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"SPECIAL GROUPS TC BE FORMED"

CHOSEN FROM THE BEST
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SPECIAL CONSIDERAT ION WILL BE GIVEN
TO MEN WITH STRO NG BACKS, AND WHO
ARE DEAF,DUMB AND BLIND.
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IT IS GENERALLY AGREED UPON
nowadays that the great weskness
of the Republican effort during
the Liberation Struggle of 1917-
1921 lay in a2 complete absence of
-unity on pgolitical and economic
-.goals. ~The maovement of the day

represented a3 conglomeration of
diverse elements bound togsther by
what was essentiaslly ananti-Brit-
ish emotionslism. The common bond
which held the movement together,
indeed on which the movement was
founded, was forged from a-common
hatred ~for British imperialism;
and not.on a .common identity of
aspirations for the creation of an
independent Irish  nation. In
other words, the wunity of that
aoreat national effort was for the
most part based on NEGATIVE,rather
than on POSITIVE motives; and as
2 consequence,it was rent asunder
once it experignced the political
Pressures exerted on it
neaotiations with British imper
ialism. It is relatively easy now
to see how this happened, and why
it happened. United only in their

opposition to the colonial system

as it then prevailed, the soli-
darity of the Republican Movement
collapsed whenBritish imperialism
proffered 3 modified alternative.

This @alternative satisfied the
aspirations of some;and from there

on the story of what happened is
too well known to be repsated.

THIS HISTORICAL FACT IS
referred to here, not to detract
in any way from the magnificent
efforts of the Republican sold-
iers during the "Tan War"; but
rather, to demonstrate the need
for a thorough understanding and
study of that psrticular era --as
well as of others which preceded
and followed it -- so that errors
which contributed to failures are
‘not again repeated in the future.
It is acliche tosay that "history
repests itself;" but it would,
perhaps, be more correct to say

that MEN REPEAT HISTORY by their

stupidity and their reflsal to

take cognizance of past events.
. . S OF THE
Liberation War during he fore-

mentioned period,wss that it rep-
resented a Revolutionmary Struggle
without therequired Revolutionary
political leadership todirect and
retain it on its naturasl course.
Instead of a revolutionary pclit-
ical party, unified.  in its assp-
irations and strictly disciplined

THE PRIMARY WEAKNEE

it. by the .

in its functioning, to back the
IRA  and . convert its military
victories into revolutionsry pol-
itical gains; you had instead
what can, best be styled a "Parl-
iamentary Coalition" which:"funct-

_ioned as Dail Eireann. To be sure,

to brag about the
content of the
politicasl body which controlled
our fight Ffor freedom; but that
proved rather a cold comfort when
the same "democratic" body sold
the revolution down the drain in
1922. Une would think that Rep-
ublicanism had learned its lesson
frnm that experience. But no:
Only this year we again hear about
the ogreast need for "a vast and
diversified movement under the
Republican wumbrella.” 0One such
"umbrella" escapade should be
encugh for any organization; es-
pecially when on * that® occasion
"our allies" the GCriffithites

it was great
"Democratic"

"smartly folded said "umbrella" and

rapped us on the head with it.

ALL TOO OFTEN MILITANT
Republicans haveeither ignored or
failed to grasp the full signifi-
cance of political leadership,and
what to look for in such leader-
ship, so-zs to be able to judge
with areasonable accuracy whether
or not the pnolitical leaders can
be expected to remain true to the
objects for which the soldiers are
prepsred to risk their lives. As
a corollary to this lack of per-
spective on political leadership,
there is the inevitable absence of
appreciation on the structural
requirements for the political par-
tion of the revolutionary movement,
and on the fundamentsl prerequi-
sites of its programme and policies.
As a rule Republican™”sSoldiers
couldn't care less on-these mat-
ters, and this apolitical outlook
has, without fail, ©cost them
dearly in the end. No doubt, there
are many historical reasons why
militant Republicans show such an
apathy towards the political as-
pects of their revolutionary under;
takings. However, while these can
be understood, they cannot becon-
doned 1in the light of objective
revolutionary evaluations. And
while it remains our firm convict-
ion that Irish Unity and the est-
ablishment of & soverseign Repub-
lican state can never be reslizegd
without an armed strugale wherein
Republican soldiers will play the
decisive rols; we also hold with




gqual conviction the belief that
Republican soldiers will never
taste the fruits of victory until

that day when their revolutionary
military Oraenization is harman-

iously wedded to an Eggglix rev-
olutionasry political crganizstion
which will do in the political
Fisld what the solgiers will do

on the military one.

‘OVER THE YEARS SUCCESSIVE
generations of Republican soldiers
have shown thst they can fight as
sbly as others. Yet, ip each dec-
ade we see Others smash their co-
lonial chains while ﬂgcomblmue to
wesr OUrs. Why 1s this sao? lWe
can hardly blame the lelghtv nor
the weather. Neither can it be
attributed to our military inad-
equacies,because as has been said,
we think 1t self-evident that
Itrish Republican Soldiers canhaold
their own with anyone when it
comes to the art of guerilla or
insurrectionary warfare. Why then
have we failed where others have
succeeded? This was the guestion
we of AN PHOBLACHT asked ourselves
€some years basck. We eventually
found the answer, and it was a2
simple one; or at least, like all

such phenomenon it zppeared elem-
been grasped.

entary once it had

On studying the SUCCESSFUL rev-
olutionary struggles of the past
half century, it was found that
they all possessed one element. in
commaon; 3 disciplined revolution-
ary political quanlz ation, whnose
solidarity was firmlyv . founded on
an unqualified acceptance of a
specific revolutionary socio-pol-
itico-gconomic pronoramme. We
found that the scldiers of a sucs
cessful revolutionary struggle
were invincible, nut because they
were bettesr spldiers thanthaose who

fought in the ranks of movements
which failed, but because they
fouoht as the zpesrhead of an

effort that had bean cemented to-
gether by an unvielding and uncom-
Promising IEVDlULlD nary political

leadg:r:‘?__p_

IN ESSENCE, THE UNDENIABLE
key to success in all instances,
lay in the existence of a2 capable
revolutionary political leadership.

