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«ssatheory, and theory alone, can give the
movement confidence; the power of orient -
ation , and an understanding of the inmner
relation of surrounding eventsy for it,
and it alone; can help practice to realise
not only how and in which direction class-
es are moving at the present time,but also
how and in which direction they will move
in the near futurs. Nome other than Lenin
uttered and repested scores of times the
w2ll=known thesis thata

&
‘Without a revolutionary theory
there can be no revoluticnary
movement . °
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" PREFACE
to the 2nd edition

Since "THE ECONOMICS OF PARTITION" was published ten months ago the
correctness of its analysis of the Partition situation, and of the
current crisis in Ulster, have been put beyond all doubt by the polit-
ical developments in Ulster. In its main outlines the I.C.O. analysis
c¢an no longer be denied by anybody who thinks at all. In the course of
the summer the "uneven development of capitalism" explanation began to
turn up even in the staunchest anti-Communist circlgs - notably in the
Trotskyist greups ~ though, of course, no mernition was made of its Stal-
inist origins. Indeed, the crisis in Ulster made it moze than plain
that the explanations of the Partition question whigh have been circul-
ated in the working class movement for many decades by opportumdsts of
every description were utterly bankrupt, and that if opportunism was
to continue to spread cenfusion in the working class on the scale that

it has hither¥® done, it would have to undergo a ceptain "theoretical®
development, ‘

Hence it is to be expecied that in the near futuge opportunism will
attempt to. regain some credibility on the Ulster question by circulat-
ing a suitable distortion of the I.C.O. analysis, an analysis which
¢an no longer be ignored by the pelitical representatives of capitalism _
in the Irish working class movement. But, for the mgment, the bankrupt-~ -
¢y of all analyses apart from the Communist ore is ebvious and total.

The pamphlet is made up of three articles publishsg in 'The Irish
Communist' in 1967/8, plus a further three added at ghe last moment
before publication in response to pressure of eventss It was intended
to re-draft it and give it better shape for the sacodd edition. But
the pressure of events has intensified, and the sacond edition was
required before that opportunity presented itselfs; hence it has simp—
ly been reprinted with a number of minor additions and omissions.

A pamphlet on the Politics of Partition, in which,thq whole matter
is dealt with more systematically and comprehensively, is in preparat-
ion. R

IRISH COMMUNIST ORGANISATION
November, 1969.




The political problems facing the working class in the 6 Counties are
- very complex, and over the past 25 years very 1ittle has been done to-

4;wwamds-senti{g-aat»these-c@mplexities. .. A nurber of articles on the

6 Counties have been published in THE IRISH COMMUNIST. While these

- did little more than acknowledge that the problems exist: that was

still more than had been done by most. other organisations which, by
their terms of existence, should feel obliged to deal with those prob-
lems.

- A1l social questions mus%sbe dealt with historically. The present
situation can only be understood if it is understood how it came
about. In the 6 Counties the present situation is complex as @2
result of a very complex history. But the very complexity in the 6
Counties, which makes it all the more .necessary to understapd it
Kictoriecally; tends to bring about a desire.to scrap history and
start afresh with none of the prejudices and preconceptions which
are the product of historya But it ign't possiblMe to simply wipe
the alate clean because the writing on it is too confused. The
.products of the history of the 6 Counties are firmly embedded in the
actual social structure of the 6 Counties, and any attempt to ignore
" them only leads to loss of contact with reality. "The history of
all past generations lies like a nightmare on the bralns of the 1liv=-
ing." That was said by Marx, who also showed that the only way out
of the nightmare was through historical analysis.

What is the 6 Counties? Nationally, it is part of the Irish nation.
Politically, it is .part of the British state. Economically - for
the past century and mmge - the dominant industry has been a section
of British capitalism (from the end of ghe 19th century, moncpoly
capitalism) which jutted into the 6 Counties.

There is a very important difference between large-scale capitalism
in the 6 Counties and in the rest of the Unitee-Kingdom. Large-scale
capital in the 6 Counties is part of the U.K. mass of capital.
It is based on the same market. But, whereas in England monope 1y
capitalism arose systematically out of the large-scale production
" of the middle ages, finding its own markets all the way, and adjust—
ing society to itself at each stage in its growth by whatever inhuman
methods were necessary, 1in the 6 Counties no such thing happened.
At a time when the British merchant adventurers were plundering the
world to gather "primitive accumulation" for large-scale capitalist
production (16th and 17th centuries), the North was the last strong-
hold of Celtic, tribal Ireland. With regard to capitalist produc—
" tion it lagged far behind the rest of the country. Then, suddenly
~ in the 18th century large-scale bourgeois production appeared in the
North-East. It was based on the British market. (It was in fact
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- a section of British capital which engaged in producti on there. It
did not arise out of the contradictions of society in the North East.#)

[n Britain the rise of capitalism over the centuries caused the exter— .
mination of the peasantry and the rooting out of the feudal ideology.
In the North monopoly capitalism came into existence in a society which
was thick with the remnants of pre-capitslist modes of production.
There never wss, and there is not now, a base in the 6 Counties for _
the kind of large-scale capitalist production which predominates there.
And there was not z bsse for it in Irish society as s whole. it was
based on Britain's imPerialist markets.

- A

This enormous contradiction between monopoly capitalist production and
the largely pre-capitalist society in which it existed is the root cduse
of many things. [t is the main reason why the politics of British cap-
italism are more or less fascist in the 6 Counties while they are "bour-
geois—-democratic" in the rest of the United Kingdom. And it is the
reason for the Home Rule conflicts.

It has been said that Northern industry would harmonise naturally with
Southern agriculture in an independent Ireland. But this was not SO. .
At least it was not so within a bourqecis framework. The big capital-
ist industries in the North could only exist on the basis of an imper-
ialist market. The rising middle class in the South needed protection.
against the imperialist market in order to develop their small-scale
manufacture. The conflict between them did not arise because the
Southern middle class loved the green and the Northern industrialists
loved the Union Jack. Their conflict on the national question was a
product of their conflict of interests on the question of meney-making.

* K *

D. Greaves' pamphlet (Greaves is the opportunist leader of the "Connolly
Association™), The Irish Question and the British Peo le, deals with the
Northern ireland question from an almost entirely legalistic and formsl-
istic point of view. In all these 25 years he has failed to produce a
comprehensive historical {reatment of the question, and until it is
dealt with histerically all the propesed "solutions® mast remain, from
the werking cless point of view, more or less emply phrases., His failure
‘Lo preduce s histerical analysis of the question from a working class
point of view has led Cresves into very dangerous territory. In his
pamphlet he tells ust

"That the aggressicn comes from the Frotestent side is illustisted
oy the sentent 5f Crange songs ang 515G8N5mee Ageinst them there
¢zé n¢ compareble Catholic sicgans. inile Fiotestani crganisations
exist with an avowed aif of cpposing Catholicism...there are no com—
parakble Cathollic bodies devoied to the extinction of Protestantism.;

: (p.14) -

*The statement withirn thz bracketis Lo inaccyrate. It is
corrected in the secend article.

3.



In a lecture in Marx House; London, two years ago he-produced a com-
. .prehensive gectarian analysis of 6~County society instead of a class
analysis. And in other lectures and publications he has been em-
_phasising his view that the Protestants exploit the Catholics, and .
" that Protestant workers exploit Catholic workers, or are in a priv-
.ileged position with relation to Catholic workers. - And since this
way of going about things is completely at ¥ariance with Connolly's
way he has had to say that Connolly did not understand the basis of
opportunism (i.e. the exploitation of the Catholic workers by the
Protestant workers). (In this pamphlet - published about 8 years
ago - he could scorn the Idea of "privileged" Protestant workers
(p.17)3 but by 1966 he had adopted it.) He writes about "Catfio#
1ics and other Nationalists™, even though on the same page he speaks
~ of the need for "keeping political and religious terms separate.”

Add to this sectarianism his completely opportunist views about "the
establishment of an independent Irish State™ in the 26 Counties which
"was a breakthrough for the forces of progress in Western Europe" and
what have you but a Fianna Failer. (In this connection he speaks of
the importance of making some kind of mystical distinction "between -:.
the Irish government and the Irish state". His bright idea is that
the government may not be independent even though the state is. Im-
perialism has kept in power governments wich are "hesitant in the
realisation of their state's potentialities.” ({p.12). So here we
are back with Micheal Collins and his idea of pretending that an
imperialist state is an independent one so that it can ke made a
"stepping stone to freedom".)

In his opposition to socialist developments among the Irish workers
in Britain, Greaves says that an organisation must be relgvant to the
state in which it exists, and that it doesn't make sense to make de-
mands. on the Free :State government from Britain. But this principle
is abandoned when it comes to the Connolly Association. One point
which has been thoroughly established by Greaves is that there is pgo
6 County state, that the 6 County state is part of the U.K. state.
But the C.A., like the Communist Party of Great Britain, although it
exists within the U.K. state, does not extend its activities toc the
6 County part of {t. The Irish Workers Party says logically enough
that its organisation is based on the 26 County state and that the
6 Counties is part of a different state. And where does that leave
the 6 Counties? It leaves them in a no-man's land between Briain
and the 26 Counties. Virtually all the existing political organisa=
tions in both, excepting the solidly bourgeocis ones in Britain, eag-
. erly disclaim any responsibility for them. (Sections of the British
. trotskyist movement also treat the 6 Counties as a part of the U.K.
" but deny that there is any national question involved.) In all of
this we can see clearly the effectiveness of Lloyd George's "solution"
~ to the Irish question.

- If the C.A. acceﬁted the implications of its own proof that there is
‘no 6 County state, and that the 6 County state is part of the U.K.,
. it would be facgdeith the task of attempting to organis& the working

<ol
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class there on the basis of the principles;taught by'Connolly; Instead
of doing ‘that the C.A. (or Greaves) has chdsen the comfortable path of

opportunism as a sham emigrants' organisation in Britain - minus the
6 Counties

The 6 Counties, then, is a part of the Irish nation ruled by the British

state in which the dominant method of production has up to the present
been large-scale capitalism based on the British market, ang very much
out of key with Irish society. [t has been put around by members of
the trotskyist Irish Workers' Group that the I.C.O0. has said these
things because of "orders from China". That sort of rubbish isn't
worth replying to. The basic facts appear to us to be as they have
been stated here. On that basis we will try in the coming months to
clear up some aspects of the question.

(THE IRISH COMMUNIST, 1967)

"Partition arises out of this uneven development of
capltalism in Ireland; sentiment won't remove it."
(P. O'Donnell. An Phoblacht 7.2,193]1. See I.cC.0.
pamphlet The Irish Republican Congress, p.12,)

Partition has dominateg Irish politics for close on 50 years. If the
working class is to act in its own interest in any situation it must
have a thorough understanding of that situation. Wishful thinking
will get it nowhere. A large part of the understanding of the Irish
situation is an understanding of Partition. Until the working class
works out an understanding of the real caduses of Partition it will be

There are two bourgeois explanations of Partition in [reland, the Orange
one and the gombeen one. The purpose of these is not to clarify the

real historical facts but to further the interests of one or other sec—

tion of the bourgeoisie in [reland. The working class therefore hss -
its choice of twe fairy tales. Those who are influenced by the fairy
tale of the Southern bourgeoisie have been enabled to engage to a cer—

tain extent in progressive politics - but bourgeois politics. Sound

The explaining of Partition cannot be avoided or by-passed., Numerous
attempts have been made to by-pass it. The Socialist Party of Ireland,

talk about Partition. The workers

1950 which said in effect: "To hell -
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Northe. Let‘s have a_movementn0f a11.theiirish workérs against all
the Irish bosses". Spirited wcrdS! But where is the S.P.I. to-
day? Where is last winter's snow?

Partition and the politics of Partition exist. They will not be
overcome.by a pretence that-they do not exist. They will not be
dvercome by slogans no matter how stimulating the slogans are of
'how loud they. are shouted. Neither will they be overcome by all
the cusining and ntactics" of Desmond Greaves. There is only ¢ne
way in which the Irish working class can free jtself from the bour-
geois influence of the politics deriving from Partition - and that
is by a thorough understanding of the economics and politics of

Partition.

The working class has only two weapons in its fight tc abolish capit-
alism: theory and organisation. And the working class cannot act
in such a way as to further its own class interest unless it has a
¢lear understanding of the situation it exists in. While it re-acts
more or less unconsciously to developments in the bourgeois system
the system will remain. It is only when it acts on the basis of a
clea® understanding of the bourgecis system, and of the peculiarities
of the system in the natiomal situation in which it finds itself,
that it acts towards putting an end to the bourgeois system. That
is why Marx said that the working class is the most theoretical
class in all of history.

The Irish naticnal situation includes Partition and the rival bour-
geois ideclogies and politics which have their Toots in Partition.
Since 1922 workers on both sides of the border have wished for 3
united working class pelitical movement despite Partition, but the
$ptensified pressure of bourgeois ideclogy resulting from Partition
prevented a united political movement (or ewen two separate pelitical
movements) of the working class from developing. The greater the
pressure of bourgeois ideology the more the objective situation needs
to be understoocd in oxder to develop working class pelitics. But the
Trish working class remalned dominated by the rival bourgeois views
on Partition. While this state of affairs continued the only united
movement that could develop was one that resulted from bourgeois pol-
itics: from changes in relations petween 'Ulster’ capitalism and 26
County capitalisme '

R S
TWO KINDS OF HISTORY

History can be written in two ways. Real history can be blurred and
an interpretation can be given to historical events which serves some
 “tactic" of the moment. Or the real course of history can belaid

bare and the tactics of the moment can be scientifically derived from
it. For the bourgeoisie only the former course is open. Only a .
distortion of history serves its class interest. It is a declining
class and its chief purpose in writing history is to keep the working
class unconscious of itself and of its historical role.

6.




Only the latter course - thst of laying bare the real course of his-

The chief task of those who interpret history in the working class
movement is to cut through the numerous layers of bourgeois pPropaganda
to the real course of events. [n [reland, where the history of eight
conturies of revolts and rebellions plays a large part in popular con-
sciousness, bourgeocis historical pPropaganda takes on a great variety -
of forms. All of these forms are smares for the minds of workers.

century. But a whole new set of snares have been planted on the
bases of the events of 1916-32, and many of the snares torn up by
Connolly have been re-planted with the help of men who say they are
his followers.

