasantry would
inevitably be emancipated was in motion. Professor Jocelyn Otway-Ruthven

has pointed out that, whole theoretieally the peasant might have been-a
tenant-at-will, in reality his tenancy was secure by established custom,

i.e. by class struggle "It is clear from the cnumeration of the betaghs
obligations given by the rentals" says Otway-Ruthven "that he was in fact
protected by fixed custom. And when labour services had been generally
commuted for meney rent the anticipation of the betaghs or villeins was well
in sight", (39)

By the 16th century we find many references to the resistance and independer-c
of the peasantry. It was not uncommon for the entire inhabitants of an
estate to band together and mbandon their lord if conditions were not %o

their satisfaction. (#0). Por instance we find the Bishop of Cork writing
that the peesantry of Munster "continued not past three yeara in a place

but ran roving about the country like wild men fleeing from one' place to
another". (41) and other exsmples of this practice, particularly in the North,
can be gleaned from the correspondence of Davis and Cecil., '

At a1l events, the peasantry was not & feckless mass which took no interest

in individual private ownership of the land. It is true that the evolution

of abolutist feudalism in England cut across the path of Irelanf's natural
development. The Tudor intervention in Ireland led to incessant war and strife
which put & break on the consolidation of the peasants drive towards a more
advanced form of tenure. While this may have prevented the emergence of =
mass national movement amongst the peasantry, it was not sufficient to negate
the consciousness and tradition which had already been established. And

when the conquest and expropriations of the 16th century lead to the decom-
position and final disintegration of the Gaelic system, the Gaelic peasantry
was not incapable of taking adventage of the new situation. The Catholic-
Nationalist economic historican, Georgs 0'Brien, who held no brief for the

new system imposed by "the foreigners" was forced to admit that "the tenants
on the confiscated land were in & relatively good position owing to the
customs which were growing up and which were becoming generally recognised" (42).
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Another Catholic Nationalist historian, Sigerson, testifies to the same
development.

Apart from these, however, there are more "objective" accounts. Montgomery
points out that while the Gaelic nobility was removed from the land in the
Cromwellian plantation the ordinary tenantry was not interfered with, They
were not despised by the new owners as mere barbari. ams who could ne® be har-
nessed to produce a steady ground rent. On the contrary, says Montgamery,
"The earth tillers were kept in their holdings for several reasons; firstly
they had always been a fairly quiet and toilsome class, and when freed from the
influence of the disquicting element ... might be expected to develop into a
peaceful tenantry", (44), Montgomery goes on to .say that the peasaniry was
admitted to fixity of tenure even after the plantations., He draws aitention
to the fact that Petty, in his famous survey of the confiscated estaies, cal-
culated that they were worth only two-thirds their total value to their new
owners since a third of the value was held in the form of leases by she
tenantry. "This appears to prove conclusively that he did not regar! them
(the ordinary peasants - JC) as mere tenants at will". (45), add Montgomery.

George Campbell algo testifies along the same lines. He says that, after the
expropriations "The country was gradually recovering from the effeecis of war
and depopulation and the general tendency during the greater part of the time
was rather for landlords to compete for tensmnts than for tenants to compete
hotly for land. The external pressure which kept the village systen together
being removed, that system gradually v et to pieces ,.. Without protecticn of
law, the idea of property in their holding again took heold of the Irish mina,
f#S). Indeed, in Campbell's views, a situation was rapidly develoying where
the new aristocracy would have been quite willing to concede and recognise
fixity of temure and fair rents as a general principle governing tleir °
relationship with the Catholic peasantry. (47 3o -

By the beginning of the 18th century the conscicusness of the peasntry was at
8 high enough level, and its traditions of struggle sufficiently entrenched to
steel them against total disintegration and demoralisation under the great
pressures of the next two centuries which were to elapse before tle land -
‘question whs finally solved.. The odds mounted against them were tremendous

The twin aims of English rule in Ireland, as manifested in the penal laws

was ‘to abort ecoromic development and prevent ownership of the 1ad from
falling into the hands of the Catholic masses, Central to this yolicy was the
system of absentee landlordism, which was imposed on most of Ireiand. This

vas & massive stumbling block on the road to the ereation of a eustom in the
whole of Ireland, similar to the Ulster Custom, or customs whick prevailed in .:st
of Europe, Without direct contact between the peasantry and their landlords -t
was ‘impossible to comsolidate customary.rights since the landlords had no
intimate lmowledge of the proceedings on their estates, nor indeed had many

of them even laid eyes on them". The curse of absentee owners" says "
Montgomerytis responsible in a great measure for that total wart amongzat

the lowest tentants of contimfity in their holdings which prevefited the

growth of customary rights" (48).
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However, notwithstanding the great diffioculties, the Catholic peasantry were
able to enforce customary rights, albeit of an elementary nature and at a great
price. Teking a look at comditions in the first half of the 15th century, we can
scarcely find the BICO's "helpless peasantry" (49)., Campbell remarked that

in theory the landlord was supposed to be absolute owner of his land, In
practice, however, this was far from being the case, In the North East where
the Ulster tenant right prevailed it was otviously not so, and in the South

the issue was less clear cut "by an infinitely more disagreeable process, a
gimilar result is arrived at ... viz, that the theoretical landlord camnoct

do what he likes with what he considers to be his 1and" (50), Campbell

readily concedes that the Ulster custom did not exist in the South., But this
is not to say that the Southern tenants were a "helpless peasantry" at the
mercy of the landlords., "A tenant" says Campbell "seldom goes without being
bought out by someone, and the feeling of the country is that in some way,
regular or irregular, he is entitled to something which amount to selling his
holding" (51). The fact that such & custom could develop gives the lie to

the BICO's punch-like earicature of the Catholic peasantry,

We have then, a picture placed against the background of subsequent developments
which, while not exaggerating the leve. of progress reached by the Catholic
peasantry in the 16th and 17th century differs radically from the popular

image and descriptions given by the BICO. When we place side by side the
picture of the peasantry already in Ireland and the picture of the Scottish
peasantry, which eventually came to the North East as a settler community we

cen imagine the differences which the BICO sees only through the most sweeping
and unconvineing generalisations., A difference there may have been, but it was

not an epochal difference, a fifference which took as the BICO claims, two
centuries to bridge!

THE FPEASANT STRUGGLES IN ULSTER

If then, the BICO grossly exaggerates the difference between the Protestant
and Catholic peasantry, how are we to explain the subsequent gap which
widened between them? How did the Protestant peasantry secure permanent
tenure and a right to compensation for improvements made, while the Catholic
peasantry remained systematically excluded from these rights?

The BICO deny that this development had anything to do with official
favouritism towards the Protestant community. Indeed, they go so far as to say
that the Protestant peasantry was oppressed ag much as the Catholic peasantry,
With a sweeping statement that the Protestant peasantry came under the opera-

tion of the penal laws, the BICO imagine that their point is adequately
proven. (52).

There is no need to labour a refutation of this., The fact that the BICO are
forced to adopt such flimsy arguments is evidence of the bankruptey of the
Dwo Nations Dogma. Suffice it to say that only one subssetion of one of the
seven Penal Acts against the Catholic population, affected the Presbyterian
peasantiry, This was the sacramental test act included in the sixth penal
enactment of 1705. While it placed limited political wre#trictions on those

who were not prepared to abide by the Test (and these by no means included the
whole Protestant or even Presbyterian community) it @id not affect their
property rights in the slightest. By contrast almost all the penal enactments
contained some element of economic repression against the Catholics.