We know, of course, that there
are some who will dismiss this as
hoguwash: as we 2are aware that
there ar2 many Republican soldiers
who will view oll this tzlk of
politics with avery Jesundiced eve
indeed. Be that as itmav, we will
st.ill ask suchn men 2 Far, simple
guestions; and 0N answering,
legt them at least e homest with
themselves. ﬁﬁqq we ask, capit-
ulsted in 19227 Was it the IRA:
or, was it the ca3reerist pol-

"itical committments as

who somersaulted out of
ight jacket nf sz Republic"®

iticlians
"the stra

the first chance they got? And
again, we ask: who cut the ground

from under tharecent IRA campzign

in the North-esst? Was

it the IRA
men who strove to maintain the
fight under zbominable conditions;
or, was it the politicians who
could not restrain their desire to
immerse the whole Republican Move-
ment in extremely qlUestiocnable
political undertakings onthe Frese
State market? 'Tis about time
such guestions were asked; and
answered too.

WE CLAIM THAT THE BASIC CAUSE
of our failures inthe past can be
attributed primarily toan zbsence
of uniformity and firmness in pol-
itical ranks, and to a genersl
ambiguity on the guestion of pol-
a whole.
This does not mean that the pol-
iticians who hitched their cart to
militant Republicanism inthe past
in their personeal

were 1nsincere

feelings towards Ireland. No doubt
the greater number were sincere
after their own fashion; but most

assuredly,they were not committed

to the determined 2nd unremitting

such revolutionary
in our Rep-
And it is on

pursuance of
00als as are explicit
ublican traditions.

this latter score they must be
Jjudged, and on no other. Natur-
ally,the same criterion holds good
today and for the future; and we
say bluntly -to all militant Rep-
ublicans: be less impressed by the
personal sincerity evinced by those
whao aspire taopolitical leadership,
and instead, take 3 greater and
closer interest in what they
really stand For. Take notice of
and evaluate their statements.
Weigh their statements and pr-
DDD%ltl ns against past experien-
ces.ln other words,use history as
it shouldbe used; thatla,as a3 basis
to judge the value of their utter-
ances, and to assess the possible
and probable outcome nf their pro-

posals. Militant Republicans must
engage in this sort of homework
if they wish to avoid bGeing made

the playthings of political hypo-
crites

FOR OUR PART, WE HAVE NO DOUBT
but that militant Republicans will
always be on hand to take z crack
at British imperialism. VYes! and
at Her Majesty's Loyal puppetry
in Leinster Hnouse too, when the
time 1s right. We bglieve this
becaus=2 the people, from whence
such men spring, have always been
Fundamentally sound intheir alle-
glance -- despite occasional evi-
dence to the contrary .But asrevol-




utionsries gonscipusly . committ
to the prepsration of that FIN
CLASH, 1s our determined pu
-pese -to leave no stone unturne
to-gnsure-that - whem militant Re-
publicans march . =zgain, -political
ranks © and political activities
“will be as one with ‘them. T2
araft revolutionary politicasl lab-
our tothe traditional revolution-
ary militarism of our people, &5
the woodwork is combined with the
mechanism and barrel to maks the
effective rifle, thst is our aim.
The imperative need far such 2
combination should, - indeed must,
be obvious to all Republicans
blessed withordinary common sense.
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‘And it follows logically that to
do this we must begin by concen-
trating on the confusion and de-
ception which presently prevasils
within Republican ranks. Tg ex-
pose it and to show it fo what it

trulx is, so “that Rpoubllcan for-
mations are first placed on asol-
id revolutionary Ffooting before
they agsin turn their sights on
the common enemy.

THERE ARE pDLlTICIANv OF
QUPStlDﬂablE Republican. standing
presently. in the Republican .Move-
ment,who would have rank=and=file

IRA menm believe that we .of AN
PHOBLACHT are spreading..”false and
confusing theories" when we advo-

cate 2 thorough straightening-out
of ,and a general clean-up in, pol-
itical ranks.These self-appointed

guasrdians of our revolutionary
traditions claim, if you please,
that our object 1is "to gull the

politically innocent. ”—TTUAIRIJ|,
August, 1966) there you have it
Republican 5oldiers:to the Dublin
Wolfe Tone Society,whichpublishes
"TUARIRISC,and which is but a front
for the cligue who presently
aspire to take over the IRA lock,
stock and barrel,the ordinary IRA
man is but 2 political fonl, wheo
is in constant need of suitable
political protection and guidance
‘from the PDRUGSTORE INDIANS who
sit incouncil in the Dublin Wolfe
Tone Society. We, of course, care
little for the rantings of such
political pygmies. Inm the long run
they too will disappear like all

Sn

the other politicsl hucksters .who
have dogged the path of Irish
Republicanism in the past: they

possess nelther. the sbility nor
the 'will fo lead the Irish Revol-
ution, and they know this as well
as ourselves. No doubt, they will
continue for =a little longer in
their efforts to rstain their
reputation as coffee-shop rebels
at the expense of honest militant
Republicans. But the day of reck-
oning must eventually arrive, and
when it does, Republican soldiers

I
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will reali the correctress of
our present posttion, and act on
it. In-itself, that will be suf-
ficiemnt rewsrd-to -mll-- of us
associated with Am Photlacht.

IRISH REVGLUTION

LONG LIVE THE

AGOOD SPEECH!

ALL TOLD, CATHAL GOULDING'S
speech at the 5ean Trescy Commem-
oration was 3 good one. (See Nov.
issue of U.I.) Tc contest any
part of it at this stage,would be
to quibble over secondsry issues
to split hairs for the sake- of
argument alone. There is no dis-
puting the fact that the Irish
Struggle represents a3 conflict
between internal class forces, as
well as one betwsen national and
external interests;and this,Cath-
al Cfoulding capably demonstrated
in his speech.