TACTICS AND I AXES

What is the internal basis of Partition in Ireland?  Sometimes we
are told that Partition is entirely the result of “"Tory policies",
Well, it was imposed by a Liberal Prime Minister and was finalised
by the British Labour Party in 1949, But whether it was Tory, Lib-
eral or Dourgeois Labour Party politics that imposed it, there must
have been some internal basis for it in [rish society, If there was
no internal basis for ity it could not have been sustained for 50
years. Was the internal basis religious or raclal? Wss il Fresby-
terianism or the Scotiish planters? If itg foundation had been
either religion or race the Paxtition would have been & very unstabie
structure. And it has not been that,

Desmond Greaves gives this explanation of the basis of Partition in
the British revisionist theoretical magazine, "Marxism Today" {April
1966).  Home Rule, he says, would have meant that Ireland would have

had to bear the cost of Irish social services and the cost of buggeng - - 2

out the -landlords.

"Clearly any government in Dublin would require to raise
considerable revenue. How was this to be done? The
national bourgeoisie Teplied by protective tariffs which
would akso Whcolrage Irish industry. This Britain Te-
fused to concede. The alternative was inevitably a tax
on industry for the benefit of agriculture. The most
vigorous current of taxable production lay in the indus-
trial north-east. Here also was a Predominantly Protes—
tant working class Scedpying a piivileged position in rei-
aticn to the Catholics. - 'We will not have Home Rule?®,

]
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nééié'tﬁé_captain-qf indﬁétf§;-fhinkihgjabqut5h£s*t3xe§,"7 2
_and proceeded to organise the protestant workers under et
the slogan of 'Home Rule is Rome Rule', so defend your

rn -

privileges’.

" The basis of  the opposttion by the Orange bourgeoisie to Home Rule
© was that it would mean higher taxes. The essence of the Ulster

Unionist movement was & campaignitd keep taxes down. The imperial-

" ist hysteria, the massacres, the police state and the Border are all

products of a campaign to keep down taxes on Northern industry. - My,
my:

-Peadar O'Donnell's explanation stands out a mile from this kind of

" balderdash, and brings us intoe the world of reality (though O'Donnells
“unlike our Desmond, has never claimed to be a Marxist). "Partition
~"arises out of the uneven development of capitalism in I[reland: sen-
“timent won't remove it."

The "uneven development of capitalism in Ireland” refers to the fact

‘that a modern industrial capitalism developed in the North in the
. course of the 19th century, while in the Scuth capitalist industry

declined. The real history of Ireland has been greatly sbscured by
religious and racial propaganda, and by the respective myths devel-
oped by the seuthern middle class and the northern industrialists.

St, John Ervine, in his "loyalist" bisgraphy “Craigavon: Ulsterman",

- remarkss ", ..it was at Saintfield... that there was experienced
. the singular sigabt of a Presbyterian minister, one Birch, who was

afterwards nearly hanged, inciting the rebels... to ferociocus com—
bat, while a little way off, a Roman Cathclic priest vainly coun-
selled peace®. (p.19)

A Unjionist historian writes about the Union: “Ulster did not ask
“for the Union. ~ If one of the great Ulster landlords in Castlereagh

was its spokesman and engineer, others of her magnates were wppeosed

to it Among them were Lord Charlemont...Llord Enniskiller...and
-Lord Downshire... Many of the Protestant gentry were alsoc mcore or
less hostile from dislike of losing the power placed in their hands

by ‘the Protestant ascendancy and fear of Catholic Emancipation.

“Probably the majority of the Catholics in Ulster welcomed it..."

(C. Falls, "The Birth of Ulster", p.244).
‘ p

Up to the Union the idea that Ulster was to be the industrial and
reactionary part of Ireland would not have occurred te anyone.
Ulster was viewed as the industrially backward and revolutionary
part of Ireland up to the end of the 18th century, the south was the

- centre of industrial capitalism. "Manufacture in the southern pro-
.vinces...was nearly always worked on capitalistic lines". In Ulster,
* linen manufacture wasmpeas&pt industry which sprawled &l1l over the
-countryside. = "It would seem natural that the southern'manufacture,
: designed for. greater efficiency, elimination of waste, and better
- distribution of risk; should be more successful and more permanent



than the ill-orgdnised-indus#ry of Ulster". (C.Gill, "The Rise of the
righ Linen Industry. Ps. 79 and 133)

Yet at the end of the 18th century and the early 19th, the capitalist

~ Industries of the south disappeared (except for Guinnesses) while the

"ill-organised-1ndustry-of Ulster"- grew into a modern capitalist ind-
ustry. This change was not the resylt of any government policies.
Nearly all of the government grants went 4o the southern industries.
Nor was the change a result of the Union of 1801. The politicians of
the southern middle class held that the Union was the cause of the de-
struction of southern industry. To this view, Connolly saids

the Irish capitalist class from continuing to produce goods
for the Irish market? «--But neither 0'Connell nor amy of
his imitations have ever yet attempted to analyse and explain
the process by which those industries were destroyed."
(Labour in Irish History, p.2S.)

And Connolly explained that

".e.the Act of Union was made possible because Irish manufac-
ture was weak, and, consequently, Ireland hag not an energetic
capitalist classg to prevent the Union..,. Not that the loss of
the .} wet debtroyed Irish manufacture, but that the decline
of Irish manufacture.,., made possible the destruction of the
Irish Parliament.” (p.30) np native Parliament may have hin-
dered the subsequent decay as an alien Parliament may have has-
tened it, but in either case, under capitalistic conditions,

the process itself was as inevitable as the economic evolution
of which it was one of the most significant signs,”® (p.27),

that Connolly’s view of Grattan's Parliament was wrong. The bourgeots
economist, G.O0'Brien; he Sayss "correctly identified Connolly’s weak
point" (p.196). 1If Connolly wasn't impressed by Grattan's Parliament
Wwe can be sure he wouldn'i be impressed by De Valera's Oxforg Diction-
&1y 'Republic’. But that's Connully’s "weak point", you see. ‘

Here ws can see the difference between an opportunist *sociaiist? and
an honest bourgecis {a rare thing these days;. The only serious work
on the development of Irish capitalism is "Ihe Rise of the irish Line
Industiv" by Conrad Gill {1925). This Work substantiates Connolly's

conclusions with Tegard Lo Grattan's Parliameni and the Union. Bug

the opportunist "Marxist®, Sreavez, has, in the interests of peddling
his De Valersite nensense today, tc put it ogt that Connolly was wrong -

A

with regazd io Gratian's Pariiament.,
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AMATEUR CAPITALISTS = -

' The capitalism of the 18th century, the capitalism on which Grattan's-
‘Parliament was founded, was a mere bubble on the surface of the saci-
~ety. The capitalists had not clawed their way up from the peasantry’
and the urban petty-bourgeoisie, as had the: English - capitalists.’
‘They existed on top of a soclety that had not prodmced them. Their
" social base was in England. Very often they were ‘"public-spirited™
landowners. Else they were merchants whose capital was got in Eng-
land (or in the pasition of middlemen in the import-export trade.)
,_"Manuf?cture in the South was too much the work of amateurs.” (Gill,
© p. 139}, ' '

One effect of this state of affairs was described by Stephensons an
enterprising Dublin capitalist who toured Ireland a number of times
-and acted as the Irish Cobden. He complained that

"1f a manufacturer wants to engage in any new branch of the
linen manufacture, there mast first be e consultation ameng - ., -

the weavers to know if they will allow him to carry it info T

execution; for in the southern provinces they are to a marn
sworr into a combination to support a bill of prices they
have made."

" The gentlemen capitalists of the south wexe faced with -a -vigorous
trade union movement, and they didn't quite know what to dg¢ aboug it.
Thelr predicament was described in this way by a bourgeols economists

“Irish workmen... perhaps to a greater degree than thoce of
Great Britain, showed themselves hostile to the adopticn of
labour-saving machinery... Even in England there were ricts

- directed against the use of machinery, and the reform... wes
carried by the high hand of the empleyers. In Ireland this
class was weaker and less capable of facing the struggle.
Even to this day {1920} it is difficult in southern Ireland
to introduce labour-saging machinery inte an existing business.
(D. A. Chart, “Egonomic Histery of Irelapd". p. 122. ).

"

Employers "were left with the choice of paying higher wagés than the
industry would bear; allowing weavers to spend part of their time
in agriculture: or paying low wages, having frequent disputes with
the workers, and probably losing them altogether in & short time...

The third was often adopled with disastrous conseguences." L (G111,
‘p- 134). But whichever of the three was adopted would have led tc
the ruin of the centralised capitalism of the: South. As Connolly

said, "Under capitalistic conditions,the process itself was..inevitable."

T A W TSt P S o St o

The capitalists of the south were gentlemen and their entéréiises
- were centralised and heavily subsidised. In the north the linen

10.




1 industry was csrried on Ly pessant weavers scattered throughout- the

1 countryside.  The linen foung its way to Dublin through a- complex of
fairs. In the early stages of the Journey to Dublin it was bought
and seld by small 8cale jebbers and drapers, Every peasant weaver
was the seed of a manufacturing capitalist, Every two~penny-hal £
penny trader was the germ of a merchant capitalist, Over a period
of about a century e solid bourgecis class Was developed out of these
seeds by & process of nstural selection. They fought one another
tooth and giaw. Many were drjven down into the proletariat, Luck,
cunning and Tuthlessness - the law of the jungle - made capitalists
out of g few,

Ors as = bourgeois would Put it:  “That remarkable growth was mainly
due te srivate enterprise working sgainst many difficulties." (Gi11,
pe8l}e  "When @ cless of manufacturing employers appeared in Ulster

1t came 83 & nermal and healthy development, due to increased trade,"
(pe134).  4&nd, when a "healthy" basis for trade had developed, *
the mectifacturing class w8s recruited from aboye and from beiow -

from tradezs ea wel} as from craftsmen.n (p, 149),

The whele of Ireland was subject to the same laws and the same natural

ing of subsidias. What is the basic reason why an industrial capital-
iam developed ipn the North but not in the South? 71t is the difference
in the system of land temure. I the South the bylk of the peasants
were tengnts-at-wiil, The average lease W8S a year. Any increase in
the ouiput of & holding was followed by an immediate increase in rent,
Fex tha presant thers was no possibility of accumulating even a small
stack of sepital, He had no resson to produce anything mere than his

tra produstion would immediately be turned into an increase in rent.
The rent would be consumed by the landlord, and the Werious layers of
tenantry that lay between him and the peasgant producer.

It made littie difference fo the System whather the landlord was a
"progressive” who stayed in Ireland or g dissolute absentee in Londen.
The lang Fysiem made productive investment in the South of Ireland im-
Possible. The efforts @f & umber of "progressive landlords in the
I&th ertuzy were 3} kwaught to nothing by the lang system.,.

In the North the system known as “Ulster custem" developed. Under
this syeton the peasants hag sgcurity of fenure and could work at im.
Proving their holdings, Ulster custom was not 3 gift from the Nop-
thers lendiopds to their tenamts, It Was, as every gystem is, a

rent and the means of subsistence for himself and his family, Any ex- ;

conditions, apd Northern industry was discriminated 3gainst in the giv- °

R T

| PTOduck af histerical conditions and struggle.  Ulster remsineg tribal

wrtil the 17ih eentury. It was the 128t provinee teo be planted. Apg

in fect Antrim and Down, which werd. naver planted,* formed the backbene

*The statament whioh has often been marde withoul quallificstion in rece-

ant years, Particulesly by M, CeD.Creaves, aad which is repeated here, |,

that the Urange stronghold of Antrim and Down are two counties which
#2re never planted, is alsleading. It sels up another falsg histors-
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But the essence-of ‘it-is that the Ulster peasants won security of
tenure in.struggle against the .landowners.” This led -to an” impréve-

ory of the.system can't. be dealt with here.

ment in the value of:the lands -~ Once the system had been established

it would not even have been 1in the interests of the landowners to re-—

'vert to the system of ia;kwrenting.

JIn the coufse of the;laﬁer 17th and 18th centuries a handicraft linen

industry grew up more or less as a sideline to agriculture. In 1770
an economic crisis knocked out many of the capitalist industries of

the South.  In the North it only meant that the weavers spent more

time on agriculture.. The capitalist class in the North developed
gradually, in what is called a "natural” way. After 1820 it began
to apply modern industrial methods to linen production. (Linen was
the "growth" industry.) I 1830, Derry became the pioneer of the
ready-made shirt industiy. An engineering industry developed to
supply the linen and &Rirt-making indystries. In 18%0 the ship-
building industry was stirted. The tribal Nerth became the industsi..

.

. rial North, and the capitaliist Scuth became the agricultural Seuth.

THE ECONOMIC FOUNDATION OF THE BORDER
AN AT SRR 5.5

The backbone of the Northern capitalist class was an industrial sys-—
tem., But in the South, after the collapse of the 18th~century cap-
italism, the bourgecisie wexe what is cailed "compradores". They
were distributing agents for imports from Britain. They were likely
to have capital invested industrially in any patt of the British Em-
pire except Ireland. ' :

1t is clear from this that the only real industrial capitalism which

has ever developed in Irisb spciety, and which is ever iikely to de-

velop, 1is the capitalism of the Noxth. This capitalism developed

out of Irish societys but not on the basis of Irish society. The

market which developed-it was the British market, It was hatched
out of Irish society by the British marketl. Having developad on
this basis it could only continue to exist on this basis. It could
find nc basis for ewistence in the Irish home market.

(contd. from p.ll) -—cal paradox. It Ts true to say that these
counties were never officially planted. But, through spontaneous
immigration, they were more effectively planted than were those
counties which were planted by government policy. There is no
paradox +in the fact that this spontanecus planting should be super-
jor to the bureaucratically arranged planting.

