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ELECTIGNS —
the revoluhonary tachcs

Elections to bourgeois adninistrations can be important tocls for the ruling
glacs in reirforeing its idesoldgiczl hold oh the masses. Bat it is a 1tool whick can
be utilized by reveolutionaries u;:hnut the mling class,

The itzctics of a campaign arcund elections by revolutioniries must he judged, ns
gll revolutionary section must, from on sssespent of the cbjective and subjeative cond-
itions. From this assessnent tae correct methed by which the only basis of revolutiona:
action at elections - the propagation of the revelulbion: Ty projramme, the strengiheniug
oi the mass moveirent and for the purvose of educating the more boclward straiz of the
woradng class —can be dmplementad.

For the ruling elass, electizne serve a wumberof purooses.
Prinarily, they meke up a + part of the ideclogica oury of the ruling cla:

das a ey of the
gerocr-tic instituiion

by oiferin; what iz said 4o be a demgerstic apporctus, presen te

"Gounocratic” systen. In reality, while universsl sulirspe i= a

whish '.Tr'.:ls‘t be defended "lﬂl".'l_:?s‘t f’acl st or bonapiritist nttaeck, its role in renlacing

sufirage limited to property ommners only when the stase was reached that pirlisnent wa:

.nt the only lﬁStl"Ll‘t"Dn earryinr out povermueont mst be recogmised. Th..t:-, todnr,
rlinment is-subject to the irresistable tressurc of capital, mtionsl =l intorration

.1.1. and can over-xride {the opinion of the muss of the petple elther By charcdoer the Tule

of "democrmey™ < perryimindering or the yestructuring of povernment - or by simply

eruaming "snprtior informeiion”, &8 in the case of the Indtiadl entoy of Britoin ivto

the #a0, desvite me jority opoositicn in the couniry.

Also, elcetions can serve specific ftacticil purposes. The secret ballot sqlits
the cellective power of the working ¢lass. The unitydevelopsd in strugcle is broken
down as individoals are isolated and combarded with the propepends of the state and
LELSE T-“..-l.—-lifhn-
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Thus, the intention is that in the electoral procedure itself frapmentaiion
within the working clase con be encourased.

I

This trctic wis em loyed with the hope of defusing the mss upsurce of iny '68
by the F=ench Governient, ind by the Pory Goverrpeut in Britoin last yeor In an
atteipt to counter the rising towpe of working closs militaney spear-hended by the
miners,

But while eplecticons serve s eciiic nevds of the 1‘:'-:]j_“f elizs thoy car ':m:- he
ptilised Dy revolubion-ry socialisgisg as an andlinry to 8n on-poing extra-par
ery caspeign of esgifation and propegandz.
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The strengthening of the class consciousness of the working class, and not only
the vangu.rd of that class, the putiing forward of the revolutionnry proframme,
and the development of the mass movement are the factors which determine "he actual
methods adopted at elections - the opportunity for an extended platform for
agitation on all aspects of the struzzle.

Aind while the revolutionary movement l-cks the strencth to do away with the exist-
ing bourgeois apparatus then revolutionaries mist work within the elections by
porticipation, This is the case even for the rost counter-revoluticnary parlia-
ments as the experience of the Bolsheviksa illustrated, Lenin decmed such partie-
ipation as "not only useful, but indispensible to the party of the revolutionary
prolatari .t, after the first bourgeois revolution in Hussia (1995) oo as to mave
the way for the second bourgeois revolution (Feb 1917) and for the socialist
revolution ( October 1917 J"; "Left Fing Commnian - An Infantile Dizorder”,

The attention of the woTking class almost invariably gannot but be focussed on
elootions - and in such circumstances revolutioncries rmst take advantage of the
platform offered by the ruling olass — and in general this can best be done
tlirowh participation.

But in certain circumstances the needs of the mass movement and the education of
the masses can best be served by an active boycott of elections, This tactic can,
however, only be correctly applied in certain specific circumsiances - when the
masses are in rapid revolutionary upsurge of the maynitude of having broken the
bounids of bourgeois legality on a mass and universnl scale: in order to prevent
or weaken a=igrificantly any new structures of government the bourgecisie may
attempt to introduce; and to give this upsurge, which will, almost without
exception, find one form of expression in a spontaneous boycotiist and non-
participation form, a coherence and direction only the leadsrship of sccialist
revolutionaries can provide.

in acid tcot of the correctness of the boycott tactic, and of all revolutlonary
toctics ia - ean it strengthen the miss movement and the revolutionary concicus.-
neas of the wordng class, and in particulsr, can an tactive! boycoti be _
mounted in wateh revolutioncries countervose to the bourgeois elections a viable
vodicol zlternative which will attraci the maases - whather it he hehind the
alogan of ecalling for workers! own orpans of power, sovicta, street comritters,
or by more limited calls fox strengthening mss strusgle behind demnoratic
slogzns. Lf not, the beycott taotic is clearly incorrect,

A Tailed ‘zctive' boycott holds no advance for the sirugzle of the working class
nd exposes tue Eoliticﬁl mi%%gd%chmut of thoge who made thy call. %1m%131 ¥y 2
tpessive' boycott campeign whilch ofiers no aliermntive to ¥he boursecis structure,
save possible absiract calls to stru;-le with ne real lesdership, exposes the
political impotence of the proups involved and will conmtribute to theixr isclation

from the mess of the prolesariat.

Revolutionary exverience has taught the value of boveott and participation and the
methods for the implementation of these tactics in different situations and with
the maas conciousness at differing levels. Exzoiples to be considered were in Rusala
when in 1905 the Bolsheviks correctly applies a boyeott but incorrectly held to

the same position the following year, =nd in Spain when in 1930 a baycott was the
only reslistic tactic to be frllowed though only months later porticipation was
worrect.



RUSSTA 1905-07

In Rus: iz during 1905 an ismense uprising found expression in the creation of soviets
It appeared that the winning of state power by the proletarist was possible, The
barriers of the old police state had been broken down, The popular masses were in
what Trotsky described 28 a "chaotically oppositional mood" and when the Tressure
of militancy forced the Tsarist government to atterpt to create a new sovernmertal
structure, the Dolsheviks tried to give coherent revolutioniry form to thia moo?
in agitation afound an election boyeott.

The Tsarist government announced elections for a new body, the Duma. This was

created 28 a manouevre to gain the support for the liberals agmainst the srowing
threat of revolution; its power was that its agreement was necessary for the passing
of legislation.

S50, with muss upsurge and an attempt by the ruling class to create a new structure,
the classic preconditions for the application of a boycott tactic were nresent,
And with the boycott the revolutionaries succecded "In preventings a reacticnary
government from convening a reactionary rarliament in a situztion in which extia-
parlismentary action (strikes in particular) were develoring ot great speed,
when mot a single section of the proletariat -ud the peasantry could support the
reactionary povernment in any Wy, and when the revolutionary proletarint was
gaining influence over the baclwsrd masses through the strike struz:le and

through the agrarian movement" - Lenin (Left Wing Communisn) ,

But the following year the Dolsheviks ajzzin applied the tactie, this time asaingt
the Second Dumz. This was incorrect and arose from a failure to grasp that the
peak of the reveclutiomary upsurge had passed. The masses were no longer in an
upswing of conciousness and mobilisation, In conference in December 1905, the
Tolsheviks resolved the "attempt to undermine this police Duma, rejeciing all

participation in it". But the time hod passed for such resolutions.

Lenin in 1307 outlined the error of the Bolshevilks:

"The condition for the success of the boyeott of 1905 was = sweeping, universal,
powerful and rapid upswing of the revolution. We mst now exanine, in the first
place, whai bearing a specinlly powerful upswing of the strusgle has on the
boycott, and, secondly, whoit the ch racteristie and distinctive featurca of a
specially powerful upswin: are.

"Sogeott... is 2 strugrle not within the framework of 2 given institution bLut
afainst its emergence. Any (dven institution can be derived only from the alreqdy
existing, i.e., the old regine. Consequently, the boycott is o means of strugzsle
aimed directly at overthrowing: the oid regine, or , at ithe worat, i.e., when the
assrult is not string enoush for overthrow, ot weakening it to such on extent that
it would be unable to set up that institution, mable to mke it operative.

" (Reference everywhere in the text is to zactive boyecott, that is, not just a refusal
to take part in tueinstitutions of the 13 regime, tut an attack on this regime...
the Social Democrats spoke openly at the time ( of the boycott )} about active
boyeott, sharply contrasting it to pasaive boycott, and even linkins it o armed
struzile),
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"Consequently, to be succesefinl -the hoyectt reguires a direct stru-—le agzinst
the old recime, an uprisin: against it and moss dischedience to it in g lanmw.
manber of cases {adch mss disobedience is one of the conditions fop nrepnring
an uprisirg:), Joycott is & refusal to reco,nise the 14 recimg, n refusal, of
course, not in words, but in decds, i.2,, it 18 somethin- that finds expression
not only in cries or slojzns of orfanisations, but in a definite moveneni of
the mass of the people, who systematically set up new institutions, which,
thou a unluwful, cctually exiset and so on and soforth. The eonnection between
boyeott ard the broad revolut onary upswing' is thus obvious: boycott is the
mest decisive mens of struwg le, which rejects not the form of crmanisation

of the (iven institution, but its very existence. Boyeott is a declaration

of opeén war a;minst the old repime, a direct attack upcn it, Barrin: a

brond reveluticnary upswing:, barrin nass unrest which everflows, as it were,
the bvunds of the old legality, there can be no question of the b yeott
succeeding”. (4sminst Boycott; 1907. Bmphasis in orisinal)

He subsequently added, "It wne an error... for the Bolshevilks to have hoycotted the
Dumz in 1906. It w.s an error, because after the Decemner defeat® it was impoassible
0 expect o revolutionory atitnelk in the near future; it was therefore senmseless to
spurn, to Duma's tribure for mobilising the revolutionary ranks". (Concerning the
Zoycott of the Third Duum)

Aowever, in the situstion of the Jolshevik Party in 1907 Lenin found himself alm-st
elone amnongst the lendershin in holding this position. Maes arrests teok plaoce all
aver the coumtry tans vear, tnval mutinies ended in failure, the Dumn was prorogued
and a massive wave of siatc viclence wos unleashed. Im reaction 1 this the Bolshedks
renswed thelr GLoyeoti call with determination - Dut in Aoing sp failed to  draw the
guide to their sction from the concicusriess of the asces, Irotsly later described
ihis reaction and the boyeotit o3 "an 2ttemmt to cover their o impotence with a

T i
T

radical gesture", (Stalin' - Txuis

"when the vnsses are in refreat, the tactic of the boycott Toses its revalutionaxy
meaning”. (S5talif.)

SFATH 1930-31

The experience of Hussia 1905-07 and the lessons derived from it were reinforced in
Spain with the upsurges preceding the Civil War.

The sccial and political crisis opencd up in Spain with the depression in 1929 and
this ended for a .eriod the attampts of absclétiam to erush all protest with military
repression,

In 1930 dictator Primo de Hivers was forced +o regign when he failed to min a vote

of confidence frum the garriscns of opain, necessory in the face of rising working
class militancy. Xing Alfonso XIIT appointed General Trumsco derenguer Pustre head
of 2 caretaxer government prior to the intended Forrrtion of = constitutionn]l monarchy.
dut the successof this Jlan depended on o mess base for the meon~rchist and clerieal
political parties - 3 base they did not have,

# In particul r, the smashing of the Soviet in December 1905.



fThis loosening of the chains of ~hsslutism opened the flood gotes of maas militaney
expressed in cppositicn te attempts Lo foist a new structurc which thoug less author
itarizn dil not go far ecnough for the Spanish masses. This took 2 particular frrm
in a general mood of non-coopcration with the suthorities, ~nd hoyeott for the
slections for the new astructures, the Cortes.

4 mass upsurge wWis in proCess, wheih for its development necessitatel the interven-
tion of commnist revolutionaries = toking the initintive thus to guin a
leading position in the struggle.

The conditions Aegeribed OF lonin as opening up the possibility for the use of
the boycott tactic - the "sweeping, aniversal, powerful and ropid wnswing of the
revolution" - were being fulfilled in the radienlisntion gripping the Spanish

msscs; working class arAd peasants.

it the nctunl fnilure of +the commnists to talke o clenr line was to be criticised
by Tretsky in that year: "The comunists obviously committed an erTOr y failing
to take the initiative in the boycott. They .lone, at the hend of the rowvolution-
ary workers, could give toe Yoyeott campaign o hold and militant character.

"he sentiment for hoycott, nevertheless, is clearly widespread in opposition
parties and is a reflection and symptom of the profound restlessnesa arounsl the
popular mEges.