BUT—

IT 1S NOT SUFFICIENT 7O POSSESS
the sbility to deliver & good
speech. And while weare in agree-
ment with the sentiments expressed
by Cathal Grulding, we sre, none
the less, compelled to place his
address in context with other
sgntiments expressed by his ass-
ociates, 50 3s to determine 1its
long-term wnrth. You see, a good
speech is all right;but unless it
is sssoclated with an appropriate
course of action,its significance

cannot. be Dthpr than ﬂefllqlble
N OUR DPIN%%

CATHAL'"S SPEECH
louses  much of its weight when
read in conjunction with some of
the visws expressed by Tnny Meade
in the November U.I. Cathal is
unguestionably correct when he

asserts that the rural and urban
working classes “must wunite and
Fioht their oppressors." Zut how
are w2 to interpret this, when
in the same paper Tony Meade says:

"There 1s however anew element in

the willinaoness to  use force;
namely that this force will be
defensive. "

_jﬁJQMSL}x-~_

UHEN TUNY MEADE TALKS ABOUT
using rce inthe DEFENSIVE sense,
he is nmt talking inrevolutionary
terms;becausze -evolution, whether
in its pelitical or military asp-
ecte, must of necessity proceed
v the taslis of an OFFENSIVE stra-

Meade,whether he ' knows
., 1is *alVimq of force in
tratecic sensz inhis artlcla

UEST!ON 1S -

WE TO TAKE CATHAL
speech? 3y itself it
Contirued page 12.

and

0=
3
=]

th
w
[

ot g
@ 3
(o]

@

4pr




IRISH REPUBLICANISM

NEEDS ITS ARMED MEN 3

FYVER SINCE THE FOUNDING OF
the IRB in 1B858,Republican objects
have always had s continuous o0rg-
anization of armed men to sustain
them. It is true enough that the
ranks of the Republicean Armed
Force were st times thinm; but
few or many, the armed men werTe
zlways there to serve as 2a solid
foundation for every new attempt
against the British imperialist
exploiter. When hopes of victory
were high, 1t was the efforts of
srmed Republicans who made them
so! when hopes reached a low ebb,
it was the same armed menwhao kept
the flame of sepsratism slive, to
blaze anew on yet ancther day.
While there are organized men
with arms at their disposal, who
are dedicated tothe revolutionary
csuse of Irish Republicanism, our
history shows us that our cause
can rise from the lower depths
with tremendous rapidity. When
such an armed. organization isbro-
ken, our history shows wus. also
that it could well takeover half-
a-century to overcome the loss.
Men with arms have been the great
salvatiun of Irish Republicanism;
A matter what their numerical
strength they have always mede
Republicanism a force to be feared
and dreaded by British imperislist
and his Irish hireling alike.
Without such armed men Republic-
anism could well bscume a thing
to be despised by those same
parties. It is well that 21l con-
temporary lrish REpublicans ponder
these points.

ON NUMEROUS QCCASIONS ATTEMPTS
have been made in the pages of AN
PHOBLACHT to swaken Republicans,
and especially IRA men, on the
dangers tothelr organization from
the designs of theso-called "Pro-
gressive” group who operate in
Leadership circles. Amongst other
things warning was given af aplan
to disarm the IRA, and eventually
disband it altogether. The Dir-
ectorate who decides thepolicy of
AN PHOBLACHT have refused Pper-
mission to document my specific
charges from files inour possess-
ion, at least for the present;and
perhsps they are wise indoing so.
This places myself in the awkward
position of being wunable to say
what Iknow,and what I think ~fher

PADDY MAC

militant Republicans should know.
However, 1 can at least say this
much to =2all IRA men: If you now
have arms, KEEP THEM, and don't
be fools enough to be taslked into
giving them up under any pretext
whatever. Local Army units always
possessed the RIGHT to look after
and protect their own arms; this
right has been jealously guarded
over the vyears; if it is relin-
quished now, YOU CAN SAY GOODBYE
70 THE LRA.

THE GENERAL ATTITUDE OF THE
self-styled "Progressives” towards
the Army, is clearly shcown in the
nCaptured Plan" which wasreleased
in part last May by the Free State.
The I1.R.P.B. denied of course that
this "plan" ~constituted policy.
True perhaps; but knowing its or-
igin we can positively report that
it represents a policy which the
"Progressives” will implement when
they are in complete control. The
contents and style betray 1its
snciagl-democratic origins; and if
there are some who may not know
what s social-democrat is, he is
sn erstwhile socialist who hasbeen
reclaimed by capitalism--a rubber-
kneed species of mankind ( class-
bastard if you will ) who has Dbe-
trayed a revolutionary cause for
the condescension of the rtoling
clsss. Under the heading "REVOL-
UTIONARY™ this "plan" proposes
amongst other things that Army
training and indoctrination in
future be designed "to back up and
consolidate revolutionary (sic)
action initisted LEGALLY, rather
than to initiateactinns TLLEGALLY
relying on the political organ-
ization to 'explain away' =as has
been the case hitherfore." It 1is
surely an inmdicatinn of the con-
tempt in which the author of this
"nlan" holds the men of the IRA,
and also of the security he must
feel he possesses with the present
IRA leaders, when he can openly
vilify the actions of the IRA in
the srea of its leadership,calling
them irresponsible,and ~renuiring
a long-suffering Sinn Fein to
explain them away- Other than
this,however, the key tao the par-
agraph is LEGALITY. In the
suthor's view, political asction
25 defined by the laws of the free
Stste represents LEGAL action,and




must regulate the future actions
of the Republican Movement; while
all action prohibited by the lauws
of the Free State is ILLEGAL, and
must be avoided by thes movement.
This is surely the neatest piece
of mative revisionism that has
appeared for a long time; indeed
it putshines Dev's somerssult on
the "Osth" by 2 lopg shot.