"Id'Antrim and Down,.no such process of governmentally-
directed planting took place at all... In Antrim and Down
the transformation, though carried out by private enterprise
and not by governmental direction, proved more complete than
-anywhere else...." (Ulster Under Home Rules P.xv.)
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In the South the midglie classg netionslist movement relled on protectlon
ef-the home market w develop manufacture in the South. Manufacture

iIn the South could develop ¥n no other way than on the basis of 8 pro-

tected home market. The po licy of pretectionist Home Rule was given its

clearest expression by Griffith in 19u5 {(though it was part cf the Home
Rule movement for de ecades before that.)

This dismetrical cor ¢f interssis, Fesulting from the diffe rent
stagas of Fevelopms 2P espitalism in the North and the Scuth, was
ithe fouwetion oo wi.ch the Bowder was eracted, "Partition arises
out of this une sen develo ament of Capitalism in Ireland®. Tn the light
ef this solid re ality what can one do but laugh at Greaves "tactical"

exyl%uatiﬁ of it as part of = campaign for lower taxes in the Nozth?

sentime oot remove it". Since it has itz ;

of ¢ class 1nt%re@i it will only be removed o tae basis of real clase
interest. fn 1927 the two parts of Irslarg would pot fit to gether Lo
make a haxman;aﬁsiy functioning bouzoecis system. HNo amount of cumr-
iny would make protection serve the intezests of the northern capital-
istz. The +mo could not bhe fiited together in & system of préduction
”ﬂ whiich the ma;

in the market,

asis in a real ;unflict‘

> o

Cn the basis of 3 5y

z

ystem of production for use they could easily bhe

fitted together te sarve sociely.  But production for use can anly be
devaloped wien the wo rking class has political power, And the Border
bacame one af the chief means for preventing the develcpment of work.
ing clsss political consclousness, and for subardinati tive workers
Politicaiiy ‘o one oy olhex section of the bourgeoisie, In

i : i that 255 snould begin o free i+ ,
: Without straying into the b ind
2 the fundamental importance of the

B

o+
@
o ot

uch "Marxicg® “f3¥xow91 of Conne-
onnell called "se awzmeﬂs‘, eng g
i 8iogans, cuimir Bting in out-snd-out

&s

i€ Peadsr 'Lonnell {sho is not a Merxist or sociaiist) had done notiy
iag else put cut tnrough 21l the bourgesis sentiment and nrogsg&néa
wrroundlog 354 5 - ®ith his remark that "partition
i 3 > capitalism in freiaaﬁ”g he
3% the pulitical unders tare-
ind,

is all-important, They had conflicte

ax 2&?%%}0& of the situsztion W85 noad-
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South. Eithé}'théré could be a run-down of capité} in’the-ﬁorth,‘
. or.a build-up of capital in the South, (or both), bringing the two
What is certain is that s unificatisn movement

~closer together. :
" pbased on sentiment and not grounded in some class interest would

- have. little influence on the coq;se'of events.

_To say ‘that Partition has an economic basis in the conflicting in-
terests of two sections of the Irish bourgeoisie does not mean that
imperialism has nothing to do with it. It still remains a fact
that Partition was imposed on Ireland by imperialism against the
wishes of the majority of the Irish people. But it was only poss- '
ible to impose it because it could be rooted in a real conflict of

" {nterests which existed puiihkfrish society. _ '
(THE IRISH COMMUNIST, June 1967)

In the first part of this article (June 1967) it was shown that the
economic basis of Partition was the uneven development of capitalism
. _within Irish society: the conflicting interests in the market of
" the relatively undeveloped middle class which dominated southern
politics and which needed protection agadnst the imperialist market
_to develop, and the big capitalists who dominated northern politics
and who needed free access to the imperialist market in order to
continue in existence. The conflicting interests expressed them=
selves politically as bourgeois nationalism and Unionism.

" Religion and race were used for propaganda purposes by both sections
of the Irish bourgeoisie, but were not at all the basis of the diff-

erences between them.

That is not to demy that religicn and rasce were contributing factors
to the differing Stages of economic development. They were. In
the 17th and 18th centuries Protestantism was the bourgeois ideology
and Catholicism the feudal ideology. Protestantism encouraged the
habits and the outlook that served capitalism, while Catholicism was
still at that time defending the feudal system and outlook. Further-
more, among the masses of the "native" Irish Whe fxibal way of look-
ing at things prevailed, while the planters and the immigrants brought
a bourgeois way of looking at'.things with them. While the system

of land tenure established in the North was the basic reason why cap-
jtalism reached a far higher development there than in the South in
the course of the 19th century (even though capitalism had been more
.developed in the South in the 18th century), religion can be seen as

a contributing factor.
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But it is only insofar as religion and race contributed to economic’
development that they can be ssid to be causes of differences among
the Irish bourgeoisie. In the present century their sole function
has been to serve as part of the propsgands by which the different

sections of the bourgeoisie extend their influence over "thekr_own"
masses,

* K ¥

In 1921 British imperislism made use of the uneven developmnent of
cepitalism 35 the basis for Partition, To say, as has been said,
that Partition was based on the Northern bourgeoisie is meaningless.
To have eny chence of lesting succese it had to be acceptable Lo the
pelitically dominant secticns of the bourgecisie in both peris of
the country, In 1020 the Nortrern bourgeoisie agreed to it, In
1921/2 the greed to it.  The Treaty was the
acceptanse visie of the Partition of ireiand,

A bourgesis

£fith
and Collins hat tihe
Nozthern et goond
i . Llon,
keep their promise. Griffith,
Tave #c. were ten-year-oids who had led a
ght make sense, Since they were all adultis
cal experience, and with a history of eioht

t guile to¢ learn from, it makes no sense,

oth secitions of the
ther side had refused to agree; Pa
1 Both sections went inco an alli
De Valera came to power he tec agreed +
alliance with imperialism,

rish bourgecisie agreed to Partition, If
ot )

ti

5o O
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o

>

ance with imperialism. When
¢ the Partition and went intc

* N *

Diffarent sections of the bourgecisie do not fight each other to the
death, IThey may at times £ight each cther tairly vigorously, but in
tha aend i

1

ena they recogniss that they have a common expleoiting interest to
uphold, This can ke seen on a personal as well as a class level.
For two years the Southern middle class led a struggle against im-
perialism in Igeland. By 192:¢ this struggle reached a crucial point,
On the Irish side it could only be continued successfully by deepen-—
ing it into a thoroughly demccratic people’s struggle, But if they
developad such a struggle the bourgeoisie would be risking their own
position as an exploiting class. And the imperialists could see

that if they refused to compromise with the Sinn Fein bourgeoisie

they would be unnecessarily endangering themselves. So both sides
agreed to reach a compromise and spent six months bargaining.
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‘yearS'Lioyd George had put the brand of murderer

In the previous two G 2T : '
on Collins, and Collins had replied in kind. Yet, qurlng.the pego— S Phoblacht

tiations, Collins struck up genuinely friendly relations with Church- o explanati

111 and, especially, with Birkenhead who had been one of the leaders - became a ;

" of. the Unionist reaction in 1911/14. socialism
| o apply it,

' like Mr. ¢

greed to compromise though each side
Thereafter all

talk. De o (Here agai
that they by Mr. Gre.

’ the Irish
al Sociali

In 1920/21 all three parties a
tried to get as much as 1t could in the compromise.,

" anti-Partition talk by the southern government was mere
‘Valera disagreed with Collins and Griffith in thinking
could have got a little bit mere by harder bargaining. After the

worth to imperialism in the 1920s De

Free State had demonstrated its
Valera was able to get that little bit without mixch bother in the Itish trote
1930s. bourgeois {
of the fore
" One of the arguments peddled by the opportunists ia the working ¢l explainad t
movement (revisionist, trotskyist and sociai-c¢ aocrat) . ana of ool the 6 Count
by the 26 County bourgeoisie, was that the sey pation of the "indus~ to the grat
trial North" frem the “agricultural South" was the basic zeason why ernational
Tt is¢ perfectly true that Par- * be aghieveq,

progress -in the scuth was held back.
tition was & base for reaction in Ireland, But Partition of itself

was not the reason for holding back industrial development and contin- Greaves give
If the profit mctive were eliminated, and 1f the reduces Ehe

“uing emigration.
tilise the economic rescurces | precondition

people in the south were permitted to v

of the South directly and without concern for the rate of profit a bourgeois sy

flourishing scciety could have been built in the Scuth. Partiticn can only he
in the the imperial

of itself was not the reason why development was held back i

"South.
A study of t
On the basis of capitalist production a flourishing Irish sociaty 22 shows that
cannot develop. The idea that if only *he narthern and southern for the Singp
bourgeoisie would unite and put an end to partition a flourishing them to betrs
capitalist society weula developy has o pbasis in reaiity.  When for them to
Conrolly demonstrated scientifically in 1895 that a flourishing would make th
Ireland, there was no hint _ the case of t

capitalist society could not develcp in I
of Partitiocn.

Except for th
tensify milit,
ority in the g
Since, had an

«1ins (Irelang"
tionist - pext

* o o*
Mr. C.D.Greaves, opportunist éditor of the Irish Demoerat, writes:

", ,.partition is the basic precondition upcn which ngo-colonialism

can have any stability in Ireland.” (Neo-cclcnialism and Ireland. "Ireland's man

- Marxism Today, April 1968). | the public pia
S o effective step
:And ‘in an article in Marxism Today, April 1966 Mr. Greaves propounded | Workable. Ap
" thie absurd idea that the economic basis of Partition was the fear of version of his:
Paign in the N

. the Northern capitalists that they would have to pay higher taxes
under a Home Rule government than under the British government.
"Greaves did not refute, or even refer to, the scientific explanation
of the economic basis of Partition given by Peadar O'Donnell in An

the Four Courts

Partition dig
as Greaves sugg

.

T —e s - o




Phoblacht in 1931, and he has not commented on the proof of O'Donneli's |
explanation given in the Trish Communist last year. Since Mr. Greaves
became a renegade opportunist his only possible attitude to scientific,'i
socialism»ispto ignore it and spread malicious gossip about those who 1

apply it. May all our opportunists be spiteful little opportunists
like Mr. Greaves! ‘ ‘

(Here again trotskyism takes up the revisionist position established

by Mr. Greaves. P. Healy of the trotskyist I.w.G. gave an address on |
the Irish question to the Harringay (London) branch of the "Internation=-:
al Socialism" group - a British social-imperialist group which sponsors
Irish trotskyism.  (Irish trotskyism responds by hailing T, Cliff, the
bourgeois intellectual who runs this social-imperialist body, as "one ‘
of the foremost Marxists of our time" — Irish Militant.) Mr. Healy
explained that the setting up of the Border was part of a campaign by

the 6 Counties bourgeoisie for lower taxes. He further explained,

to the gratification of the social—imperialists, that, due to the int-
ernational division of labour, Irish national independence could never

be aghieved.)

Greaves gives an absurd explanation of the economic basis of Partitiong
reduces the question of Partition to the 6 Counties. Now, the "basic
precondition” fer nec-colonialism in Ireland is not Partition but the
bourgeois system. Connolly showed that the bourgeois system in ITreland
can only be neo-colonial. Partition came in later as an extra card in
the imperialist hand,

A study of the relations between Sinn Fein and the imperialists in 1921~
22 shows that Partition was virtually an irrelevance: its significance .
for the Sinn Fein leadership was not that it put additional pressure on |
them to betray the national struggle, but that it made it more difficult’
for them to agree to a betrayal which involved Partition, since this
would make their betrayal more obvious and give additional strength to
the case of the Republican "extremists". '

Except for the section of the Army which was genuinely prepared to in-

tensify military struggle in the North, (and these were in a small min-
ority in the Dail), the statements made about Partibion-in 1921-22, and )
since, had an unmistakeesble air of unreality about them.  Micheal Col- «
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tionist - next to De Valera - who has now become for C. D. Greaves

"Ireland's man of mystery") was a great anti-Partitionist blusterer on
2 the public platforms in 1922. At the same time he was taking very
effective steps to control the "extremists", and to make Partition
workable. And at about the time when, according to the fairy story
version of history, the Four Courts Republicans were to begin a cam-~ :
paign in the North with Collins' secret military support, Collins shelled:
the Four Courts. ' K

kebeds LT

Partition did not give strength to the Southern neo<icolonial forces,
as Greaves suggests. The neo-colonial state in the South was set up

17,
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'despite‘theudifficulty which the acceptance of pPartition involved
for -the: neo-colonial wing"of"Stnﬁ‘Fein.'lﬁLf'the:e'had been:no ' -
Partition involved, their treason could have been a discreet, so-

] i{se in neo-colonialism

fisticated affair, and the first major exerc
triumph over colonialism. But

could have been represented as a
nd the direét military occupation

the need to agree to Partition a
- of the North by the British army meant that thetreason would be

gross, vulgar and obvious.
neo-colonialism, therefore the ending

of Partition would notohecessarily affect the roots of imperialism

in Ireland. It would,do so if it were abolished through a revolu-
tionary struggle against imperialism: not if it were ended through
the collaboration of the imperialist and neo-colonial forces. The '
kind of reunification envisaged by the Irish Press and the Irish
Democrat would be a reorganisation of the bourgeois, neo-colonial
superstructure. The country ‘would be unified as a neo-colony. The
Irish bourgeoisie would be reunited. The bourgeois system in Ire-
land would .be re-integrated, iIhe;divisionjin?therocialease-of

_ ;imperialismgiplIréland?&du}dwhévé;peéﬁfove;cém
reason to expect that a unified bourgeoisie would be a less reliable
base for imperialism in Ireland than the divided bourgeoisie has
been, or that the 26 County bourgeoisie would become anti-imperialist
at the precise moment when it was relieved of the need to make occa~

sional anti-Partitionist noises.

Partition was notNthe basis of

speculation about what may happen
But in order to develop the working
class position on this question a thorough analysis of historical

and current developmgnts is necessary. And the attempts of Greaves
and his kind to spread confusion about fundamental questions relating

to Partition must be constantly exposed. These creatures do not
distort history for no reason.

