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A rupturo took place four years ago between the group that
developed into the Communist Party of Rritain (Marxist- Leninist)
and the group that developed into the Irish Communist Organisat-
ion. The division ccngerned not only particular policies, but
the whole approach to the political task of building the anti-
revisionist movement./ The differences have been explained in
previcus issues of the COMMUNIST.

/

Both groups immg¢diately recognised that their positions
were antagonistic. ,Thc difference in approach will be indicated
by the fact that th¢ ICO sousht to clarify the differences in
every possible way,{and showed itself to be ready for public
~1 private dlSCUS°1 n at any time. The CPB group (which has
undergone many che

1es of form since 1965) sought, on the cont-
rary, to blur the iskues and prevent discussion of them. And it
was careful to exclufle ICO members from its "Conferences" and
from the "Marxist Clybs" which it set up a couple of years ago.
Opportunist manoeuvring, avoidance of serious Marxist political
discussion or jnnlysﬁg, and the reduction of marxism to phrase-
mongering, have characterised its appr:ach.

In this issue we &

I.J

look at its recent pamphlet on Ireland.

* e %
IRETAND ONE “k“IOi s the title of the CPB pamphlet. Here
already is a basig ilf‘ereﬂceo An article in the September iss-
ue of the Irish Oowuunjsu maintains that the uneven development

of capitdlism in Ireland) which was the economic cause of partit-
ion, gave rise to|a devélopment towards two nationalities in Ire-
land. But, perhaps, IRELAND ONE NATION is intended to be only 2
mere phrase by th¢ CPB, and one should not try to find any conc-
rete meaning in it with relation to the national contradiction in—
Irish socicty. If that is so it is an irresponsible phrase,

One-third -of the population of Ireland showed that it was
prepared to g0 to war to avcid inclusion under a Nationalist




gévernment in Dublin. TIf the CPB has nothing concrete to say
about that, it wculd be better if it didn't phrasemonger about
nationalism. +

"The people of II. Ireland are now face to face with the
British imperialist state".

The Northern Ireland state has always been an integral part
of the U.K. state., Storucnt was set up by, and remained subord-
inate to, Westminster. It is & besic Lenirist principle that all
workers copressed by the same state, regardless of nationality,
shoull organise thenselves in the same Communist Party. The CPB
violated this priuciple at its incepticn, and when criticised for
this refused to account for itself.

>

Of the Irish mnaticnal struggle of 1919-21 the CPB says:

"The IR} waged a liberation war against Britain's notorious
Black and Tans from 1919 till eventual success in 1921".

Ilere we are prcscnted with the neo-colonial view of the Irish
national struggle: 2 view which has recently been adopted by the
revisionists and the opportunist Repubvlican lecadership. In fact
the "eventual zuccess in 19_1" was a success for the imperialist
interest. 4 powerful section of the IRA leadership struck a bar-
zain with the imperialists and waged 2 more brutal and more eff-
ective war agairnst the revolutionary forces than the British
Army had done. The “success" of 1921 smashed the revolutionary
forces and esvablishzd the neo-colenizl regime which still cont-
rols the 26 Cos.

This view of the 'success" ¢f 1921 was clearly stated by the
Communist Intermational, by the Communist Party of Ireland before
its liquidation, and by the C.P? G.B. before revisionism became
dominan®t in it. And it has becn clearly stated by the ICO dur-
ing the past five yvears. But the CPB, which claimrs in its prog-
ramme Go be the 1'irst ¢ver genuine Communist Party in Britain,
and which recjects the Cemintern period of the British C.P. as
opportunist, states the revisionist, nco-colonial position that
would not have becn tolecrated fur en instant by the Comintern.

The statement continues: "But this was only a partial
vicicry. Six Ulster countics were artificially amputated from
the remaining twenty-six so that Britain could kecp a firm
hold on the most highly industrialisecd part of Ireland".

In another place it compares Westminster and Stormont to puppet-
master and puppet. Alas, morc phrases! The "amputation" was
anything but artilicizl, and was enything but a product of British
policy. The first two Home Rule Bills had no partition clauscs.
An attempt was made to force Home Rule under the domination of

the Southern middlc class on the Verthern industrial capitalists.
The letter organised politically and militarily to opposc Home
Rulc (which would have rrincd their merket). It was almost

twenty years before the Iiberel Party, in the face of the determ-
ined oppositio of the Ulster bourgeoisic, gave up the attempt to



W
°

imposc Tome Rule on Morth Last Irelard. Between Gladstone and
Asquith, 2nd the Ulster Unionist leaders thc relationship was
ccrtainly not that of puppet master end puppet. And the Partit-
ion was ccrtainly not an artificial crceation of British policy.
What wes artificial was the British imperialist policy which
trecated the bourgcois forccs in Ircland as if thcy had # common
intcgrated national interest, and the attempt to placc the North-
ern industrialists undcr the domination of the Southern middle
class Nationalists.

The Partition policy of British imperialism had s sound ob-
jective basis, which tlie carlier Home Rule policy had not. That
basis was the conflict of cconomic intcecrest betwecen Northern
industrizl capitalists and the Southern middlc class nationalists.
(This has been explained in thc ICO pamphlet, THE ECONOMICS OF
PARTITION. The CPB, presumsblv, has studied the ICO 2nalysis and
dissgrecs with it., It would he us.ful if it would state why it
disagrces with the analysis.)

-

"It is...a0surd for som¢ peoplc in the Civil Rights movement
to call for assistance 7rom Westminster cgainst Stormont. FHow
can vou rmccruit the puppet master against the puppet?"

More rrrcvolubionary phrascmongcring. IMoany of the Civil Rights
leaders may he opportunists posing as socinlists, but Shey arc
not fools. The objcet of the Civil Rights Association is not
socialism but bourgcois demeoeratic reform. As the ICC showed
years bzforc the present crisis crupted, 2 ncw cconomic situation
camc into being in Ireland obout 1950 in which Partition was ro
longer cconomicallv neccssary. That heing so the sectaron polit-
ics madc necessary by Partition were nc longer nccessoary. And
that bcing so thc climinotion of the most blatant fascist and
sectarian manifestations came to be in the bourgeois interest (as
it had been in the bourgeois interest to develop and maintain
these forces in & 2 previous situation).

The Civil Rights lerdership represents the small bourgeoisic.
It wants no more thew tourgeois democratic reform. [Monopoly cap-
italism also has an intecrest in bourgcois democratic reform. But
the machincry of fascist control is not a simple thing to dis-
mantle when it is no longer nccessary. Due to the fact that the
fascist movecment was Stormont's main organ of control for fifty
years, it is not surprising that bourgecois democratic reform did
not come casily in Stormont. When therc was an outbreak of fas-
cist terror in mid-August, there was nothing absurd in the Civil
rights leaders 1ppC°11ng to Westminster to 11terVLns. And West-
minster intervencd in 2 way that would have heen inconccivable in

the previous sitvation.
*

The CPB remarks thet if the Bogside were attacked
"the Dublin government...might not have intervened...but the
Republican movement certainly would. The result would have
been not only 2 bloody defeat for the police but quite poss-
ibly also a political crisis in the south as mass sympathy



shifted fzom thc goverament to the Republicans". (This is the
reason _l7en by the CIB for the intervention of the British armv.)