Parallel with this the BICO claim that the Protestant peasantry had to
fight tooth and nail for their rights and they attempt to conatiruct a
history of that strugsle. Significantly encugh this struggle is represented
as only begimning midway through the 18th century. The crucisl century and
a half before this, in which the essential internal social relations of the
settler community were moulded, is not analysed at all, When we come to
examine the opinion of the Protestants themsclves on the origin of their
rights we will find the good reason for which the BICO skipped over this
period, For the moment, however, we will examine the BICO's "new!" addition
to Irish history. (53)

Pirstly, it should be noted that only two periods of struggle are mentionsad:
1700-1772, and making a jump of nearly a whole century - the land struggle
which resulted in the Gladstone reforms. This episodic form of struggle is
hardly the stuff out of which land customs are forged. The strained method
of argument is again evidence of the bankruptcy of the BICO's theorising.

It should be noted that these two periods are ﬂatfggesentative of the general
relations which existed between the Protestant peasantry and the aristocracy
over the three centuries of their existence, The turmoil. .of the mid-18th
century had specific and exceptional cmuses. 4nd it could not have been other-
wise, for as the BICO themselves rscognise "Oncez the system (of the Ulster
Custom - JC) had been established it would not have been in the interests of
the landowners to revert to the system of rack rent. (54)

Arcund 1760 the price of provisions rose significantly and this made a2 turn
from cultivation to pasture, usually through the medium of some urban entre-
preneur, a profitabls proposition. Perhaps nothing would have come of this

in the North-East, where established custom governed the calm relations betw..n
peasant and landlord except for two important facts (1) the existence of =
small nucleus of absentee landlords, who by the fact of their absenteeism, lLzd
little respect for the custom. These were the wealthier and more politically
important of the landlords, and they set an extremely bad exsmple for the rest
of their soclety. And {2} around this time many of the original leasss from
the begimming of thz plantation fell through and placed enormous temptatiom in
front of the landlords. Given these exceptional circumstances there was bound
to be friction.

The period of turbulence which had been smouldering on sinee 1760 flared up in
1770 on the estate of the wealthy absentece Lord Donegal. When the leases of
his tenants expired he demanded an impossible fine of £100,000 on renewal. Then
the tenantry failed to comply they were evicted, and the estate was let io

some prosperous Belfsst merchants. This example was immediately followed

by another wealthy proprietor, Clothworth-Uption, and they by the lesser
aristocracy. "A precedent so tempting and lucrative" says Froude "was
naturally followed, Other landlords finding the trade profitable began tc

gerve their tenants with notieces to quith, (55]

It is true that the peasantry resisted strongly. The history of their
resistance has been covered by the Catholic Nationalist historian, Frances
Joseph Bigger, and it is not essential to recapitulate on it here.
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It is, however, necessary to say that the resisiance of the Protestant
peasantry was only one clement in the causes which preserves the Ulster
Custom at this stage. Another essential clement was the pressure gxerted
from within the Anglo Irish aristocracy, and the British Government.
Archbishop Boutler recognised that any intengification of the struggle would
have had diastrous effccts for the ascendency. "But the worst of this is'
he wrote "that it tends to unite protestant with papist and whenever that
happens, goodbye to the English interests in Ireland for ever'. (56)
Boutler was astute cnough to see the folly of the aristocracy's behaviour
and favourably presentcd the case of the temantry to Walpole. King George III
also showed signs of worry about the situation end ordered his Viceroy,
Tovmsend, to make it kmown to the landlords that he was not pleased with
their new "infatuation" (57). And Towmsend himself had already been trying
to do this by introducing into the Irish Parliament & bill protecting the
tenants,

Tith the massive emigration which occured during this period it is not
extravasant to say that the Ulster Custom might possibly have boen abolished

or seriously altersd had not the cconomic motivation of the landlords coms
into conflict with British policy in Irelend regarding the maintenance of

a loyalist garrison. Bigger, who in accordance with the democratic content

of his Catholic Nationalist philosophy, is inclined to cmphasise the rosistance
of the Protestant peasantry, is nonetheless forced to admit that "by the
middle of 1772 the agitation had become less fierce, not by reason of the
hearts of stecl growing less determined, but because undertakers and
magistrates increasingly became more moderate in their dealings, in face of

the storm that their many high handed acts had provoked, and also in view of
the royal expression regarding their conduct! (58)

After this episodc ealm roturned once more to Ulster. Not rotil the second
half the the 19th century do we again find substantial confliet., Onece

again specific causes were at the root of it, After the femine the Irish
aristocracy in geperal had become not only politically obsolete, but ecomemic-
glly bankrupt., The British liberal bourgeoisie were anxicus 1o liquidate

them and therdby eliminate one of the more backward supports for the Tories.
The aristocracy itsslf was willing to be liquidated, provided the price was
right, Prom 1849, with the passing of the Encumbered Estates Act, the process
of buying out the landlords was underway. It was such a profitable business
that oven the comparatively sclvent aristoecracy of the North-Bast joined in,
and in the North as well as the South many cstates began to pass into the
hands of financial speculators. The sole motivation of these speculators

was private profit and they had little time or regard for the customs which
had grown up betwsen tenent and landlord. "The new proprietors", says the
Bnglish liberal, Thomas MacKnight, who spent many years in Belfast ™ acted on
commercial considerations. They were generally less indulgent to the tonants
than the old owners. They considered that all they had legally bought they
had a right to sel1", (59), Thus in the death throes cf the land system as it
existed in most of Ireland, the position of the Protestant tenantry became
momentarily insecure. They were in the paradoxical position that while the
rest of Ireland was progressing towards fixity of tenure, they who had always
had it, were now in a precarious state. Understandably they fiercely

resisted all infringcments by their new masters on the rights they had grown
accustomed to.




Another aspeet of the agrarian confliet at the time was the collapse of
agricultural prices end the fall in the value of land, In this situaticn
the tenants share in the land left him at a loss. When he went to gell -hia
tenant right he found it was lamost worthless, and the pittance he received
'n sale was moré likely than not seized by the landlord in payment for
arrears accumulated during times of distress, The weakness of the Ulster
Cucz:m, coupled with the change in the ownership of the land - rather than
any major attempt on thz part of the landlords to abolish the custom - werc
responsible for the agrarian unrest in the North-East during the last decades
Jf the 19th century.

WHO TAS FJL 'ir{_}UTLm‘?