(IRISH COMMUNIST, June 1968)

There is nothing to be gained by
about Partition in the future.
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If the economic basis of Partition was the uneven development of capi-
talism in Ireland, the disappearance of the economic basis of Partitien
(if it occurs within bourgeois relationships) Means an evening out o f
economic conditions and a harmonising of the interests of the bourgeoig~
ie in the & and 26 Countjies, It is the I.c.0, contention that the main
economic basis of Partition ended in the late '"fifties. We made ang
published this analysis in 1g6a - 2 Year before the first major politi«.
cal effect of the new economic situation, the first meeting between
Captain O'Neil; and Sean Lemass in Stormont, A summary of this analy~-
sis is set oyt below., e

* X ¥

Under the’leadership of De Valera and the Fianna Faji} pParty the mest v
MUTerous stratym ef the bourgeoisiez the rural ang urban medium-sizeqd

Property-owners, Tose 10 political dominance in the Free ‘State, The
Commercial interest, which was dominant during the first ten years of

the Frea State, was custed from Fovernmental power in 1937,

in the later twenties +tig most develeoped political Lepresentative of _
the commerciz? interest, Kevi O'Higgins; made overtyrss to the pe1io’
tical Tépresentatives of the 4 County ruling class, and a scheme for.
the ending of Partition was developed, There Wass in fact, no basic.
€ccnomic confliqt between the interests of the 6 County Tuling class
and the interests of that section of the 26 County bourgeoisie rep- .
resented by O'Higgins. If the interest Teépresented by O'Higgins hag
been firmly in “he saddle in 2¢ County scclety the internal eccnomic
basis of the Partition of Irish society would have ended 3 generation
ago. :

O'Higgins %as shot in 1927 and the Commercia] interest could not fingd
another Poiitical Teépresentative of his drive and ability, O'Higgins*t
Tuthlessness is often referred to. But the distinction between
O'Higgins and some of his colleagues whe were equally ruthless was
that his ruthlessness was finely ang coidly calculated. Unlike many *
of his colleagues, O'Higgins was highly developegd pblitically.

Pearse saig that the British ruling class never committeqd an unnecces-~
sary act of Cruelty, They used naked violence with utter ruthless-—

: Ness when this was Necessary, byt their yse of viclence was always a
finely Calculated instrument of politics, The same may be said of
O'Higgins: he stood for the intelligent, political use of terror; -
the reckless use of terror tp which his colleagues Teésorted after his _
death, undoubtedly hastened the end of the Cosgrave government ang of =
the Cumann na nGaedheal Party, :

19.
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However, it is=improbable that”the7ihfluence of~0'Higgins"§§éth

was a decisive factor in shaping subsequent events. The basic
economic fact was that the economic reserves from which a vigorous
movement for the development &f an anti-imperlalist - that is to
say, protectionist ~ capitalism could develop in the @6 Countles
were not being uséd up very quickly during the perlod of the Cos=
grave government (1922-32).

The main part of these reserves was thz large agricultural petty-
bourgeoisie. The Flanna Fail party based itself op this section,
and 14 the international capitalist crisis of the early 'thirties

— to which the commercial interest was highly susceptible ~ became
the ruling party in the Pree State.

flourishing: Fpiist spofety-in the Free Stet s simple. Home
r

The economic policy through which De Vaiera noped o develoy &
'I [

T anufactures wers fo be substituted for imperts. To make the

" home-~manufactured commodity competitive with the commodity prod-
seed by the mere effizient monopely wepitalist indusiry in Britain,
an import duty would be lmposed on the commociiy manufactyred
ahvoad, The import duty would negate the difference in preductico

-

Treland than

i

gfficiency by making the foreign commocity desver in
+he home-manufactured item.

The ambitious petty-bourgecis could stucy

1
plck a comnodity which was impoxted i fic

A0 ST

ici
tify the establishment of a home indusiry. and a
riate tariff.

- war with Britain, The 12
= gave De Valers the opp
i Sth a teriff on Britd
method was to giast a Llicencsa, & monspoly b
manufacture geods which weve being vted foom
reasonably large quantity.  The Izxish “ixm usually produced
less efficiently thao the British, but the tariff on the British
article made it mbre rostlv “o the Irish consumer than the more
expensively produced (and infericr) Irish cicle. The eifect
of this as far as the Irish consumery ‘mostly workers and vmall
farmers ) were concerned; was to replsce Tritish gueds with lo-
ferior and dearer Irish goods. The commercial capltalists, who
previously had made their profit by buyiny these gocds in Britaln
.. & selling them in Ireland had their method of profit-making taken
away from them.- ; The profifsnow went tc the monopolist manufac-
turer." (The Second Development &f Capitalism in Ireland, Pat-
rick Murphy, Irish Workers News - May 2nd 1965).
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The initial Tesponse of commercisl cepitalism to thiS'development“todk‘z
the form of & fescist movement - the Blueshirts, However by the mid- " -
thirties the commercial capitalists Saw that De Valera had no intention -
of interfering with normal capitalist Processes beygng stimulating man- -
ufactures through & policy of import substitutiag - an exceptionally
limited Pelicy - and that 4 shork period of evolutionary development
would bring them both together again, Their differences were of g =
secondary ang tempsrarywﬁggsgf. De Valera dig not even attempt to
impiement sych 4 medest,bourgeci measure ag contrelling the invest-
ment of noney asbroad. Irish commercie; and finance capitalism there-
fore abandoned their hHitler, General O”Duffy, and withoyt their back-
iny Irish fascism became d mere movement of cranks,

(Ernegs Blythe, one of tte mest prominent apgd coherent of the pelitix
cians tepresenting tre commercial capitalist interest,
explained: "Wher we saw Fianra Fail put the I.R.a, in jail {193
we knew our werk was done ,")

lan o8
S AETApETY
Irish Pregs carried oy
5 . These articles wepe
Fiil nemhers ip the 193p
t; on oa limited gcale, what
Loy after they were elscte
ots ard Shoe,
“Ures and other ReO-woo len
the tapic of importe
which were being impo:

o

ted 2 quantiny ¢

E manufacturing plant. The tr £i imperts wa -
Taker, Fer exampie, ir ‘ ti GELE

Ther. the avarage vate of grove
marvfacivring these types of gy

1 ogross CuLipun per worker ir nindglas

' TE5 were then divided inT e Import figure and the
result was the employment petential Lpdar lrish and British con-
ditions,

ol
—+

T Lrms
Lhe average rales
iThe in Britair, sa. Jiven,’

(]
o3

"In the abcve irstance under the Irish €ztimated rate of gross

cutput there wag potential cutout oy 10.501 Peonley and at the
estimated British rate of gross output for 7,190 pecple. Taking

. the five irdustries together the estimated employment Potential
with Free Ctate figures was 45,427 ang at the estimatad Briltish
figuree ARV ESE (P, Murphy, The Levelcpuent &g Free Staté Cap-
: italism.  ap Sclas, March 1965, ) - ”
[N

To produce a given cutput, the labour of 43,427 workers Would be

Needed in the pPreductive conditions of 2¢ County capitalism, While _

cnly the laboyr of 27,274 woulq be needed inp the preductive cgnditions

—— of British capitalism., And since the labour theory of valuégholds




An impor¢-
made them dearer in Ireland t
Roughly speaking, in the example given the function» of the price
policy was to make a commodity produced by th

than a commodity produced by five workers. (The process is, of

cess, however much if

“good in the actual capitalist production pro

- may be the products of 26 Co.:

~ capitalism could only be mad
British capitalism by neutra
~uctivity through a price policy.

denied in bourgeois -economic ‘theory,
e-competitive with the products of

lising the difference in labour. prod-

duty waé'imboséd“on’thé.products of British imdustry which
han the products of Irish industry.

ree workers dearer

course, complicated by other factors, but this is the fundamental
thing in protectionism.) :

The only substantial beneficiary in this process is the protected
capitalist. In these hob-house conditions he can make a profit
which he could not in the international market.,

PROTECTION AND PROGRESSIVENESS

Here a word must be said about the "progressive" nature of protec-
fionism in the 26 Counties. Bourgeois nationalist “socialism"
tends to criticise Fianna Fail for abandoning the "progressive"
protectionist policies in favour of a reactionary free trade policy.

Now the actual, concrete, experience of a class-conscicus worker in |
the 26 Counties is that in the "progressive" period cof Free State
capitalism, black anti-working class reaction was dominant, while,

since the abandonment of protectionism, internal reaction has been

taking on a more bourgeois-liberal charatter.

‘Since, in the protecticnist period, there was undoubtedly a conflict
between the capitalist system in thé 26 Ccuntles and the British
imperialist system - 26 County capitalism bearing a certain anti-
imperialist character - , which in the recent period, with the adop-
tion of a free trade policy, has been eliminated - 26 County capital-
ism losing its anti-imperialist character - , how are we to explain

~this?
At the height of the anti-imperialist phase the plackest brand of
social reaction was dominant. But as a consequence cf the abandon-
ment of the anti-imperialist economic policy, the bourgeois dlctator-

ship liberalised its methods of rule. A paradox? Not in the least.
It is merely an expression of the fact that opposition to imperialism /

can occur on the basts of two different, and antagonistic, class in-
It can be bourgeois or proletarian.

terests.

A bourgeois dictatorship, with a fragile economic basis, operating

an anti-imperialist (protectionist) economic policy, will operate g
this policy solely in the interests of the bourgeoisie, The idea

has been propagated by the bourgeocis-nationalist "socialists" that
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Wastern Europef, and in SUpport of
Some pointg which looked Jite gooq on paper but. bore no
relation t, reality,

The Opposite contention — that an’anti—imperialist €conomi ¢ Policy
tends to pe a@ccompanied by an ﬁntensificatiog of interna] social rege-
tion - ig 10 many cages Much nesrey the trytp’ The reason for this
is not difficuls to find: 4 state “aNNot pursye @ difficylt external

policy if5&33;&&1&9.3mﬂan§exﬁdﬁﬁ?“3§!ieus,d%ﬂﬁﬂéa&i Shiite bohasbase ,

If De Valera's antimimperialist economi ¢ Policy hag been dccompanied '
by & development of Working clage and revolutionary Republican politics
Within the 26 Counties, then thig economi ¢ Policy woylg be Proveking
deve]opments which threateney the base of the bourgeois dictatorshi .
that wag implementing it, And if this happened‘it is clear that the
&conomi ¢ policy Would have t¢q be changeq, ’
€X to sustain an anti~imperialist economic Policy, g beurgeois
-CTship muet be able tq Suppress Mevements which threatened it
nin itg base, It was therefore 4 matter of UTgency for De Valera
Smash the revolutionary Republicanmovementg and the embryonic pol-
al WOrsiiy clagg Movement which was be“inning to gain strength,

id this With the Custemary mixture of ¢Gercion ang bribery.
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To Maintain
SRorscrey the or

There could hardiy be a more convincing demonstration of the Contention
that in the finag; Analysis it ig €coromics that determineg consciousness;
than the fact that 26 County Society continued tq Produce Communistsg
between the mid—thirties and the late fifties despite the Political 4.
MCsphere deveioped by De Valera and hisg Cohortg

Some bourgeois~nationalist ”socialists” dre prepareq to make some crit-
icisms of De Valerg to the effect that, while hig €conomi ¢ Policy wag
progressive, he shoyulg ot have done the other things, But thig app-
Ioach jg utterly subjectivist. It ”overlooks“ the litt]e fact that De
Valera'sg interna] pPolitics Served hisg €conomic Policy quite directly.



tnvestment, expanded the home market regardless-of private profit,
put the welfare of the people-first,-given freedom of development
to working class and left-wing Republican politics, and thus won
the support of the mass of the people for the struggle against im-
perialism. One might as well say that Hitler should have been a
lover of Slavs and Jews, an instriiment of international peace,-and
a champion of the working class interest.

De Valera was the political leader of a bourgeois dictatorship. If
he had followed the cburse of action outlined ahove he would have
disrupted the dictatoiship he was leading: he ‘would have been a
traitor “to his class., What is the point in saying that a political
leader of the bourgeoisie should have acted in such a way as %o en-
danger the dominance of his class and the existence of ‘the capitalist
system? It is something that could only be said by an opportunist
trying to spread confusion in the working class movement.

We still hear stupld-ceunning schemes for manceuvring the bourgecisie
into developing socgialism being propounded . Must it not be conclu-
ded that the imitiators of these schemes are guﬂty of criminal in-
tentions against the working class?

* * *

There are many countries today in which we can see the implementation
of an anti-imperialist policy by-a bourgeois dictatorship being acc-
ompanied by an attempt at the total suppression of the independent
political working class movement. Among De Valera's most "progress-
ive" successors in this respect are President Nasser of Egypt and
President Nyerere of Tanzania. On the one hand there is no deubt
that they pursue anti-imperialist policies. On the other hand there
is no doubt that they aim at the complete suppression ¢f the political
working class movement. -

‘These are perfectly consistent policies for a bourgeois dictatorship
~4n a developing capitalist system to implement. Such a bourgeois
dictatorship must manoeuvrée between international monopoly capital-
ism and its own working class - the latter being its most deadly en-
emy in the long run. When it rouses the masses to strengthen its
own hand against the imperidist capitalists it must dc so with some
variety of bourge01s 1deology, and it must try to eliminate antago-
nistic 1deologles.

. y oo »

% A contradicticn between a national bourgeoisie and imperialism is a
- short-term contradiction between bourgeois forces which may be ex-
ploited by the working class polltlcal movement, for example in the
foreign policy of a socialist state. “ But in a national bourgeois
society where the working class movement is being suppressed by a
variety of bourgeois anti-imperialist politics (whose oppodtion to
imperialism is inevitably limited an?_temporary) the political move-

3.
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ment of the working class can only come into being and strengthen jt-
self inconflict with the bourgeois nationalist politics which are at-
tempting to suppress it. It cannot develop within the fringes of the
bourgeois nationalist movement. And it cannot exploit contradictions
within the bourgeoide unij it 1s itself a substantial political movemenf

om . PROTECTILONISM.

The initial results of De Val
remarkable.