The record of the IRA in Irish politics since the early thir-
ties is 2 dismcol cnc. It has misled and dicillusioned thousands
of genuine gnti-imperislists. It reduced anti--imperialism to a
‘matter of military tcchnique, often coupled with facist politics:

and even in the matter of militarv technigque it was a negative @
foree. In the early sixbics the Republican leadership abandoncd
cven its elitist militerisme. Im the Aupgust crisis in Belfast the

IRA contribuied ncothing, 2T the critical momcnt, to thc arens
'1:1cctuﬂ to Furvhr Ao prcdicted by the TC carlv this year, the
NEEA & been repilly ;nuLQb its support among the masses in the

€ cow.rics. Duriag The Last six weeks it bhes bbtq clearly seen

to be hznd in glove with the British Army. The IRA which would
"ecerbainly" bhave interveunced to defend the people of the 5 counties
is 2 fi-ment of the CIB imasgination (and Chichester Clarks'). The
Civi Rights leaderr who “rpe'lud vo the British Armv to inter-
venc, ond who appealed to the IRA to stop phrasemongering, were in
fact teking account oI the wezlities of the situation from a bour-
gzois democratic ~ wewpoint. They wire not nearly as 'absurd' as
the CFB.

(While tre " 2A made viwtunlly neo conteibution to the defence
of the people of Hi:ifugt ir mid-August, it .- along with the
Puoples Democracy - mrde 2 substamtinl contribution of the strat-
egic barricades ir CzpGemdcr, so that the fascist attacks could
te rencwed — 28 Ghoy Wi U'Ltia a vaek of the removal of the
strotegic barricnics.) -

#~

The CPB ‘'cxplauation' of +the praescent politicsl crisis is a
statcmcat of 2 numoer of gunzral factors that have been operating
during thc wheck of “he past half century:

w Us

"The

; political cri in ., Ireland ariscs _rom/lbugures ot

g2is
its economv. 1. N, Ixrcland is 2 colony tied to whe British
GCONOMV... 2. "he Zritish cconomy is in a state of crisis...
3. ¥, Ircland workers are supercxpioited by Britasin... 4. Pro-

fes»;nt workacrs arc s£lightly less oppresscd than Catholic wor-
kers... ‘These economic facts go a long way to explain the
political situation in ¥. Ireland.”

In exple2uatioa of point 1, the CTB remerks that "Ireland
providad Britain with food, raw matcriels and labourcrs In rct-
urn Britain dumped manufactur -2 geods in Ircland”. IF this is
intcnded to refar to the W, Ipelnwd cconomy, itl8o far from an
adequate comment that it must be conuidored an utter distortion
of the facts. 'The hcavy 1noustrv waich hes formed the basis of
the Ulster cconomy since 1o . in the 19th century has boen 2lmost
eatirely dependant ou the import of Tucl and raw metoriels, ond
manufactured goeds of the wost aavanced kind has formed a sizeeble
part of its cxporis., It is thce Southecrn cconomy that the CPB
decribes: and the diffcrence betwesr the Hwo has becn at the basis
of Partition., The Communist movument haz nothing to gain from

_3



make=-bclicve o this pointi.

x®

As to Point 4&: +o LHrv to <xplnin the solid support of tho
Protcstant workers for the ''nionist government in its conflict
with the Southcrn Wationnlist forces since the 1980s, by the
"slightly l.ss opprission" of the Protustont workers as compar.d
with the Cotholic workcers is ahsurd. Thel is preciscly given My
th. ruvisionists who tail-cnd the "ationalist »ourgcoisic: Cav
an industrial workiug class be bribcd wit*» 2 few miscrable crumbs
in 2 period of intcensc politienl conflict such 2s has cxistcd in
Ircland for most of th. prescnt centurvy?

There have becn periods of clesc cooperation on the cconomic
level between Cetholic -nd Protestent workers. Put this Geonormic
cooperntion has alweys beun disruptcd by polities. This fact
docs not suggest thet thoe differcnee in cconomic status is tho
main rcason why there hos been no development of politicnl 'unity
be¢tween Cotholic "nd Protestant workers.

The abscunce of Protestant-Catholic political unity of any
form is to be explein:d meinly by the fact that the Partition
conflict in Irish society was in substonce 2 national conflict,
exprcssing the conflict of cconomic interest between the two
scctions of the bourgcoisic. Ioch bourgeoisic m2intaincd ciffee-
tivc politic2l control of its own working cless movement. Each
bourgcoisic gave risc to pproprioctce socielist and rcvisionist
Communist movcments. Tho result wns that cven at the lovel of
socicl dcmocrecy and formal Communism thce idceologics of the con-
flicting bourg.oisics conirontcd »mce ~-nother.

Tven at its strongest dovelopment in the corly thirtics the
Communist movcement in Ircland ncver got to the bottom of the
Partition issuc, thercefore it could not decvelop n» form of polit-
ics which did no% reflcet the division inthe bourgcoisic. (Des-
peiring appcnls to the working class to unitc on 2n cconomic basis
could not tokc the place of o politierl analvsis of thc complic-
ations of bourgcois dcvelopment.in Irclond). Beeouse the Comm-
unist Party of Irc¢land did not get to the bottom of the political
division of bourgcois Irclend, it was itsclf divided by that div-
ision, Thun the Protustant workcer would immediatcly discern in the
Southcrn Communist movemcnt the cloven hoof of southernm bourgcois
nationalism, whilc thc southerrn worker would dismiss the TTortherm
Communist movement as Unionist. And in fact thc Communist move-
ments since the 1otce thirtics have been tail cnding their respee-
tive bourgceoisics. It is in this way that the total 2bscnce of
politic2l unity between Protcstant and Cotholic workers is to be
explainad,

T¢ ICO published the first marxist analysis of thi basis of
partition two vears ago, 2nd indicsted some of its politicel impli-
cation. This provided th: theorcticsl basis for the development of
a unitcd political working class movement. During the past two
years it has worked ot developing thot bssis. But the CPB compl-
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etely ignores the Marxist analvsis of the Ulster situation.

If 2 Protcstant sew in thce CPB pamphlct nothing but 2 refl-
ection of the change in strategy of British impericlism in Ire-
lond he would have somc basis for that vicw. It is certain that
the pamphlet will not further the causc of Commuanism ~mong the
Protestant workers, if it should cver find its woy among them.