Tn trring to construct & history of agrarian strugglc for the Protestant
peasantry, which would explain the existence of the Ulster custom in a way
compa table with the theory of a sturdy Protestant community developing into

a nation, the BICO simultancously ignores the popular feelings of- the
Protestant peasantry on the subject, and unwittingly adapts the stand point
of 8 certain scction of the landed aristocracy. As the British liberal
bpurgselale. Nu&h bq;f Eu+£1@# thhhurnunn from under the urlstr_crﬂcyﬁbsf{ﬂEEi
nrla%rﬂcric fought vainly

TorSin {?PL?‘mll influence and prestige. They
realised that the legal recopnition of the Ulster custom which the peasantry

was demanding, in the context of a capitalist solution to the land question,

rould mean the end of the line for them. They were therefore hostile to any
steps in that direction, their favourite argument being that the Ulster custom
was the result of sgrarisn outrages and it would be a gross profanity to

enshrine it in legal code. The argument of the landlords was not taken seriously

by anybody (except until now by the BICO) tni least of all by the Protestant
tenantry., They remeined firmly convinced that the Ulster custom was a special
concession to them in returm for their cau&ter—ruv-lut cnary services to Britain
and the ascendency. 4 popular ballad addressed to the landlcerds, during the

second periocd of conflict shows the wiews of the tenantry:

"Wa have been kinsmen of your blood and clansmen to your nams;
fnd now our rights, but favours none, we're asking at your hands;
We gave pur Yeomen services - we'll kecp out Yeoman lands" (60)

This verse expresses succintly what theo paasantry, anfé indeed most hi“td“iﬂhs
of the Ulster Flantation and Protestant cormunity, lmew tc be a faet of history.
James McEnight, who was the most popular spokesman for the Ulster tenantry,
and who has been described "as one of the greatest authorities on the Ulster
land question from the tenants points of viaw" (61), countered the landlords'
argument in a pamphlet entitled "Ths Ulster Terent Right - ar original grant
from the Crown. McEnight states four different reascns why concessions had
to be granted to the Protustant pessantry. PFirstly, without such concession:
no-one would have been willing to risk their lives 3“4 the lives ﬁf their
families in coming to Ireland (62). Secondly, the aristocracy needed the
plebian masses to pr}tuct thenm against the dispossessed Irish and crﬂauﬂuuntl
had to woo them (63). Thirdly, the provisions of t*3 Ulster plantation, as
outlined in tha "CGollection of Such Orders and Conditions as are to bz obser
by the Undertskers upon the Distribution end Flantation of the Escheated Lands
f Ulster", specifically excluded the return of the outeast Irish,
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The only meaningful way this could be done was through granting fixity of
tenure to the Protestant peasantry. Even common sense would tell us, that
‘such a ¢ necsnion was essential to the success of the Plantation (545.
Finally, the Plantation was conceived not solely with financial profit in
view. If that had been the case, as he himself pointed out, King James
would have kept the plantation lands for himself. But in fact an important
aspect of the exercise was to plant a loyal garrison in Ireland, and it
?ou%d have been counter-productive to have installed a divided community.
65). ;

After examining the historical records concerning the Ulster Plantation,
M'Enight comes to the following set of conclusions:

"(1. That the lands of Ulster never were granted, in simple, Teudal
ownership, to the original proprietors, who could therefore convey

to their suecessors only such title as they themselves held from

the crown and no other.

"(2, That for purpose of state, the money terms required from these were
made unintentionslly easy;

"(3 One object of this lenientcy was that, they might be enabled to
share the benefits of their own bargsin with the tenant settlers,
for the better encourasement of the Plantation.

"(4 That this was also one special objeet of making 'fixity of tenure'
to be a universal law of the Ulster Flantation, in order that the

cultivators as well as the owners, of the soil, might have a
"CERTAIN cstate' or interest in it.

"(5 That the successors of the original Undertakers, and, in fact,
all persons drawing titles from them, were held by the Crown,
agreeably to its own declared INTENTION at the time, to be BOUND
by the Articles of the Flantation, EQUALLY with the individusls
to whose RIGHT they have succeedad.

"(6 Hence, these successional landlords were bound, in every instance
to make fixed 'estates' to their tenantry, and this too at RENTS
proportionate to the easiness of their own.

"(7 Hence, also if the landlords were BOUND by the Crown to GRANT fixed
tenures their tenantry had, to under the Crown, a RIGHT to fixed
tenures, and this by the VERY TERMS of the Plantation Articles". (66)

We have, above then, M'Knight's view of how the Ulster custom arose. After

such a long quotation we hope that we will not be overtaxing the patience of our
readers if we present the testimony of yet another important authority. The
most substantial historian of the Ulster Plantation, the Rev, George Hill

wrote that special. concessions were made to the aristocracy to attract thom

to Ircland" ... but the benefits which they thus sccured", he adds, "they

were obliged to share with their tenants, by letting their lands on the

most liberal texrms ... This was done to secure what was called 'Civil
Plantation' or an arrangement which would work well in every particular

for the peace and welfare of the settlement in Ulster" (67).
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LANDLORDS AND THE ULSTER CUSTOM

The obverse side of the BICO's contention that the Protestant peasantry
armed with their demcerstic traditiops, forced the Ulster custom on the
landlords, is the view that the landlords were in constant fear of the
peasantry., The pieture which they project is one of an aristocracy
terrorised into conceeding some of its most fundamental property privileges
to the plebian masses. In their typically schematic mammer, the BICO
glean a few appropriate passsges from the four monsterous volumes of the
Devon Commission Report and rest content that theyhhave clinched the argu-
ment, The substance of the matier, however, canmot be clouded by a fow
isclated guotations, no matter how well chosen. There were many good
reasons why the aristocracy, far from being coerced, willingly concedded
these privilges which in the words of the Devon Commission, were "either
authorised or connived at by the landlords",

The prineiple reason was the aspect of the custom which partieularly
favoured the landlords. It must, of course, be realised, even if we
accept the BICO's simplistic position, that the custom was not simply

g surrendering by the aristocracy to the peasantry, btt more precisely

& compromise which sulted the landlords long term interests., The custom
suited the landlords in that it ensured regular and continuocus payment of
rentlf a tenant defaulted it was sgreed by the custom that the landlord
was entitled to delete arrears due, from the sale of the tenants right.
Mnd in the last resort the customs guaranteed the landlord sovereign right
over his property,; sinece it permitted him first option on the tenant
right once a sale price had been arranged on the open market.

Considering this it should come as no surprise to learn that the passages
end quotations which the BICO use to substantiate their position are of an
extremely one-sided nature. This is most notable in the segment presented
from the stater ent of James Hancock (Lord Iurcan's land agent) to the

Devon Commission. Hanceock, it is ftrue, says that the peasantry resisted any
interference with the custom., But it would be wrong to assurz from such an
isolated passage that this was the reason why the custom remained in force.
In fact, earlier on in his statement he touches on a more likely explanation.
"I consider tenant right beneficial to the coomumity", he says "because it
eatablishes a security of land and leads to improvement of the estate, withous
any expenditure of capital to the landlord., It likewise affords the best
security for his rent, as arrears are always allowed to be deduced from
the amount the occupier receives for tenant-right" (68),

Only the BICO could find anything strange in 2 landlord's agent preaching
that what was beneficial to the landlords was "benofieial to the community™!

Se—
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HOTES AND REFERERCES

(1) "Phg Ulster Unionist Movoment came nearer to comprehending the
reality of Ircland as a whole than did the Nationalist Movement
ese" (The Beonomicsof Partition - 1972 ed, - p.46)

(E} See the original edition of The Econcmics of Partition.