IT IS BAD ENOUGH WHEN PEOPLE
of qguestionable  political back-
ground areco-opted into the reslm
of Republican leadership, but it
goes beyond my powers of comp-
rehension when proposals by such
penple, in which the soldiers of

the IRA arelabelled irresponsible

characters due to the ILLEGALITY
of their actions, are not alone
tolerated but given 2 brazen dis-
play in apaper styling itself the
guardisn of the Republican csuse.
And in case there beany confusion
35 to what paper I refer to,it is
the UNITED IRISHMAN. According to
this attitude, the 'S6 campalign
was an ILLEGAL undertaking, which
Sifin  Fein~had . to "explain away."
So also was &the attack on 5 Bri-
tish gun-boat by Richard 2ehal,
and his subsequent escape from 3
Free State jsil. No doubt this
ILLEGAL and “irtesponsible action

on -the part of Behal accounts for

his recent dismissal from the Army.

But then, as many of us have found
from experience,the present lead-
ers don't want men in the IRA who
believe in fighting; by far safer
are the sort who prefer talk to
action.

TO MY WAY OF THINKING, IT IS
very obvious that any "revolution-
ary action" which can be initiated
without transgressing the laws of

the Free State, must be of a very
primitive and elementary sort.

How can it possibly be otherwise?
However, having drawn 2 rather
fFanciful picture on the process
by which the Republican Movement
is to set up a "Dual government®,
the "plan" concludes: "Eventually
...(this) wouldbring the two state
structures into head-on conflict.
This would be the signal for the
completion of the job by military
action.” Did anybody ever hear
such crap in all their lives??727?
Who exactly will conduct this
"Military action" is left hanging
in mid-air, since the "plan” hag
pPreviously proposed that "Under no
circumstances should the Army
recruit...on thebasis of an emot-
lonal appeal to arms;" and that
1t would only be ‘"necessary to
train some specialist groups in
technigues for the harassment of
the military." This latter pro-
posal, by the way, 1is deemed ss

o

"the classic gusrilla trump card.”
But to anyone st all familiar
with the techniques of revoluti-
onary qQuerilla warfare,it is obvio-
us that it represents nothing
more than 2 perverse form of neo-
Blanguist =adventurism. A war of
liberation based on guerillas war-
fare cannot be won by "specialist
groups";it relies primarily on the
armed masses; but methinks the
men behind the great "plan" have
2s much fear of an armed populance
as have the present ruling clique.
The only thing such ".specialist
groups" <cnuld be used for is to
create a temporary excitement by
attacking military posts in the
6-counties, and which could be
used by Sinn Fein in & Free State
election as a sort of election-
eering gambit to secure votes. In
plain language, =2 so-called IRA
organized slong these lines, would
be nothing more than 2 tool in
the hands of politicisns, who have
no intention of taking any chances
themselves insofar as shouldering
a gun for Ireland is concerned.

FOR MY PART, I VIEW ANY
proposal to limit or restrict the
future size of the IRA, as a pos-
itive step to place that organiz-

‘ation in a completely subordinate

position topnlitical horse+raders
at best; at wnrst, I think it is
a step to do awasy with the Army
altogether. An IRA composed of »
few "specislist groups",is an 1RA

easily dictated to, and readily
shoved around. Regardless of

whether or not the majority of IRA
men agree with our political pos-
ition, the maintainance of, and

‘8 primary reliance on,a Republic-

an Army is, tn us, fundamentsl to
the success of aliberation strug-
gle which must be fought in the
future. Only 2 fool,a coward, or
2n gnemy zasnt would say that the
issues which separate the aspir-
ations of Trish Republicanism from
the prevailing Partitionist reg-
imes can be resolved without the
use of FORCE. The present set-up
was instituted by FORCE: it has
been maintained ever since by
FORCE; conmsequently, it can only
be DESTROYED BY FORCE. The msnner
in  which FORCE will be used is
immaterial at this stage, since
there are innumerable ways inwhich
it can be employed other than in
the form of revolutionary guerillsa
warfare. But FORCE IN SOME SHAPE
OR FORM will decide the issue;and
to ensure that Republicanism cen-
tinues to possess the chance of
success,an Army must bemaintained.
There is no other rnad, there 1is
no substitute for 3 strong Rep-
ublican Army based on the mass of
the people and we MUST BEGIN NOW _TO




BUILD THAT ARMY. As I seid at
the outset, the present IRA can

serve as the foundation for the
effort -- the struggle --which must
come if we =3re to be free. Sut

it is,after all, up to the pres-
ent IRA men todecide whether this
be so or not. Regardless of what
they decide now, the future will

still see 2 revolutionary army
in the field in Ireland. The only
difference will be: is it to be

a rejuvinated IRA uWhich will lead

the fight for freedom; or is'that
organization, like the IRE before
it, destined to end its days 1n
NATIONAL DISGRACE?

THE YAHOOS ano AN PHOBLACHT

IT WOULD SEEM THAT THE CONTINUED
appearance of AN PHOBLACHT is hav-
ing an upsetting effect on thnse
who are strenuously labouring to
deactivate Irish Republicanism of
its revnlutionary content. The
Yahoos and political con-men, who
are making so bild a bid to drag
organized Republicanism into the
social-democratic orbit, find it
3 little disconcerting to see nur
modest paper make its raounds reg-
ularly. They try their best to
ignnre it -- at least in public!
but in private they fume,rave ang
voice all sorts of dire threats
against AN PHOBLACHT
who publish it.
time tn time, been informed frnm
friendly sources that the Yahors
are cnntemplating nur destructinnp;

We have, from

ar, as they themselves have s0
quaintly put it,"We will take care
uf that crowd." "We will do them
in." Ffrankly, we are little dis-

turbed by this sort of nonsense;
we can take care nof oursslves.
And we most certainly will not
desist inm our efforts to ExPOSE
thnse who are presently tryina ta
send IrishRepublicanism careering
down the road tn parligmentarian-
ism in "Jnhnson's Motor Car."”