>

Vic give below 2 bricf revicw of coverages of Yorthern Ircland
in the CPE poper TUVE WORKER during 1979.

Fehruary: "I'nearly every case, since protestantism came to
Ircland in the 1500s, catholics and protestants have fought sidc
by sidc for cmoncip2tion. M2nv of the risings have been init-
iated and led by protestants right up to the 1915 Rising nnd is
continuing in the strugplcs of the IRA to this dav" (our ~
¢cmphasis).

In foct the IRA has faniled totzlly to deal with the sectarion
question in Ulster, and since the carly thirties (when it became
the spearhead of anti-Communist reoction) it has functioned ns »
Catholic sectarizn influence. IRA scctarianism hns been blatant
in the present crisis.

"It was at this point" (dic¢ the truce period in 1921) "that
the policy of partition wns infiroduccd".
In foet the Stormont govoirament has alrendy becn sct up berore
the truce. And the partition clousc had becn n2dded to the Home
Rule Bill ia 1914, and accepted by the Irish Wationolists., 3ut
what do mecre detnils of historical accuracv like that matter to
rcvolutionary phrascmongcrs.

March: "The general cleetion in Ulster has come "nd gone,
with its predictatlc outcomec of vietory to thc forces of Tuac—
tion",

If by thc Toreces of reaction is meaat simply the bourgcoisic, tho
statement of coursc is obsolutely truc - -nd, in the context,
neaninglcess. But if the Poislevite forecs is me~nt, then tho
strtement is completely f2lsc. ‘The elecctions werc won hv the
bourgeois iforccs which s-w the nced for hourgeois democr-tic
politic~l reform ~nd wer.e working to ~chicve it. It wes not -
swceping vicvorT, but thev won.

This issuc of thc WORKER quotes f£~vour~bly ~ phrcsc bv the
trotskyist (I.8.) lc~der of mny ve~rs stonding, Michncl Forrell.
Whot wns needcd from the working cl-ss st~ondpoint wns "m exposurc

£ W~

of F~rrecll.

Moy: “his issuc refers to the "grll-nt role of the IRA" in
the 1930s. Ir the 1930s the IRA under the cxtreme right wing
le~dership of Twomcv, [eBridc ~nd Russcll wos the forec mainly
responsible for ~borting the strong rcvolutionnrv moviment of the
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crrly thirtics. Their politic~l role in the e~rly thirties has
been shown in the TFCO p rmphlct THE REPUBLICATT COYGRESS. In the
1~te thirties the lendership W“S mor:c or lecss foscist ~nd coll~b--
or~ted with the I'=zis.

W¢ nre told th~t "~11 progressive scetions" in Ulster hnve
~ccepted the 1 2ed for n Citizens Army "if thc quislings ond lnck-
¢ys of British impcrinlism 2r. to bec prevented from crucifying
the pcople of Ulster wet ~gnin". Morc phr~scmongecring. Even
the "gnllant IRA", so dc~rly loved by thc CPB, h~d ~ policy of
415"“m%3g the peoplc. The Truits of the militnary policy of the
TRA ~nd thc unspecificd "progressive sections" wros scen in mid-
hugust. The people of the Fnlls ~ren hnd to leocrn, uander the
terror how Lo improvise somec clementory me~ns of defcnce.

September:  "...the Irish working closs kunows its enemy very
WEll... Tvc renl question is: Whot is the rest of the Brit-
ish working clﬂﬂs t0 d0esa?M

The CPB re,jected the revolution~ry Leninist principle that 21l
sorkers opprcsscd by the s-me state should have n common rcvolu-
tionary orgﬂnis“tiOﬁ, Thev ndopted the nabion” 1list princivle of
Prrty orgﬁﬂ13ﬁ n T1c port nF which Lenin exposed so clenrly.
They orgoniscd, of”Bu’ Oh-ef H%i .o/ British n~tion (dogmatic-
211y denving ucotxnsb ““‘1on°11tv Horthern Irclond wos cxcluded
o thec nationc~l wriD01plu (~long w1t“ Tlong Kon§ 2 compnrison
which hns been repertedly made by opportunists). Bub here we

tind the N. Irelosnd workers included ns part of the "British wor-
7ing class" - though they must not orgoni: in common with "the
~est of the¢ British working clnss'.

"The sbsurd iden thot the armed forc s of Pritish impcrinlism
would be used in N. Irelnnd *o 'protect' the pcople from the ox-
cesses of British 1mpor1rllsm s loc~l ngents Chere we utterly
rcject.” What the CPB rejects, in fact, is the ~nslysis of obj-
zebive cinss interasts The 'absurd ide"' was » fact which only
7 hopcless phrns \mongor would dcny. The British Army did inter-
vene in 2 fascist pogrom to stop its excesses. It did so becausc
the imperi~list class intcrest did not in 1969 ruqulru fnseist
rogroms. When the imperialist interest did require foscist prog-
roms in Ulster it supported them. But the Brit 1sh rulin 2 clnss is
not so stupid s to n2llow -~ pozrom to develop unchecked when it is
not nececessnry to its interest. The British Army intervened in the
imperinclist intecrcst to stop 2n unnccess ry pogrom.

The CPB declores thot "Counnolly lives ~gnin!" Connolly str-
essed the working clrss necd for clear, conerchtc ~n~lysis, 2nd
c~rricd out mrny such “1“170b He nttaclted phrascmongering in 2
manner compar<ble %o Lenin's stﬁtemcnts or: the "revolutionry
iteh". The ICO has been applving Conrolly's ~ppronch with good
results during the pist few years. Buh the CPB rejects the ICO
ns "ultra-left' cte. In what organisntion, then, does it see Con-
nolly living 2goin?

(We hrve derlt only with the moin picce of phrascmongering.
P
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If we took up 7211 points there would be no  nd).

az

Prrt of =»n ICO lenflet circuloted in Belf~st is reprinted
in the Geptember issuve of TIIE WORKER. 3Since some members of thc
CPB b~ve been given illusions by their le~dership with regard to
rclatious between the ICO °nd the CPB - to the effect thot while
b2d relntions exist with the London section of the ICO, good rel-
~tions exist with the orgonis~tion in Irel-nd - wc wish to m-ke
it clear that the attitude to the CPRB which has been expresscd ov
over the yvears in ™E COMMUNIST is the attitude of the ICO, nnd not
not mercly of part of it.

The CPB, cunning in the wry of is kind, reprinted on ICO
coflet dealing entircly with on urgent immediste procticrl ques-
fion, which is probably the only document ever issucd by the ICO
on the Ulstcr wrisis wh'ch did not summarisc the ICO ~nnlvsis of
the bosis of Portition ~nd its explanation of the current crisis.
hs we have secr the CPR is in fundomental disogrecment with the
1CO ~nalysis, and itself circulntes on opportunist -n-lysis.