Prior to the clection Trotsky hed written of the possibility of Iis irvalidation
by boycoti, sust as hod becn achieved Yy the “pleheviks and the other hoycotiists
with the fams in 1905. A4nd on February 15, following ihe elections =nd the fail
of the mons alist stratesy, Lath because of the hoyecott mt also Age to the
woakness of the bourgeois ond clerienl parties still blinkirg in the light of

r

their new found legality, he wrote of the lnck of confifdence enmendered and
exacerbated in the ruling clique,and 1ts ranifications:

#The superatitious respoct for power in the conciousness of the peovle will
be relentlessly apdermined by =ll this, 4 wowve of satisfnetion, of confidence,

of @zring will £0 through millions of hearts, wrrdng them, inspiring theny
spurring thed on". This was the yesult of a boycott of mss proportions, springing
from the dermmnds of the mozscs themselves, tut the communists had mot attempied

+o develop this ~nd they prid the Trice. nnfortunately, the commumists were

not the stare in the hoycott performance. Thet is why they Aid not achieve any
important voctories in the campaign of tue 1rat two or three months", Troteky
wrote later thot yeor. P A

Just 28 Troisiy w8 ynegquivoczl on the necessity of the hovcott eall apmninst the
atterpts 10 build o new structurc nd to unify the massos atruzsle, he bad no
deubt about the politienl content that should hiwe chnractorised th=t call: that
ot thot time to counterposse the erestion of sovists, of organs of dual powexr to
the Tuling cligue's Qortes would be LiETE ahatrretion. The Sponish masses were in
gniverasal UPESUTEE, thepe could be no dowt of ihat, -ut the actusl process of
radicalisation to the point ot which organs of dunl power would be thrown up

in working class orgardsatlion, wos atill stoah pbryonic stage. Thua, to have
mde such o call for soviels would hove found po 1ASS regponse and wonld heve
been to coniribute 4o the frogmentation of the masses rather than in yniting
them in strusgle.
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and countryaide con he united at the present time only
These include the clection of a constituent cortes on the
Adirect nnd secret suffrage. I do not think thot in the
4 this slormn. Soviets =are as yet nonex istani. The
~rts - do not knew what soviets are: at

pmsses of the city
 demperatic slogans.

e of universal, esgual,
gt situation you can avol
Bt workers - not to speak of the peas
e, not from T gir own experiences.

sertheless, the struggle avound the Cortes inrtie ecoming period will-constitute

.fﬁule politiesnl 1ife of the country. To counterpose the slogan of soviets, under

s circumstances to the slogan of the Cortes, would De ivcorrect”. He added that
Bet=s could be Tuilt in the future only by mohili=sing the masses on the baais of
e tic slognns ot thot period — tue Task WS to prevent the monrchy convening
penzervntive Cortes and to ensure the convocation of o demccratic constituent
fes which could give 1~ d to the pe~sants and which would thus necessitate the

on of soviets to fortify the position and goins.

the then hend of Government, resigned apd whg repliced with o givilian
iatrotion. Belicving the rightist ;roupinga conld not win 7 mjority to the
es, the king called mnicipal elections inste.d, to be held on April 12, 1931.

$ iess than two mouths +fter advoeating 2 hoyeott of glections, Trotsky stnted the
pee=zity of partici.ation. The decision showedl neither inconsisterncy nor 2 revision
® his earlier position - the two elections werce of deeply differing character,

er,

54k regnrd to the jerenguer Cortes, the tnetic of boyeott was perfectly correct.
s clenr beforehoid thnt either Alfonso woull succeed for o certnin pericd in
# resortin: to the road of mililnry dictatorship or else the movement would rol
ar the hend of Ierenfuer and his Cortes. Under these conditions, the com unists

g o toke the ipitintive in the strugnle te boycotit the Cortes. Thia is precisely
b+ we hod insisted on with the a+d of those meagre TESOULCES WE hrd at our dispos-
@i, Had the Spanish columnists come out resolutely anl in time for a hoyeott, even
EF only Ly }igtributing sh rt staterents on the subject, thelr ~uthority would have
e coneideralbly greater at that moment when the Jerenguer ministry WS overthrown.
sdirnticed workers would have sxid to thamselves: "These people are capable of

, Unfortunctley the Spanish comunisis , thrown of f the txoexk DY

&b Jeadersiin of the Comintert, 3id not unlersiand the situntion and wade vreparat-
Beis to porticipate in the elections, but again without any eor fidence, The events
folled over their heads, o 4 the first victory of the revolution brought the

comunists almost no inere~se in influence.

(8}

2 ki

Forosceing things"

hns undertaken to convene a conatituent Cortes. 1s there

Moy the Zam0ra Goverient s
lery bosis for thinking: thot the convee~tion of this Cortes will be interrupted by
'a second revolutlon. Te cnll for boycoti would row be to call for self-isplation, It

lis necessoxy to participnte mest nectively in this election. The revolution poses
politicsl questions directly

mert with the illusiouns of the maassea; but
~Jout these illusions to the ntmost, other-
ptitle pedsnts”. (The Spanish Revolution

mic do tot solidarise cureselves for o ™o
we (mst utilise whatever is progressive
wise we are not revolutionists ‘ut conben
-nd the Dangers thre:tening 1t, ey 19351)

~ud nt the present stoge Fives theu o parlismentory fori.



Jh fhe %0 of _eraguer the Cortes bad to be bowecotted in the worme of o revol tion-
ary o -+nt Cortes. The question of sufirzs should R ve heen -t the forafront
of agitevi-a - o eall for increased democracy as part of ihe strugrle for soviet
workers «(cnocroey. FEoving tien overthrowma ihe old repressive regime alovigr with

its new siructure, militont woricers and pecsonts wanted to participnie in elections
- to atrive for o derioer..ciy the bourgecisie could not grand, ia the dempnd for

a democracy the sovermmentnl structure fid not retunlly represert or could concede,
This was the ey to the necessity of revolutionnry intervention in the elections.

sut others implerented differing taeties. The Communist Party ignored the elections
thus playing into the luinds of the ancrehisis, a powerful Spanish tradition, who
counterposed the slogan of ariii; the masses 1o the reality of the rolitical proce:
Eripping te mnsses nnd thus contrituting tc their iselation from the workers and
peasants, and the iscistion'of ths =ases from nras;  The auestion of revolutisn

is at one tive or ancther "refrciel thrcugh the orism of riingentisrianisn",

The taske for »evolution>ries wers to use the Cortes as a forum from which the
revolutionary prosrame conld Le powerfully presented and as a “ond with the meses
that con be developed to eonmtridute decisevl to the overthrow of the Cortes in
fonvour of workers! derccTacy.

O the clection resulis, Iretsy notel thére wis not one com urist in the Cortess:,
"Of course, the revolutitmizy win - is nlunys stronier in setion, in the st 1e,
than in rarliamentary representation. The wezlkness of Spanish comrunism is fully '
disclosed. Undér these conditions, to speal of the overthrow of bourgecis periliam-
entarizniem by the dictatorship of the wrolet rint would simply mean to play the
part of imbeciles nnd babblers. The task is to gother strenmgth for the pars on the
basis of the parlismentary stage of +the revolution and r=11y the msses 1o us, That
iz the only woy prrlismentarianism eon be overcone, Dui precisely for thmt purpose
iv iz indispensible to develop o fierece asitation under the most extreme dercer—tic
alofgans, ¢

"uhat should be the eriteria for advoneing the slormns? O o the one |
caialder the peneral direction of the revolutionary development, shich i
our stritecic linc. On the other hand, we mist tale inio aceotns the level of
consciousness of the msses; the commurist who doss not take timt Imto consideraticn

Will breaic his weck". (Trotsiy , July 31, 1931.)

sl Trotsiy went on 4o stross the neccessity for ihe pirticipatiorn fo le =2 7 A il
ait ongoing, agitotion in all arceas.

The weckness of the commniste ih BTiR, o peymtad by politieal mistakes, ws to

hove implientions tragic for thé Sponish workin: class and PESSanbry,

Crisis gripped the sovertment, resiypmntion and further elpstions fo llowed with
pelitical reqroupment. The socinl-democrats  were frirhtened by their new onnd
parlisnentary power and refused to implement sccinlist policies which woul?l hove
opened up a new stage in the revolution'ry prccess which would have awert them
aside. Instend, they hunded pfover to the Loursecisie and in dnipe- =0 uﬁ:ﬁ'er.-'rf_iner.?:
the confidence of the jroletarint in itslef and the conti lenee of the petit-lour,-

eoigie in itself. In the crisis, the conditions for the frowth of fascist resction

urmE thite wvnnanad o S
L e EE,—,————
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T+ come with the Civil iar and the defent of the Spanish messes - { v the lack of
sdequ-te political preparation.

B wine resilt of t e civil wor depends for one fourth, not to say one tenth, upen the
Jevelepiont of the civil wor itself, its techiiecal menns, ites purely militory lead-
ership =nd for three feurths, if not for nmine tenths, on the politieal preparation”,

Trotsiy wrote in Bovenber 1934, anid he wns sctn to boe proved correect,

TRELLD 1969-T4

Desypite the wenlth of revolutionary exuerience to be droim upon, the positions
=dopted Wy Rej tliean ond Socizlist froups to elections in Irelond in recent years
hove consistenly missed potentially wiustle vehicles for ositation. The tactics
adopiel Ly anti-i-perinlists in four alectione should Ge considered: the six county
gener-l election of Felruary 1969, the Free State Gensral Wleetion of Ieco ber 1972,
the Horthern assembly election of Julsy 1973 and the “ritish Genernl Election in ihe
Horth of Irelznl, Febrinry 1974 .

The prowily, militancy-

By early 1969, Storuont Friue linister Terence Q'Heill h~d been coiit between
the hosuwer of civil righis zi-itation —nd the .nvil of loy=list reaction; personified
hy Ian Poisley. The pressure of the Paisleyite ri-hit forcoed 0'Neill to meke his
infamous liberal eall to arms wieter at tir Crossronds" speech and to call a
Stormont Ganeral Hlection. sections of the civil Ti Wts movewent were seduced by

1eill's liberal rheteric ond clackened activities. Peoples Dercerney, on the other
hand, contested 11 seats with a programme of demmnds ealling for reform in a unumber
of social issues and an ending of repressive lesislatict.

D 2id not reach its declsicn to porticipete on the bagsis of o revelutionary
Wrxist amlysis - for the proouisetion was ob that time a loose thourh wilitont
civil rishts proup snd not 2 socialist oxyonisstion - but they negvertheless

adopted & vexry food position as their publications of the time explaineds

In the turmeil of the slection cavpoisn it is important we do not forset that, for
the Pooples De ocrily, £i-hting the election is only one of narny tasks, We are
contendin, seats, not to join the parpot-bapmers ~nd ploce-scelers, hut bactuas it
offers an excelleut ¢ ounce %o -t our ideas to the peonrle and keep the demnd for
civil richts in the limelicht. For us, derccracy is a contimous strus-le by the
people, not just making o mark on 2 ballet imper every four or five yearsh,

Thus the eslectoral platform was sein - used to agitate for extra-pariianentoyy
stru le. The FD agitation was successful, its charccter meshins with the grewing
militancy of the anti-unionist people, nnd reflected in some hirh votins figurss
within their total 0f23,645 votes. and foliowin: the election the PD carricd oul
{+g vronise to contirme the stru- le on the streota. A contribution had been tade
tﬁithﬂ atruzie by the clection intervention ~nd the confidence of the anti-un-
jonist working c¢loss aided.
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Outflanikced in the 26 Counties.

iy late 1972, Jack Lynch reguired a new mndate to strensthen his movernrent's
position in order to imcreuse repression agminet anti-imperislists and thus aid
Dritish Imperialism in the FHorth, He thersfore szlled = General Elcction for December
T. but it was the case that the necessities of capitnlist stability in the Free
State dictated that the policies of the Cosirave-Corish coalition wonld Jiffer 1ittle
from that of Fianna Fail on the Horthern ¢risis and anti-Republican represszion,

In the eluction campeism, however, the msjor parties sensed the frustr=ticn
and cénfusion of the mass of the electormte to their nolicies on the mtioml
question and switched the nein thruet of their campai-m to immeli-ic sncial and
econcmic issues. Thus Republicon or Socinlist intorvention in the elcctions
necessitated o campriyn not only on socizl ~pd economic Zasues, ul primrily
on the question that the mejor pariies aveided - the North ani repressions: to place
a vevolutionary jcstion before the people on the issues that the major porties
had retreatad fren.

dut before this opportunify, Provisicnal Sinn Fein itself retreate . BN
failed to coptribute to developin. conscicusness in any meavin-ful way, and the
Official Republicans missed an opportunity to put forw-rd tey guestions.

The Governcent wais attemptin: to draw Provisioml Sinn Fein into bottle

before the orianisation was mrepnred. “ut in reconisin thie and refusing to

ge forw.xd in the elections, Sinn Fein actuclly exposed and exaperated their weak-
ness pefore the working elass, An ar;xcasive Republican camuniyrn would not hove
proquced massive election returns, Lut even o moderata poll for Simn Fein candid-
ates mduld in effect have been a defeat for the policies of the mjor parties

in that it would mullify any claim they had to hrvin: a mnoiate for repressing
Hepublicons, It would hove shown that their was popular opiosition to this repreasion.
This w-s not done, the issue of renression wos side-atepred and the position of the
major parties left unopiosed.