"Between 1932 and 1936 manu

employment by 40%). Manufacturin
profit decreased." (P, Murphy,

facturing output increased by 30% (and

g profit increased and commercial
lrish Workers News, May 9th 1965).

To safeguard Fre

foreign companies from simply setting up man
the 26 C

ounties, 51% of. the capital had to.be owned by Free State citi-
zehs. - : Tl s R R -
The sheort-term advantages of the prote
so are the long-term limitations.
ture for imports stimulated the deve
1s only in the hot-house market of
italist industries were competitive
italist industry.

ctionist policy are obvious, but
The substitution of home manufac—
lopment of home industry. But ig
the 26 Counties that the new cap~ ~
with international monopoly cap-

Though 26 County industry exparded rapidly for a short period under the’
influence of the policy of import sukstitution, the extent of the 26
County market did not grow significantly, Home industry did not growf
a5 a consequence of the growth of the home market. It only grew be-
cause of the tariff barriers against foreign industry.

Thelimit to the growth of the home industry,
less the amount of commodities that had been
This was a limit which was reached ¥ery quick
reached stagnation was the only perspective.
own by the fact that, after a remarkable increa
the number of industrial workers stagnated, eve
huge surplus population in agriculture.
number of industrial workers in the 26 Coy
664,816 to 637,759. (Figures given in
land", by Angela:Clifford, Irish Communi

therefore, was more or
previously imported.’

ly. And when it was.

This stagnatien is sh-
se¢ in the early '30s, 4
n though there was a :
Between 1951 and 1961 the
nties actually fell, from
"Notes on Classes in Ire—

st, January 1966.)

(In the article Jjust qubted the following characteristic of the
period is also noted:

"The natural tendency in ca
employers to decrease
italists take one ano

pitalist socie€ty of the number-ofl
s and for businesses to get bigger as cap~ -
ther over, was slowed up in the 1930s,

25,




‘the Fianna Fail protectionist pelicies. In the 20 years,
1926-46, the number of (industrial) employers fell by only
475, or by about 13%. By contrast, in the 10 years, 1951-
61,. when the policy of protected national'capitalism“inﬂthe5'“
~ Free State was being abandoneds and when more and more con- T
. cessions were being madelto‘imperialist-capital; the number:
of employers in industry fé11 by 8,402, or about a%."

,u;in égnicultu&e,theipetiy-hourgaoiéieuactuallywiggggaséd;as(aqperdehq.“ .
tage of the population - from 73% to 78% - between 1926 and 1961,

while workers as 2 percentage fell from 21% to 17X.

" The relative growth of the rule of the petty bourgeoisie, and the
" large number of small urban capitalists, which resulted from the

protectionist-economic policys, constituted the class pasis for the

sntensification of the political and social reaction between the

mid—thirties and 'late fifties.)

Sipce the home mazket could not be increased significantly by the
economically jnefficient and politically reactionary (even by bour-
geois standards) capitalism that developed as 2@ consequence of Fianna
Fail policys 26 County indmstry could only increase by cperating on
the international capitalisﬁ market.

- On the one hand the small home mazket.bffered yery Iittle scope for

the development of 2 new industry, and very quickly brought it to

_;ﬁﬁe point where any significent fq;;baxﬁexpansion_GOUlQ#Ggly bgﬁaqg—
igved on the snternational market. On the other hand; the yety $dme

condition - the small, highly—protected home market — ofi-zed the néw
industry little scope for making itself competitive internationally.
Connolly maintained in "Erin's Hepe" (1896) that this must be scG-

De Valera demonstrated in practice that it was so.

The new, hot-house capitalist development was reaching the end of its
tether by the late 'thirties. The first major economic retreat from
the declared Fiamna Fail principles 5f 1932 came in 1938 with the
trade agreement with Britain. The outbreak of the world war the
following year slowed up subsequent developments. But in the early
‘fifties the economic crisis struck. The contradictions of protec—
tionist capitalism offered no way out of the crisis. Economic stag-
nation and high unemployment remained throughoutl the 'fifties. In
the late 'fifties the inevitable conclusions were drawn: the 26 Cos.
must be opened up to imperialist capital, and 26 County industry must
be forced ontc the international market, where only the healthy would

survive.

_wEjanna Fail came to power having visions of a flourishing and
independent_lrish capitalism. Capitalism was to pe the basis
of national independence in Ireland. But Fianna Fail, when it
came to powers was unable to make a serious attempt to establish

‘Irish independence precisely because it was- capitalist.”

(P. Murphy, Irish WNorkers News, May 9th, 1965.)
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This reversion to a free trade policy, however, was not a 'simple rever-—
sion to the situation that existed in 1920. From the imperialist
viewpoint the De Valera government had achieved a great deal. Certain
aggravating contradictions were considerably weakened.

Fianna Fail had consistently maintained a high rate of emigration over
a quarter of a century, thereby making a massive contribution to the
solution of certain agrarian problems .

In 1930 there was a NUMEIOUS, economically ambitious, and politically
vigourous small bourgeoisie. By the 1960s the fittest of these had
peen enabled to claw their way into the big (by 26 County capitalist
stardards) bourgecisie, while the majority had been given their chance,
and had fallen by the wayside.

The greatest part of the economic reserves out of which a strong nation-
al bourgecis development could occur had been used up.

By the 19£0s the small bourgecis elements
demicant, By row the deminant sec i

grouping of -~mmercial-bankina~-biggex
in the serse that its
irg serisusly threatezned by cther, smalle

as 1n the 1920, In tha centext of
Fnoits positicn lsoneb, of oo

~¢ the Manufastursrs Act iu 1959 and the Free Trade Agree-
- Rritain in 1965 were messures wnich decisively epolished tne
and imp : I And in acucrd
1icy  “rationa a
ticy are  being impl

e with

[
ped

mented in all sphe

The econemic P
reguired by th

licy witn regsrd to the British market which is now

565 interest of the ruling class in the 26 Counties
fore identical with that which bas been required by the cldss
interest of the ruilng class “n tre Nerth since the early 19th century.
The assential eccnomic conflict whilh was the basis for Partition no
longer exists. The economic conditions exist for the unification of
pourgecis Ireland.

In the 26 Counties the political ccnsequernces of the new economic situ-
ation have long been apparanrt. We will give a number of examples.

The Civil War used to be regarded by Fianna Fail as a conflict between

27.




imperialism and nationalism. But now the bourgeois nationalist
elements of 1922 have developed sufficiently;to acquire an active
pPro~-imperialist interest, And now the civil war is viewed as g
Kind of Greek tragedy that happened because of "Fate", whatever
that might mean:

"It was fated. The inexorable Movement of eventg was too
complex, too dynamic and too swift to be diverted and the .
burgative of blood was the only possible resolution", (Ipdsh
Press, 23.6.683 Review of D.McArdle's "The Irish Republic”.)

a bargain with the British imperlalists, buitt up a Mercenary army .

over a’long period, attacked the I.R.A., ang smashed it, But
R today...0ld Passions are ebbing; -»+0ld divisions are closed
and ... national unity of purpose hasg been restoreqm, (ibid.)

On March 4th 1968 the Irish Press declareg in a front Page headline:
"ECONOMICS AND REASON WILL END THE BORDER" :

"Political ang religiouys factions ang viclence hrought the
barder into being. Economic factors and Teason will eng
it. This ig how the majority of Irish people cn both sides
of the border see their wish for one Ireland being realiseq."

Or to put it more accurately: Beyrgeois economics brought the bor-
der inte being. Byt the continuation of the border is no longer a -
Necessary consequence of bourgeois economics,

(In the foregoing SUMMary numeroys aspects of 26 County economics
have not been touched upon. Only a bare outline of the essential
economic develoment is given.)
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While the bourgeois system in the 26 Counties was going through the
evolution described above, the market interests of the Northern ruling
class did not change substantially in this respect, Althoiggh the
linen industry declined and there were severe setbacks in heavy indus-
try, the structure of Northern,semained such that it continues to rew

quire free access to the British market.

The Northern ruling class has produced highly detailed studies of the
industrisl structure of the North and its requirements. Furthermozre,
1+ has usually stated its politics with remarksble frankness, How-
ever those organisstions, purporting to sexrve the interests of the
working class in Lreland, who have come under the bourgecis-national-
1st influence, have utterly failed to make an objective class analysis
of the Northern situation. Attentien has been focussed entirely on
the political mathods which the Northern bourgecisie have found necess—
ary to use in oxder to maintain their political dominance during the
period of nationalist revolutionary development, 1.2, pogroms, fascist
militias extreme religious sactarianism, etc. The objective situation

" which made it necessary for the Northern ruling class to resest to
these methods has not been analysed. .

The nationalist bourgeoisie have had to propagate the myth that bour—
geois Ireland regquired unity and economic protections and that perti-
tion was a product of the religious bigotry. or the sheer inherent
wickedness, of the Nerthern ruling class. If they had made a reasoned
analysis of the csuses which led the Northern ruling class to fascist
political methads, in & period when their brothers in England operated
under bourgeols demecratic froms, they would have had to expoge the
myth that bourgeois Ireland required national unity in a protected
@Conomy. :

Opportunist socfalism is a detachment of bourgecis pelitics operating

in the working class movement. The division in bourgeois Ireland

gave rise to twe distinct brands of opportunism: Sinn Fein socialism
and Unionist socislism. Sinn Fein socialism has had to propagate the
myths of its own bourgeoisie with relation to Partition. It dare not
analyse the cbjective economic situstion. It can merely represent -
the Northern ruling class as the incarnation of gratuitous evil. In
fact the Northern ruling cless is a relatively developed and capable
ruling class, with radical traditions, which was compelled to resort s
to desperate mee=T7S by a desperate situation. The very effectiveness
of its fascist methods over such a long period is sufficient proof that .
there has been reason and method guiding its madness. The German rule
ing class could not control Hitler in the way that the 6 County ruling,
class is controlling its Hitler. .



A

S
AL UNIONIST ANALYSIS: 1904

While the establishment and consolidation of Partition was ultimataly
due to economic causes, politics played its part also: not only in
the sense that every economic force must have its political expression

in order to operate socially, but also in the sense that a higher lev-

el of political development by one of the parties concerned may have
averted the situation in which Partition became inevitable.

In a situation where the Nationalist/Sinn Fein bourgeoisie controlled
the majority of the workers and small farmers in the South, and the

Unionists controlled the majority of workers and small farmers in the
Nerth, Partition became inevitable. But was the develcpment of this
situation itself Mnevitable? On this point we will refer to an ex—

ceptiocnally acute bourgeois analysis of the situation, "Irelend in

the New Century", made by a Unionist, Sir Horace Plunkett, in 1904.
(Extracts are from the third edition: 1905, Plunkett was the foun-
der of the agricultural co-operative movement in Ireland. He should
not be confused with Count Plunkett, the Home Ruler.) :

"It is a commonplace that there are two Irelands, differing in
race, in creed, in political aspiration, and in what I regard
as a more potent factor than all the others put together -
econcmic interest and industrial pursuit." (p. 36)

"It will be remembered that when the Home Rule controversy

was at its height, the chief strength of the Trish cppcsition
to Mr. Gladstone's policy, and the censideraticn which most
welghed with the British electorate, lay in the businecs ah-
Jection of the industrial population ¢f Ulsters though on

the platform religicus and political arguments were more oftern
heard. The intensely practical nature of the ohjiection which
came from the commercial and industrial clasces of the Nerlh
who cppcsed Home Rule was never properly recognised in Ireland.
It was, and is still, unanswered. Briefly stated, the position
taken up by their spokesmen was as follows:- 'We have come...
into Ireland, and not the richest portion of the island, and
have gradually built up an industry and zommerce with which we
are able to hold our own in competition with the most progress—
ive nations in the world... It is now proposed to place the
manufactures and commerce of the country at the mercy of a
majerity which will have no real concern in the interests vit-
ally affected, and who have no knowledge of the science of gov-
ernment. The mere shadow of these changes has so depressed the
stocks which represent the accumulations of our past enterprise

and labour that we are already commercially poorer than we were,' "
(p 66/7)
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'Nofé.fd.éd&Jédff{dﬁz; Thé Ulster“bourgeoisie made'thé natdxe 6f'fheii F
jection to Home Rule completely clesr in 1886, Thomas Sinclsir, a
leading bourgeois politicien, said in a speech &t a specisl meeting of

the Presbyterian Church in Maxch 1886:

"The leader of the Nationalists had declared that it was his inten-

~.tien. to make Ireland s nstion. They did not know what he meant
by that, but probably it was that he intended to reoxganise its
industries... It was especially stated that a policy of Protec--.
tien would be gone into, a policy which if adopted would empty
their mills, clear their rivers and shipyards, would stop their .
Looms, would make .the voice of their spindles to be silent, and .
would cause a complete destruction of the industry that had made
the province so prosperous.” (Reported in "The Witness'", March
13th, 1886.) : : : S

The "Northern Whig", the main bourgeois newspaper, protested that the
industrial capitalist snterest was in danger of not being fully taken
into account because of the shagpness of the struggle between the
landlords and peasants in Ireland. It stated the -industrial capital—. .
ist case against Home Rule: ; :

"Capital can only be procured for the promotion of Irish industries -
through credit. But the direet effects of the irish Nationalist
mevement... have the result of driving away capital by utterly
destroving credit. England is the greatest capitalist in the
world. “waland owes a great deal to the use c¢f English capital,
a great more than the Irish Maticnalists are disposed to acknow=
ledge. This country is a gainer and nct a loser by the British
connection.  Without that sonnection Belfast and all that is most
prospercus in Treland would be ruined... An Irish Naticnalist
Pariiament.. wculd, if 1t were astablished, fall like a biight on
the preductive intexssts of the country... Our cemmercial and
manufacturing classes are devoted tc the Unicn because they know
that trade and commerce would not £lourtsh without the Union.”
(Editorial, Jan.2lst, 1886.) '

"Mercantile Ireland versus Home Rule, by a bBelfast Merchant! was pub=
lished by the Ulster Liberal Unionist Association in 1888. The writer
repeated the irrefutable statement thats "There 1S NO ClasS....«.MOIE
alive to the advantages to be derived from the maintenance of the Union
in its present form than the Irish merchants and manufacturers.” (p.4).