-~
+

We wish To make it clenr that if the CPB has 2nv reply to
n-ke to our critieism it will hc published in THE COMMUWIST. And
Lf the CPB sbhould cver find it in its interest to hove 2 public
dacbate, or = mecting hefween the two orgeonis-tions, to de~l with
she differenccs thnt cxist between us, it will find the ICO, -s
ever, 72arious for such 2 debote or meeting.

I L L O R i S o o = S A S A ST S SIS

SELECTION OF PANPULETS AVATILABLE:

The. Economics of Prrtition 2/6

In Defence of Leninism (an cxposurc of some hasic
trotslkyist positions) 2/6

The Palestine Question 1/~
Stalin: On Linguistics 3/-; Iconomic Problims of Socinl-

ism in the USSR 3/-; 0= Trotsky, 2/-; Or an article by
Engels 1/-.

Available by post (postoge %d per item) from G. Golden, 28 Mercers
Ron2d, London, i 19
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TITELLICTIAL TRVOLUTIONISM

The political strategy of the 'hourgeois working class'

school of 'Maoism' undcrwent a substantial development last month
with the publication oi CNCE ACAIN OF TFL IFTELLECTUALS. IN THE
LIGAT OF TIE TEACTINGS OF LEUIIT AFD MAO-TSETUMG" by A.H. Evans

(introduction bv J.Ai. Foffman.) The main theorist of this school
of '"Maoism' since 1%66, I. ¥enna, merely used the 'theorv' as a

justification for disrupiing *the development of a Communist move-
ment in Lritein. Te did not deal with the strategic problems of
a revolution involving an z2lite sect of 'Marxists' with no class

basis in thc societv, and a reactionary 'bourgeois working class'.
The Evans-'0ofi~an pamphlet is a pioreer work in thaf field:

"The danger is that the towns &nd cities 2re overlooked and
largely ignored and the setting up of highlv trained 'action
squads', sahoteur expcrts, never comes into the picture. Yet
how casilvy is a fachtorv or a power station put out of action.
The Tesult of 2 scrious shortage in the citiess z2nd Howns would
impediately lead to increascd mmemployneat, to a sharp drop
in the standerd of living of masseés of people. Such an inc-
reasc of pauperisaetion of not only th. orking class but the
Pt bourgeoisie - the 3liop kecpers - as well wonld buttress
the armed struggles of the countrvside. ™e trouble is that
our nmovement bLecomes permeated Lo the point of dominance by an
intellectual elite man~ ol whom arc incepable of facing up o
the harsimess, the vicious crueltv, of class struggle". (p2)
But isn't FEvenk notion a typical notion of a2 petty-bourgeois
intellectual fasecinated bv revolution?

"Marxists do not relv on spontancitv... Marxists belicve
in plamning, in preparing as far 2s possible for the Tuturc..e.
The time arrives when it is the dutv of Marxist rcvolutionaries
to 2dd ©o the terror of copitalim, to take steps to increase
Ethe number of unemnloved so that their pmass weighft presscs

——

more and moré heavily on the employved and partly emploved, so
vhat we draw this lebttcr over to us... The factory and not
the bhavrk is the heart of the copitalist system. Destroy the
factorv, the power housecs which feed it with current, and
another thousond, ten thousand or hundred thousand desperate
men and women 2re addcd-io the muber of totally uneploved.
Revolutiionarics must not shrink back from the destruction of
great citi z,; they a2ce not ours cven though we and ances-
tors built vhem. They belong to capitalism and sentiwent must
“not be allewed to interfore. The citics the working class will
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build for themselves will bhe infinitely more bLeautiful -nd
livable than any of thc past." ( »35). Tire, it seems, is thec
great weapon with which the pctty bourgeis 'Marxists' will
prolctarianise the bourgeois working class and provole them
into revolution.

Throughout the pamphlet there is n petty bourgeois fascinat-
ion with Gerrorism. A 'Morxist' elite of saboteurs will terror-
ise the bourgeois workérs into rcvolution., And in the construct-
ion of socielism tcrrorism is thc solution to all problems. The
likes of it hasn't been scen since Trotskv's Terrorism and Comm-
unism and his schemes for building socinlism in the wav thet the
bourgeoisic build their armies. In facu, Trotskv's sclames were
sanc and sober in comparison with the Evan-"'nfiman delirium.

According to Hoffman, the influcncc of the liberal intellig-
cntsia in Russian in the early twentics "pushed Lenin baclty, bit by
bit, from a firm adhercnce to the prianciple of equal woge pavments,
so that during the Stalin period, cqualitarianism as 2 guiding
policy, had hecen thrown out altogether. WNeither Lenin or Stalin
«esWere 2blc to sec clearly cnough that revolutionary tcrror, ra-
ther than "tcmporery' briberv, would have proved a mere effective
instrument for converting the intelledm] resources of the class
enemvy to the scrvice of the proletariat." (pii). Stalin once
remarked that peper will bear anvhhing that's written on it, which
is the most appropriate comment herc.

Lenin took great htrouble to ¢xplain why the "ew Lconomic
Policy (K.E.P.) w?s necessory: 2 ruincd cconomy, a dcclassed
working class (which Fvans denics), an overwhclminglv pett
bourgecois environment (which, again, Evans denies), the increasing
bureaucritisation of the statc machine end cven of the Party. It
was Lenin's view that in this situntior 2n intensification of ter-
rorism would merely have resultcd in a breakdown of its ¢ffecetive-
ness. he NEP was the only alt. nstive to the breakdown of the
system (whose confbradictions had alrcady giver rise to the Kron-
stadt rcbellion in Marc 1621.) Dut, of coursc, Evans and Hoff-
man do not agree. /bereas Lionin dealt with objective socinl reo-
lities, Zvans and “offman only deal with their ow» emotions and
fontasics. Bub the rotiion of Levin aching under the influence of
bourgeois liberalism is certainly a novelty: the notion is a very
‘origineal' plavthing.

w*

The pamphlet scems to have becon intended 2s 2 polemic against
the Irish Communist Organisntion (~r "Brendan Clifford and his
group oi followcrs in the ICO" . In various placcs the ICO has
becn Imown as "Pat Murphy's group, "Mick Murray's group", "Angela
Clifford's group" ctc. T2 the British "snti-revisionist movement"
the standard form of organisation has been 2 "leader" and his
little sect of Tollowers. We con guite understend that Tvans
should be inenpable of understandiag that another kind of organ~
isation is possible.)
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The main "criticism" of the ICO is on the peasant question.
It 2ppears that the ICO, secing everything in terms of Irclavd,
imagine that cvery peasant has "the mentality of the corner shop-
keceper", 2nd is & hardened pcttv bourgeois. They "bring with
them their perticularised knowliodge of thoe Irish and Fritish coun-
tryside ond opply it universally." (pi)

In the first place, the social structures of the 'Irish and
British countrysidc' are very different. Dig capitalist farming
is overwhelmingly prcdomirent in Britain, whrich is still far from
being the casc in Ircland. Fven within Ireland there are vast
differences. Rural bourgcois dcveclopment in the area of the
Jlster plantention has gone much farther than in most other areas.
But even there it is no®% mearly so developed ns in Britain.