SURELY, IT MUST BE APPARENT TO
all that the Yahoos are in & VETY
weak pnsitinn, when the only ans-
wer they can give tn nur expssure
of their tactics and pnlitics 1is
a series nf threats against our
paper. If their position was cne
truly in accord with the revnlut-
lunary traditions nf Irish Repub-
licanism, they would have little
difficulty in demolishing any
statements forwarded by nurselves,
Or any nne else for that maztter.
A muvement which is pursuing a
course of actinn that is in har-
maony with the principles on which
it was founded, has little need
for ambiguity and double-talk when
presenting 1its policies; it hss
little tn hide weither from its
friends or its enemies. If its
leadership- are attacked on the
basis of non-allegiance toprincip-

les,they cananswer loudand clear
and indefiance nf 3ll azsszilants.
However, it is verv apparasnt that

and the men -

the present clique at the head of
the Republican Mnvement are in no
such a pnsition. They are formul-
ating and implementing policies
diametrically oppnsed tn . basic
Republican values; and when they
are charged on this crunt, all
they can dn is try andcover their
trgcks by attacks and threats
against people like ourselves,whn
have every RICHT as Republicans to
be cnoncerned with such goings on.
As Republicans who have served
under atms in the cause of Irish
Republicanism, we nf AN PHOBLACHT
have EVERY RIGHT. to wvnice our
cpininns. Mnst assuredly, we have
a FAR GREATER RIGHT tn be concer-
ned with the fortunmes of Repub-
licanism, than a3 few nf the char-
acters whnare presently exercising
cnnsiderable influence inthe dir-
ection of Republicen affairs, and
who have never shown awillingness
to fight for the cause.

FOR OUR PART, WE HAVE SHOWN
a willingness from the start tu
debate the issues which, in our
view, cnnstitute a downright
betrayal of Republican traditinns.
When we have made charges,we have
always elaborated nnthem;and have
even offered our npprnents space
in our paper tn contest any stat-
ement we make at any time. We
will debate the issue inany paper
the Yahcos decide o©on; we have
nothing ta hide.

IN OUR OPINION,IT'S ABOUT TIME
Republicans throughnut the country
awnke to the fact that there's
saomething damn rotten about the
present set-up. The Republican
cause 1is being manipulated by
social-demncrats, whn are endeav-
nuring teo steer it slong a cmurse
compatible to  their own goals,
and nnt ours. We would suggest
that the proteges of theCrnn-lily
Assnciation, etc. return to the
orbit of the British Coammunist
Party,and keep their cotton-pick-
ing-fingers nut of our business.
The Irish revolution can dn right
well withnut their "contritutiung®
geither tn the "theory" or the
practice ~f our struggle; AND
THAT'S A FACT !tr!
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-TERMS SUCH AS FREEDOM, DIMOCRACY
and independence, to name but a
few, come., readily and eassily to
‘the lips of all politicisns.. For

their part,free State politicians .
~ean-and do--wax eloguently on = the

bountiful benefits of FREEDOM now
being enjoyed in the 26- county
zone; and for good measure they
‘will zlso throw in references to
the INDEPENDENCE of the state since
the Treaty, and the DEMOCRATIC
manner in which it furctipns. For
my own part I will,in 3 moment of
weakness, admit "to the distinct
possibility that -at least agoodly
number of these Free State polit-
iclans are actually sincere when
they use such terms. Because when
all is said and done, the most of
them are a little short on brain-
Power anyway,so that it is highly
imprubable that they could, even
if they wished,master the intell-
ectual demands of a Machiavellian
career. 0On the other side of the
coin are -Irish Republicans, of
whom very few will be found to
entertain even for 2 second the
notion that such interpretations
‘on the part nF Free-staters could
come within a mules screech nf
legitimacy. When I say Irish Rep-
ublicans, I naturally refer to
that hardy class who wholeheart-
edly subscribe to our traditionsl
revolutionary position;and do not
include themilk-and-water variety
who, it would appear, cannot make
up their minds one way 0or the
other. Such a division of opinmicn
1s 3 very rough one; but at least
it serves as asimple means to
demonstrate that ungualified ref-
erences to freedgom, democracy and
so farth,are totallv meaningless,
since one man's concept of free-
dom could to another mzan nothing
short of slavery.

ALL OF THIS IS BY WAY OF AN
introduction to a very serinus,
and a very pressing subject,which
is: the paramount need on the part
of Irish Republicans to place
before the people their exsct def-
inition @ of freesdom, democracy,

naticnal sovereignty and equzal
Justice, "~ as they apply: to the
socizgl, ‘'political and economic

status of the national community.

By mow the mezjority of the psople
have had a bellyful of rthetoric
and - cross-roasds oratory when it
comes to talking about our fight

"homewnrk on this whole

- on  the

for Freedom. 5o that it is about
time, I think, that all Irish
Republicans, and especially those
who aspire to positions of leader-
ship, did some long-neglected
question,
and came up with some straight-
forward and -meaningful answers
for a change. Certazinly, such an
undertaking would prove by far
more productive in the long run,
tham all this grandiose and mean-
ingless chatter at present about
building mass movements,marshall-
ing united fronts and what have
you. Surely, 1t must be obvious
to all sensible men and women that
Irish Republicanism can never get
anywhere until it has Ffirst es-
tablished precisely where it is
heading. As things now stand it
would reguire thecombined efforts
of an astrologist and 2 numer-
nlogist to come up with even a
calculated guess as tothe direct-
ion organized Republicanism . is
Neaded with respects to social,
political and esconomic goals.