(3)_ George O'Brien, who has written a three volumm sconcmic hiatory
of Ireland, and who was the most imminent of the Naticnalist economie
historiarg says:

"We have scen that the failure of Southern manufacturers to intrcduce
improvements was dug to their inability to emass capital owing to the
land system, and it is equally the fact that the reascn Ulster was
enabled to progress was because capital could be accumulated owing to

an essential difference in the land system in the North., The Ulster
custom which was observed throughout the Northern countries did away
with the worse evils which characterised the land system in the South

by encouraging tenants to improve by ensuring that they would cnjoy

such capital as they succecded in accumulating' (from a special
intrcduc‘lj:ian to E.J. O'Riordan's Modern Irish Trade and Industry - 192u -

Conrad Gill, whom the BICO more or less credit with the formulation

of the "uneven esconomic development" theses did not publish his book
until 1525,

(4) The Home Fule Crisis - pp (iii)

(5) Rev. E.M. Dill, The Mystery Solved - 1852 - p.34

(6) 4ibid. p.92

(7) o/f Aspects of Nationalism - p.37-38

(8) The Economics of Partition - 1972 p.P

(9) ibid - p.19

(10) The original Economics of Partition - p.14 , Here religion is correet
viewed as an outgrowth of the productive forces, and not vice versa.

(11) I.P. Grant The Social an? Economie Development of Scotland before 1603,
(1930) - p.244

(12) ibid, - p.243.
(13) 1ibid. p.247

(14) "Peu was not a democratic movement. The payments which made it worth
while to the superior to fen land were fairly heavy..." ibid. p.270
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(15) Henry Grey Graham — The social life of Scotland in the Zighteenth Century.
(1899) - wvol. 1 p.201.

(16) Jemes E Leyburn "The Scotch Irish - a Soeial history pp xv. It should be
noted that Leyburn is here referring specifically to the Lowlands,

(17) ibid. p.11

(18) ivid, p.11

(19) ibid. - p.15

(20) ibid. p.15

(21) 5.E. Elyths - The Economy of Scotland (1550-1625) p.169.

(22) ibid. p.215 - 216

(23) Donaldson adds that the Scottish burghs preferred an slliance with
England because the incessant wars and disputes betweon both countries
was disrupting commerecial development. Their support for the Reformation

he holds was conditioned by this fact - Gordon Donalson — The Scottish
Reformation — p.46

(24) T.C. Smevt A History of the Scottish People (1560-1830) - p.60

(25) The ridiculously simplistic approach of the BICO is secn in the follow g
passage:

"In the last half of the 16th century Scotland was undergoing a profoun’
bourgsois democratic revoluticn asgainst fuedalism. 4An important cconar
feature of this was the struggle for bourgeois rights on the land,
Culturally, it involved a break with the Catholie Church, which was the
cultural and instititional backbone of fwudalism",

Smout Op.Cit. p.95

R.,H. Tawncy, Rellgion and the Rise of Copitalism (Petzr Smith 1962) - p.127

)
)

(28) The Beonouies of Partition - 1972 - p.14
)

Speaking of the Gaclic system, the BICO says: "But the general opinion
was that the chief did not have feudal ownership. Even the assumption
that Gaelic society was feudal makes many things inexplicable",

Was Comnolly a Bourgeois Intellectual?" - p.28

(BD} Joseph R. Strayer - Feudalism - p.32

(31) Maurice Dobb, M.A. Studics in the Development of Capitalism
(Internat. pub. 1963) - p.35

(32) G.A. Hayes McCoy - Gaclic Society in Irecland in the Iate Sixteenth century
in Higtorieal studies Vol. IV [1963) - p.27
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[35} ibid, - p'gf']r- ek

(34) ivid, - p.54 Most authorities base their assessment of the Geelie system
cn the observation of Davis, whom the BICO praise as a sharp social analist.
But it must be noted that Davis had a vested interest in claiming that
seourity of terure did not exist in the Gaelic system since he was pre-
paring the case for the mass expropriation of the Gaelic nobility,

(35) T.W. Moody, "The Londonderry Plantation - p.48. See also Ireland 1607-1732
(ed.) James Carty, where George Hill is quoted as saying that the nativc
peasantry were as dedicated as the Scottish and English settlers, to
agriculture pursuits - p.40

(36) W.E. Montgomery The History of Iemd Temure in Ireland (1889) p.69. This
essay won the York prize in Cambridge in 1888.

(37) George Campbell The Irish Iend (1869) - p.27

(38) ibid, p.32-33

(39) Professor Jocelyn Otway-Buthven. The Native Irish and English Iaw in
Medieval Ireland in Irish Historical Studies. Vol. VII no.25 March 1950 p.10

(40) Campbell - Op.Cit. p.33
(41) Hayes McCoy - Op.Cit. p.30.

(42) George O'Brien "The Economic Hystory of Ireland in the 18th Century (1918)
P.53

(43) George Sigerson, History of Irish Iand Tenure, p.103
(44) Montgomery Op.Cit. p.80

(45) ibid. p.80

(46) Campbell Op.Cit. p.34

(47) ibid. p.35

(48) Meontgomery Op.Cit. p.92

(49) The Bconomios of Partition — 1972 - p.17

(50) Cempbell, Op.Cit. p.6-7

(51) ibid. p.54

(52) The Bconomiecs of Partition - 1972 - p.10

(53) Even this is not an original concoction of the BICO. It is plaguerised,

without acknowledgement understandably enough straight from the Orange
ideologlst Hugh Sherman - ¢/f Anglo Irish Relations - p.44-45

(54) The Bconomics of Partition - 1972 - p.6
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(55) J.A. Proude The English in Ireland in the 18th Century (15‘!4) Vol. 2 p.120

(56) Quoted in F.J. Brigger The Ulster Iand War of 1770 - p.22

(57) ibid. p.29
(58) ibid, - p.105 Oyr emphasis.
As

(59) Thomas MacNight Ulster/It is (1896) Vol. 1. p.107

(60) George Gavan Duffy - The League of lorth and South ps2bs - The Temm:_nq
were a counter—revolutionary, militia, closely linked with the Orange O: o
and the aristocracy, which ruthlessly suppressed the '98 uprising and harcied
and persacuted the Catholic peasantry.

(61) T. MacKnight Op.Cit. p.97 As far as we lmow the gentlemen were not relatcl

(62) James MacKnight The Ulster Tenant Risht (1848) - p.15

(63) ibid. p.39

(64) ibid, .41

(65) ibid. p.24

(66) ibid. p.25 Bmphasis in original throughout.

(67) Rev. George Hill The Plantation in Ulster 1608-1620 (1877) p.89

(68) Report of tHe Devon Commission Vol. 1 p.484
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REPORT OF THE SUCIALIST.  PARTY OF IRZELAHD TU TiE 3rd INTERIIATICHAL.
SZE SPECIAL NOTZ OM PACE 34) :

The firat attemnt at establishing a sccialist »arty in Ireland was
made by James Connolly on his returm from Secctland to Dublin in

186, OGathering a few friends arcund him he embarked upon nropa-
ganda which issued :n 1806 in the production of a weeldy naner called
the "Workers! Renublic." By 1203, the Irish Scocialist Renublican
Party, as it was calied, had been almost completely extinguished in
Dublin and Corl, the tw: centres in which it was established, to an
unrelenting nersonal rersecution of its members by the Faticnalist and
Catholic reacticnaries.

Its members were scattered abrecad, Conmeclly and other members going to
- the United States, «thers te Creat Britain and the British Celonies.
The files of the Miorkers! Renublic" of that -neri-d shew-the nassaze
of the Irish Sucialist Renublican Party from the stage of social-
dem:cratic nclitical nropaganda with a programme of nalliative measures
to that of rev-luticnary socialism, basing itself uncn the industrial
organisaticn of the worling class, without denying t its self any
field of acti~n vnon which it could meet and do battle with the forces
of canital. :

Bef-re nassing from the work of the I.S.RP., it is well tc observe that

t was the first Irish crganisati.n of any lind to exnress in a nublic
manner the hostility ¢f the Irish pecnle in general to the piratical
n-licy of the Brit.sh Emnire in attaclking the South African Renublic
and the Orange Free State in 18:9-1003. The lead then given with a
crurage that none of the bourgeris parties cuould muster decided the
attitude “f the Irish natin. Anti-recruiting wurk was very effectiv-
ely done by the narty and several members were arrestad.