Until late in the 19th centurv the most remarkable thing
ahout the peasantry in other arcas was the lack of bourgeois dev-
clopment among them. There was a2 very low development of the
market until the Land Acts of 1880-1902. In a previous issuc of
TIZE COMMUNIST, certain similariti.s between the Irish pcasantry
up to the lote 19th century =2ad the Asi2n peasantry were pointed
out. Wc did not, as Lveans suggests, attribute the "shopkeeper
mentality" of the mass of the Irish peasantry to the mass of the
Asian peasantry. The widespread pcasant rebellions that continued
in Ireland up the 1870s werce not madc by peasonts with the 'shop-
keeper mentality'. They were made by a revolutionary peasantry
whosc socinl circumstancos woerc akin to thosc of the Asian pcas—
antry.

Since 1220 therc has been a substantisl developnent of the
market in the Irish countrysidec, and in most areo2s Gthe shopkeeper
mentality has becomc dominaunt: though therc are still pockets,
chiefly in the Irish speaking areas, where the old attitude surv-
ives. The ICO has taken theis change into sccount in Ireland: butb
it has clearly recogniscd thet this change tas not yvet taken place
in the Asian countrvside, and that 2 strong basis for peasant rev-
olution remains in Indin, for ex2ample. It bas cven gone to the
extent of deoubting whether the bourgeois transformation of the
countryside is 2 practical possibility for the future. So much
for Lvauns' tale thot the IC0 secs the Asian peasant messes as hav-
ing the mentality ol corner shop-keepers.

i'wvaas says thaot "Our Irish comrodes have backed away from a
real struggle cgoinst t¢ Church, thev are frightened of its power,
its hold o the minds of thc people." (p2). We 2ssumc that he
refers to the ICO, The statment is completely unsubstaontiated,
The ICO has issuved both theorcticol and ogitational matcrial deal-
ing with rcligion. The subject has also been extensively dealt
with at public meetings in Dublin. Evans has not substantiated
the statcement bocausc he could nob, tocause it is merely a lie.
But there are thosc who do back awav from religion. In 1964
Evansg' colleaguc A, 0'7cill was influentinl in a grouping from
which the ICOC developed., O'Teill who was in 2lliance with some
trotskyists, 'backcd aswey'. Fe did cverything he could to pre-
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vent the emergencs of an openly Comnunist orgonisation. Due to
the influence of the Cﬁ sholic Chaeh "the Irish people weren't
ready" for Communism, we werc told. Beczuse they would have no
truck with this line, the group th2t later formed the ICO was
"sectarian", ultra-lcfit". ete.

£

Hoffman criticises thce ICO for "following Connolly's notorious
telicef that the stomach and not ihe brain is the seat of politics"
(pii). Hec presumably refcrs to the scetion on "The Economic
Basis of Politica" in Counnolly's WEW EVATGEL. Cecnrolly disagrecs
w:th the vicw "that an c;fbctlvc, aggressive politicnl force nmay
have its orgin, not deep dow: in the dailv life of the people
ut in The “r"*nﬁ of scme 121l dozen gentlemen... The truth Zis)
that the politizal movemernts of a countrv spring from the pulsat-
ions of its ccoilomic life".

1-
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"Examine the great revelutionary movements of history 2nd
you will f£ind That in 2]l c¢ases they sprong from unsctisfoct-
ory social conditions, and had their origin in a desire for
material well ba2ing. In ovher words, the s ot of progress and
source of revelution is not in the brain, but in the stomach."

"Where the mass of the people find existing conditions intol-
crable, nd imagince the— scs a2 way out, there will be a great
peolitical moenont; wﬂx_: Lh¢ sncinl cornditions arc not so
abnormally acute no z2mount of political orctory, nor vet cn-
operation of laders, con prnducc a2 movement."

The ICO cc rtainly agrecs with this "notorious belief": iv
is thc Marxist vicw of »cveclutiou. fHoffmnn, of course, does not.
foffman, apperantly, idcutifice material weliore a2nd capitalism.
The na2terisl class interes’ of the workers is not, in his vicw,
the force which hrings sozielism into being: it is a force which
generates capitaiism, The Dritish working class he sees as a
bourgcois working 011~s whose clzes interests orc opposcd to
socialism. Hoffrﬂﬂ, wvang aand Keana ore "revolutionaries" and
the worklrg Clﬁ‘u 501?,u01 There is, therefore, no class
basis for their rovo1u+low rv politics. The basis of their
politics is certainiy "the broins of somc half dozen gentlemen"
- cr intellectunls,

Lvens asserts that, on bis notion "the bourpv01o working
class" was bheld by Merx, ingels, and Lenin, "and their views in
the form of literallvy dozens of quotcs hlvo been placed before...
the ICO...2ll without avail". (p2). Evans' brezins "crcates"
not only the future but thae pasvt. But therc is no doubt about
the faets. In 1964/7 the Anti-Revisionist Tront (also Imown as
the Hends OIf Vietnam Commititce) was hbhe most representative body
of the anti-revisionist movenment in ILondon. It included memhers
of t e Forum group, i'¢ Manchanda group, the Birch group (W. Ash),
the Vanguard greun, the F.C.A. ’”fnna), the ICO and 2 number of
iadividuals, IHvous joiced in 1957, Ile and Keana began to propa-
gate the bourgsoois worling class line »% public meetings of the
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front. An attempt was madc, mainly by ICO members, to get Evans
to cxplain prociscly what he meant. Ienna had made his meaning
cle~r in 2an I',C.A. pamphlet which meintained that thc British
working closs lived on surplus value produced by colonizl workers.
Evons used the phrasc but did not explainfit.

The TCO s=2id that if LEvans meant thaot the British working
class was hecavily influenced by impericlist idecology, with a
relativcly small lesbour a2ristocracy bribed off (which was Lenin's
view), then thot was obviously correct. But if be took up Ken-
na's position, it wes 2bsurd. Tvons rcfuscd to give » straignt
~nswcr, but continucd plugging thec phrase ot public meetings.
Bventually it was decided to c2ll a specizal mecting of the Front
to discuss thc "bourgeois working class question". Lvans =2nd
Kenna would have had ample scope to explein their views. But
Lvans staycd 2woy with diplomntic toothache. Kenn2 attended but
refuscd to participate in thc discussion. Thev continued plugg-
ing the phrasc 2% public mectings, however.