IN AN ATTEMPT TO THROW SOME
light on the whole subject,  and
at the same time give our views
matter, I will outline
briefly some of our ideas as they
pertain to social, political and
econamic freedom. - ~

POLITICAL. EREEDOM:

‘evidence is

-WHAT IS POLITICAL FREEDOM?
at least, what do Irish Repub-
cans consider to be political
eedom? For example, do the
oreticians who presently chart
e*course of the Republican Move-
nt consider an executive power,
based on a parliamentary majority
within a legislative assembly
elected by wuniversal suFFragey
to embody the essence of zuniver-
sal pnlitical freedom?Personally,
I would deduce this tobe the case
from the various statements eman-
ating from the present Republican
leadership; although it must also
be granted that they have gener-
ally enveloped their position on
this matter with such confusion
and contradiction, that all ded-
uctions are extremely hzzardous
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aiffasirs at .best. However, for
the sake of argument,it is allow-
able tno speculate when concxete

lacking; and if the
chuhllcan leadership dDES aPCPDE
the foregoing politicel arrangement



3s snessentizl basis forpolitical
freedom,then, for one thing they
have neither political nor moral
justification Ffor persisting in
their Abstentionist policy towards
the Free Stete Parliament, since
political freedom, as they accept
its definition, flourishes in the
Free. State. Should the Republican
leadership reject . the foreqoing
basis for political freedom, what
then do they proposge inits place?

To date, no ealternative has,toc my
knowledge, been forwarded. Which
would tend to imply that these
people, if they have thought at
all on the subject, accept the
prevailing parliamentary system

of government asbeing essentially
indicative of political freedom as
they themselves would practise it.
0f course, they will tell youthat
they stand for a National Parlia-
ment, as against the two region-
a2l bodies now in operation.However,
the fact remains:freedom does not
relate to geography, but only to
theoretical principles which gov-
ern the uperation of the state. So
that, if the principles of parl-
iamentary government are deemed
productive of a universal politicael
freedom when applied to a32-county
assembly, they must also be
accepted as producing the same
thinmng when operative 1in 2 lesser
jengraphic ares such as  the free
S5tate; because neither the add-
ition mor the subtraction of terr-
itory can be construed as having
any-logical relationship to prin-
ciples of government as such. By
the sameg token, if theparliament-
ary system isconsidered toinhibit
or restrict thebenefits nf freedom
to the majority when it functions
in one section of the nation--the
Free State for example; then, the
same system of government cannot
do otherwise than act inprecisely
the same fashion 1f 1t were wused
as the basis for a National Gru-
ernment. It would be extremely
interesting to hear what the the-
oreticians of the Republican Mov-
ement have to say onthis subject.
Perhaps they could be enticed to

give us all their opinions?

FOR OUR PART, POLITICAL FREEDOM,
insofar as the Nation's majority
is concerned, implies both the
absence of external or foreign inf-
luence and the absence of a nat-
ive minority ascendancy, in the
political life of the nation. On
this basis, we of An PHOBLACHT
reject all ideas that political
Freedom exists 1in the State
zone at present. We doso firstly,
because we contend that British
imperialism continues to exert zn
indirect, but nevertheless 2 very
positive influence on Free Stats

Free

politics,through an uninterrupted
domination of its economy. It
should be readily spparent that
this conditionautomatically places
severe restrictions onthe freedom
of the state asa political entity.
Secondly, we maintain that the
parliamentary system through which
the Free State 1s administered,
imposes considerable limits onthe
political freedom of the majority
of the people. That is to say,
the system favours a minority at
the expense of the majority. Thus,
insofar as the Free State is con-
cerned,there presently exists two
distinct forms of restrictions on
political freedaom: 1) the state
itself is not a fres agent pnlit-
ically; 2) the majority class
within the state do not enjoy a
political freedom equal to that
ensured td s minority by virtue of
the system of gnvernment in vogue.
It is important to understand . the
fundamental differences between
these two limitations on freedom;
especially when 1t comes to dec-
iding on the form of government
best suited to a 32-county nation
state. It is easy enough to see
that such a nation state -must be
liberated from the domination of
all external influences; but 1t
could be as easily nverlookedthat
unless the class factor is also
taken into consideration, a 32-
county nation statewill asreadily
exhibit sll of the social inequal-
ities and injustices as presently
fFlourish in the Free State.

UNIVERSAL SUFFRAGE: THE GREAT MYTH

ALTHOUGH IRISH REPUBLICANS
reject the proposition that pnl-
itical freedom exists in the free
State;their objections are invar-
iably tenuous, especially when
they are presented with the re-
joiner thst the government of the
Free State is demonstrably  based
on the democratic foundations of
universal suffrage. The protag-
onists of parliamentary government

will say: the Free State is duly
olected by the people; it is com-
pletely dependent on the will of
the people, who <can reject it
through the democratic process
whenever they so feel. This is a
glib, and much wused defence of

psrlizmentarianism; and how often
have Irish Republicans heard it,
both in defence of the Free State,
and 2s o basis for condemning
their onwn alleged "undemocratic"
activities? Many times! And yet,
despite the fact that- this tran-
sparent hoax can easily be demol-
ished, I have yet to hear it con-
tradicted by the intellectual elite
who lead the Republican Movement;
and who aspire to lead the people
to freedrm thrrugh that movement.



Ubviously, such 2 fzilure must be
attributed either to 2 complete
lack of political education; or,

to the fact that the present Rep-
ublican leadership, being itseglf
committed to the ideology which
perpetuates the hoax, has no
intention of enlightening either
the movement which they lead, or
the people in general. It has to
be either one or the other!