In 1504, the Sccialist Party of Ireland was founded by the survivers of the
I.5.8.2., and maintained the rewcluticnary traditicn. In the industrial
struggle between 1507 and 1:14, its members were the wnnaid nrona-
gandists of direct action who welcomed the work of James Larkin in
founding the Irish Transnort and General Workers'! Unicn established in
1505 to be an industrial union of Irish workers. James Connclly's
return to Ireland in 1:10, restored to the varty aan asset of immense
intellectual and rractical valuve. OUperating at first as the Party's
organiser, he and they recognised that, in the then industrial and
Psychological condition of the country, the srinaganda of sccialism,
anart from industrial organisation was an almost huopeless task. Join-
ing the Irish Transh-rt Wrokers! Unicn as Ulster crganiser, James

Conno 1ly continued to work for both sides of the movement,

The capitalists of Ireland realised the extreme danger of the Sucialist
form of organisaticn, teaching and practising the sclidarity of labour
in every industrial disnmute, and in 1213 " the federatad emnloyers
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of Dublin began a series of lock-cuts against the I.T.G.W.U. The
struggle was maintained for twe years until the outbreak of the War in
1514. The British Govermment in Ireland, all the pulitical parties,
(amenz which the Hationalist (Ilome Rule) Party was nredeminant), the
nress, and the clergy, both Catholic and Protestant, co-operated with
the emmloyers against the workers, a telling lesscn in class solidarity,
valuable :in a subject naticn whose necvle had always been taught to
regard every Irishman as a brother.

Ln the outbrea’ «f the War in August 1:14, the Sccilist Party had no
doubts or hesitaticn, It declared war uncn war and disnrlayed the legend
"fe serve neither iing nor Kaiser.”™ Co-onerating with it were such recnle
as Francis Sheehy-Sheffingtcn, who was a nacifist socialist, but the
5.7.1. was not pacifist but anti-militarist.

During the 1913-14 lcel—out the savage attacks by the nolice unon the
workers had led to the f rmation of the Irish Citizen Army: a military
force composed solely -f workers for the nrotecticn of the peonle from
canitalist wviclence. On the denarture of Larkin t. America, James
Connolly ¢k command of the Irish Citizen Army, nerfected its equip-
ment and »revared to tale action when the onv rtune moment arrived.

The Citizen Army was nledged tu fight for the Revcluticn but its
membersiin was small and practically confined t Dublin.

There was als: ‘n existence the Irish Volunteers, a much more axtansive
crganisation, established t- win the political indenendence of Ireland.
Connolly. effected an alliance and imdled the Irish: Velunteers tward
npen war. At the crucial moment, the commanding - fficer of the I.V.
crunter-manded the mobilisation crders for Eascer londay 1¢16, and in
¢consequence the rising of Zaster Veel was confined to Dublin. The
leaders of the Volunteers who to-l: un arms cn that sccasicn, men like
2.1, rearse, and Sean MacDerm:tt, were th.se who had reached identity
of sutlock with Connolly during the nre-war inductrial struggle. The
result of the conflict was the surrender of the Irish Forces after a
weel's siege f Dublin by 65,000 Dritish tr-cps who had at their
command all the rescurces of m.dern armament, During the week, no
movement of Iritish lab.ur tuck nlace to assist the insurzents. UJritish
labour, indeed, was rendered useless and hel.less at the crisis by the
social natrirtism ~f the trade unicnists and tie Tclstoyan nacifism of
the Socialists. It had been Cennclly's hope to signal his fate to fail
at the mement because Euronean Sccialism, where it is nowerful, was
faithless, and where it was faithful was at tie moment ~cwerless. iis
orally exnressed belief in his fellow revcluti.naries? cc-oneration,

is the justification of the attemnt to begin in Ireland the ~clicy that
triumphed in Rwssia.

Hany members ~f the Socialist Party narticinated in the struggle, scme
were {illed in action: James Conn 1ly, a wounded »riscner of war, was
tr'ed by crurt-martial which assembled arund his bed, and nlaced
nachar, his arms and legs fastened by bandages t+ it and carried
thus to the nlace ~f executicn and shon. At the mement ~f the in-
surrect.on, the Frit sh Lab.ur Party was in ccalition with the bour-
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geois parties of England, Mr. Arthur Henderson, dr. Wmi Eruce, and
Mr. G.H. Roberts being members of the Hinistry, the first mentioned
having Cabinet rank. ey -

Naturally, the Socialist Party of Ireland did not modify its opnosition
to Imperialism, recognising in it the moSt comnlete expression o>f can-
italism. It was renrrganised in 1217 after the release of the interned
pr:Scners and began such activities as the conditions permitted.

When the Zussian Revolution cccurred it was nrompt & reccgnise it

and to point cut that its progress must be frem political to indust +al
from demrcracy to socialism. The call to Stockholm was resvonded

tn and as nu passports could be cbtained arrangements were on foot

to secure the passage of the Party's delegates by cther means.

The definite triumph of the Dolshevil: furces was celebrated in Dublin
by a startling demonstation, whick, by its size and enchusiasm aston-
ished even the nremotors. About 10,000 necple attended the meeting
which overflowed from the Round Doum of the liansion _louse into the
sireets. The speal'ers were with one or twr excescions all nembers

of the Socialist Farty, including Wm. U'Zrien, Secretary »f the

Irish Labour Party and Trade Unicn Congress, Thomas Johnson, Treasurer
of the same, Catthal U'Shanncn, editor of the "Woice «f Labour® and
1.7, Coates at oresent crganiser of the "iands off Sussia™ movement
in England. 5

.
te,

“Then Comrade Litvinoff came t- Eng-la.nd, a delegation from the Sceialist
Party was sent to greet him and tc assure him of the Party's cc-cperaticn
with the Dussian Proletariat. -

ien it was nronvised to conveng an Internmaticnal Sccialist conference
at Derne to re-constitute the International, the Sccialist Party of
Ireland decided unanimously to narticinate in it fir tw reasons:

First: to cleanse the wor'ines class movement from the elements -1
sacial natriotism and coalitinn with canitalism which had character-—
ised, .m part cular, the Brit:sh, French, Pelgian, and German
c:nstituents during the war.

Sec nd: to bring before the world the subject eonditicon «f Ireland
mder a military terrurism fully endorsed by the British Labour Party.

The first aim was defeated by the abstention of the Cumrmnist elements,
but (ur mandatories established friendly relations with ths commmiscs

of Switzerland and france. The second cbject was attained by securing

rublicity at Eerne and at the Amsterdam Commission a resclucion was ua—
animously adonted called for unfettered self-determination fur Ireland:
a resoltvion which was sromntly belied by the Eritish Labour Tarty.