"Naturally it (Ulster) was the poorest, most sterile, and barren
province, but under the Union it has pecome a great centre of in-
dustry and weakth, and the land in it the most highly cultivated

and productive. This is entirely owing to the indomitable per-
severence, thrift, and loyalty of the people wha, without any
extraneous or special advantagesy have made this part of the g@un- .
try what might be called the Lancashire and Yorkshire of Ireland...".
. .the birth of 4 Dublin Parliament will be the death of credit =~
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in Ireland."” Economic decline would result-until~"the once which

prosperous Ulster is changed into a poverty-stricken wilder- conce
ness, with her shipyards and mills and factories silent as to co

the grave." (p. 7/8.) _ At

: ' the 1
(To make the foregoing accurate the writer should have given the among
social relaticn of Ulster land tenure as the basis on which perse- a tin
verance and thrift could operate to some purpcse. On a basis of £4.cn,

rack-renting, as in the rest of Ireland, perseverence and thrift
were pointless. The rack-rented peasant in the South did not occ-
upy a petty-bourgeols economic position; therefore the petty-bour-

geois virtues were alien to hims His social position made it more
sensible for him to cobserve the lilies in the fields who did not sow, £ hem
neither did they reap, than to cshape his mind according to the Puri- sty
tan version of Christianity. diem
R
Another side of the petty-bcurgecis virtue that was general among wi1§
the Protestant peasantry is described by the Ulsfer novollst, Shanr ted
Bullock‘

"Around him con hill and field was life and movement... : cattle
grazing, “orgcs tramping masterfully, men working and shouting,
women flaunting their coloured kexchiefs in the sunlight; ...
the world spun merrily amid the golden hours, but of it or of
anything that blessed it Hugh had no heed, save of lhe dull
earth he would conquer and hard thought within him that sweet-

ened toil.”  (The Saguireen; p. 91.) -

pur 1

. . Bl

The exteznsion of Ulster tenure thrcughcut Treland B the last quarter +
of the 19th century also extended petty-bourgeois virtue.) YETY

The Ulster bouryeolsis made their pp:sﬂzﬂn clear in 1886, The
Naetionalist Party, $1’V controlied three-guarters of the Irish
masses, pretended not to hear, pretended that there was no industrial

cas2 agairst protecticnist Heome Rule; pretended that trne Unionist
movement was a landlord creation. They could nut deal with the
facts of the case, so they pretended the facts did not exisi’]

(pa

"WHO IS TO DO THE COERCICN. ..M Neithe
{g1the

Lo e

Hm k “F

"I have already said (that) the real force which turned the that 7
British democracy against Hocme Rule ... (is) the commercial - added

and industrtal community in Belfast and other hives ¢f ind-
ustry in the north-east corner of the country, and in scatte.:
ered localities elsewhere. I have already admitted that the
political importance of the industrial element was not properly
appreciated in Irish Unionist circles. No less remarkable is
the way in which it has been ignored by the Nationalists. The




I
question which the F;ttpn;listéﬁhnd.tOfgnilot'tn'1886"and-1893;'andrg
which they have to snswer Aodeyy is- w"""“*"'m‘“@f thelir:
conception is the Unlonist part of Ulster to be ‘coerced or persuaded !
to come undex the new regime? To those who adopt the former alter--
native, my reply is simply. that, 1f Bngland is to do the coercion,

~“the idea is politically absurd. - If we were leftto fight it out

- among ourselves, it {s physically sbsurd.." ° I am aware that, at
© - Ta time whaana'wgié“ali'tnlkihg;atfcqnbertfpitch orr the Irish Ques-

SR tion, a good deal wes said zbout dying in the last diteh b men who

- at the threst of any real trouble ‘would be. found more discreetly

‘sitting on the first fence. But those who know. the tempex and
-£#ighting qualities of the werking-men oppeenits: of Home Rule in .
.the North are under no illusiecn as to the sccount -they would give of
themselves if.called upon to defend'the.gauSG-of»ProteStantism,ﬁlib—'
exty, and imperial unity as they understand it: Let us, however,
dismiss this altermatiye and give Nationalists credit for the desire .
to pexsuade the industrial North to come .in by showing it that it .

© will be to its advantage to joln cordially in thefbuilding-of'a'uni—r
ted Ireland under a separate leglslature. " : .

§

"The difficulties in the way of"prpguring-this<conviction-are very
obwvious. The North has progpered under the Act of Union - why
should it be ready to enter upsa a new tyariety of untried being'?
What that state of being will be like, it naturally guagas from the
forces which are working for Home Rule at present. Looling at -
these simply from the industriel standpoint and leaving out cf acc-
ount @i ﬁhe.powerful'alements4of religious and race prejudice, the
man of the North seestwc salient facts which have dominated all the
political activity of the Nationalist -campaign,” 1i.e. hostility to
the crown, and "the introduction of politics imto business in the
very virulent and destructive form known as boycotting. 3

"Now hostility to the Crown, 1f 1t means anything, means a struggle .
for separation as soon 2as Home Rule has given to the Irish people .
the power to organise and arm. And (still keeping sternly to the
practical point of view) that would, for the time being at least,
spell absolute ruin to the isdustrial North. The practice of boy- ‘
cotting, again, is the very antithesis of industry - it creates an
atmosphere, in which industry and enterprise simply cannot live."
(pages 86-88) o

Neither the Nationalist Party, nor Sinn Fein, ndr Cumann na nGaedheal
(although individuals within it attempted to) nor Fianna Fail, noxr the !
post-Fianna Fail version of Sinn Fein, ever faced up to-these hard facts
|- that Plunkett stated so bluntly long before the Partition clause was -
added to the Home Rule Bill in 1914. Tl R
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THE POLITICAL FAILURE OF THE INDUSTRIAL BOURGEOISIE
F
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Another 1mportant fact which Plunkett drew attention to was the div-
orce between industrialists and politicians in bourgeois pelitics in

~Ireland. The Natlonallst Party was in the main a bunch of upstarts

who made their £1v1ng out of politics and degraded bourgeois politic-

al activity (aga@n,_ applying bourgeois standards) as it has rarely

been degraded. ; The Irish question was their gimmick. Votes in
Ireland were thedr bargaining counter. Westminster was the centre
of their universe. After they toppled Parnell in a welter of hypo-
critical, moralisihg, they split the Party into fragments over various
trivial differenges. They were utterly incapable of developing and
applying a far- q;ghted bourgeois political and soclial strategy.

But Plunkett almzchew attention to deficiencies of his own movement.

"To my own party .in Ireland then, I would... direct the reader’s
attention. have already feferred tc the deplorable effects
produced uporf national life by the exclusion of the landlord

aud industridd classes from positions cf leade#ship and trust
over four-fif#hs of the country. 1 cannot conceive of a pros-
perous Ireland in which the influence of these leaders is rest-
ricted within its present bounds. It has been so restricted
because the Imish Unionist party has failed to produce a pclicy
which could ahxraft, at anyrate, moderate men from the cther
side; and we b%ve, therefore, to consider why we have so failed.
Until this is ¢one, we shall continue to share the blame for the
miserable state of our political life which, at the end of the
19th century; appeared tc have made but little advance frocm the
time when Bishgp Berkeley asked 'Whether our parties are not &
burlesque upon: pollflcs .

"The Irish Unionist Party is supposed to unite all who, like the
author, are opposed to the plunge into what is called Home Rules
But its propagandist activities in Ireland are confined to preach-
ing the doctrine of the status quo, and preaching it only to its
own side. From the beginning the party has been intimately con-
nected with the landlerd class; yet evem upon the land guestion
it has thrown but few gleams of the constructive thought which it
might have been expected to apply to it. Now and again an indi-
vidual tries to broaden the basis of Lrish Unionism and to bring
himself in touch with'the life of the people. But the nearer

he gets to the people the farther he gets from the Irish Unionist
leaders... and he is treated by the leading players on both sides
like a dog in a tennis court.

"Two main causes appear tc me to account for the failure of the
Irish Unionist Party to make itself an effective force in nation-
al 1ife". The first was the notion "that the Irish question is
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not a matter of policy bﬁt_gf police™..

WThe secondys: was the linking of the agrarian with the political .. -
question; - the one being, in effect, a practical, the other a sen-
timental issue. The same thing happened in the Nationalist partys
~but on'their side it was intentional and led to an immense accession -
of strength, while on the Unionist side it made for weakness. If
the influence of Irish Unionists was to be even maintained, it was - .
of vital importance that the interest of a class" (read "the inte
erest of the landlord class" - I.C.0.) "should not be allowed to
dominate the policy of the party" - (which should be a party serving
the interests of the industrial bourgeoisie, which had become the = =
main basis of Unionism in Ireland. - 1.C.0.) :

"But the organisation which wought to have rallied every force that |
Ireland could contribute to the cause of imperial unity came to be
too closely identified with the landlord class. That class is ad= .
mittedly essentigl to the construction of any real national life. |

But there is another element equally essential, to.which the politi=-"

- cal leadérs of Irish Unionism have not given the prominence which is
its due. The Irish Question has been so successfully narrowed down
to two dimple poclicies, one positive but $ague, the other negative
but definite, that to suggest that there are three distinct forces =
three distinct interests - to be taken into account seems like con- .
fusing the issue. It is a fact, nevertheless, that a very important
element on the Unionist side, the industrial element, has been prac-
tically i2ft out of calculation by bcth sides. Yet the only expres<
sion of real political thought which I have observed in Ireland.s..
has emanated from the Ulster Liberal-Unionist Associatibn.“‘(ps.63—6)

The "Three distinct forces" to which Plunkett refers are: the landlord
class, the big industrial bourgeoisie, and the middle class (to use a
vague term to cover the heterogeneous medium and smaller propertied in-.
terests that constituted the mass base and middle and lower leadership -
of the Nationalist Party, and later of Sinn Fein and Fianna Fail.)

IT WAS ONLY ON THE BASIS OF THE CLASS INTEREST OF THE SECOND, THE IND- -
USTRIAL BOURGECLSIE, THAT NATIONAL UNITY COULD HAVE BEEN ACHIEVED
WITHIN THE BOURGEOIS SYSTEM. So Plunkett maintained, and so it was in
fact. : '
The logic of the middle class position required the :separation and pro=:
tection of the Irish national market. When this bourgeois element

* generated a political movement of its own it came into conflict with

the interests of the big industrial bourgeoisie who needed to remain in’
the British market. But, under the political domination of a big im- -

‘Haekrial bourgeoisie which saw the need for extensive internal reforms, .

the evolution of these middle class elgménté could have -run its course °
without disrupting fhe nation. AR ‘ : C

-

- It would sgércely:have been posiible for the obsolescent landlord cless-
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to oversee the bourgeois evolution of the agrarian situation.  The
landlords went along with the land reforms implemented by the British
- bourgeoisie between 1800 and 1902 because they had little choice in
"the matter. If they themselves were the dominant class they would
- inevitably have failed to gulde the bourgeois evolution of the agrar-
“ian question. But under the dominance of the industrial bourgeoisie,

- .- whose interests were not essentially hostile to agrarian reforms, an

evolution of the agrarian question which did not disrupt national life
would have been possible.

If landlordism was the main class basls of Unionism in Irish scciety,
then there would have been an antagonism between Unicnism and the ag-
rarian reform. But if the industrial bourgeoisie was the main class
basis of Unionism, then there was no necessary antagonism between
Unionism and agrarian reform, and it was possible for Unionism to ex-
tend its influence within the nation by making itself an agency of
agrarian reform. In fact the industrial bourgeoisie had become the
main economic basis of Unionism, but this change had falled to reflect
itself adequately in Unionist politics..

"My scle criticlsem of those leaders cf commerce and industry
in Belfast, who, whenewer they turn their attenticn from their
yarious pre-cccupaticns, impart into Irish politics the valu-
able qualities which they display in the conduct of thelr
privete affairs, is that they do not go further and take the
necessary steps to give practieal effect to their views out-
side the ranks of theivimmediate assoclates and followers.
Had the industrial section made its voice heaxrd in the coun-
cils of the Irish Unionist party, the Government which that
party supports might have had less advice and assistance in
the maintenance of law and ordex, but it wpuld have had an
invaluable aid in its constructive policy. For the lack of
wise guidance which ocur captains of industry shculd have pro-
vided, Irish Unicnism has, by too close adherence to the trad-
itions of the landlord section, been the creed of a social
caste rather than a policy in Ireland... -
v w_..there must be a combination of the best thought of the
country aristocracy and that of the captains.cf industry.
Then, and not till then, shall we Unionists as a party exer-.
cise a healthful and stimulating influence on the thought
and action of the people." (p. 67-8)

But the "“captains of industry" failed utterly to become the dominant
political and social force. in the nation They were content to maim~
tain and consolidate the degree of mass influence which came easily”
via religion, and to use this to prevent the disruption of their mage-
keting outlets. The bluff and bluster of the nationalist bourgeoisie
could not move them. Within the scope of bourgeois politics they
were impregnable.. In defence of their position they resorted to
-ruthless coercion. Coercion alone would overcome them. But who,
~among the bourgeois forces involved, was to coerce them? :
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"oolif England is to do the coercion;; the idea is pOlluiCBlly
absurd. If wé' (i.e. the bourgeolb*@ in Treland) “"were left-
to fight it out among curseives, it is physically absuzd.®

Note to 2nd edition: Ulster Liberalism, the politics of the bourgeoiQT

31e, regan to gain ground rapidly at the expense of the Tory Party in
the m ddle of the 19th century. Ulster Torylsm - unlike the Tory
Party 1 Britain which was an advancad bourgesis party - was a backward
landlord facticn. Jister Liksralism, on the cother hand, was mcre rad-:
ical Lan th- British ,1bcra; Po*uy as a whole. 1ts influence grew .o3!
stead But befcre it gould achieve
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Because he saw that "A community which has always sufferec frcem tne
iack of a middle class would certainly not be socially impreved by the
wifhd:awal of the upper class" (p. 49), Plunkett, a highly class-con-

cious member <% the upper class, actempted to do what his party was
falllng to do: link up Uniconism with scclal reform; develop social
raeform under upper class initiative with a view to broadening the base
¢f Unionism in Ireland.