TO EXPOSE THE HOAX WHICH CLAIMS
that parlismentarianism, being
founded on universal suffrage,
automastically signifies the pres-
ence of a general political fres-
dom, it is necessary, first of
all, to reiterate anessential and
undeniable historic truth. Which
is: that allhitherto society rep-
resents a3 multi-class structure
within which anunsessing canflict
for ascendancy has prevailed be-
tween the various classes. Wolfe
Tone underlines this cless struggle
during his own time,when he wrote,
"the French Revolution became the
test of every man's political
creed, and the nation was fairly
divided into two great parties,
the Aristocrats and the Democrats. "
From the existence of such sclass
struggle it follows as 3 logical
consequence that aparticular form
of government, functioning in any
particular socisl structure at any
given time, must invariably rep-
resent an  administrative medium
through which the interests of the
cless then in power are protected
and forwarded. Because, while
class struggle remsins the rule,

cless power must remain tne nbject.

This means, of course,that social
class is the only conceivable
basis on which it is possible to
determine the values of freedom, as
it applies to the political,
economic and social affairs of any
country. And, as s cOnsequence,
when Irish Republicans are deter-
mining the extent of political
freedom in the Ffree State, or,
when they are formulating ideas an
an order of things for ad2-county

Republic which is tao incorporate
2 popular socisl, political and
gconomic freedom, they must pro-

ceed on the basis of class suslu-
ations and none other. :

RETURNING NOW TO THE QUESTION
of freedom @as it pertains to =
mode of government incorpnrating
universal suffrage,it can hbe sszen
that the class factor must also be
introduced into calculations be-
fore an equation iscomplete which
tan produce ameaningful resultant
relating to fresdom in political,

economic and socisl terms. far
instance, it can be held that
universal suffrzge plus ma jority

rule equals
wheress it
that wuniversal
equals the sams
universal suffrage plus minority
class rule will equal popular
freedom. Proceeding from this it
is, therefore, cbvious that the
association of universsal suffrage
with the contemporary parliamen-
tary form of government is not of
itself sufficient Ffor claiming
Popular freedom to be the iney-
itable result. Quite thecontrary,
since the class factor associsted
with parliazmentary government is
undeniably bourgeois or capita-
list, this automatically imdicates
the existence of a minority class

2 popular free-
cannot be said
suffrage =alone
thing, or, that

class
dom;

rule which must, due to the
dynamics of the class struggle,
result in limitations on freedom

as it applies tothe witrkingclasses.
All Irish Republicans who are in
any way perceptive can readily
see that such limitations exist
in thefree State,and in any other
state for that matter which is
run according tothe principles of
parliamentarianism. What they do

nnt seem to grasp as a rule, is
the real cause of this state of
affairs. Generally, Irish Rep-

ublicans view the inadequacies of

parliamentarianism in Ireland as
resulting mainly from the part-
itionist origins nf the two par-

liaments, and the partitionist
framework generslly within which
parliamentarianism now functions.
Acecording to this simplifi-
ed apprnrnach,the limitations nowso
obvious, especially with respects
to economic and social matters,
will swiftly disappear ocnce the
netion is opolitically re-united
under a 32-county parliament.
Unfortunately, thers exists no
historic precedent tc justify such

3 sanguine view.

IT IS AS WELL, PERHAPS, TO
elaborate further as to why univ-
ersal suffrage lacks any real

substance, insofar as the working

classes are concerned, when it
relates to parliamentarianism:
because it is apparent that many

continue to be
by the illus-

Irish Republicans
grestly captivated
ions freedom this particular
gimmick inspires. To the working
class majority, the right to vote
Is practically useless as a means
of improving their stestus in a
capitalist-run state,for the very
simple reason that the working
classes possess neither the leisura
nor the material means tomake any
resl use of the political power
accorded them in theory inm a par-
lismentary democracy. The  mas
can vote on which capitslist-acc
redited group will operate, or at

~
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least appear to cperate,the state
2pparatus for five years;they can-
not vote on how that apparatus

should be operasted. In practice,
neither elections nor theaslterna-
tion of executlve power betwsen
parties, has any fundamental bsar-
ing on the course the state will
take.In fact,the state would fun-
ction in exactly the same manner,
perhaps even a little better all
round, without any elected asse-
mbly whatever; and it is conc-
eivable slso that the general
condition of the masses could
very well be better, rather than
worse, were this to be the case,
since the state apparatus as =2
whole would at the least be
relieved of the corruption and
general thievery that is so
much a2 part of party politics.

THE MAGNIFICENT ILLUSION:

WHY THEN DOES THE CAPITALIST
class go to all the trouble of
perpetuating such an expensive
circus as an elected assembly
which,for the most part, is cap-
able of influencing nothing other
than the state's supply of haot
air? It is obvious that as a
minority group within any social
structure, the capitalist class
must manoeuvre with considerable
flexibility,talent amd ingenuity
if they are to hold on to state
POWET . Therefore, to maintain
such objects thecapitalist class
must: lgbroaden its working base
in society, by securing the col-
laboration of the more"susceptible
elements" of theworking classes;
2)offset the natural instincts
for freedom in the masses, by
presenting an operating mode of
politics which has all the 3t-
tractions of proffering an easy
means of securing and retasining
a popular freedom, while at the
same time ensuring that it can by
no means effect such conditions;
3)design an efficient administ-
rative apparatus with which to
control the state, and which can
function independently of the pre-
ceeding two categories, while at
the same time inheriting the
faculty of appearing tn be com-
pletely subordinate to them.
Having as their guide that polit-
ical philosophy so ably formula-
ted by Niccolo lachizvelli, the
urigimal bourgedis theoretician,
8s well as possessing the inord-
inate faculty to cultivate and
sharpen man'sprimitive instincts
of competitive cunning, the cap-
italist class perfected nver the
years a composite structure, in-
corporating the preceeding re-
guirements in proportions which

o

o

vary: from time time according

tn thedictates of congit

lons 2nd

.ult was that the centre

it can assure an

general politico-economic pre-
ssures. They styled their brain-
child QARLIAMENTARIANISM; which
is, to say the least, 2 mag-
niloguent misnomer, since it
falsely infers the centre of
power to rest in precisely that
area where infact it touches the
least -- in parlizment.