Sincc it was cle~r that thev were not preporcd to engage in
on honest discussion of the matter, 2 motion on the subject was
proposed by the ICO a2s » shtatement of policy. Ivens immediately
sent in 2 st2*ement denouncing E. Clifford of the ICO, and resign-
ing from thc I'ront. Kcnna's group staved on. Since Kenna wes
chairman he was ablc to prolong discussion on the motion for
months (the libernlism of cther groups, who opposed Kemna's line
and deplored his tactics, would not allow them to support an
ICO attempt to deposc him from the c¢h-ir). Kennz2 stayed on for
ns long as hec could ohstruct, rcmeining Chairman to the end. Late
in 1967 be wolked out during the meeting and did not return. He
stole 2 considerable 2mount of property belonging to the front
which was in his posscssion (pruphlcts, plus =~ comprehensive card
indexing system on hanking and industrial inter-connections which
had been compiled by members of the Tront during the previous
yecar). Again, the prevailing liberalism proevented oanv action
being takon 2bout the theft - ¢ven though Kenna, 2as o landlord,
was c¢xceptionally vulnerable, Elementary class instincet has becen
sadly lecking in tho British enti-revisionist movement.

+#  As Tfor thc quotes that Evans talks about: ths s2me half
dozen quotes have becan turncd over agzin nnd agein. Thesc quotes
will bo dealt with in » pamphlct to be published shortly. In
context they don't bhuar the interprotation given hy the Bvaus-—
Kenna clique. The ICO position is that the cvolution of the
antagonism between capit~l and labour has becn considerably inf-
luenced by the impericlist naturc of British capitalism, and by
historical factors relating to its position as the first indust-
rial capitalist power. No othcr position than this was held by
Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stelin or Moo (Voffman, of course, has still
not comc up with substantiation of his attribution of the bourge-
ois working class position to Moo.) The view that imperialism
has negated the copitel-labour sntagonism in the imperislist
countrics is °n absurd dclusion of petty-bourgeois 'revolution-



~ries' vho nre over--ouxioua to become the great leaders of the
revolution. (Ovens. hovever. is now bcwlnnlﬂg to suspect that he
o7 have to wait wnfil his dcath to "grnin the respect of my
covking cless throughoul the world."  (p40)

Moffman writes "Arthur Tvans nrlone came out in 1965 after
dham s inaugural SACU 2ddress mnd e:pdszd the mon's slanders
ninst the Chincse people ond our Grent Tescher, Mao Tse-tung."
l_l) Two dccuments 2boui eedhonm, cezposing his function and the
‘oxmation of 20U, wewe iszucd., As far 2s we remember they were

igsueld on the same dny. Oae wag prcduced by Bvens: the other

v tthe ICQ.

e
0

Sen: othew poiute will be Heizen up liater, pnrticu"-rly the
“ans-Toffman ‘uriticism' of Lenin end Ctalin, which is considcr--
20Lly evberded beoe, 'Whe mere they "eriticisc® Linina and Stalin,
che mors do thelr Yerxibicisms" oring to mind the jingle thot
Lenin applicd Ho the "Marz critics':

o IS

w“nr: Tap deg nnst boe strong indged
1f o6t the clerhant be varks.

RPN T MR Y 2 SERNGRIN NS RELGICEREFIIRPPUN T RERIRTERERE R AR E

(The followiag nrbicle woe written on the basis of the July
snte in Ulster. The 1od romee to "Uoanollv's line on lumpen—
seoletarians”, is to o pesition 2otribubted to Connolly by E.
iwfann, with which lNeCorn expressed agreement. So far ns we
'mow, Uie allegoticn chat Conrolly held this position - which
nns often been astributed o him by trotskyist clements - is
“Lhout Ffeoundntio.

() TN

'his contributiou 0w coremis ot previously fome—
ilicr with the Trish situation shows thc vast superioritv of
zexious nn-lysis over the CPB's phr-scmongering "nd repetition
A7 imperitlist -nd revisionist cliches.)
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ULSTER

!

The politicel fact of the desertion of the Civil Rights
leadership bv the masses of Forthern Ireland has been, in part,
obscured by the press image of the degencration of legitimate
demonstrations into looting and vandalism. This fact - that the
masses are taking action at once independent of and condemmned hvy
the established leadership - calls for an explanation, and it is
fairly simple.

The Civil Rightc Association is bourgeois. Its social comp-
osition is an indication - CRA is mairly made up of hizh status
Catholics (teachers, businessmen.)

Secondlv, CRA will not (unless forced to by the Left) go
bevond its minimal liberal-democratic demands for electorzl ref-
orm, with passing references Lo ending discrimination in employ-
ment against Catrolics.

And thirdly, the forms of action used to back these demands
are wholly constitutional. FElections have been used as an end in

hemselves, i.e., in 2 bourgeois manner (this tactic was used in
ORA's good old days, sav October '68 to spring/summer '69, when
the masses had confidence in them.) Once elected, the MPs in
Stormong hsve fallen in with parliamentarism - accephting the gov-
ernment's timetable of reform ctc. CRA marches are also conshtit-
utional, given the role of the march in Ulster, ie, an expression
of sectarian domination over 2 territorial area. ZThe burning of
“3lic e tenders in Dungiven op July 12th is a2 non-political act-
ion by the Cetholic masses ond was expected retribution for the
two Orange marches through the 95% Cetholic town). But in the
main, the mrrches go thougk their own ghettoes, the borders are
not crossced. The abilitv of the Royal Ulster Coastabhulary to
order the route of 2 march obviously enables them to present 21l
marches a2s sectarian: 211 left-wing marches are forced into the
Catholic ghettoes.

The point about CRA, however, is that they want ta march in
the Catholic ghettoes, ie, thev are totally sectarian, fitting
willingly into the du=2list status quo of division and rule (erec-
ted in 1921 by British Imperialism). The CRA seces the Catbolic
masses as its constituency and its rcle 2s 2 pressure group on
their behalf. And the texture of its communication is moralistic:
"Out of 74 busdrivers employed by Fermenagh County Council, 73 are
Protestants! Is it not 2 disgrace?" (this for Protestant consum-
ption) and "Stay off the streets and behave like decent citisens"
(this for Catholic consumption).

Yow CRAS mcralism springs mcinly frem its bourgeois constit-
utionalism (like that of all Social Democratic groups to which it
is broasdly parallel, though, heing sectarisn, CRA can never achieve
the electoral majority). And it a2lso comes from the repressive,
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violent environment (in which it differs, crucially, from that of
other social democrats).

Ulster is = highl¥ reporessive state, The police hrave exten-
sive power (eg to prevent 2 post-mortem!) 2and heavv equipment
(guns, armoured vehicles) 2ad thev are centrally controlled by
Belfast, not by local watch committees. The RUC 2re the first
British police force o use fear gas ageinst the people on 12th
fugust., There are the B-specials, (the Crange Order in arms)
and the riot police. There are the Public Order Acts and the
Special Powers Act, passed br the gerrymandered Stormont.