People's Derocrocy adopted an sbstentionist policy and wrote of conmttins
electoralist illusions. Dut electoral illusions will not be hrolken iy mopaands,
This will ccecur only with the conerete experience of the mases in stro—~3e, And
participation in elections on o revolutionary boeis will coniriate o taia process,
Participation roes not menn solidurisin: with these illusions mt mther to utilise
elections in an appreciction of the rexlity of the msa consciousness in order

to extend afitation and tc reach the maseus i1l unler the infimence of bourreois
ideoloyy . Thus election o itation forms o part of the develonsent of the forces
which will eventually break down the electornl illusions,

The EMG put forward a form of action which did offer such a perspective for the
utilisation of the election. This was to brins the main question of the conjuncture
to the fore - the anti-republicon repression, the nccessity for it fo Do opnos=ed,
and suppori for the nutionmal sty lc. :

This was formulatcd in an clection slogan - "iminst Bepression — Yote Republican®
- and in an active campaign in eritical support of the Officisl Bemablican Movement
as the only anti=impirialist orratisation which recoimnised the ned o prasent a
working eclass aliornative in these elcctions,
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Bnd ¥ so dcing the RIG wos in a pesition to make more effective critieism of the

3 ion of the 0fTicials and to inerease the credibility of revolutionary Marxism
®..oin elements of that sectiion of the Remul'ican Movement in pertieulnr,
While the Officizls oifered the only radical opresition to the major parties,

the nature of thuelr compoignm, with its restricted revolutionxry content limited

the the inpoact they could have mde ani meant 2 failure to take full advntare of
e cprontunity prasented.  The very fact thet the mejor porties had shifted the
gL oooin of the comedign from the notional gquestion to the important but nonetheless

By eonziderntions of inflation, rotes and so on, placed a Republican campaisen
#iotred on the nationmal guestion in a favourable position, Such cipaisn could
b

) foreced the mejor partics to state their pesition unequivocally on this
I

qv iond thus expose them and force then into confrontation with the worldine
el . the isaues they preferred to push under the carrvethecnuse of the reaction
Bt i clectorate to their policies;
b) the tdi-irgericlist - overont #oull have hecome o real altern-
tive .0 the major perties in the minds of & considerable section of the wnrking
&6 -l thue have ymined a [reater maas of support;

1 comiatted the richtist nationnlists of fLontacht Fitesn and eloments of
on: w11, The failure of the Officinls to raise the mnntiopal question lefi
She I .. open for these elemonts to cupitalise and consolidate themselves. The
eSS -5 did not not take mdvontage of their remutationn in this field and T
motl o ting an agressive Republican compaisn - encompassing the economic ~nd
ein’ - ues in a2 rounded revolutionary campairn - the rus was not pulled from
Wndcr o wisht nationalists ang their position was strensthenel to the cost of
i%he 1l -imperialists.

Jy copeiyringe eround the immelizte ecomcmic and sopinl issues the Officizls

i hli hted aspects of = revolutionary peepective but by failing to lzee the
m=tional question at the head of their campairm they failed to place these issues
'2n the context of such an overall revolutionary apireach., Th:s their neitation
'8id not sufficiently explain the imperizlist causes of the economic and gocial ills
2nd the v interrelationship with the anti-imperialist atrusple. Dy this weaimess,
The Officials' pampaiim was severely handieapned for thus the differentintion het-
ween the anti-impericlists ard the mejor porties becomes blurred, It is not for
revolutionaries teautvmmtieally zccept the terms of reference lzid Aown by the
rulin. class im its election arditotion - it mast expese these terms and ensure that
mattors erucizl to the needs of the worlkin  elass are raised and if pessible; brousht
. .z mjor axes of the election detate, This is possible with the natinmel question
g Trel-ond,

[
i
|

Unfortunately, the Officials! concentration onthe lowest level of sconnpic and
Socizl issues to the exclusion of a full revolutiomary perspective, wns not isolated
%0 this election.
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mingt the Assembly

Ta rdd-1972, with the loeal soveprment and nasenbly clections, the Jritish
Goverarent woa ottenpiin to evaints . now adminisirative structure with whick to
consolidate the "moderate! pro-im spinlists, toke further sections of the anti-
urioniet worisin eliss irom supuort for resistince in orier to isclate the Tevoln-
tionnry movement and bring atapilisntion in Imperiaiist jntercsts closer.

The ercation of the Lsseably wus the keystone of Sritdin's strately arournd
which the poeificotion of the Norin w=s to ba sehievel. It wis an election objact-
ively guite differcnt irom ortnodox Jest inster of local covapnment eleptions.

They cude ns a culminntion of the processes of the Jritish policy since the impos-
ition of direct rule in 1972 znd os such opozition to this strpeture wes the prim-
~ry tosk of anti-inperislists.

ow coull this best be cnxriel out? Three mmin guestiors frmeed rovolitionariess
. mew straeture was to be formed which must be oyoBed - WS it posszille to pert-
ieipate in elections to the atricture on the basis of oposition to ite oxistnoce?
coull +he more backward elements of tae sopricin class, those vnder the influcnee
of the reformizsts, be better educntal oy aritation in participaticn or in borcott?
Ooull revel tiomary forceos be mebilised, the m.ss Tovement stren Anened by aritat-
ion in _orticipstion or boycowt?

Thage questions are rot dif sieqlt with Morxist snlysis. Coneilex the conscions—
newsr of the anit-unionist workin, class - there was ho "hroad, wriversdl upswing',
inetend o workin: class Incre’ =in 1y fra, mented anl disorientatel since the atruTT-
1o hnd pussed from iis pewi with the destruction of Stormont in #Erek 1972 to ebhk,
and the continuin. rejression acco.pavie’ by pelitival Plrech v 9 71 1cR iy <t |l

The overwhelmin wei hi of this aotor mett that the tasis of revolotionariea
coulil most menidn fully be eorried out in participntion in the slcotions, -mi the
preeise mature of the wleetions anl their role in Ehe imverinlist stratery
nscescitnted a hish !desree In ascuracy wnd precision in a itation.

Tor Iiirxists tuere is no sontrrliction in perticijatin: im slactions; Or even
in the parliaments themselves, 1in ordur to o ditote for the ultimete smashin of
the bourceois institutions - it i{athe basis for revclutionazy Yarcist participntion
in all elections they tale part in, This election was not diffezent in this respect
but its pecnlizr mture mide 2 particularly ednct mode of | —~ticipaticon essential,
This mode, the only revolutionary ap rorch pos ible riven the precise sircumstances,
wns on o clear pro ramie heo‘ed by oprosition to the Aseerbly = explaininy its
role in the imperialist plan - linked with demends for tho endins of all repression,
the type of dewrmd cgsential for the mebilisation of the masses at time of ebb in
sty le, and stressin the extra-parlizment ry methons of strumde.

St not only wos this the only cenniry ravolutiorsmay approsch Doss ible = part-
igipation on any basis which did nmot op wose the hssenbly cleaxiy ond imeguivoeally
would obicctively he o contribute ta the bmilding of the Lssembly and the consol-

jdation of imperialism. I would hove been to irmply acceptance of the Aszembly.,

Yet no Bepublican or Socialist [roup attempted to impleret this tactic.




are of the slection, the norms by which small
didantes of other yroups - thoir breslding with
composition (see below: 1974 Gen. Elections) -

: were not sufficiently precise, There eould only be ons type of intervention in the

' clections which would in effect break breck with claas collaboration - that putlined
above; while class com.osition in this iretance did not necessarily imply the vote

aould be class agsinst clags, workers aainst imperialist. Arain, this was not

! sufticiently sxact given the objective nature of this slection.

snd pecause of the specific nat

revolutionnry froups supoort the can
class collabaoration or on their closs

t+he elections, wos thus forced by the
in order to give = revolutionary
position ard to attempt to

The HuG, itsclf too wesl to stand in
iock of revolutionaxy perticipation by any {rold,
eserce in the slections to adopt a boycott

rentt campaisit.

Upyxist pr
nery content inte the boy

inject revolutio

People's DerocTacy scknowleded the role and character of the structure to be
and from its evaluntion concluded that their opyoaitign could be expressed
it PD did not propound an actlve povcott. To the election

-rtion - calls for the stru- le to continue - when the

wide lipes. Thus one of the jrimmxy objects of
revolutionary a¢itation arourd elections, The gducation of the more boeiward elements
which oannot be =0 ensily renched in the naprel extra-parliamendary course of
a;itetion, wie negaected. Imperialism w28 ernblold by this wealmess of the strate
not only of Fu but of the ~mnjor sections of ihe arti-imperinlist movenent in
general o easily outmabouaevre the rovolutionsry vanuard and further isolate it
by stripiin; more ol thege elements from active

preabed
beat in boycoti.
P counterposed an abstr

woritin; ¢lass requires conerete |

Tresistonce.

gpis failuxe to give vevolutionery form to the boycott wme the almosi

inevitable result of the fmilure to assess ‘the conjuncture. Thes dictated that
att of this electicn hnd also to be of o precise mature +p heve revolubien-
ary form. Opposition te the assembly coulld noi e raliied to a boycotit carmcoign
beczuse such opposition did not exist in a mess form and did not hove any resl
precence outside the revolutionsry vanguerd itsclf, The mss of the anti-unioc ist W
woricing class had not understood what the Assémbly reyresented o its nlace in

the repressive structure, not becunse the proyegsnda of thi revoluticnary ToudsS hinrl
been inclequate, but becuzse it had not learnt of 1ts chnracter throw'h their

actusl concrete experiency, PD had msle the mistake of identifying the consciouEness
of the vanguard with that of the mass of the workin class, & mistale, whivh, if

repeated, could phly ©oi selotion of the vanguard.

pITy LOYo

Apibute to the further is

Provisioral Sinn rein also faiied to offera renligtic alternative to the
_glections and so no attemnpt was made o give & revolutionzry dynamic to the boycott.
The abstract slogans put forward - to contirue the resistance strug le gouched in
ferms which did not even e-noretise this 1o the evtent of supporting mhes mroLasl =
w5 doomed to failure at any time but mass UPSUTLE.

y comprehended the character of
nary meaning - to relnte

S |

Had itself not full
he boycott soue revolutio
of the working class, The only nposSs-
$hility for zn sctive boveott was to counteryose the working class structures of
ihe recent memories of the anti-unionist work-

prpanisztion, guch os were still in
ins classy for the construction and veconstruction of strect and area committees for

The RLG, which at thnt tie

the downturn, attespied to give ©
it to tne needs and consciousness of the mass
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the oryanisstion of defence ageinat reasctionsry Assasivstien squnds and the
harassment of the ritish aray and for the coordinstion of the mase resist-
ence comprign, Thus a woy forward and a method of stru. le, elenxly linked
to the needs of the sorkin. elas: was -ut for: =d.

In presenting this boycoit policy the WG strengthened its position within

the revolutionnxw'Vﬁngugrﬁ in the Yowth,

Deapite the ¢3ll for nen-porticipation, Imperialism was able o fopm tHe
Assemily, It wns neither prevebted from doing so, nor was the Assenmbly
significantly wealened. Neither wms the moss moverent strenthened, rather
1%t had been we ke ed by the revol tiomry groups' inbility to relate to
the comacious needs of the working: class. Imperianlism woe able, almoat
unapposed o stren,then its hold on tho more backward elemernts, FD arnd
Sinn Fein could not meei the challenge they hnd set themsalves nnd WETreo
not able to promote 2 boycott to furiher the stru; le.

-t while the boycottists foiled +o gtren then the anti-imperialist strug le.
their position wxs gualitatively superior to that of anti-imperinlists who
took port in the election. This was golely heeause this particimtion wos
n.t earried oui on o revolutionay basis,

The Republicon Clubs did rot plzece oprosition to the 48senly- o the mjor
issues of repression at the hend of their campoi.m, Friicipation in electic
ie for revolutiomarics an auxiliory to the mnin extra-parlimentary strupsle
This porticipation met be used to build the moss movement, and in this

exse to strengthen the on— oinge anti-imserialist strugde, Wt there wis no
atte pt to do this,

From the first ristake of droppingelection porticipation to the laevel

of an abetroction oy not Iioking it 4o extrt-pnrliﬂnentary sitation,

the Republican Clubs went on to repeat their mistokes of the Free Sinte
General Election by participation selely on  the terms 1n3d down by the
ruling class, Thus, nt the loeal vivernient elections the Republican Clubs
accepled the defivition of loeal covernment 1nid down by Imperialism,

Agitation was limited to the dust-bin level of the petit-boursecis loeal
politicions and thus appeared gualitiatively litile different from the
policy of many other non-working class candidates, The Rerublicnn Cluhbs
called for more facilities in 2o simil-r mner to the other eandidates,
while mokin. oceasional reference to the Workers' Republic - but entirely
fuiling to relute the two and thus xploin how the socisal nod economic
Problems could rexlly be solved.

Impexialism was creatin, o structure of local government with jurisdietion
over oinly sewercge and reereatiow and the Republican Clubs did not coherentyy
step outside this to present o real niltermative - to call for the replaco-
ment of this by a w re demooratic system, by = syster which could ok
increased power into the hands of the workin elass,




15

The assembly elections of the following month were similoxly approzched.
The Rerublican Clubs did not pose o clear revolutionary clternative to the
pro-isperialists, This could hwwe been achieved on the basis of oprnosition
to imperialssm on the issues which domimated the omrression of ths working
elass - the repression of the Jritish iruy and the whole mechivery of Trep-
ression, internment and the politicnl priscners.

figain, the Republiean Clubs projnsondised almost solely around extremely
limited social snd econonic dencnds. This was the expression of the
false concretisntion of the desire to relate to the consciousness of the
most backword elements of the woridng elass. An 11 point "Progromme of
Action" vas jut forywnrd which covered o mumber of issues, housing,
education, socizl security benefits, woge restrictions, health charzes,
industrizal training, prices, speeulative investiment ond nationslisation.
It was a progremme which might have been toiten directly from a soecizl-
democrat group in Jridain .or almost any imperinlist country =% 2 time
of stability - it fook ro account of the zctual political situation

in the Horth of Trelsnd.

cuch a progremme could hove been utilised to back up other dewnnds directly
rzlated to the imedicte needs avd cousciousness of the werking class,

the dominnting concern of the workipg class - internment, repression,

ond drawing them into a cempaign of opuosition to the Assembly.