THE CROWNING ACHIEVEMENT OF
modern parlismentarianism, is
that it has succeeded in pro-
Jecting an image of itself which
is in wviolent contradiction to
reality. During the early period
of capitalist development, it
seems probable that at least &
great number of major decisions
relating to state &ffairs were
decided within the body of par-
liament.But in those bygone days
it must be remembered,parliament
was a very select club with an
exclusive rulingclass membership;
and the management of the state
was arelatively simplematter then
compared tn the complex demands
of Its contemporary counterpart,
so that the present bureaucratic
machine was only in the embryo
stage. However, due to various
political pressures resulting
mainly from the socisl repercus-
sions of the industrial revoluti-
on,the typical parliamentary ass-
embly today houses aconsiderable
percentage of petty bourgeois
end working classrepresentatives.
With such a "watering down" in
cless purity thepredictable res-
of resl
puwer moved,as a gradual process
tn be sure, from parliament,
where the ruling class could not
hope to retsin a majority, to =
bureaucratic apparatus, wherein
ascendancy of
influence due to its economic
power in the state as a whole.
The growth nf this bureaucracy
has to a grest degree parallelled
the forementioned broadening of
parliamentary representation;and
in the main,this parsallellism in
development can be attributed to
the same basic source.

DESPITE ITS BREVITY, THE
foregoing should suffice to
demonstrate that the pnlitigco-
economic dictatorship of the bou-
roenisie, originally upheld
through 2 one party concept of
parliamentariznism,was maintain-
ed by transferring thereal centrs
of power to z bureaucracy, when
necessity dictated parliament-
ariznism be extended to its pre-
sent multi-party format. As a3
corollary tothis manoeuvre there
then arnse, however, the matter
of maintaining the myth on the

moweT of  ths "democratically

5}



elected assembly™; . because the
assembly must perforce continue
te esppear to.rule, _perhaps even
to itself, if it is to effect-
ively perpetuate the delusion of
its power to govern. This diff-
iculty was resolved by the emer-
gence of a "Cabinet Autocracy"
within parliament itself which,
in effect, serves &s a trans-
mission belt between the real
rulers operating behing the scenes,
and the alleged rulers operating
in the public's view.Most people
accept the fact that the Cabinet
ls the government, =although it
should be apparent that this is
in direct contravention of the
zlleged democratic principles of
parliamentary government.However,
the Cabinet is thegovernment, st
least in the sense that it rep-
resents the sole connection a
parliamentary assembly has with
the real source of state power.
In theory this Cabinet is subject
to the control of the assembly;
or at least anelaborate case has
been made to show this to be
but in reality Cabinet ministers,
25 party leaders,are in the pos-
ition to dictate to those who
allegedly control them through
the discipline of the modern
party machine. Thus a "Cebinet
Can and does carry through policies

Sy E
S0;

which the "House" has no hand in
meking or influencing, and they
can dn so agalinst the wishes of
the majority of the "House".
However, despite this apparent
power of a Cabinet, it must
always be remembered that its

autocracy relates to the elected
assembly, and not tostate pnwer
as such. Because the real power
to govern must, of necessity if
nothing more, rest with the adm-
inistrative bureaucracy enjoying
a continuity of tenure in the
regions of the means rf state
power. Anyone who has even =z
cursory acguaintance with the
history of Cabinet Government
knows. this to be true;snd indsed
plentiful examples abound to
show that even Cabinet Ministers,
who can invariably be deemed to
subscribe wholeheartedly to the
bourgeois philosophy nf politics,
are not in'all cases even infor-
med of , not to mind consulted on,
very "sensitive issues". Such
"issues" usuaslly concern foreign
affairs, .military affairs and
matters of internal security ---
8 very vital issue is the .latter.

WHEN REFERRING TO THE POWER
of astate bureaucracy--the Civil
Service, what is meant is that
Power exercised by the higher
civil servants;because that usst
ant-heap of humanity who keep the

"ublicans

wheels of administrationm turning
possess but a.robot-like relation
to the state. The elected assem-
bly has no control~whatever over
the selection of these bureaucra-
tic moquls; and for that matter,
neither has the Cabinet or Exec-
utive authority,since a Minister
nas almost no power to zppoint,
dismiss, promote or transfer his
own staff. As Nicholas Mansergh
so smoothly put it in The _Irish
fFree State, its GCpvernment and
Politics: “The assumption that
the less the control of the pol-
itical executive over the app-
ointment of permanent officials,
the better it is for the admin-
ration has been accepted.”
0OF course it hasj;and if you sub-
stitute "the dictstorship of the
bourgeoisie"” for "administration,'
it can be seen why this is so.
Once the relationship of 3 bur-
eaucratic elite tothe requlation
of state power is grasped, then
it is relatively simple to com-
prehend the process of '"class
dictatorship” in a3 bourgeois
democracy. In capsule form it
can be said that: a bourgeois
democracy, through 1its class-
controlled bureaucracy, endows
the masses with a freedam Ffraom
responsibility in the management
of anation's affairs. Obviously
this is a2 negation of real free-
dom; .since real freedom is ‘not
A freedom from responsibility,
but a freedom for responsibility.
Herein lies thegreat delusion of
parliamentarianism!

'IT was found necessary to hold
over the remsinder of this article
due to lack of space. The con-
cluding portion will appear in the
next issue.

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 4.

sounds revolutionary; but when
gualified by Tony Meade's statement
it falls flat on its face. It is
precisely this sort of double-talk
which we have objected toall along;
and 1f we may say so, Irish Rep-
have never been ones for
this sort nf underhand operation.
Incidentally,we can inform Mr.Meade
that there's nothing "NEW" in the

ides 0of employing Fforce DEFEN-
SIVELY. It was exactly this gues-
tion which caused all the trouble
in 1916 between the IRSB and
MacNeill crowg. for GCod's sake

man read your history!

FIGHT FORAREVODL-

UTIONARY PARTY T,