But before the Amsterdam Commission had met, the Socialist Party had
received the reportuf its mandatories ac Perne and had decided to
cease all further connection wich the 11 Internaticonal.
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The Marxian character of the Socialist Party of Ireland has been
consistently maintained. Its literature distribution department

has grown steatily and has been confined t- the works of Harxians.
Its ‘wm ~ublications have been the worlss of James Connolly and "The
Mistorical basis of Socialism in Ireland¥ by T. Prady. The writings
of larx, Engels and Daniel De Le.n have been steadily circulated
during the past twenty years. 1Jithin the nast three years, thousands
of nampets on luss:a, and by the Eclshevik leaders, have been s-1d.
‘ne that had a notent influence in affecting worliing class action is
"The Land Dewvclution in Dussia®™ by Lenin., Its circulaticn has been
f->1llowed Ly wide so>read demands for land by the landless labourers,
and has resultad in the distribution of many large estates under the
nregsure of nonular feeling. hile that is far short of a social
revolution it is indicative of tie quality of the Irish w:rkers and the:ir
responsiveness to revelutionary teaching.

The Irish Transnort and General . riers' Unicn which now musters
130,000 members in the total of 250,000 corganised in the Irish Zabcur
“arty and Trade Unicn Congress, afforda the Sccialist Party facilities
fir the circulation ¢f this literature and for the conduct of oral
nrepagaada.  The position of the I.7T.G.W.U. in the Irish Labour move-
ment and the significance of its strength relative to tie entire body
of Irish lLabour, shows that the young industrial Unicon movement in
Ireland, bezinning under the ausnices of the Soecialist Party but having
its greatest growth since 1516, bids fair tc have a decisive influvence
in the destinies of the Irish Labour movement. Already the cne big
Union is dominant and the work of recrganising its internal siructure
is leening pace with its growth by the absorntion of craft and local

unicsns.

The S cialist Party has alwvays maintained its indenendence of uther
nolitical narties. In the strugrmle for national indewendence, while
endnrsing the claims of the nation it has ceaselessly oruclaimed "Hi
Sacirse gn Sasirse Lucht Jibre'™ - "I, Freed:m with-ut the Freedim of
the oxlding Class™, It has invisaged that freedom as based uncn the
econ mic srganisaticn of the actual woriers. It has rejected aluays
the idea of n-litical administration «f s~cial industry and regarded
sarticination in electoral struggles as a means of »ronaganda only.
Thus the Soviet crganisation with the dictatershin of the “ruletariat
has arcused no controversy amongz us. Both are foreshadaed in James
Ccanclly's "S- cialism made Zasy® (Chaster 5). "The "oriers?! ZenublicH
is cur idiomatic nhrase which anticipated the recent spread of the
nhrase "The dictatorshin of the Frvletariat®. The content £ both is
identical.

Laying the emchasis thus upon industrial corganisation,the substance of
puwer, cur members have given to the I.T.¥ G.U.U. its ,resent basis,
unon the direct renresentatisn of the werlkshen in the Shon Stewvards
Comnittee, an integral -art of the Union's organisation. Workshon
Cormittees lave been formed in all large slants. [ecently in a dispute
in the rural Creanery district, fourteen creamneries were seized by the
workers and oerated by them as the "Soviet Creameries®. This was caly
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possible owing to the Yinking of each creamery with the others in the
Transnort Union Creamery Committee. (orkers' Councils are formed in all
small towns and during the general strilkes of 1916-1915 and 152G these
councils have taken full control of food supnlies and Lindred matters,
in some cases crder - nz the Dritish nolice (an armed force) to be confined
to barracks. The nlicy of the general strike has been adonted by the
Irish Labcur Party ¥ Trades Union Congress with zreat success on three
uccasions. OUn the Ixecutive ~f that body are four members of the Soviet
(sic)(Sccialist) Tarty of Ireland, to whose rewclutionary initiative the
movement owes its remresentation for direct and fearless action. Tw. of
these members are William O'Brien and Cathal U'Shannon,(editor of the
mJatchword of Labour™) who have been imnriscned withcut trial and were
released subsequent to the general strike, during wiich twc members of
the 5.7.1., J.¥. Curns and J.B. ifite, 3.5.%. (Ex Cantain of the British
Army) were arrested for nrosaganda amongst the Dritish soldiers.

Un the side of educaticn the narty tock the initiative in establishing
the James Comnolly Labour College, a federation of the Labour ilcvement
for the purncse of Marxian education within the movement, Courses of
lectures in econcmics in industrial history and -ublic spealizg have
beer given during the last two winters and work Las been carried into
the rupral distr cts. 5

The Socialist Party has now got branches in Dublin, Belfast, Curk,
Hewbridge and Slig, and a large rumber Hr correshonding members in
sther narts cf the comntry. e

The absence of big "ndustry with its corresioading ideclugy, the wide
diffus-on of a sharse ponulati-n, the nred minance of agr:culture
carried .n by small farwers, many cf tlem neasant nronrietcrs, the nre-
cecunation of the pe nle with the strugsle against Eritish Inerialism
ave been cbstacles - _mm .rtance in nreventing the shread of revelut-
2onary scc alism, The terrirism exercised, during, and, in.a w.rse
degree, since t:ie war, by the Crit sh miliitary cccupati~n, has >revented
oronarzanda by means of lectures. “ur Comrade J:ohn kclean, of Glasgow,
was amony those wi have been nrevented frvm addressing meetings under
nur ausnhices by sheer force f arms. The terrorism Las been ahnroved
and confimmed by the inaction of the Tritish Labour Tarty, which indeed
a8 its own reascn ¢ fear the Irish Jocialist movement. The friendl:r
cu=oneration betwsen the revclutionary sections in Eritain (e E.S5.%.
the "Jorlrers! Comuittees and tie orlers' Socialist Fedsration and the
nfficial Labour lovemesnt in Ireland, threatens the social-natrictism
of the Eritish Labour Party with vuwsition from within its cwn ranks.
That this opposition s»rings from revolt against i8 own im-erialism,

it dres not seem to realise.

On the other hand, the Sccialist Party of Ireland enjoys the results of
its cwa .lean work in the economic field, and the rrestige of James
Connully's martyrdom. In nlace of the unrelenting hostility with which
he and his colleagues met in their nropaganda the revoluticnary messasze
of Communism is heard gladly by the Irish nec-le. In the last three
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years it has been immossible to respond & all t{w dauands made upon us
by veonle to participate in the worl. DPut steadily pursvins the work

«f agitation and education, consclidating it by labour orgainsation,

that 8§ building un the new s-ciety, ¢ -gnerating with the uu.l:.ta:}t forces
of discontent, and rejecting no wea~cn of offence azainst canitalism,

the frgure is faced by vs with the hopes insnired by the sunreme

vict'ry wa by cur C-mrades «f the lussian Devclution.

(GPECIAL NOTE:- This document - the first time as far as we are aware
that it has Leen made public, onsists of a memcrandum from the Sce-
ielist Party of Ireland, t: the Third Internaticnal exnlaining its
crigings-and litical nusitions. Unfcrtunately, because of nressure
¢I space, we are unable tc give an untrcducticn or commentary on the
history of the Sccialist Party of Ireland excent to say that it was
Zounded with Connclly's narticipaticn and later changed its name to
the Comrunist Party of Ireland. Ve have in cru ncssessiuy, a mumber
cl cther such d cuments, as well as reproducticns from the Irish
Worker and Workers? Renublic which: we will be nklishing in future.
igsues of the Marxist Deview. This we hone will pive us sufficient
cpportunity to comment, )

EIRE WUA or FEINELLYS TIICD DREICH (continued from wags 5.)