Added to this is the cpposition of the Protestant worers to
any Catholic pressure group, for within the contex® of Ulster's
depressed economy, more jobs for Catholics means, simply, fewer
jobs ifor Protestants., This is a reinforcement at the base for
the sectarianism fostered by the Orangemen and militantly crus-
aded for by Paislev.

Within this framework, CRA's wcapons, the traditional arse-
nal of socisl democracv - clections, marches, moralism - ca2n be
seen by the masses to be pissing 2gainst the wind. Under capital-
ism this is a2lways so, but it is too obvious to be missed in
Ulster. At anv rate, it has not been missed; by the masses, who
realisc, 2nd act upon the knowledge of CRA's effectivencss. In a
non-repressive, capitalism, the incffeccetiveness of social democ-
racy is obscured, the messcs rarelv act independently.

Historicallv, the Catholic masses did support the CRA when
it scemed To present a rezl threat to the Unionists. Thev ans-
wered its clcection ~ppenls, and the old Motionalists were routed.
Following thes elcctions, the 'Opposition MPs' fell into traditio-
nal fake left roles and the CRA, after a six weel truce, resumed
action - peaccful marches. Reforms (undefined) were promiscd in
eight months.

Sceirng CRA's thrent tec Unionism fizzling out, thc masses in
crucial arces (Derry, then Belfast) deserted the CRA and continucd
to act. Pertly they reverted to the old trnditional Tenian consc-
iousness - 'Burn the Orange bastards out!' but some changes have
occurred: no longer do thecy vote 'ationmlist; violencc secms to
be expressed morc at the policc than the Protestants.

This r~ising ol consciousness (by no mecons as grent 2s has
been hinted clsewherc) is limited bv its scetz2rion, o»d histor-
ically is the recsult of unpleanned cxperience. That is, it hes
1little to do with the activities of the Left, whose imp2ct has
been minimal. Admittedlvy, *the Left sct things up like October
5th (in conjunction with thc predictable RUC response); but no
organic links with the pcople followed from this, »nd thc Left's
ability to rrise consciousiness is therchy limited. For (in Derrv
gt least) though the Lobour Party (thz orly functioning left wing
group 2lbeit with worker members) wants revolution, it docs so
only supcrstructurnlly. o nced is scern for participation in,
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lezdership of, moss action. They do not know what to do in rcl-
ation to the rioteers: UWhen, on Mondav 14th Julvy, counacil wori-
men cleared some barricades before a2 large crowd, no attempt was
made to hold o meeting to defend the barricndes, negotiatc with
the workmen, to orgnnise aond direct the nights' inevitable viol-
ence agninst the police cete. ate.

The same opplics Yo scuatting - it is 2 very spontancous,
cconomic cvent. L2bour Portv pcople perform the role of removol
men; haviang been osked to do so by the families, politics does
not enter into it.

Jurther in relation to the rioters, the onlw definite tend-
cney To emcrge from the party is a rejection of the mosses.
Porty men stood or the CRA cordon scparating policc and people,
o2ppils to stav home were issued, and therc was cormmcndation for
Connolly's linc on lumpenprolctarian - hc shot looters, to sav
this is to writc off Ulster's social unrest - to what exteant is
lumpen a meaningful categorv in underemploved Ulster? Tor the
unemployed, there, are hardly socictv's drifting castoffs, but
would-be proletariens ( whrose zmmigration to the UK eases the
tight labour market here). Aad how e2n people who will bomb the
police be rejected — what level of consciousncess is reguired of
the masses before the Left will lead them?

This matter is also crucial for the UK, for 2 decp crisis
in Ulster, ie, a2 revolutionar— insurrcction mcaning British
troops becing sent in ete. implies a nccd for revolutionary act-
ion in the UK. Tor only with such action could =2ny Ulster ins-
urrcction be successful; md such an insurrection would be an
invalunble issuc for mobilising class forces in the UK and prece-
ipitating @ crisis in thec 3ritish ruling class.

Por still the masses act, their militarv capabilities, if
not their political understanding, renching new hcights. Seeing
the determination of the messes, CRA 2nd the Ulstur Left (Derry
Labour Party, B. Duvlin) have been forecd to participatc in
somc manncr in ord.ur to retain somc link with them. For without
any link, any powcr they had will dissolve, they will be without
a constitucncy. This voltc-foce demoustratics that the provious
stancces, ic, of mwcpudiation, decrived not from politienl principlc
but from cn opportunist n~sscssmcant of the peoples' determination to
act. When this determivnation is high, they are no longer condemncd.

The CRA's link with the riotcers is bourgceois nnd parliamcnt-
erv - 2 dcputntion to the Tome Affnizds Ministcr to dcmand ncw
anti-riot tactics with thc threat of... morc dcecmonstrations.

The left's link is morc complex. On the one hand, E. Devlin
has gone behind the barricades oad helped ©to fight the RUC -
though, notably, this intcrvention wos post hoe, ic she can be
accuscd of tailism, of following, not luading mass action. And
on thc other hond shc has cnlled for Westminster to intcervenc,
that is, shc¢ hns demnnded imperinlist troops to supplement RUC

P .
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~nd B-Spceinl strength. Tre only role thess troops will pl-y will
be to bolster the bourgcois of Ulstcr (though no doubt 2t somc
price = incrcoscd estrinster influcnce in Ulster, n morc tTightly
circumscibed indzperdcnce for Stormort). But obviously the ino-
cdiste results of the sending in of troops will be the enforcemcnt
of 12w 2nd order, mn2ss ~ction will be c¢ffectively stopped. bBer-
nndette Devlin hos c¢~1lcd for the containment of the strugglec.

Revolutionnrv strugle ¢ n only be successful if the mosscs
arc orgoniscd ond ~rmcd: orgoniscd me2ning knowing where ~nd
when to strike witr the forces %o do so cffectively; ~rmed
meaning having the cohility to do battle. Until the Left secs
this and tronusforms itsclf into 2 porty c pnblc of orgonising the
pcople, there will he no successful revolubionnry insurrcction
in Ulster.

Their present relation is o paresitical one, they orc ridiog
the erest of ~ mass wave. They ought to have better links with
the people through o Bolshevik-type party, to choose the time ond
place for engogements with the ruling closs, to exploin teo the
masses how to win, ie, win nolitic~lly, not mercly militorily, for
the masscs in Derry con only win (partinl ond dcfensive) military
victorics.

That this is so, thot the Derry pcople ~re good =t s'reet-
fighting mcons the tosk of rnising consciousnass is not the only
one: they hrve materisllv demonstrated their desire To smash
the State. The need is for ~ Bolshevik poriy which con help the
messes orgruisc themselves to crush the encmy - though this tnsk
will not be occomplished in nauv short spnce of time.