Furthermore, he saw that : "This work of reform must, of course, be
pr:mavlly economic, bul econcmic remedies canrnot be applied to Irlsh
i11lls without the spiritusl alds which are required tc move to actic
the latent forces of Irish reason and emotion". (p. 40). in other
words, economic reform needs an iaeology. From a conscious Unionist
viewpoint he supported, for example, the CGaelic Revival, which he saw
as a development of national bourgeois ideology which would stimulate
internal economic development.

%
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»Plﬁnkett's approach to:the Gaelic Revival was far from the deliberate

duplicity of De Valera and his creatures. He said frankly:"I. should,
speaking generally, regard it as a mistake, supposing it were pract-
icable, to substitute Irish for English in the condust of business".
(pl58). He saw that the value of the Revival movement to the bourg-
eoisie was unconnected with the possibility of actual "revival", and

 said so. De Valera, while prating about an Irish speaking Ireland,

took very effective steps to prevent any .such development.

Since the "Revival" movement did not base itself on the fact of an
oppressed people speaking an oppressed language in the Gaedhealtacht
Plunkett was perfectly correct in assuming that it could be used for
developing a mass base for Unionism. (It is said that Ireland is a
country with two languages. In fact there are three. The "first off-
jcial language" - and the second’ language of the bourgeois intellig-
entsia -~ is a recently developed language: Government Irish. The sec-
ond is English. The third is the oppressed language spoken in the
Gaedhealtacht.) : A

}L;:'”;ytﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁrku-df§§qu:sgﬁﬁ§$-the;developmeﬁtibf;géxiéuftuéél

co-operatives, which were designed to aid the formation of a stable
rural middle class, the lack of which was such a serious defficiency
in the structure of bourgeols Ireland. His view was that successful
economic reform of this kind, especially if carried out under the
initiative of Unionist politics, would destroy the basis of political
nationalism. v :

Plunkett saw the significance of the Land Acts of 1880-1902. He saw
how they created the economic conditions for the developmzni of a
substantial rural middle class, which.,as it developed, would aquire a
vested economic interest in the market connection with Britain. And
if the upper class was active in helping the development of this new
class the political gulf between the upper class and the middle class
could be bridged: and the division in the nation could be healed.

The efforts of Plunkett, and the small section of the Unionists which
supported him, were, of course, not successful in establishing a mass
base for Unionism throughout the South. His class as a whole failed
politically. The most developed form of capitalist eccnomy, the big
industrial capitalism of the Morth-Bast, failed to develop an adeg-
uate political superstructure. The industrial capitalists, the only
class on thebasis of whose interests bourgeols Ireland could have
been held together, failed utterly to become the dominant social and
political force in the nation. It failed even to make a serious att-
empt to achieve dominance. The causes of the fialure will be gone in-
to in a subsequent pamphlet. The failure itself is obvious.

As.a consequence of this fallure, the middle class, which ih:mpst
bourgeois societies lives under the social and political hegemony of

-. the big bourgeoisie, developed.its own political and social movement

and came into antagonism with the big 1ndustrial bourgeoisie. The
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; economy. The only-sound econcadsts in Ireland st the beglnning of the | o

-+ gentaxy; ‘the only ones who were' not pursuing mirages, weve the class
-~ Gonsclows bourgeois, Horace Plunkett, and the class conscious worker,
-~ lomes Conmollye . o wcm oo
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Iy ' “"ULSTER UNDER HOME RULE™
T ——————

R selection of articles by varlous Unionist writers covexring tha eco—-

. pomic and political sitvation in the Six Countles was published in
2955 under the. title"Ulster Undex Home Rule" {edited by Ihcmas Wils-
. -ma). In the Introducticn by D. Lindsay Kerr it is statsd thats

_:- “Noxrthern Ireland did not in auy real sense hegin, still less -
" - has it contiomed; simply as the creation, however interesting
. and mt’ of a British Stama-.--m Act Qf 1wm

' . - mot so much create Northern Ireland as admit to all imtents

: and purposes that it already existed and would enduxe."{p xi)

! The Northern ruling class d1d not itself seek the Stormont arrange-
| - ment. This particular aspect of Partition was the product of the pol-
| itical ciromstances of the time. '
‘ _

"Irying to reach conclusions on the benefits and drawbacks of
- provinclal autonomy for N.Ireland, it is nacessary to bear in
mind that the system was devised for political rather than
-economic reasons. Furthermore it was not actually sought by
the majority of the people of N.Ireland but - to put the
wztter bluntly - was forced upon them in an effort o ADgp—
ease the then embryonic Irish Free State.®

. Meeoodt is hard to resist the ceaclusisn....that Northern
. Ireland 1s worse off aconomically then it would be If the
" Covermmast of Ireland Act were repealed and the semblance
of self-govermmen> were thereby removed....Shatever isay be
of its non-eccnomic effects, it appeaxs that provincial
©  autonomy has been a doubtful priviiege ecomomically.”
: {*Economic Policy's K.S.Isles and N.Cathbertsibld. p 165-6)

"Northern Ireland is so economically intezwowen with Great
. Britaln that, looked at broadly, it is not 3 sepagate ecob -
. omy at all st an undifferentiated paxt of a single econ~—
- omic systes esbracing the whole of the United Kingdog.
This economic unity is closely bound up with political
unity.* {‘Ulsier‘s Economic Structuze's K.S.Isles and M.
Cuthbert; ibid.p 91) .

© "Eire seems a natural merket for some of M.Ireland's marR—

. - factured goods; it is alse 2 natural source of supply of
some agricultural commodities, for use Lotk in ssnsaaption
and as rew materials. If the border were zemoved the flow

- 0of trade would consequentily Ancressa. As things are, how-

1. < €74er, economic umion with FiTe would mean economic disunion
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nwith Great Britainj the removal ‘of the border with Eire wo
involve .its'r?ér'eic’tibn'bs_,twéén-{ll-._I‘::’e.lafnd ‘'and Great Britain. But

i owing"tézn.Ireland*s‘much closer économi¢ integration with. ...
Great Britain which is firmly based on the complementary rel- -
ationship between them, the galn from such a change would be
outweighed by the less. This would be so -even without taking = .
into account the loss of the benefits derived from equality -

- d_tl
greater.” (our emphasis. Isles
ibid. p 18i) -

of services and taxation. Ihe oply way D W 4ch N.Iyeland < - 7 . 3
oyld bene i rom the Lemoys 0O he borde ould be b ’ - : ’
ting rid of it altogethe; not by shiftiog i rom where 4% 3

and Cuthbert, vEconomic:Pqiicy_,“' .

In other words: Partition was not a cause, but a consequencé, of the
division of the nation. The only kind of re-unificqtiqn,which.wpulq be
acceptable to the Northern ruling class would pe Te-unification within ¢
the British market. Unity pehind protectiie barriers agaiﬁstfthe‘B:iﬁﬁai
ish market would be no more acceptable than it was at the beginning of -
the century. Re-unification, therefore, would involve a complete re-
moval of the barriers between the 26 County -economy and the British -
market, I , : . R

"The only way inp which N.Ireland could pencfit from the removal of the .
order would be by getting rid of it altogether; not by shifting. it L
from where it is to the coast."” This statement gets to the rogt of the !
matter by ¢wronbmabigzequating the border and the tariff barrier ag- .

ainst the British méfkth ' ¥

From the 1930's to the 1950's Fianna Fail, when it spoke of the remov-
al of the border, meant the inclusion of the 6 Counties within the Free -
State tariff barrier. It was impessible to devise a policy by which.
this could be done with the consent of the Northern ruling classs(and -
the pverthrow of the Nerthern ruling class within the sphere af bourg-
eols politics was never on the cards). The removal of the bordér would '
pe acceptable to the Northern ruling class only as a consequence of.ﬁbé}
removal of the protective barrier. ' ' - =
The one constant factor in bourgeois Ireland during'the-paStkCenturyf i
has been the class interests of the Northern rulingrclass;uahd*its-deté;
ermination that’it was not going to be moved-from its class -interest,
The Northern ruling class failed to achieve political dominance in the -
nation as a whole, and so prevéntélts‘divisidns.but there has.never -~ ‘
been the remotest possibility of a bourgeois re-unification of ‘the nat-
jon which did not accord with the economic interest of the Northern .
~ruling class. Re-unificationy’ therefore, became a possibility only when”:
the class interest of the 26 County ruling class came to require the
dismantling of the tariff barriers behind which it had ‘developed. :

Such/are the object%ye‘consequenées_of the_uheven'deveiopment 6f‘9apit¢£
alish in Ireland. The-desire not to face up to these unpleasant facts
‘has been strongly felt”by sociallsts in Ireland. It has even been felt :
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that by facing up to and analysing these facts one is somehow streng-
thening and reinfeorcing them. That is one of the reasons why seccial-~
ism in Ireland has degenerated so much into exercises in daydreaming.

As soon as Partition ceased to be economically necessary in bourgeois
Ireland, 1t ceased te be politically desirable from the viswpoint of
an intelligent agsessment of the interests of the Nerthemn ruling
class. 1%t was only whiie it served a sound bourgeois aconowic puvpose
that it was worth the frictioms which it created.

-Rut there could not be a simple transition from Partition fo unity in
bourgeois Ireland. Economic developments rarely f£imd a direct and jmm-
ediate reflection in the political and social superstiucture of soe-
iety. The political and soclal effects cf the pravicus ecuromic sit-

‘uation tend tc obstruct the deyvelopment of the political and social
superstryucture ﬂﬁqulved by the new eccnpomic situetior. And in view
of the more or less fasclst nature of the politics reouirad in the
& Counties in the old economic situation, it could nol ke expected
that the political change would come about without maicr sucial

stxugnles.

1iticul machine developed by the Mivihenn
ﬁgang vlass to d&f%nd its interests in the g@:iua when it found it
self besieged by the wnational revolution could ot be dismentlisd
cvernight. he machine itself would resist ' aewec:aﬂisatiam“, R
the Tuling class coeld not afford tc coma into diract

dilract aatsgonism with
it. The refczm of the machine, therxefore, had tc ke done gradually
and in a zoundaboul maoser.

s a

Jecizl change 1s made pecessary by cownomlc developments, and in Lhe
eng xun 1is cource of development ls delsrgined cy soonomics. Buab iU
is actwally brought aboul by peocple, by classes, whe engsge ackively
in soclal stiuggles to gain objectives. Sews of the objectives are
illusory: others aze not illuscry even though they are stated lndip-
ectly im religlevs or highly ebstpact teumsy awnd othe s sgein are
stated dizectly and bluntly. But the poseileiities of socisl stougale:

are always detemined, ir the final ameiveis, Wy the ceoneric &&%ﬁ%ﬁw
ien in which they gccuz.

e b L)

As Maxy put itr “Men make thelr own higterv, but they do mot make it
just as they pleawey they do net make under siveumstancey chosen by

themeelves, bwht wnder clrcumstances digectly encountereds givenm asg

tramomitted frwm the past." (The I8th Brumsize ef Louls Beaapaste).
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soc1ety is taklng the form cf a C1v11 Rights struggle. The denlalto
the Catholic (nationalist) population‘of the Civil:Rights Wthh are
stated to be the rights of every citizen by the ideologists of bour-
geois democracy has been a feature of Orange rule since the setting

up of Storment.  In the 1920s this denial of civil rights was given

a legal enactment.  Now that the threat % the Northern ruling class
from bourgeois nationalism has been removed the ba51q-reason for the
denial of c¢ivil &1ghts no longer ex1sts.

In the old days a civil rights campaign would have been a threat to
the supremecy cf the ruling class and would have been opposed by a .
united front. And’ for that reason opposition to the Unionists did & =
not express itself in a civil rights campaign as such: opposition =
to Unionism in that sk#tuation expressed- itself directly in national

terms. In periods of social crisis and mess activity it tended to

express itself in military tegms. But today it is "eivil rights".

And the civil rights movement, unlike the republican movement of the
past, does not essentially express an antagonism with Unionism. In _ °
the main it mersly expresses. opposition’to- c8¥tdin Unionist methods™ ~_ -
of Governmentn - s L o - T -

The Unionists realise that in order to safeguard their future they
must change thelr methods of rule. The changes which have already
taken place in Unionism have led to an intensification, aad at the
same time to a narrowing down, of the popular demand for change.

The demand for political reform of the regime has grown while the
demand for its overthrow has receded. Furthermore the rise-of the
student mecvement, ceinciding with the rise of the civil rights move~-
ment, has led to an interminglingof the two, and this has not made
for graeter political clerity in the civil rights movement.

I I SRS
THE UNIONISTS
ARG NS 0 T SO R T S SN

The political representatives of the ruling class interest know exactly
what they want to achieve in- the present situation. Gerry Fitt dec- |
lares that ths electoral system "is a2 negation of every concept of Bri-
tish democracy". Some of the Unionists may not be so much in love '
witn British democracy as Mr. Fitt, but the Uniconist- leadership, real=-
ising that it must come, have the aim of making unionism the main party
of "British democracy" in the North.

In the kest manner of British democracy, "the party is in the course of .
finding the best equilibrium between the old and the new. The process
is a painful one as Paisleyism has shown, but it is none the less nece=.
ssary and it has to be faced and not run away from."  (Belfast Tele~
graph editorial, 26.9.1966.)