Irish
paft of his original thecry of the Two/llaticns - cne which the B.I.C.D.
has never faced. I[lis belief in the revcluticnary potential of the
Irish peasantry is shared with the C.P.I. (llarxist-Leninist), Above
all his view cf regicnal assemblies is at the sresent stage a nerfectly
valid strategy, but not for the reascns he gives. Such assemblies
¥ill only be effective as bases fur Scecialist Uevcluticnary onposition
to the nresent ~rder, ratler than as uncfficial bases for co-cneraticn
with and peaceful devcluticn of tte nowers of that crder., For all
its subjective revolutuicnry cutleck, Yevin Street has failed tc
distinguish these aims.

And this last fact points cut, << course, the fact that within the
limitations ~f "Fenellisu® nc successful social revclution will be
pcssible in Ireland. And for this reascn and others that have showm,
his views are cnly lilkely t. be accentable t- individuwals with a vested
interest in oprosing suck a rewoluticn.

o, Fennell's views are reacticnary; the fact that Jevin Strest can
listen tc him is ccnnected to its current failure tc counter politicall~r
the Dritish initiative in Ilorthern Ireland, bocth are natural results
cf nclitical bankruptey. #s part of their struggle against this,
Sevoluticnaries rmst analysisiir, Fennell's nolitics the better to
expcse him to his disciples. '

TROTSKY ON SZLF-DETERMINATION CONTINUED. (contimued from page 35)
The recognition of the right of every naticn to self-determination is for us
of necessity fulfilled by the slogan of a democratic fedaraticn of all the
leading nations, by the slcgan of a UNITZD STATES CF EZUROPE.
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THOTSKY ON NATIONAL SELF-DETERMINATION

( Trotskys position on the national questlnn has been gr\eatly distorted
by his opponents. Fer instance we find pecple seriously arguing that he
was npp sed to the right of nations to self-determination. Such people
have dared to propagate these distortions simply because Trotskys views
have not been available in English, or any other European language for
that matter. As a contribution to the clarification of Trotslys positicn
on this vital matter we publish below two articles,specially translated
from the original by Marxist Review, As far as we kmw this is the first
time that they have been published in the English language. )

NAS!®E SLOVO. (3-7-1I515) THE HATION AND THE ECONOMY. -I

The recognition of the right of every nation to self-determination is
nart of the programme of Russian Social Democracy. This demand has its
inorigins in the pericd of the revolutionary struggles of national
bourgecis democracy. In the last analysis it means the recognition of
the right of every nation to state independence. Following from this
flows the duty of Social Democracy to oppose actively all regimes, where
the frrcable cohabitaticn of nations and naticnal fragments exists. and
to somport- denending cn conditicns of nlace and time - the struggles of
natirns and naticnal fragments against an alien naticnal yclk, But what
is more: Social Democracy by no means casts aside the programme of
national demccracy as the unbridled social-idmmerialists would have us do.
It cannot and will not be reccncil .ed with forcable retenticn by a state
of naticnal groups within the large state body, ostensikly in the inter-
ests of an econcmic development, which is being paralysed by divisicns
alcng national lines. But neither dosd® it make its own aim a multiplic—
ation of these divisions i.s. it does not turm the national principle
intosome sort of historic absolute idea.

It is absolutely cleare that Social Democcracy stands always and every-
where for the interest of economic development and opposes all political
measures ,canabls of helding it back. lowever it understands economic
develonment, not as a self-sufficient, extra-social, productive-technical
process, but as the basis of the dnvalnrmant of human scciety into its
class groupings, with its mtional—pc.htmal superstructure, ete. This
point of view was , in the last analysis, not to ensure for local or
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national capitalism success over the capitalism of other places and
countries, but to ensure the systematic growth of man's power over nature.
Accordingly the class struggle of the proletariat itself is the most
important factoriensuring further development of the productive forces-

by leading them out of the imperialist blind ally onto the broad arena

of socialism. A state of nationalities and national groups, which exist
through force, ( Russia and Austria are examples ) may without doubt

for a certain time, develope the productive forces, by creating for them a
broader internal market. But by generating the bitter struggles of nat-
ional groups for influnce on the state power or by evoking !separatist?
tendencies - that is the struggle for seperation from that power - such a
state paralyses the class struggle of the proletariat as the most important
force of econoiiic~amd higtoric progress in general. The proletariat is
deeply interestedin the elimination of all artificial frontiers and barriers, ”
in the greatest possible extension of a free arena of economic develop-
ment. But it cannot buy this aim for the kind of price which, above all
disorganises its own historic movement, and thus weakens and lays low

the most important productive force in contemporary society..The . ..
present day social-imperialists, mainly of the German type, reject the
idea of self-determination as a fsentimental? prejudice of the past, and
recommend yeilding to the iron necessity of economic development, so they
propound as the supreme criteria, above the historically Limited Claims of
nations, not some absolute need of economic progress but its specific his-
toric form, which stands before us in the guise of imperialisn. In the
present war this is showing itself in . contradiction not only with the
needs of further econonmic progress but with even the nost elementary conditions
of human existance *

Democracy is and remains the the condition for the development of the
proleturiaet and the sole form in which it can weild state power. tThis
latter demands first a growth in the political-cultural independence of
masses, their econcmic and political asscciaticn on a broad field, their
collective interventicn in the fate of the country. Thus a naticnal
language, the tool of human intercourse, beccmes at a certain stage of
development, the most important instrument of democracy. The desire for
national unity has thus comprised an indefeasible aspect of the movement
of the period of bourgecis revolution. We see before us in backward
regions - not only of Asia and Africa but of Europe too - the awakening of
historically belated naticnalities. And this is of necessity assuming the
form of a struggle for national unity and national independence, and
coming face to face with the imperialist desire to breal throuzh the nat-
ionally defined framework of capitalist economy and creat by means of
military violence a world empire,

In this process Social Democracy in no way identifies itself with the
internally contradictory imperialist me hods of solving its ripening his-
toric tasks. But just as little, if nct less does it counterpose to
imperialism, and nore importantly, tc the progressive historic needs it is
persuing, the bare national idea. That would be to think with a pitiful
yulgar utopianism g 1a Herve that the fate of Eurcpe will be decizively
ensured if the state map of Europe is brought intc conformity with its
national map, if - ignoring gecgraphic conditicns and economic links -
Europe is parcelled up intc neat squares, each a nation state. France and

——————ee e
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Germany in the past pericd approached a type of nation state. This by no
means preventéd their' pelicy of colonialism, nor their present plans tc .
expand their frontiers - to the Rhine or the Sorme. An independent Hungary
, Bohemia or Poland will in exactly the same way seek an.outlet to, the. sea
by means of a wviclation of the rights of other nationalities, as I'tal']r;'is
seeking to do at the expense of the Serbs er the Serbs ' themselves at the.
expense of the Albanians. National demccracy, awakened by canitalism, I
which strives’ to wield as many elements of nations as possible intc cne econ——
omic unit. But-it.is this very capitalism which strives everywhere it sets
down rcots to-expand .the limits of the internal market as widely as possible.
tc creat as many favourable outlets as possible to,the world market, to
impose its demination over regicns with an agriarian tyne economy. The
naticnal principle is for national capitalism neither an absclute idea ncr
the final crowning of the edifice. It is cnly the springboard for a new
lean in the directiun of world domination. At the present stage of
development, t ¢ national idea appears as a bamner cf struggle against
feudal-particularist barbarism cr foreign military aggression. In the long
term, by creating a self-sufficient psycoldgy of national egoism, it be-
ccmes itself a tool of imperialist barberism.