And now thrt Belfast hns cxploded, now thrt Protestant ~nd
Catholic m~sses 2re¢ =2ttocking the police, showing they see thc
statc 2s an enemy, possibilities for ~ction by the Left multiply
2 bundred-fold, in the direction of uniting the workers. But c™
this be done bv the Peoples Democrnev? It is nccessory to state,
controry to the interpretation bv Farrell in -~ recent intervicw
in Uew Left Review, PD hesg in fnet less integrotion with the
proletarint than virtunlly ~ny othcr student movement in Britnin,
The lendership is 2lso scemingly negntive of present. Thirdly
their non-scct~risnism is ~ bourgcois non-scctnrianism - one of
religious frecdom to worship wherc onec will; not a revolutior-—
ary non-scctarianism, ic, an anti-churches position (bascd not
onlv an ~n intcllectunl theism, but on the social powcr of
religion.)

Only on thcsc lines ¢ workers' unity be built ~nd the pre-
sent situstion in Ulster cxploited.

RICK STE.AD 70&0690
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MARXISM ANVD MARKET SOCIALISM (On Stolin's 'Economic Problems!
part two) has rccently been published by the Irish Communist Org-
anisation. It reviews the writings of Marx 2nd Engels on the nat-
ure of the commodity, 2nd of the varieties of "market socislism"
that existed in their time. There is a chapter desling with the
history of "market socirlist" theorv from the 1820s down to the
present d2y. The main p2rt of the pamphlet carries out an exten-
sive analysis of thc writings of the economic theorists of modcrn
rcvisionism on the nnture of the commodity, thc basis of the com-
modity in socinlist production, 2nd the operation of the law of
valuc in "market socinslism".

This pamphlet, vafortunately, cornnot be compared with others
for critical purposes. It is the onlv one of its kind. That this
should be the casc is 2n ¢xpression of the cxtremecly grave theor-
etical weaokness of the onti-revisionist movemcnt. The esscntial
work donec by the pamphlet has becn nceded since the mid-fiftics.
Making 2llowances for the incvitable lag of consc¢iousnecss behind
practice (the lag between the opportunist revision of basic Marx-
ist politic~l cconomy and the Marxist analysis of that revision-
ism), this pamphlet is still =t lcast ten years overduc.

Availeble from the nddress given below ot 5/6 post frec.
*

contents

Northern Ircland (anolysis of CPB (ML) line) Page 1
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The employing class,(whether represented by the Daily Mirror or
Lord Stokes{l, are unanimous that something has to be done about
"inflationary" wage increases, and the strikes which force
employers to concede them and also cause losses in production.
Having worked for +the best method, they have adopted a three
prong attack,

First, with Productivity Deals, they introduce a "Take now -
Pay Later" plan.They know that with inflation the workers will be
driven to seek ever bigger wage increases. Under this plan, the
employer insists that the workers must agree to a Productivity
Deal which is aimed at reducing the labour force and introducing
more profitable techniques,(new machines and faster times).

The second prong is "the new science of Industrial Relations",
the purpose of which 1is to convince us that it is really only a
question of a 'communications' problem between workers and employ
-ers., If the workers could only learn reasonableness there need
be no ugly scenes. That is why shop stewards and personnel manag-
ers are sent to schools - to learn to speak the same language.

The third prong is the Government's Industrial Relations Bill,
This bill takes away rights which the Working Class fought hard
for, and won, In 1871, and 1906, These were the right for
workers to strike without the risk of being sued for the money
which their employers may claim to have lost, and the right for
the workers to strike in breach of agreements made between their
Trade untons and their employers. a o

Now the Working Class is being asked to 'respond to the call
for industrial action, demonstration, protest and 1lobby of
Parliament......to defeat the Tory anti-union bill'.

In fact, the cne-day stoppage cannot defeat the bill. Under
Parliamentary Government the party in power can pass any law the
ruling class considers necessary.

That is why the Labour Party can commit itself to "fighting"
the Billesseline by line in the House of Commons, and why Barbara
Castle accepts the task of leading this "fight". The Labour
Party refused to take a stand against laws on strikes and trade
unions at its Annual Conference. It would not oprose them
because the Labour Leaders accepted that laws were necessary,but
it can oppose the bill line-by-line because this will not prevent
its passage through Parliament.

THE TUC HAVE DECIDED TC EDUCATE "PUBLIC OFINION" ON THE BILL.
THIS WILL NOT DEFEAT IT EITHER!

The day of actioc on Sth Dec is also well within their rules.
A lobby of Parliament is when "your" member listens to your
point of view. And that's it ! A& one day's strike,(and the
"further action" promised by the organisers) y Wwill achieve
nothing, and that 4is the intention.

please turn over



The organisers of these "protests" do not intend to lead any act
-ivity that might force the Government's: hand. Their recent
history shows this quite clearly.

The whole object of their strategy is to build up opposition to
tne bill for +the exprexx purpose of rallying support for the
retura of a future Labour Government on the "promise" that it will
repeal or amend the legislation.

THE ALTERNATIVE,

To have called for action as a declaration of our intention - as
a first step towards establishing and developing the organisaticn
and ideas that alone can render the legislation unworkable - that
would have been taking “he first step towards defeating the bill.

Indecd, if sufficient numbers of those workers taking part in
the strike, demonstration, etc; have +this idea in mind it

will change the character of the activity regardless of the wishes
of the organisers.

The point, stressed here, is that power lies with the masses if
they make up their minds to use it.

In fact, the only way the working class can defeat the bill is

ty doing it for themselves and not relying on others to do it for
“hem.

This means orgsnising in order to ensure that the legislation
is unworkable at the point where it is meant to operate - the
workshop floor.

The employers know that they can only succeed if the workers
allow them to.

WE WOULD LIKE TO HEAR YOUR VIEVWS.

Why not come along and make your
contrioution to the discussion on Tuesday 8th December, at the
{ent Koom, Anson Hall. Cricklewood. N.W.2. &,,}ty

Anson Hz1l is situated at the junction of Chichele Road/Anson R4d;
Buses 266,260, pass the door.

Buses 32,16,245,816, to Cricklewood Broadway then 3 mins walk,
second on left down Chichele Road. Nearest tube station Willesden

Green on the Bakerloo Line, turn left on leaving the station, 5
mins walk to Anson Raod.

Publishedb by the N.W.London Workers Association.
116, Woodhal Lane, South Oxhecy. Herts.




	img001.pdf
	img002.pdf
	img006.pdf
	img007.pdf
	img008.pdf
	img009.pdf
	img010.pdf
	img011.pdf
	img012.pdf
	img013.pdf
	img014.pdf
	img015.pdf
	img016.pdf
	img017.pdf
	img018.pdf
	img019.pdf
	img020.pdf
	img021.pdf
	img022.pdf
	img023.pdf
	img024.pdf
	img025.pdf