The SDLP w- g the only credible group from the anti-unionist population
which stoted its oprosition to interrnment nnd British Arny hor-ssment
was a centrzl plank of its ennpeipn. Thus, the failure of the Repub-
lican Clubs fto push these questions left them essily outflanked by

the reformists. The SILP were able to draw to their flag 21l the less
politically conscious layers of the working cl=zss,unchallenged by
anti-imperialists.

and by the very nsture of the den nds put fofward, the Hemmbliean Olubs
could not relote iheir prosramme to the cetusl on-going extra-parliament=
ary strug.le agninst repression —nd British Imperialism. Thus they
foiled to contribute to the strugsle of the working elnas or to the
development of the class-consciousness of the more. buclhward elements.

1974 GEUFHE.L ELUCTIOH- the ebb deepeus

The British Generzl Election of Februnry underlined the continuwing
inability of the Irish revolution -y movemsnt to cope with the obb of
stru; le or to prosp the poteiti~l of eluctoral participation,

Clearly, for larxists, there was no perspective for boycotting the 1974
General slection - participation fto ~id the rebuilding of the mss move-
ment wns the only coaerent policy. A4Any :ossible bosis for boycott had
been broken by the continuing ebb and demobilisntion of the muss nove-
ment, The boycoit tactic had "losi its revoelutionuiry meaning".
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The BMG, not fielding its owm eardidntes, adepted a position of gupport for 211
anti-imperialist candidntes,

Thia was based on the principle that support should be deterrined by the
class composition of organisations standing. Thus su;pert should be piven to
cet~blished tendencies within the wording olass meve ent although ther ray not
necessarily have broken from class collaboration - but that they nevertheless
represent & counterposition to ruling class yarties; that it would therefore be
a class vote.

The Rl expressed its support for all anti-imperialist candidates; MeoAliskey,
Melfanus and Reyublican Clubs, and mounted & carpnign in support of Libert Price
in West Belfast. Price was an independe % candidate standing on a limited campaign
ticket - fres the political hositages, repatriate the Wincheater hunger sirikers, then
n key agitational issue.

The RIEG had originally called for the apti-imperialist orgonisations to unite
behind common candidates campaigning on 2 basic anti-repression platform.
With the failure of the groups to resp ond +to this, support for all anti-imperialiate
bocame the central thrust, with particular emphasis on 4lbert Price 2 candidate
unaligned to any of the organisations tut who, as father of the hunger atriking
Price sisters, could have been a focus of 2 peneral anti-rverression canmaimm
around the election. Unfortunately, the failure of other anti-irperi=liat groups
to support Price acted against this.

Again, the opportunity to strengthen the msss movement and the strugile in general
was missed in the eleection.

The Republican Clubs participated on a set of anti-imperialist demands -
against Sunningdale, cgainst interament and British Army herrassement and
calling for the withdrawal of the British trocps, an ammesty for all political
prisoners and for the nre-conguest of Ireland, the full ownership of Ireland by
the people who make Ireland - the Irish working class".

But while these in themselves represented au advance from the Clubs'
position in the assembly elections, limited to an economic and social proframpe,
they rermained demands on election leaflsts, =nd not on the streeis. There Was
no perspective of linking the demands to a mass movement on the streets and
transforming them into = concrete way forward for the strugide. It is thia factor




which detorsines the revoluiionary sontent of an election pamprion: the
sobilisation of the werldmy clnss sround those derands.

Sinn Tein (Kevia Street) characterised inc eleetion s an "rrelsvant
distrsction” in their press statements. Sinn Fein 2 precioted thot the
alection had been called by British Prire liinister Henth in an gfiort to
strenyrtoen the Tories agninst the British working elass. From this they
ignored the poesibilities the glection oifered to ravolutionsries in the
Horth of Ireland from the coneclusion thnt it releted solsly to "English
iptercsta" ond thot it would rot deal with interyment, the “Anchester
huiy g scriters of the political hostages. And without the participation
of apti-imperi-lists to bring thesc iszues into the alsctorsl orena, this
was the case. The duly of revelutionaries is to use such op ortunities
4o bring issues of repression +g the forefront of the detete ond in doing
so not only force other groups into stating iheir position ~ gmbarrasing
gquestions at that stage of the Lsseubly end Surmin dale, bokth heing in
austable embryounic stoages - Dbutb would hove ghined further snport for
the anti-imperialists frou those who cnre about such issues, the anti-
unionist woriing claes. Thus oo iritintive would have been taken o
bring disorientated slesents within the woridng cluss back into the
sty le - to educate the more b .oleward clewents upon which the SHLP and
the imperialists have beer. abdle to thrive and to attack the reforviets'
bame oi suuport.

fhe Sinn Fein decision to ignere the elections wes boclked strongly in
Bolfzst und passed with = am:11 majority in Derry. 1t was net o clear cut
docision, =& the 1lacs of homogeneity within the or niisation dictates.

The reformmist alemetits within Sinn Fein will be supnorting. p:rticinntian

in future elections, but not cn ihe hosis of it baclkdng up extro-prrliament-
~ry struggle, rother thot it should be o cetitr] focus of Sinn Fein activity.
The recent lesalising of Sinn Fein will aid these treounds.

The socinlists within the penke of Sirm Fein and those outeide attennting
4o influence sections of the prronisciion oxe corroctly wnry of fostering
the mylimuentery protensions of thesc clements, but this nmat niot ind
carmot be dome LY eounterposing o blavket policy of hoycott.

The only coherent socinlist ooposition to this tendency can be on the basis
of ~ principled revolutionary o proach ¢ elpctions, Thus to participate

on & rovolutionary btasis is the very op.osite of comprorise with reforriian
or ocpeidng an opoortunity for t+hnt tendency. It is 1o devonstrote in action
thrt soeizlists, and only socinlists, have o coherent stratesy of strugrle
and that socialists con utilise effectively all forms of atrupsle ard con
offer o woy forwerd for the working clase ond evolve taotics for the current
ebt of strmggle - thus outFlanking the reforiists on 2 nrincipled revoluation-
ary soclzlist Dasia.

Hevalutionzry sociglists, it guat be stated apgsin, aorticipate in elections
to atrengtuen the mnst moveuent nnd the consciousness of the mass of the
woring clies for not to do =0 when there is no vinble alternative by
waieh tals con more eifectively carried out will allow anti-revolutionoxy
alsments 1O sopsolidate their positionm ard will detrict from the mas
movement . and the development of the strurgle for fresdom.
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4n Photlzelt (B/7/74) is peepiTi ¢ o woy for fubire Sinn Fein election

in every sireet, ord that the politicsl poscibilitlee of the present sit-
untion be anlysed, explored, debated, understood nnd =xp oited so tindt,

if pecessary, the porty ear be ready fo wut forward cands Iates for the next
general election, uxpected before the surmer”., The sriic ‘e cloaocs, "The
oidlitary revolt dpoinst fwperianlisn, of course, must cont tue nnohaited”.

The nrticle faile {o stress the importarce of nctiviiy Ty the mss of the
woruing class and raises ithe specire of increasing elitism by the
orginigation. liass struggle not complemented, augnented ane strnethencd

by the military campaign, as was the case during the upsuzg » up to 1972,

but replaced by the nilitary campign iscloted from the mie s of the working
clasa, -nd there is & donger that electorsl tnrtieisaticn, w inked fo

ness activity, will contzibute to t is elitisn.

The basis of purticipation is loft l-rrely UWelorificd but for one sontence:
thint the existing notiomlizt groung ot westminglor, Plaid O vu ord the
Beottish Imtionaliste could be pursunded tirough the Coltic L wgue

to give o wWestmineter woice to the Troups Out Movesent., This t aaition

of neing eluctions, nd even pardiecipition in perlioment, o st engthen
the mass movonent st be extended o 211 possible future Sirp P 2sn
porticip fien and to give it o revelutionsry role, directly lircd
te cgitation on the sircets pninst imperinlism.

the Pecple's Democracy agnin called for o hoyeott on the slommn "k igat -
Don't Vate',

In explahing their position, some conrusad thinking m=s shown:

"Those who favonr abstention or = voite of diszpmovel are only focll o
the people. dHhai they are doing is asking people o take pe=t in tte
imperialist pelitical machire to protest ot an institution imposed by
thot machine. This attitude gives credibility to the whole fmpericiis:

relasionsghip between Irelund ond Britain"s Pul it is no cont-adiction
for Marxists to participate in elections on the bisis of oabosition %o
the ruling class structure. Bather, when the overwhelming bulk of the
anti-uniondst workiug class is vobting in =2nd has its atiention fecusscd
on eisctions then it is the duty of Eryists to step intd the IEsalight
of the slection coup.ign and to nse it. The nlferiz=tive, In all but
times of the most dyromic unsurege vhen toe masz of the Torkine cldsz
has rejected parlismectarianism, is to gesbire inpotently from the
gide-tines and to mdiss an opoortunity for reaching grénier elemants

oi the working ¢lonas.

"ind =regardiess of any vrotesis nade Ly votinge for crti-Semingdale
condidates, the Assembly will still exist after the General Slection
on ¥eb 28", the ariicle continued, But neither rorticipstion nor
boyeott could bring fhe sssembly crashing down. .= the article goes
on to state, thies could only be déne through mmze mobilisations on
the streets, “o how can this mobiliaction, the "street power" be

*nfree Oitizen; Vol. 3 Mo, 1%, Feb 18, 1974 - "¥ight — Don't Voias".
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rogenerated? L boycots could not and did not mobilise any scolions of ‘the
working clzss but an oetive campaign behind anti-imperialist candidates
could huve given the muss moveient boost of morule and much neoded
impetus. The PU article posed the guestien incorrectly - neither
trotic could immediotely smash the Assembly, the rezl guestion wos
how the mas resistauce could be tided, its rebuilding fostered.
The answer was, by aiitation in all areas, includins the slections
against irperialism, its represzion aond explaining its rele and howt
it could be overcone.

Tit a confusion ¢z to she relationship hetweon these differert forms of
agitation wase present. analysing Pi's 1969 election participation,

the artitle atotes, "mistory has proved us right - for the decision

to field candidates in that glection and the lorge mamher of votes

ast for PO brought en the dovmfall of Stormont itsgélf, ns it was
desismed to do". Yet a Tew lines 1oter it continued, "The old

atormont was not brought crmshing down by hallot boxes, but by

strect power". Participation in sleotions is a nethed of strusrcle,

of building the comativity of the woriing, elass in the stre:ts, to

be applicd when it is nn effective woy of educotiny the working class
nis was the case in Horch 1974. Participation was not 2 Mrplrd
atep" as the article suzested, but an atterpt waanl fing from an asses—
siment of the conscicusness of rot just the vinguard tut of the brosd
maas of the working clmas, fo bring the struwr~le a step Torward and

to counter the ebb.

ind it is in such a period of ebd in strupsle, when the militzncy of

the working closs hzs possed dts peik, thet abetract slopans such as
vpi-ht - Don't Voie" lose any revolution-Ty meaniny with the finding of
1ittle vesponse within thy working eliss, and to con'riiute to the
groces of the jsoiction of the wangusxd from the working class LSS,

Oppoaition to,perticipation in Westminster olecticons on the prineiple
that "those whe call om p ople 1o vote in representatives io the
Aritish Parlisrent are ~usking people to voite for thelr own oprression
~nl for the edntinunance of British eile ipn Ireland" iz to dom g
soralistic straight-jociet alien to ¥ordsm. Inflexibility on

such o basis of tesctics was olracterized by Lenin ns "like making

a difficult nscent of =2n unexplore ! and hitherio insccessible mountain
aql vefusinge in sdvonce ever to move in zig-zars, ever to retrace ones
steps, or ever to abandon a course once seleeted and to try others".
fLeft-/iny Comunismj, Such inflexibility will Ao nothing to

enhance the reputntion of sceialists mithin the working class,

Being outflanked and made it elevint throurh inflexibility will

not pnin crelibility - tois will be achievel by o readiness to utilise
all srenzs of strugle ~ud to yrovidle # coherent strategy for the
dowrturas of strwyle - Acwnturns which are the exnressicns of

roEs conscicusness,
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“ Solz\%emks&ﬁ”

( This is an extract from an article first published in
Intercontinental Press in Mareh this Vear.

The London Sunday Times of March 3rd published a translation
of the full text of a 15,000-word letter from Alexsandr Solzhenitsyn
to the 1leaders of the Soviet government. Dated September 5 1971,
less than two months before the publication in the West of
Solhenitsyn's ' The Gulag Archipelago, the letter ranges over
wide areas of Soviet life and govermment poliey, as the introductory
note by the Sunday Times editors indicated:

"+s20 Solzhenitsyn denounces the cardinal folly of pursuing an
expansionist foreign poliey when there is nothing to fear from
Europe and America. He calls for an accommodation with China. He
deplores the mindless policy of economic growth which has
despoiled the beauty of Russia's cities and ruined the beanty of her
countryside. He reiterates that the real wealth of Bussia lies in
her own soil. He pours scorn on the dead creed of Marxism. He claims
that the Russians drink far too much vodka., He advocates the end
of national service and says promotion should nof depend on party
membership. He pleads for kindness from Russia's ruiers and peace
for its citizens".

Solzhenitsyn's letter does in fact range over.all these aress
and more. Its overall impact import however, ean be summarized
fairly briefly. In the letter Solzhenitsyn announees his rejection
of Marxism and proposes to substitute for it a religious, Great
Russian nationalism based on a return to 8 romanticized vision
of ninteenth century Russian peasant economy. This reactionary
utopian visicn is mixed in 3 contradictory jumble with occasional
proposals that in their own right are progressive and deserving
of support.