The task consists in reconciling the claims of nations to autonomy with
the centrailised needs of economic develcmment.

NASHE SLOVO (5-7-I915) THE NATION AND THE ECONOMY. - II.'

Social-nationalism amazed everyone, itself above all.!y its strength.
Almcst without opposition, in the first period of the war, it took hold of
the strengest parties and organisations of the proletariat. But together
with this suddenly discovered power went an extraordinary, thorcughtly
disgraceful ideological bankruptcy. Not one serious attempt to think things
through theoretically, beginning to end! Decisions and actions, on which '
socialism depends for its life or death, are explained and justified with - .
contradictory and haphazard reasoning, in which pclitical intuition freed
from any theory plays the most important rele. The basic argument under<
pinning the social nationalist policy of a workers party is the idea of:
defence of the fatherland'. But none of the social patricts has yet '
troubled himself with the sense to explain WHAT actually in ‘the fatherland
is threatened by danger and WHAT is subject to defence, The French socialists
talk about the republic and revolutionary traditions - he is defending the
past. The German pat riot quotes his powerful naticnal industry, as the
basis of socialism - he is defending the present. Finally cur heme grown .
social-nationalists quctes the interest of future ecconemic developmentoof
Russia, repeating all the old arguments and lying encugh for two - he is
defending the future. Each of them with more or less resclution is making
the attemnt to proclaim his own "national? interest as the higher inter-
X ' *' : - S : : :
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nationalist interest of mankind. But each such attempt only iatroduces into
the affair a more hopeless confusion. It is one of two things: either the
international interest demands the defeat of Cermany (or Russia) - in which
case it is pointless talking about defense of the fatherland, since after

all their are people in the world for whom Germany or Russia is the
fatherland. Or on the other hand defence of the fatherland is an independent
princlple of prulétarlan policy - and then it is useless to attempt to
reconcile this aim with a generally obligatory line of conduct for the inter-
national proletariat. For the defense of one fatherland demands the utmost
destruction of another fatherland.

At the beginning of the war, Kautsky tried to determin that basic good in
the name of which the proletariat bears its class independence to the
bloody alter of defence of the fatherland. This good is thé nation state.
In the first article we spoke what a powerful factor of historic devel-
opment, national-culturel unity is. It would be necessary to add, that a
state (that is the fatherland) is the more sub).ct to defence, the more it
approaches a type of nation state. It is exactly thus that Kautsky poses
the question. But then the question ar’ :e® ~= to what extent the proletar-
iat of Austro-Hungary, and more importantly of Russia also, can and must
defend its fatherland? From the point of view of Kautsky, the uulti-
national proletariat of a menarchy near the Danube has obviously no oblig-
ations in relation to the state of the Hapsburgs. Kautsky himself arrived
at this conclusion, But with the available international combinations the
defence of Germany demands the defence of Austro-Hungary and Turkew, just
as on the other side of the struggle of France for national unity demands the
perpetuation of a powerful block of nationalities, called Russia or of a
world oolonial power, Great Britain.

Together with the states of nationalities and national fragments stands
the states, where a far from complete national unity is fulfilled on one
side by union with states of nationalities and on the other by violaticn
of the national independence of colonies. The substitution of FATHERLAND
or STATE for the meaning of NATION is the most widespread argument in
favour of the social-patriotic policy of the proletarianparty.

The present war through the tendencies exposed by it,.threatens not nations

as such but that state which is the historic home of the nation. Capitalism
as little brings about nationmal unity as it does demccracy. It awakens the :
need for national unity but it also called to life tendencies, which do not
allowe the fulfilment of this need. However the nation is a powerful and
extremely stable factdér in human culture. The nation will cutlive not only the
present war but capitalism itself. And in the social "~t structure, free from
the path of state—economic dependence, the nation will remain for a lcng time
the most important seat of intellectual culture - for at the disposal of

the naticn is the most important organ of this culture - language. The state
is another matter. It developed as a result of the intersection of

dynastic, imperialist and nationalist interests and of -a tempory correl-
aticn of material forces. The state is an incomparably less stable factor

in historic development than the nation. For the past per’od economic develop-
memt has found a home for itself in the capitalict state, which, with a

great straining of interpretation, it has been accepted to call 'natlenalf.
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In °~ this state-fatherland, culturel development fcund a home almost

always as a divided naticn explciting or seeking tc exploit by means of

the state apperatus, cther nations. As capitalist develcpment got bound up
in the framework of the state, this was fulfilled by annexaticns and colen-
ial conquests. The struggle for colonies - that is the viclaticn of the
economic and naticnal independence of backward countries, was the most
important concern in the forrign policy of the so called nation states.
Compititicn for colenies lead to the struggle of capitalist statas amonmit
themselves.  thr productive forces became decisively bound up in the frame-
work of the state., If the present day "nation' state finds itself in
danger, then this danger flows from the incompatcbility of its limits with the
achieved level cof the development of the productive forces. The danger comes
nct from the enemy without but from inside, from the very eccnomic develcp-
ment, which in the langwage of the world war is telling us that the 'naticnf
state has become a break on development and it is time to scrap it. In
this sense the idea of the defenxe of the fatherland - that is of the naticn
state which has cutlived itself is an extremely reactionary ideclogy. The
more the social patriots link the fate of the nation which by itself in no
senseparalyses econcric develcpment ncr hampers it from taking an all Rurcp-
ean and world dimension, with the fates of restrictive state - military crg-
anisaticns, the more it is necessary for us internationalista to take upon
curselves the defence of the historic rights of nations to independence and
development, against these reactiocnary 'patriot! defencists.

Capitalism strives to wield both the nation and the econcmy inte the frame-
werk of the state. It created a powerful formation which foe a whole pericd
served a# the arena of development for the nation just as for the economy

But both the naticn and the economy came into contradiction, as with the
state so with each other. The state became toc restrictive for the economy
By striving to broaden its base, it viclates the nation. On the othérside
the economy refuses to subjugate the natural movement of its forces and

means to division of ethnic groups on the earths surface. The state is
essentially an econcmic unit, it will be forced to adapt itself to the

needs of economic development., The place of the closed in naticn-state

rmust inevitably be cccupied by a broad, democratic federaticn of leading
states on the basis of the removal of all customs barriers. National unity
flowing from the needs of cultural development nct only will not be destroyed
by this, but on the contrary, only on the basis of a republican federation

of leading countries will it be able to fird its full consumation. An
indispensible for this is the freeing of the framework of the nation from the
framework of the econony el and viceversa. The economy is
organised on a broad arena of European united states, as the nivot of a world
organisation., The political form can only be a republican federstion in the
flexible and elastic framework of which every nation will be able to devel-
op its cultural forces with the greatest of freedom. Contrary to the German
and other social-annexationists we are not prepared tc throw aside the recog—
nition of the right to self-determination.. Just the opposit - we think that
the time ic approaching when this right can finally be realised., On the other
hand we are very far from counterposing to the centalisedneeds of the econon-
Tthe soverrign rights of every national group and grouplet!. For in the very
process of historic development, we discover the dialectical reconciliation ¥
both felements: : the national and the economic. (cintinued " 7 “age 34.¥