On December 9th 1968 Captain O'Neill said: "I have a word too for
those... who see 1n change a threat to our position in the United.
Kingdom. I say to them: Unionism, armed with justice, will be a
stronger cause than Unionism armed ‘merely with strength... - The
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~ermined by haurqecic rlges interast; and by the divisions in kovrgeoi
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adoption of ... reforms will not lose a single seat in Stormont for

those who support the Unionist cause.” ("Justicef, it should be
understood, means the operation of the bourgeois dtctatorship under

the forms of bourgeois - or if the opportunists prefer, British -
democracy.) - -

The Unlonist!:leaders have consciously set themselves a clear, and
realisabley political objective. The fact that thelr objective is
realisable does not mean that it will, in fact, be actually reslised.
Whether 4t will be realised will be determined in the cmese of the

class struggle. . But there 1s no doubt about the fact that it is a
feasible objective. . :

The main thing which will determine the actual outcome of this parti-
cular struggle is the quality of Unionist politics as compared with
the politics of @pposing organisations. At present none of the
opposing organisations have aims which are as clear-cut and as def-~
inite as the aims of the Unionist leadership,

-THE WORKING CLASS
D e e L B

It will be noticed that in this pamphlet we have dealt with Partition
entirely in terms of bouzgeois economics and politics. There are two
reasons forthis. The first is that the division in the natien came
abouk exclusively because of bourgeois economics and politics. The
second is that working class politics have not been an active force
in the development of Trish histary since the death of Connolly.
Opportunism destroved working class politics in 1916-21. Where
working class activity has not been limited to "pure and simple"
trade unicnism, it has in the main expressed itself through one or
another variety of bourgeois ideology, Working ¢lass activity has,

to use Marx's way of putting it, never succeeded in being more than
the left wing of bourgeois politics.

Two serious attempts were made to develop a Communist movement, in
the 1920s and 1930s. But from the late thirties until the sixties
there was no serious Communist organisation in Ireland.

Since 1916 the Irish Labour Party has been acting blatantly as the
sacial-democratic wing of bourgeois pelitics. The complex situation
in the 6 Counties led to the appearance of a number of Labour Parties.

Trish history during the past half-century has; therefore, been det-

ek W

class interest which led to the polifica; division of the nation.
Palitically tha wnrking clasc has acted under #he influence of the
bourgeoisie., : )

(7

Throughout the Trich working class there
The opporturist leadere have
this desire. But since ths

¢ a deep desizre for unity,
often given sentimental expression tc
divisicon is a consequerce of bourgecis
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.“:3'§oiitics'uhity cannbt{he*échiaveden_qjﬁentiméhtal’ﬁasis{;ﬂ'it §a¢ only ;
- be achieved through an analysis and exposufe of bourgeois politics and -
"economics, and the development of working class politics.’ o

- reunification .of the ruling class would have the consequence of reunitiﬁf
ing the working class under bourgeois "political influence. But 'if the .

Of courée the ending of the major division in bourgeois Ireland and th?

#

working class movement is not to be reunited merely as a by-product of
bourgeois politics, it must begin to free itself from the influence of -
bourgeois politics ~ and it can only do this by analysing and bécoming i
consclous of them. : o ;

* * ¥ ) 3 o

One of the features of the past ten years has been the development for.
the first time of a trotskyist movement in Ireland. = Spontaneoys reac-
tion against social-democratic or modern: revisionist opportunism in the "
working class movement very often tends towards trotskyism, which in :
the main operates within the social-democratic movement, functioning

as its left wing. In the South trotskyism obstructed the growth of ;
a Communist movement for many years after revisicnism had corroded the
old Communist movement, but during the past few years the development
of a certain amount of working class political clarity by the I.C.O.
has checked the growth of trotskyism. '

&

Being unable to operate in conditions where an increasing number of
workers are thinking things through in political terms and are refu—
sing to be satisfied with half-answers or slogans, the trotskyist move- *
ment moved North where political confusion was greater and where the
Communist movement was slower in freeing itself from revisionism.

In times of social and political change, when the bourgeoisie themselves
are instigating that change in their own interests, the development of
radical political tendencies in the working class movement is taken for |
granted by them. Their main concern is that during this period of
necessary change there should not develop a reveolutionary Communist
movement of the working class. To avert this, they themselves take

the initiative in instigating pseudc-socialist and pseudo-Marxist pol-
itical varieties. Today in Dublin every second bourgeois intellec-
tual is a "Marxist". The spread of non-Communist "'Marxism" is designed
to avert the rise of a’ ommunist working class movement during the pres-.

ent period of necessary social and'political‘change.k_

In the North trotskyism is functioning as the radical fringe of the
bourgeois democratic movement; as the safety valve of the bourgeois
system in its crisis. Its function is to atiract the militant elem—
ents in the struggle and hold them back from unism. Its function .

is to dissipate the revolutionary energy of the working class. Trotsky- ;

~ ist movements are neted for their high turnover of membership. = The

building of a Communist movement needs.long, painstaking and concentra-~ :
ted work. But to lead a worker, or a student sympathetic to the work- .
ing class cause, from political rebellion via trotskyism to political .




disillusion, is a different matter entirely.

As a method of disrupting the vanguard of the working class, trotsky-

ism has been doing its work for over sixty years. For almost forty

years, however, it has also been a stepping-stone into jobs in the
propaganda organs of the bourgeoisie.

BUt let the opportunists rest assured that even trotskyism is no more
than a very temporary, unstable, obstacle to the development of a
nation-wide political movement of the working class in Ireland.

* X *

The outcome of the civil rights struggle cannot be predicted in any
detail. The leadership of the movement 1s. thoroughly bourgeois.
The Financial Times (the paper that the British bourgeoisie produce
for their own information) says:  '"Most of the stories of I.R.A.
and Communist infiltration into the ranks of the Ulster civil rights
movement, can be discounted. Of course, there are opportunistss
but the civil rights leaders believe they are all known, that they
are few, and that they cannot manipulate the movement for their own
ends." (8.1.1969). "Opportunists™ is the word: and the Financial
Times knows very well that such opportunists have their role in this

situation, in the services of the same class interest as the Finan-
cial Times itself.

Unless there is active working class political interventiosn in the
struggle, it scems likely that the immediate outcome will be alcng
the lines envisaged by the Fianna Fail-Uniorist Party leadexship.
The Irish Press speculzted that the Unionist Party might tear itself
arart, ant "the civil rights movement under the leadership of Mescrs,
Cooper and Huma could 2menrge 2 sonsiderable forcem, (Editcrial,
27.1,10A0) . Byt a 1 rightc leadership develsped a

"

a ip d
party which became the main party in the Nerth, nothing would be ‘
essentially altered. There would merely be a new Unionist partye
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* x *

There are two distinct class interests involved in the civil rights
movement.  The leadership represents the interests of the smaller
bourgeoisie (who are still quite a substantial bourgeoisie by Irish.
standards). But the rank and file is, to a great extent, working
class. The middle class want the removal of restrictions on their
own political liberty. Their demands are wall summed up in the de~
mand for "British democracy”: the most formal kind of democracy.
The achievement of bourgeois democracy would not bring about the
changes needed by the working class.

But shonldn'+t we support 4 s
geole though it 1s?  Certainly. But since we know
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what can be achieved under bourgeois leadership we must not for an in-
stant slacken in our efforts to develop a working class political move- !
ment — @& Communist movement. é
The bourgeoisie have developed their politics. We must develop curs. :

For the time being the bourgeoisie would be quite prepared to accept i
us as militants or the fringe of beurgeois politics, knowing that they
could dispense with us when the time came. This has often been done
inthe past. If in the present situation we scamper aleng on the tail
ond of bourgecisz politics we shall be sexving only the bourgecis int-
arest, and we shell be helping in the deception of the werking class.

1§ we want to learn what our attitude, as class conscious workers, shoulg
be towards bourgecis demccracy in the present situation, we should study:
Coanclly's attitude towards the bourgeois demccracy during the Home Rule
crisis in the years before 1914. (Mary of his writings in this pericd
weze suppressed by the bourgeolsie and the cpportunists, but some have
heen republished rewently by Cennolly Beoks in PRESS POTSCNERS IN IRE--
LAND) .

The Marxist principle is: QOrganise separately: sfzike togsther.
"Striking tegether™ does rot mean enlisting under Wovrgesis leadership. |
Ner does it mean that one stops analysimg bourgesis politics during
paricds of joint activity.

“he influence of accumulating opportunism in the working class movement
over many oe udes has made us tend to forget cne of the most fundamental
facts of sociai life, to which Lenin saptinuously drew attention @ ’
Revolutionrs are not made by trickery.

JANUEARY 1969.



Note to the second editio

An item on the Republican movement, which was made wholly inadequate
by recent developmamts, has been omitted from the present edition.

So has an item on the revisionist Irish Workers' Party. The August
crisis threw the revisionist/Republican movement into a welter of ‘
self-contradiction which it would take too much space to describe
here. However, the opportunist manner in which these organisations
have reacted to the Ulster crisis has been dealt with in varigus
pamphlets and articles in the Irish Communist over the past few
months. Suffice it to say here that the sectarian, anti-working class
nature of the Republican leadership was amply demonstrated in "Free
Belfast". Further, the opportunist character of the Trotskyist
'Peoples Democracy' has likewise been amply demonstrated in practice
throughout this period. Several artisles expoeing the "revolutionary

socialist" leadership of this organisation have appeared in the Irish
Communist in the past.
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(We reprint below two editorials on Paisleyism
published in THE IRISH COMMUNIST in 1966, when
various pseudo-marxist wexe representing Pais~
ley as the chief representative of the imperi~-
alist interest in the Six Counties.)

PURNESRSE ad
PAISLEYISM
P

Is Paisleylsm the main enemy of the Irish people? Is it the main .
obstacle to progress in Ireland? Is it a fact that all the anti-
Paigleyite forces are progressive, and that we should unite with:
them? We are told that this is the case by Desmond Greaves and by
his mirror-image, Irish trotskyism. In fact it is not the case at
all. What is happening is that British imperialism is changing its
form of rule in the & Counties. 0ld-style Orange Unionism no longer
serves the imperialist interest effectively, sc imperialist rule is
being "denw vratised”. Paisleyism is old-style Unionism trying to
maintain its pesition in the 6 Counties when imperialism is trying
to discard it. In terms of power Paisley does not compare with the -
imperialist forces opposed toc him in Britain or the 6 Counties.

One of the main reasons why imperialism is discarding the form of
unionism represented by Paisley is because it has bred a new kind of
unionism in the 26 Counties. Fianna Fail, under pressure from im-
perialism, has become an imperialist force werking against the Irish
nation. Because of its revolutionary past it is cf far meTe use to
imperialism in Ireland than the present-day forms of Carsonism. It
is for that reason that Paisleyism has fallen cut of favour with im-
perialism. Imperialism now sees an opportunity of putting an end to
the Irish Question. Paisleyism could never put an end to it. It
was necessary in the period before Fianna Fail became entirely Union-~
ist, but once Fianna Fail was won OVeI Paisieyism had the very serlous
drawback of being openly imperialist and fascist, and therefore of.
focussing attention on imperialism in its most naked and reactionary
form.

While being thoroughly opposed to Paisleyism we must make it very -
clear that it is not just Paisleyism that is the main enemy of the’
Irish people, but imperialism in all its forms, and that the ending
of Paisleyism would not be the ending of imperialism; it would be =~
the substituting of a disguised form of imperialist rule in place;of_zé
a naked form. ' IEE

(THE IRISH COMMUNIST, Aug. 1966)

. . "
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PAISLEYISM, part two
]

Two months ago we explained what Paisleyism is, and we explained
why Paisleyism was not the main enemy in the 6 Counties, and why
Paisley could not become another Carson. Carson became what he
became because he was backed by the imperialist state. Carsonism
served imperialism as a means of confusing the Irish question, and
of bringing pressure to bear against the South. But Carsonism
also had its drawbacks. It was nakedly imperialist, and it whip-
ped up anti-Catholicism at a time when, outside the 6 Counties, im-
perialism was beginning to realise that religious strife between
the various forms of Christianity was not in its interests at all.
And when in the late 'fifties Fianna Fail definitely became an im-
perialist fgrce, the job of old-style Uniocnism had been done. It
then became in the imperialist interest to "democratise" its rule
in the 6 Counties; and to develop friendly relations between Stor-
mont and Leinster House.

Paisleyism is a passing product of the "democratisation". It is
old-style Unionism trying to assert itself against the changes

that are occurring. It is nothing new. Two meonths ags we ex-
plained that it could not under present circumstances do what Car-
sonism did, because the imperialist forces which gave Cersonism

its power were not supporting Paisley. And the power that Paisley
can wield is so trifling that it could not even put up a good fight.
At that time the Irish Democrat, the Irish Militiant and the rest
cf the opportunist press was representing Paisley as the main enemy
in the 6 Counties. Paisley was represented as a budding Hitler.
But an elementary class analysls showed that Paisley could not
become o MAtlex. There can be no Hitlers without the support of
monopoly capltalism, and it was O*Neill whc was doing the work of
monecpoly capitalism.

All the main imperialist spokesmen, including Wilson and C'Neill,
have now declared that Paisleyism is fascidm. This shows how
necessary it was to polnt out clearly what Paisdleyism actually is.
These whe 3cin with O'Neill and Wilson in branding Paisley az a
Hitler, help O'N2%11} 2rd Wilson %2 ropresent themselves ac dsmog~
rats. And in the nrosent sircumstonc2s 1t 1s precicely O'Neill
and Wilson who need to he exposed.

The recent “gonspiracy" agalne® O'Neill has clearly shown
tarical ipsignifi~arce of Palsleyiem. When it cams tc a

hatwaen O'Naill 2nd thns wehal M,P,c, these ~*aun~* Paizloyl
made so uncomfnriakly awara of ervp the real power lay tha
pacsed a unanimoue vota of axnfidance in Q'NeillT Imperis

x.aa.a.u s
played the Orange card and played it very well. It is now going
te play the "democratis" rard. And sentiment®l Carscnitec like

Paisley whe refuse %o scme to heal will be brought teo heszl.
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In this situation what is needed to serve the anti-imperialist intere
est is not an inflating of Paisley into a Hitler (which imperialism, °
is doing in its own interest); but a clear exposure of what imperial--
ism is doing. It is trying to take on an appearance #hich it hopes
will be less easily identifiable as imperialism than Carsonism was.

We must learn to identify it under its new appearance. Paisleyism ;
is not the maln enemy. "The main enemy is the forces represented .
by O'Neill and Wilson. The forces that are now trying to represent

themselves as the forces of democracy struggling against Paisley's
"Hitlerism",

(THE IRISH COMMUNIST, Oct. 1966)
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