BEETREAT INTC THE PAST

Addressing the Kremlin, Solzhenitsyn states that the purpose
of his letter is " to sugsest to you what is, for the moment at
least, still a timely way out of the chief dangers facing our
country in the next ten to thirty years.

"These dangers are :war with China, and our destruction together
with Wes*“ern civilisation in the crush and stench of a feuled earth".
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Solzhenitsyn describes the Soviet bureaucrats whom he addresses
as "total realists", and he therefore presents practical arguments
against war with China:

"Dont reckon on any triumphant blitzkrieg. You will have against you

a country of almost a THOUSAND MILLICN people, the like of which
has never yet gone to war in the history of the world.... lts
army and population will not surrender en masse with Western good
sense, even when surrounded and beaten. Every soldier and every
civilian will fight to the last bullet, the last breath....
You will not of course, be the the first to use nuclear weapons

that would do irreparable damage to your reputation, which you
cannot disregard, and anyway froma practical point of view still
wouldn't bring you a quick victoryes.e.

"A conventional war, on the other hand, would be the
longest and bloodiest of 211 the wars mankind has ever fought. Like
the Vietnam War at the wvery least (to which it will be similar in
many ways) it will certainly last a minimum of ten to fifteen
FEB.I’.E- B aa
If Russia lost up to one and a half million pecple in the First World
War and (according to Khrushchev's figures) 20 million in the Second,
then war with China dis bound to cost us 60 million souls at the
very leastaeess"

(Here, and below, emphasis is in the original.)

No defender of the Soviet Union and sccialism can take issue
with the fact that a war between the two workers states would be a
monstrous and criminal folly. It is ironic, however, that Solzhen-
itsyn bases his argument on "Russian national interest” when it is
precisely the two bureaucracies' defense of narrowly Interpreted
"pational interest” = identified with thelr own caste interests =
that has brought them to their present state of mutual hostility.

Sclzhenitsyn cites two factors that he considers responsible
for the threat of war between the Soviet Union and China. One
is the competition between the two bureaucracies to pose as the
true defenders of "Marxism-Leninism", The second shows how far
the nmovelist has gone in embracing reactlonary notions: he cites "
the dynamic pressure of a Chine 1,000 million strong on our as yet
unexploited Siberian lands." Solzhenitsyn thus puts himself in the
camp of the racists who attempt to drum up fears of a "yellow peril”.

There are elements of Solzhenltsyn's letter besides the warning
to avold a Sinc-Soviet war that deserve at least a gualified
endorsement. Certainly it is possible to share his disgust with
destruction of the enviromment by carelessly planned industrial
projects, even though his explanation of its causes and his proposed
remedies are worse than uselsss.

Solzhenitsyn also calls for an end to Russlan control over the
workers states of Eastern Durope and over natlional minorities .
in the Soviet Union. He urges the Soviet  leaders " sooner or later
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to withdraw our protectlve surveillance of Eastern Surope. Hor can
there be any question of any peripheral nation being foreibly
kept within the bounds of our country."

(The March 3 New York Times tpanslated what would appear
to be the same passage as ollows:"...our trusteeship from sastern
ournpe, th Baltic Republics, Transcaucasia, Central Asia and
nussibly even from parts of the present Ukraineeses'’ .

However, here too Solzhenitsyn motivates his proposal by a suppoaad
Russian national interest that in this case is described as switching
sttentlon away from distant continents - and even away from Eurcpe
and the South of our country". In order to make Siberia " the centre
of national activity and settlement and a focus for the aspirations
of young people."”

Solzhenitsyn's proposals are 411 based on a viewpoint that bears
1ittle or no relation fto reality. He asserts for example, that neither
Burcpean nor U.S. imperialism ropresent any threat to the Soviet
Union. In fact, he seems %o regard U.S5. imperialism ( Solzhenlisyn
does not call it that) as a beneficent force: He does not eriticize
the United States for its aggression in Indochina; but seems %o
disparars the " internal dissension and spiritual waekness" that
kept it Trom winning the Vietnam war i And he criticizes past
Soviet leadership for having nhred Mao Tse-tung in place of a
peaceable neighbor such as Chiang Kai-shek".

Solzhenitsyn's proposal to isolate Russia from ©he
rest oi the world sets the stage for an impossible retreat into a
romanticised past. His proposals that the Russian economy De
reconsiiucted on a primitive agricultural basls:
"The construction of more than half of our state ia a3 fresh new
place Eﬁiberia) will enable us to avoid repeating the disastrous srrors

of tne twentieth century - industry, roads and clties for example.”

aolzhenitsyn justifies his argument for a "zero ETGWEHH economy
by combining 2 glorification of peasant backwardness with neo-
Malthusian worries about overpopulatich. oy o1
i ici wera oth be a
g nd our pProgressive puplicists " } ;
afteiﬂihgﬂrevolutgon, of ridicull?g tﬂms§ reﬁéo%rigzg éﬁzgaii wer
kv in R i = people wno C& I 5
nvs so many of chem in Russig pe i
%%hlgerish aﬁg have pity on our past, even En thetﬂgstﬁigi it
foraéﬁen hamlet with 2 couple of hovels, even OO 5 tgrkeep
run.“lchgside the railway track; who ealled upon % > Sl
hors;s cven after the advent of the m%EDr carétn%O bt o O
g nesy A
ries for enormous plants and cod 3 L gt
aiiﬂieiin favour of echemical fertil15?rs, not to maifﬂgyi;ne
millizn in cities, not to clamber on toP of one anotie

multi-storsy blocks. H~W they laughed, how they tormented those
il

reactionary 'S1avophiles'..... They nounded the men who said that
a3 0 J 8 I
was perfectly feas

ible for 2 colossus like nussia, with 11 its
spiritual pecularitiEE and folk tr

aditions,; tO find its owi

. m— - sl
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1 not be that the whole of mankind

should follow & single, absclutely identical pattern of davelopment.
"No, we had to be dragged along the whole of the Western bourgeois-
industrial and Marxist path in order to discover, at the end of the
S entieth century, and again from progressive Western scholars, what
any village greybeard in fthe Ukraine or Rusaila has had understood
$rom time immemorial and could have explained to the prograssive
sommentators ages ago, had the commentators ever found the time

#n that dizzy fever of theirs to consult him: that a dozen maggots

gan't go on gnawing the same apple forever, that if the earth is a finite
Sbicci, thenits expanses and resources are finite also, and the

ndlass, infinite progress dinned into our heads by the dreamers

o+ the Enlightenment cannot be accomplished on 1lteess”

—r+icular path; and that it could

§ROM STALIN.TO SOLZEENITSYN

Solzhenitsyn's vision of a2 utopia of peasant hovels and mud roads 1s
ot 1ikely to win much of a following either inside or cutside the
Boviet Union. Despite the letter's protestations to the contrary, 1t
Beems Very improbable that Sclzhenitsyn expected the Soviet leaders

o give his suggestions serious consideratlone.

to be kept in mind that although politieal themes are
olzhenitsyn is not a politician but
the Soviet bureaucrats and the -

for thelr own reasons, will attempt to portray
e Soviet dissident movement, that
movement in fact encompasses a broad rance of views from the
resctionary nonsense of Solzhenitsyn's letter to demands for a return
to the norms of Leninism, advanced by such figures as Pyotr

Grigorenko.

1t needs
fmportant in his novels S
o artist. And while both
leapitallst press, each
him as a representative of th

The differing views of the various dissident currents do share

" _ common origin, however. This 1s the reaction against the
abominations of  Stalinist sule. Solzhenitsyn considered himself a
Marxist Defore he was arrested for the "erime" of criticizing Stalin
in a letter. His present views were nol adpoted under the influ
ence of capltalist propaganda: They were taught to him by the
fureaucrats who herded millions of soviet citizens into concentrat-
ion camps, who crush with arms any movment foT soeialist democracy

in Eastern Europe or the Soviet Union, who live lives of luxury
rivaling that of capitalist plutocrais while mismanaging the

Sovial econoiys

cactlionary positions are borrowed
hureauerats themselves. His

fied with an appeal to Stalin him-
1 i3 the term Solzhenitsyn

Some of Solzhenitsyn's most T
more or less directly from the
Siavophilism, for example, 1s justi
self, as in the following passage(''ideology
uses for Marzism):

hen war began with Hitler, Stalin, who had omitted and bumgled
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so much in the way of military preparation, did not neglect that
side, the ideological side. And although the ideoclogical grounds
for t hat war seemed more indisputable than those that face you now
(the war was waged against what appeared on the surface to be a
diametrically opposed ideology), from the very first days of the w
Stalin refued refused to rely on the putrid, decaying prop of
ldeology. He wisely discarded it, all but ceased to mention it and
unfurled instead the old Russian banner - sometimes indeed, the sz
ard of Orthodoxy - and we conguered ! ( Only towards the end of +h
and after the victory was the Progressive Doctrine taken ont of
its mothballs)",

There is still another way in which the bureaucrats caste has
contributed directly to the develepment of the sort of views expre
in Solzhenitsyn's letter. Soviet physicist Andrei Sakharov describ
this contribution in another context, explaining why many of the
dissidents seem unwilling to take stands on events outside the
Soviet Union. His explanation, which was translated in the
March 5 New York Times, referred to " the Western liberal intelli-
gentsia" that expects the dissident movement to reciprocate its
interest in Soviet affairs:

" These people lo~k to Soviet dissenters for a reciproeal,
analogous international position with respect to other countries.
But there are several important circumstances they do not take ing
account: the lack of information; the fact that a Soviet dissen
is not only unable to go to other countries, but is deprived, with
his own country, of the majority of sources of information; that &
historical experience of our country has weaned us away from exces
'leftism', so that we evaluate many facts differently Trom the'lef
intelligentsia of the West; that we must avoid politieal |
pronouncements in the internatiénal arena where we are =o lgnorant
(after all we do not engage in political activity even in
our own country); that we must avoid getting into the channel of
soviet  epagahda, which so often deceives us."

The enforced isolation described by Sakharov does more than ﬁe;l
actual and potential opponents of bureaucratic rule of reliable |
information on which to base their political Judgments from |
being tested in practice. In this artificial atmosphere, reasonab!
and irrational ideas can and do exist side by side.

If' there were free public dismcussions of political issues in %
Soviet Union, Solzhenitsyn's proposals to replace motor transport
with horses, andMarxism with religion, could only provoke laughter
and little else. The absence of such a competition of ideas grants
them a life they would not otherwise have.
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DIBHOTTLY AND TRE RUVOLOTIONARY PARTY . iII THYS SECOND INTEENATIONAL *

e

In the first twog articles of ‘the series (M.R. Nos 3 & 4), James Connolly's
attitude to the concrnt of the revolutions®y party — the Marxist system of
political organisatiun - were considered, In the first article his final
soncert of usgamisation was compared with that of the Bolsheviks., In the
second article the relationship of his concepts to his practice in the
struggle against thz imperialist war was considered. Now it is necessary
tTo consider the circumstances in which his views developed. The relation-
ship of Cormolly's ideas to their time, will be discussed in this snd the
next two ariicles.

THE SECORD TNTERTATIONAL

That the objective conditions existed in 1896 for the Irish Workers'
political backwardness has been stated before now. It was a product of
the overall economic backwardness in the context of am uneven world-wide
spread - qualitative and quantitative — of Marxism. The relations between
the classes were undeveloped due to the failure of the industrisl revolu—
tion (outside Belfast where the same result was caused by the sectarian
‘@ivision within the Iabour force itself). The unskilled workers had yet
%o establish a permanent form of industrial organisation — let alons
‘political vanguard. The skilled workers were inevitably inelined to
petiy bourgeois radicalism, which in the colonisl conditions of Ireland,
‘tended at its most radical to take the form of an extreme and uncompromi s—
gigg form of nationslism - Republicaniam, Most of the larger capitalists
teere Unicniste - supporters of the colopial link with BEritain: +the smaller
opes (including the newly and potentially liberated peasants) supported the
“Sompromising form of Irish Nationalism — Home Rule, When the influence of
e Cathotic Church is added to all this, it is elear that the sirugzgle
the Irish Workers'! Republic, seventy years apo, even more than Loday,
25 based in objeclive circumstances that resembled more those affecting
2 workers of the underdeveloped third of the world than those of the
1 but well-organised workers of Tsarist Russia,
is yas the Irish situation in 1896, However it would be Insorrect i
ey that it was the sole influence on the man who came in this vear to
alp found the Irish Socialist Republicen Party. James Comnolly gained
8 reputaticn as an organiser in this time, hs would not have been chozen
By the Dublin Sgcialist Club to organise for it, He lmew already most
L of the leading figures of the British Iabour Movement. His development
W=s probably not helped by having them centred mainly on Edinburgh — a
ety that had most of the defects of Dublin and scme of Belfast, but which
‘Bad few of the objective gtrergths of eithsr, However, Edinburgh was
cm=rely one centre for Soclalist action within a broad movement — both
smational and International, The wealness of the Britizh labouy Hovement
#as mentioned in the first article of this series. It is encugh, here,
to recall that it has been based on an almost opposite condition to the
weelness of its Irish comrades. In the latter case, the wealmness came
Trom retarded economic development: in the cese of the British working
olass, il arcse from the Tact that its indusirial base was the oldest in
the world and provided the resources for its capitaliste to buy off large
Blayers of its proletariat - first sut of its monopoly and then out of its
e0ionial super-profits,
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Accordingly, its greatest theoreticians — Connolly and John Haclean - had
to fight it with little support from within,

Here it may be merely noted that the debility ef both the British and the
Irish worlring class movements was not eliminated by the Intermational
organisation to which the Parties that composed them were affiliated.

Though Connolly never attended a conference of this bedy, he could eventuslly
read three languages besides his own and follew its debates., Hisz politics and
his choices therein cannot be understood without reference to this body
(though the attempt to do so has been made all too often), It is well to
consider at length.

For most of Comnolly's political career — indeed until it broke up into
opposing national scetions under pressure of the imperialist war - the bullc
of the working class movement was organised in the Sscond Intervational.

As its name implies this body was a recrestion of the Intermational Woriking
Mens' Association (the First Intermational) that Marx, Ingels and Daduninp
had domipated in the 1860's and which had Irish branches in Dublin, Salfast
and Coxl,

The First Internstionsl had lasted formally 12 years (1264i-1876) though :
it was, in Tact, wrecied well within thet time., The causes for its collapse -
were the politicel diwision ihai developed within it between ths Marxists

the Ultra-Teft {ﬁﬂﬂrchist undar Bakuﬂin} and the Iabour Opporturisic

Ons

of the main differences was on the issue of the state. Bakunin urgad tha;_ﬁha_'
workers shonld establish their society wherever they could regarclcss of fthe -
capitalist states ruling the countries concermed. On the one hend, this e

strategy 128 to premature and isolated risings, as in Spain in 1672, On )
the other hand, it provided an cxcuse Ffor a lack of orgamisation cr plamning
of the class war beyond a very simple "eloak and dagger" practics of sccret
societies and assassinations. The political strusgle was regardsd as an 7
irrelevant diversion as was the development of any diseciplimed political
force to fight that struggle. On all these matters, Balunin foupdrhimsclf
opposed by Marx and fngels; on his organisational and strategis - if no} e
his basic - assumptions he found himself in alliance with the Opperiunists, 2t
who wanted & non-political confederated, international thet would =23lew them

to act politically as followers of their local bourgeois peliticianz. Im 7
the disputes following this the International succumbed. -

In 1889, after Marx's death, it was revived again. but based, nowr on 2 mmber
of homogenecous Marxist groups and parties, the largest being the German
Social Democratic Party. The Anarchists were excluded from affilistion.

The Opportunists of the style of the ¥lrat International did not want fo join
anyway, preferring to act politically through their bouregois perties.

The new International was not quitc as revolutionary as it appesred, It :
affiliates naid lip—service tc Harx — more or less yet they weze -all T =

subject to internal pressures, that weahened their tracitice of what thET.:f.'ET
preachted, In Britain, where even then the working class included over half. -
the population , the effects of industrial monopoly prevented that claas ! s
Prom developing e mass Marxist Party in a ratio to its size, It tas them -- -

the Germsn Sncial Democratic Farty that became tha leading affiliate of @ .-
the Second Intermational but it, too developed intermal problems. e




=5

BEntil 1890, the German Soclsl Democrats grew in strength despite
represeive Anti-Socialist laws, In this year, the laws were renealed,
partly because they weren't woriing, partly becanse the new Eaiser wanted

S to get cheap popularity. The Social Democrats were ensbled to operate

Pr; degally and they used the opportunity. 3By 1914 they were the largest

| single pariy in Germany. Their organisation was praised by their comrades
in other lands trying to create something similar, One such admirer was
young V.I, Lenmin in his pamphlet, That Is To Be Done. AXAnother, despite
mis eventual disagreement with its form was James Connolly,

t.

It is, of course, history that what Lenin created was a ravolutionary
party whereas his chesen model failed the test for such a body. The

&8 reason for this was simple. The German Social Demoecrat that hed withstood

. mmgnificiently the persecution of the 1880s were weakened from within oy

o %he sasy successes of the later years., The party developed a pald bursau—
eracy to run itself and its many daily pavers. Members of this became

(" increasingly conservative, reluctant to give the order to overturn the

~ staie that had, after all, aliowed them to earn their money, pathetically

- ready to believe that the said state could be changed peaceably.

This tendency began to appear withon one yesr of the repeal of the Anti-
\Socialist Taws. In 1891, the Party branches in the lsss developed southern
tates of Germany (where the organisation was relatively weak) insisted
en voting for the provincial budgets in their parliament. Until then,

%be agreed policy of the Party had been expressed in the slogan "ot a men
Bor & farthing for this system”. The Party could not voite to maintain the
es of the capitalist state. The south Cermans pleaded that they had
%0 do so if they were not fo weaken the relatively liberal state goveraments
wis a vis the conmservatives., Despite protests from old Prederick Engels

in London, the Party accepted the argument that the “special circumstances"
v of the south German situation nccessitated a measure of collaboration with
the bourezois state govermnments there,

Three years later affer Engels' death and the final acceptance of the
wsouth German political uniguencss, the practice of the latter was given
theoretical underpimming by Engels' ex—secretary. Edward Bernsiein
lived in ¥pgiand for some years. While he was there he was influenced
Ereatly by the British Pabian Society - at that time a propagengist circle

the left of the Liberal Party, His relations with this body and his own
Smpressionistic view of what was happening led hin to advocate a broadly
Fabien position in relation to the sirategy of German Social Democracy.
instead o7 oprosing the south Germsn's poliey, he urged that it be

extended “o its logical conclusion: the Bocial Democrats should carry on
their role as just another (i.e, bourgeois) party distinguishable Trom
the others only because it was more radiecel than them. They should worlk
> in coalitions with the capitalists to administer their common state if
needs be.

0 This breach in Marx's teaching on the state had to be defended by further
atiack on larxist teaching, Bernstein found himself denouncing this in

B philosophy. history and economics., Instead of the uniolding of an inevit-
able historical process which elimaxed in the Scecialist revolution and tho
ending of canitalism Bernstein insisted that thers was mither inevitabiiity
nor necessliiy in this.
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The workers were not getting more impoverished nor were large rmmbers of the
petiy bourgeoisie joining their ranks. Revolution was, therefors, an irrelevance
and an obstacle to Social Democracy's real duty: the struggle for piecemeal
improvements in existing conditions. Instead of the dialectic forcing the
socialist to choose constantly between "Socialism or Barbarism" Bernstein
insisted that the socialist had complete freedom to act according to his
conscience to alleviate the worast defects in society, ¥ant replaced Hegel for
him. This was 2 clear "revision" of Marx and such it became known : "Revisionism",

Bernstein's theory - already because of its Anglo-German development an inter-
national force - became a problem for the International bhecause of iis !
practical expression. In 1899 the French Spcial Democrat Alexanber Millerand,
did whzt Bernstein had advocated and entered an anti-clerical government to
defend civil liberties in general ( and the French victims of clerical reaction
in particular). Millerand's choice and the fact that even a Revisionist could
not get away from the dialectic was emphasised by the fact that one of his cabinet
colleagues, General Gallifet, had earned notoriety as the mass murderer who
had suppresse d the Commne, which by the way, did not embarrass the more
consistent and hardened Revisionists who tended inevitably to see only the
Comimunards' blunders and not their revolutionary achievement, The south German
leader, Georg Von Vollmer, summarised his views thereon:

"Instezd of seizing state power, they would have done better to go to sleep".

At the 1900 conference of the Internmational at Paris, Millerand was condemmed.
He left working class politics altogether and ended his eareer when he had to
resign as President of France because he was too far to the right for a new
radical government. Bermstein was zlso formally isolated, and the south German
strategy remained limited to south Germany. Only in wealthy Jritain did the
Fabian Society contimuze to play a big role in the growth of the Iabour Party.
Revisionism was in guarantine.

But it was gquarantined and not ligquidated. The bulk of the Intermational's
leaders were more than willing to leave it thus. The Bussian Merxist, George

Plekhanov urged on his German comrades a thorough theoretical struggle asninst
Revisionism, but he was ignored. When Hosa Luxembourg tried later to carry the

struggle for Marxisn beyond the status que of 1900 she found herself oppossed

by the leading figures among her official anti-Revisionist allies. The
Millerand affair had already been decided by a motion that condemmed 3illerand

on the technical point of not getting his party's pernmission for his act
rather than on the political issue invelved.

It was in this way rather then in open acceplance of Revisionism that the
short term practice of developing Social Democratic Pariy bureaucracies wns
expressed, In the long term, they would end openly in the Revisionist camp.
However, for the time being, they hoped that the revisionist case would, as
it were, prove itself and prevent too decisive a breach with their parties'
left wings, such == those headed by Luxembourg { in Germany and Poland ) and
Jules Guese ( in France ). The bureaucrats' strategy was encapsulated by the
advice that Dernstein claimed he was given by Igraz Aver, the Secretary

of the German Social Democratic Party :
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Uy dear Ede, one does not formally make a decision to do the things you
‘sugeest, one doesn't sayy such things, one simply does them".

This "Centrism" — so celled as it took a position in the centre betwesn
Msryism and Revisionism — is more difficult to deseribe that either, preciscly
beczuse it is an attempt to compromise between the two. The important poiris
+o remember are, Tirstly that it is a recurring political phencmenon in whe
international working-class movement, and secondly, that is is essentially

s tendency toweréds unprineipled compromise between the two main competers,
{"One does not say, one simply does') Centrism under pretence of avoiding

g sectarian approach ftowards "eood people amongst the Revigionists surrenders
£5 both the good and the bad in those anlcs far more than is consistent with

a principled position.

In the Second International, the issue which first caused the Hevisionmistio
+o renege and on which the Centrisis surrenderedttheir positions was that
of the Marxist theory of the state, On the eve of the October Revolution
of 1917, VI Lenin distinguished the ioree trends in his State and Rewolution,

Mjccording to Merx, the state is an organ of class Tule, an organ for the
oppression of one class by another, it is the creation of Torder? which
legalises znd strengthens this oppression by moderating ihe pconfliect between
the classes. In the opinion of the petty-bourgecis politiciens (including
$he Revisionists, D.R. 0'C.L.) order, means precisely the reconeiliation of

\  classes, and not the cppression of ome class by another.; to moderate the
conflict means reconciling classes and not depriving the oppressed classes of
definite means and methods of strugdle to overthrow the oppressors ....

"0n the other hand, the 'Keutskyite' (Centrist, D.R. 0'C L see below)
distortion of Marxism isg far more subtle. 'Thegretically' it is not denied
that the state is an orger of class rule, or that class antagonisms are
irreconcilable. But vhat is lost sight of or glossed over is that: if the
stete is the product of the jrreconcilabnility of class antagonisms, if i
is a power standing above soclety and increasingly alientating itself from
it, then it is obvious that the 1iberation of the oppressed class is
impossible not only without a violent revolution, but also without the
destruction of the apparatus of state power which: waz created by the ruling
olass and which is the embodiment of this 'alienation' ... Marx very
definitely drew this theoretically gself-evident conclusion as a result of

s concrete historical analysis of the tasks of the revolution. 4nd .... it
is precisely this conclusion which Fautsky ... has 'forgotten' and 'distorted’
V.I. Lenin, State and Revolution from The Essential Vorks of Marxism,
Bartam Books, New York 1965 pp 105-1C6.

Karl Kautsky whose teaching Lenin denounced above, was the chief theorefician
of the Centrism to which he supplied a left cover in his scknowledged
capacity - after Friedrich Engels death as "Pope of Marxism" (Even the title
petrays a certain degeneration from Marxist principles.) Of recent months
there has been a certain new interest in Kautsky 1n some Irish left-wing
circles and, with i%, a certain feeling that his reputation has been unduly
diminished as compared with that of his Russian conTeMpOTary, Fl ekhanov,



Certainly Kautsky, if not a revoiution&ry, did write useful works (most

notably his Foundations of Christianity) during his "Papal" reign up to 1914,
However, after making all allowances he is still a lesser figure that Plekhano
in his prime, The Russian educated the vanguard of his country's working class
laying the foundations for the achievements of Lenin, Trotsky, the Bolshevik
Party: after this he lapsed intoc open revisionism — but his historic fask
was completed. Kautsiy could not claim such a result as Plekhemov's even

if Plekhanov eventually disowned hig child, Despite his undoubted intelli-'
gence, ' there was always in Keutsky limitations which made it inevitable thav
he would lead the centrists rather than the revolutionaries. Engels
summariged it well in & ldtter which is the more devasting for expressing

the opinion of a personal friend and political ally:-

"You have exactly hit off Kautsky's decisive wealmess. His youthful inclina-
ation towards hasty judscment hes been still more intensified by the wretched
method of teaching history in the universzities especislly the Austrian cnes.
The students there are systemstically taught to do historical work with
materials, which they lmow to be inadequate, but which they are supposed to
treat as adequate that is to write things which they themselves must kmnow

to be false but which they are supposed to consider correct. That has
naturally made Kautsky cocky. Then the literary life writing for pay and
writing a lot so that he has absolutely no idea of what reslliy scientific
work means. There he has thoroughly burnt his fingers = few times, with

his kistory of population and later with the articles om merriage in primitive
times, In all friemdship I rubbed that well into him too, and spared him
nothing in this respect: on this side I criticise all his things mercilessly
Fortunately,however, I can comfort “im with the faet that I did exactly the
game in my impudent youth, and only first learnt the wey one has got to worx
from Merx, It helps quite considerably, too - "Ietter to 2ugust Eibel,
Iondon, 29th July 1885(Present author's emphasis. )

Despite Engel's assistance Kautsky was never able to get beyond & formal theo-
retical correctness which was used only too easily to cover for the actual
practice. ("One simply does them") of the Social Democratic buresucracy.

An early glimpse of what centrisim was to mean in the Serman Social Democratic
Party's Effort progremme of 1891. This was the highest theoreiical point
reghed by the German Marxists during their E-cisl Democratic period. It was
regarded as the model programme for all affiliates of the Second International,
However, even in its time, it overlocked certain vitsl =spects. In particular
old Friedrich Engels remarked in his Critique of it, it glossed over the fact
that Germany was a monarchy snd a federation of monarchies — meny of which
were far from being restricted by their parliasments. In short, the question
of state power was ignored, as the R visionists were beginming to distort

it openly. Engels ascribed this vegueness to the faet thet the Party bureau-
cracy — newly liberated from the intl Sgcialist laws - were enjoying their
new freedom and its prospects too much to risk these perks by attzcks on

the German states. If this was the casc (as seems rrobsble), the bureaucrats
were moved by thelr fear rather than by Pngels snalysis. The German Sccial
Democratic Party remained vague on the question of the monarchy. This con-
fusion was encouraged - and, in itself helped -~ the Revisionists to move to
elarify it in the direction of acceptance of the bourgeois state,

Kautsky's peculisr qualities — his brilliant sloppiness — were such as to
enable him to oppose the outright Revisionists - but as defender and
sustainer of the existing confusion: no* of Marwxism, He ellowed Bernstzin
to write his articles in the main Party daily, nonly attacking him when such
youngsters as ILuxemburg and Parvas had already moved.

— e — e —



31

He drafted the motion at the Paris Conference of the Second International
by which IHllerand was condemned for breach of diseipline rather than for
his political treachery.

Perhaps least forgiveable was his attitude towards his patrons, Marx and
Engels. Undoubtedly, it was difficult to publish everything that they had
written. Nonetheless, Bernstein was given an immediste platform whereas
such articles of immediate importance by the founder of Scientifiec
Socialism, as Engels Critique of the Fxport Programme were kept suppressed
for ten yeers. Other writings in 2 similar vein were left fo the Third
International to make availzble,

With Kautsky as its"Pope® it was inevitable that the Second Inmternational
should heve fallen inte & schism along rational lines on the outbreak of the
First World War. XNo doubt, his elevation to his exalted position could not
heve been achieved without objective factors working for him; the point is
that these factors were much less than the needs of the working class either

in Germeny or in the world 2t large. In the end, his dominance - despite

all his works — was one that merely heightened the confusion. Tkr rezl
struggle for Marxist clarity was fought by Plekhanov at first and luxemburg and,
later by Franz Mehring, Lenin and Trotsky.

So, in 1896, when Connolly began his Irish career, there were four tendencies
or embryo tendencies in the Lebour Movement of the world. Outside, the
international there were the 4narchists with their strength centred mainly
emong the workers of the less developed industrial countries (such as Spain,
Italy and Switzerland), In the International were the Marxists on the one
hend, the Revisionists on the other and, in between them, the shadowy
Centrists., In each case, the basic difforence between the currents was
that of their respective views towards the state. The Anarchists regarded the
gtatc 25 an ultimate source of cppression, perhaps, even exploitation, They

 urged, accordingly, that political asction (thet is theoretically action
affecting directly the distribution of state power, though, in practice,
this definition remsined remariably difficult to operate) be renounced,

. It opposed lMarxism from the Ultra-Left.

3

“Whe other Anti-Marxist currents developed within the reconstituted Intermaticnal
within sections where therc were large bureaucracies. These vested interested

lLihared to risk their immediate needs by toc resclute opposition to the central

" eoercive organisation, and hoped to geon their ends by peaceful {anﬂ pieeeacal]
reform without making trouble for themselves. To justify their needs for a
eompromise with the capitalist stete they backed demands to drop Marwiem as

W being "obsolete" and funjustified by results" (the Revisianists];}’ or, more

" subtly, paid lip service o it while ignoring it in practice (the Centrists).

e doubt, there were possibilities of lerxist theory being degenerated from

" Sther incorrect concenticns. Ansrchism had always ineluded many such (as on

“'Ieligion} at the same time as its vpoliticio phobiza. But the gquestion of

I the state drew its significance from the objective need of the Social

" Democrstic bureaucracies (or, particulary in Britein, the trade union

" buresucrscies and labour aristorracy's) to conform to a system that did
£ 2tisfy enough of their needs to raise the odds against the profitability

B of risking its overthrow,

|



CONNOLLY AND CENTRISNM

hether he 1liked it or not Connolly was, in fact, bound to develop his
strategy in relation to the divisions of the working class movement of his
time, History has placed him in the revolutionary - the Merxist camp —,
However, his final failure shows that his Marxism was considerably less
sdvanced tham that of his successful contemporary, V I Lenin, In Germany
a Third Revolutionary Marxist, Boss Iumxemburg came to gricf - and with her
went the hopes of prolitarian revolution in that couniry, for many years

to come. In her case, the decisive failure was her inability to break in
time with the Centrist Revisionist mejority of the Socisl Democratic Party.
Fo doubt, her error herc was linked %o her ulirs leftism on the national
issue, and her mistekes on the question of Imperialisa. Nonetheless, it was
specifically as an organiser that she fell.

Jemes Conmolly failed for the same cesuse, Far less than Duxemburg (who Ymew
the Bolshevil leader) was he able to benefit from ihe development and clarifi-
cations that Lenin and his party were maldng in Merxism., On many issues such
as the nature of the state, of the nation, on the Merxist's attitude to
religion and, above all, on the gque:fion of political organisation, Cormolly's
position owed more to the formall?sm of Kautsky them %o Iemin's revolutionary
perspective and ini istence on clarity of formulstion,

It's worthwhile considering Commolly's wealmesses. Two of them - his pesitic
on religion and on the nation - have bcen escribed to His scrrender to that
truly esoteric phenomenon "Catholie Natiopalism" — ox. =ore aceurately, Irish
Netiomalism. In fact, though the objective conditicss of Irish 1ife were not
ones from which there could easily devolop a more seieosific spproach to

these matters, Connolly's position on ench of them was In tume with most of
the best thinking available to him wiiiin tie Second Intermational.

In his Critique of the Erfurt Programmre in 1891, Priedrich Engols made specifi
insistence in favour of the demand for:-

"Oomplete seperation of church and state. All religious groups without
exception to be treated by the state as private associations, They ars to los
a1l support from public funds and all influence on public schools. (One es
after all forbid them from founding their own schools out of their own
resources and teaching their nonsense in them, )" Priedrich Engels, Critique
of the Erfurt Programme, British and Irish Communist COrgenisation, Belfast
1971, p.12

This view was encapsulaled by the Social Democrats in their statement that
"Religion is = private matter": that the state should not persecute religiou
belief but that it should not give it any aid at 211 in the expansion thereof,
let alone mainteining in existence laws against blasphemy, atheism, or anti-
clerical propaganda. Since the German Social Democratic Party was a recognisc
Marxist organisation in 1891, it was assumed that enyone who joined it would
be Marxist, i.e. & Dialectiecal Materialist, and, hence, an Atheist. It was
then, not considered neocessary to immediately urge a struggle against religicon
within the party itsell.
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The immediste oppositicn to the l-rxist attitude to relijion wes
from positions even more obviously anti-relizious thon thet of
Encels. The attitudes of the nerehists end of the esrly Revision-
ists on religion provide one Hore interesting exsmmle of hesultrs
leftism snd refornism tead to find theuselves on the szue sice.

he .nerchist vposition wes descrilbed oy viarx (letter to [ Bolte,
23rd November 1071) es being “ithedsn 28 2 dogue Zictated to

membersit, This appsrent likeness to tae nosition 25 developed

by Lenin wes, in fect, very diflerent, since the inarchists were
not interssted in orgsanicing = proner politicsl porty. In practice
whot it mesat wss 2 disvroportionste or anti-clericsl prop2gonds
gnd, oT occEsions, tproctical asitati n® such 2s the buraing of

ch urches.

Though the Revisienist position was not precticslly ss Terrorigtic
ss that of the Anerchists, it hed one decisive point in egreeusnt
with theirs. Both cspitulated theoraticslly to tle anti-clericel
propagends distributed by one section o the contemnorary Suronesn
bourgecisie. The excuse used by Vollmsr snd the sontlh Germsu
Revisionists in 1899, by lillersad, Jean Javres »ad the TDelrium
Emile Vsuderville in 1899-190C for thelr co-operstion in bourzecis
povernments wos the 5.0e 5n e ch cose: the aesd to supnort one
section of the bourgecisie (the omii clericil liberals) 2q=inst
the other: the toctic of the 'les jer evil'. (Loter Conolly'a
svonent Willism Jelker was 2 similar teoticisn.,) In Fuct, of
course, evensually the clericats did talke nower evel without the
sup ort of the Revisieniste, the lotier's world gid oot ciue o el
end, and eventunlly, tuey snd their neirs weould find res ons to
work wit: the prec-ter evil to opvose whnich hod been the excuse for
the originsl departure from Maryigm.

is Conneolly wes to discover in Americs, these two views on religion -
the Lnarchist 2nd the Revisionist - were to merge in views reupert

in his originel choice of Darty ithere - the Bocislist iabour Iorty
snd in the theory of its 7. .oding idenlozist Loaniel e leon. Gonnolly
wes to lead the opnosition to this confusion.

Coniolly's mistake then, Was that of tie woinstre w of what wss tuought
to be sapxism durin, the original decond Internst pnrl. Le hiugell
was, on his own sdaission to his friend M.theson (30%th Jenuory 1a08)
-n otheist. e never wavercd fron the Hrfurt mosition on sesculer
educotion. In the orisinal projrotmac of his Irish Socirlist
Republicen Porty, the daend for £ is wes the eighth of its 10
points. Twenty Yesrs lster, he WasS Te8s prting it in his deconquest
of Irelsnd. This was 2 bosic stand in onmosition te the thoiolt
Sreveiling in Irish Netiomelist circles in his 1ifetime. (It should
not be necessery to ss ert, st thisc soint, thet, though Lilisn
Conanolly bore her hushond eight chiildren during their merrisge, thers
is no evigence for sayiag that he wowid todsr he a supporter of

the clericsl refusel Lo zlliow controceptives Lo anyole, or evel,

£het he would ac ent the ridiculous tiuoney proposzis in nreference
to the Hobinson Bill,
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Connolly's oversll politicsl view on religion wes sunigrised eerly
in his csreer in his article "Socialism and Religion - the Lnown and
the Unknowsble', which appesred in his 1901 pamphlet, The Hew
Evanrel. Jhile he later developed wis thesis =~ snd developed it
brillisntly - lie never deported qualitstively from the nosition
ziven below:-—

"The Socislist Party of Irelond prohibits the discussion of theo-
lozical or anti-theolozicel questions 2t its aeetings, public or
privete, This in in conformity with the prsctice of the chief
Socislist parties of the world, which have freguently, in Geraany
for exsmple, declsred religion te be @ srivate satter, snd o8 it is
held and worled for by =n increasing number of enthmsisstic sdherents
throughout the civilised world, has sn essencislly meterial, moter-
of -fact foundstion. We do not mean that itssupperters are nscessaril
moterislistic in the vulger, and merely anti-theolo-icel serse of
the term, but thet they do mot bage their socialism uwpon 207

interpretation of the lon juage or mesning of Zeripfure, nor upon

the real or supposad intsntions of 2 teneficient BDeity. %auy 28

2 perty neither offirm ar deny these things, but leave it Lo Lhe
individual conscience of each member to determipe whot belie's

on such nuestions they shall held. 45 @ politicel perty t o

wisely prefer to tske their stand upon tha actusl phemomcona ol =social

1ife @5 they can be observed in operation smongst us today, or a5
they can be troced in the recorded fzcts of hisbery®. Eriv's iope -

The Bnd snd the ileons ond the New Dvengel, et ¥ark Public: Lions,
Tublin, 1968, D3>

Such 3 policy in the politically under-developad Irish working clzss

movement wss not precticslly caleculsted to builid 8 larxist venguerd

therein. But there is » furiher poini. Connolly wes onl stating

what becsme in fact the policy of the Cerman Sacisl Democcivatic Perty

jeadership. Relizion becesme s “private matter? for members of wiat
ha

was supnosed to be the leading Maryizt orgonisstion inm the world.
Ksutsky contented himself wita writing an exposure of 'The fovnvations

of Christisnity, but, or more precisely, the Farty Beeretroricc, Luer
=nd Friedrich Gbert, sllowed into the Dzrty meny wio 1ed a0 oltozethe
differ-nt view on the subject, withiout sny sttemnt being msde to
exnlein metters, to them. Tn Germany t is wes mersly pert of the
aversll desgenerstion of 3oclsl Derocracy. 1In Irelsnd, it wos of
initisl importance in the gborting of 2 strong Marximt Htradition.

1+ wes left to Russis where there wes 2 strong pctive ound consclous
industrisl working class bo provide the environment in wihich in
1909 fenin could develep primer bosis for liorxist thinking on the
relizious guestion. (Five years before, the mericen, Fraxk Jonke
nad declored o sifiilsr position in the originsl Connelly-Iiz ieon
polemic ~ but he wos just a2 meuber of a smell Party gbout 1o Jecline.]

iagcisl Democrsts regsrd religion as 2 privete mater in relation
£o the state, but not in relation to themselves, not in reizllion
to Marxism, ond not in relstion to the workers! Ferty™ - “Tha sttitudd
f Workers' Poarty Towsrds Religion® - Horx—ingels =Morpxismg ppe73-285.
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By the time Lenin wrote this Conmolly's position on religion had

| developed for the better; he wes msing the materialist method

b (cbservetion of the'sctusl phenomens of every dsy life’) to explsin
snd thus expose religion. However, instesd of develeping his aporosch
to the Perty in the same menner, he had allowed it to decline. By
1809 he usd adopted the LAnarchistic organisaticvnal form of Syndicslism,
s1lied to his oversll lsrxist aporosch, This resulted in his continu-
ing to svoid posing the religious guection smongst even the cadres of
his orgenisctions. [his was just smother nart of his failure to
develop on Irish Bolshevism. But it wes a2n important part.

Connolly's cpprosch to religion hes Deen ascribed to a surrender by
him to the forces of Irish Nsticmalism, In fmct, the link between
! his errors oo religion and nstiopalism was less direct; both were the
L noturel results of dependence for theory on the curreat CONSCilousness
in the Second Internstional.

L Just oc the current (3econd Internmationsl) licrxist position on religion
‘d-cked o vitel clerificstion by V I .ewnin, s0 did its position on
P potionslism - slthough here, for once, J V Stalin wos to play 2 pro-
sressive role. The Internstionsl wes orgenised on the support of the
working closses of the metropolitsn countries. (It wes to be the
‘comintern tust wss to tske seriously the aroblems of the workers ond
ipessonts in the colonies.) Deeccuse of this, its sections were under
ipressure from the bourgeoisics of their countries to accent thelr
Pexnonsionist 2ims ond their exploitetion of other nstions. Ia mony
‘ceses this pressure wes successiul; in Tritein, the lesding Lerxist
dof the time T M Flyndmon, zove famll support to the imperislist provern-
‘sont of his country in its iaperizlist plens. fevisionism in such
leountries =g Britein, Frence end Germaly necessitated the scceptonce
of the oims of the bourgeoisies of these countries - 85 regerds nstion-
Se1ism rs well 25 cther things.

lhis position wos opposed firat from the Ultrs—ieft. The Anorcuists
gimmly denied sny relevence to ipolitics” ond Vpolitical” matlers ingluded
linevitebly nationsl guestions. & precticslly similar position wes token
‘up by the Polish lisrxist Rose luxenburg. 3he re dsrked on the economic
developuent thet hed token ploce since the pertition of her country,
pointed out the foct that the mzin forces demonding independence were

o sooll business snd professicasl peonle, ond feered the effect of
their propasonds on the Foung Polish proletsrist thet she wos trying
$o win to Locielism. Eer caswer to the Hetionalists wos tetal oppesi-

$ion - oven to the noint of ignoring the reel srievences created by

forcign oppression,

Pinz1ly, these lines were complimented by s Centrist teundency boged on
the iustrisn Socisl Democratic Ferty which of fered cultursel but not
politicsl self-deteruination to ormressed netiens,

As agsinst o1l these, Lenin ond the Tolshevilks were once ngain to do
+he work of clerificstion., Their snelysis hos been chroniclaed in
Marxist Review No,1 and in the Picst Lpmendix of Cemr-ode Rebert Dornls
parmphlet, Irish Hationslism snd Sritish Tmperislism.




fere it is necessory to rectll only two ®oin poinis. Fi
declared his rizht to peiiticel gal fedeternin-tivn hed to be recop-
nised for every nstion, excent wiers it definitely retorded develop-
ment tow:rds Jociclism - simply becouse its denisl crzoted hostility
on the subjective pert of the worikers of the oppressed notion sgsinst
their oppresasors (including the worliersof smonp the latter). HNation-
olism sprung from circumsteainces tnut hod 5 Life of their own over snd
sbove their origincl ccononic base. TFor the Socislist, there could
be no ending of nationolist divisions evcent by solving them by the
fairest possible mesns. 4s 2 genersl rula: supiort for the netional
clsims of the oppres=zed azainst those ol tlie oppressor.

ratly, Ledin

-

L concrete cxemple of ieain's anolysis wos Lorwey. In 1914, he replied
to Luxomburg who had dencunced Horway's secession from Sweden:-

#In the nuestion of the sclf-determinction of noticns, s in every
other guestion, we are interest.d first snd foremost in the self-
‘eterminntion of the proletorist within = given matdion. Hoss
Luxemburg modestly evaded this nuestion too, for she reolised thot on
anslysis of it on the basis of the expanla of Horwsy, which she her-
self hed clicsen, would be disesterous te har ticory.

hat position <id the Horweigisn ond Swedish proletsrist toke, 2nd
coa n? Je do not Ziow

bligoatory for
Nerweigisn Social Democrsts to hold particulsr viaws on the cuestion
of geccession. We will sssume thet it did mot, and that the forweigien
socislists left it =n ooen question as to wipt extemt the ~utonomy
of HUorway gave sufficient scope to wefe the elass strugile freely, or
to whet extent the eternsl friction snd conflicts with the Swedish
sristocr. ¢y hindered frecdom of ecomouic life. But it cennot be
disputed thot the liorweipgisrn proletorist hed to opposc tiais cristocricy
ond supnort Morweigisn p=csont democrecey {with 211 its philistine
Timit-tions). The Hight of Notions to Self-Deterainetion’' from
cuestions of l~iiomsl Folicy »nd Hrgletrricon Internaticnslisa,
Progress vublisncers, Hoscow, 1957, »p 7778 (Prpeent suthor's emihosis)

sgppinst Luxemburg, slso, wenin quoted approviagly Ezrzl iorx's insistens
thot the Dritish workers' seizure of stote perer would only be nossible

with the orinting of self-doterain.tivn for Traisnd. Io both cioses,

he was corrsct. The only major difference between Horwey ond Ireland

during the period sefore 1914 (sport from the complicstions crested

by the Ulstar Protestonts) wos the f-ct thet the libercstion of the

Vorweizieon pessont from his 1 ndlord h-d Besn achiesved Im Norwsy

for ne~rly o ceatury, wherces, in Irelend it wrs now to be ended s
source of discuntent until the 1930s.

8o Connolly wes not nrectieing =a ~purench to the motionsl struggle
quelitotively differsnt to ti 2t of onin when he worked to plsce, in
turn, the Irish Socislist Republicon Pority, the Irish Promnsvort and
Genersl Workers' Union -nd the Irish Citizen . ruy ot the hesd of the
Irish notionsl strugsle for self-determin-tion.

[
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% ny successful seizure of power Dy the workers of the Dritish Isles o
=ny v'rt thereof would hove invelwed recognition of Irelond's right to
Eelf-_determinction - just 25 the -chisvement of stote power by the
[Russicn workers w2s to involwe the iiberation from their nrison house
BT tie vorious anticas of Tserist Russis.

Bonnolly expreszed this truth im Hsude Gonne's 1'Irl nde . ivre in 1097:-

fHon-politicrl co-operstion effort must infsllibly succoub in frce of
2 onnosition of the privileged clesse: intercorted behind the rrap rts

lof 1ow »nd monopoly. 2his is whyy even whien he is from the cconomic

Woint of view intensely consorvotiwe, the Irigh Noticnslist, even

&ith his frlse re-oning, is =a sckiwe ¢ ent in sociol regenerstion,

scfar -5 ke seclks to invest with Full power over its own destinies

® pecple nctuelly governed in the dmercsts of - foudol sristocracy” -

udedl}:‘m Socisrlism ond Hetiomslism, Three Crndles Press, bublin

o 'P13 4 R

Jespite the formel error of fsct (Swem im 1897, Irclond wos not
yerned in the intercets of o femdsl aristocrocy’, but rother more
Dritish fincnce cepitsl, tiousS e Fandsl oristocrats still
ain-ted the colonisl regime), EhSs Expresses the re-lity of the
#tu-timm. It is when Connclly Srdss o dewelop his position beyond
fi- thot there apperrs = ool Cemlenes to crpitulste to the political
Blusions of ¥Wition~lism, Thusy i poper, the dorkers' Republic
of Lth Foveaber 1099, he susa rE position so o5 to reveel its
[erknoss rother thon its strengt

e socislists we bose our politissd malicy on the clios strugple of
fe worl-ers, becruse we know £9°F BBe seif-interost of the workers
lles our woy., Thot the self interest =oy som:times be bose does rot
#foct the correctness of our pesitfss. The aere foct t'ot the in-
gerited (ond often unrecsening) smed-sritish sentiment of - chouvinist
Fish prtriot impels him to the S8Se concinsion /s we srrived ot os the
51t of our cconomic studies @o@s mot couse us to sirink from
frocl o iming our pogition. It r=t8er ls-ds us to rejoice thiti our pro-
pgonds in thus wode oll the o sier by this ncne too common identity
¥ ~im estoblished o o conseguange of wict we esteem the strong ond
Srreconcilrible hostility between Emglish impericlism ond socinlism
rom Lobour ond d-ster deek, 3 Comdles Fress, Dublin 1956 1,36

In this, the error lies » rtly im Ceanclly's (typicol) confusion of the
objective nceds of the situ-tion sith the subjective spproseh to it

&f the individusl (in this cose the noticnslist but aore often, =5 will
e shown, below, the worker.) There is no realiccoticn thol the
Syunreosoning cnti-British sentiment of - clh-ouvinist Irigh prEriot?
micht, by its very 1-ck of rerscm, prevent thot potrict from . wking
%ue fin-l tronsference of cllegi-sce from Cpitlin Ni Iloulihon to
Tnternotions) Socinlism. Undombtedly, Connolly's frilure to undar-

" mtand this loct several potentizl ISRP recruits to the Fenion Movemant.
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The other peort of the weskness in this possage 'rises from o theoreticaol
faoiling thot will be considered in 2 future orticle., Ilere it con be
soid, briefly, thst he did not, so much copitulote to Irish noticnsliem
ae underestimnte it both for the reogon given shove snd bacougse his
whole sppro~ch to the concept of the "N-tion" (snd hence indeed, of
UNationalism®) wos on historicsl osnd stotic. (Undoubtedly, & visible
oxpression of this wos his idecllised view of Celtic society).

But over ond cbove Connolly's errors on religion ond the notion (though
closely intertwined with them, »s hos been shown) were his pttitudes

to the noture of the Stote znd of the Doelal Democrotic Porty fthet
would lesd the workers in smoghing it. As hos olresdy been stoted,

in this srticle, the essence of the Morxist view is that the 3State

is the orgenised noliticsrl exnression of the power of the ruling closs
the Revisionist view is thot it is somchow "eobove' clesses -ud o force
for reconciling differcnces snd the Keutskylst Centrist wiew is thot

it is "forms1ly" the first but thet it cen, Iin precibice be coptured
peacefully -~ police, ~rmy ond =211 by the exploited individunls,

Where 4id Connolly stond in #11 this? In 1975 he wos to ploce himself
with the RBevolutionrries. Byven in 1900 delepates from his ISRP voled
in the Second Internstionsl sgoinst Feutsky's comprowise on Millerand.
But, - ond coming first from the home of Levisionism, il is not sur-
prising - he only developed his fins] position gr-duslly =and with m-oy
l-pses. In his doys in the ISRP he showed distinct tendencies towerds
& Revisionist ides of the seizure of ztrte power., His wiew con be com-
pored with Koutsky'as: theoreticolly Eoutsky upheld the sprxist concept
of the stete bul denied in proctice thot it poplied ony ony moment

in which he found himself, Connolly tended fermslly ot this perica

tc sccept the Revisionist ides thot stite power could be ~eiideved by
the workers through porlismentary fiecns; he wess coreful fto rule out
Irelond from this perspective. Hig generzl statement on ends ond
meons is well known:=—

HPhe whele of Irelond for the people of Irglend — their public vproperty
to be owned ond operated o5 o motion=l heritoge, by the lsbour of free
gmen in o free country. Toot is our idesl; eord when you osk whet ore
our methods, we reply: 'Those which lie necrest our hozds'™,

Jorkers' ltepublic, 5th August 1698 - from Socislism pnd Heticnolism

CT Git p.32. v

Four yesrs lster ip fimericns, he stoted, Dore certsintgr—

Y believe firmly that the revolution ry Socislist movenent will -lways
be numerically weak until the hour of revelution srrives, ond then it
will be os ersy to get oherents by the thousonds os it is now to get
single individusls" - Weekly People, 10th Hoveuber 1302,

And it wos st this time too thit he wrote in on orticle, later %o be
incorporcted in the first npert of Socislism ilnde HBosy:- Ravoluticon
is mever procticcl - until the hour of the revolution strikes. THEN
it plone is procticel, 2ad 211 the efforts of the conservitives -nd
compronises become the most futile snd visionsry of humaon beings®,
Gocinlisu liade Bosy, Plough Book Serviece, Dublin, 1971, De2B
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then, but not till then, the porty which represents the rovoiution-ry
ides is justified in toking steps to ossume the powers of goveranment
and in using the wenpons of force to dislodge the usurpinz closs or
zovernment in possession ond tresting itz umembers ond supporters os
usurpers ond rebels agoinst the constituted cuthorities hove zlwoys
been trested. Ir other words, Sccirlists believe thot the guestion of
force is «f very minor importonce; the reolly importsat gquestion is
of the principles upon which is b-scd the wovement that moy or moy not
need the use of force to reslise its object L

"Iz bollot-box wos mivern us by our mssters for thair purnose; let ue
ise it for our own. ..et u= demonstrote »t tl.ot boilot-box the
strongth nd intelligoence of tho revolutionrry idec; let us atke tho
hustinge ¢ rostrun froa which o promuleste our principles; let us
grosp the public powers iu the irnterest of Lo disiuherited closs:
let us couleote our fathers 2ad, like the 'true nen of 158 1 ploce
ourselves in line with the most odv-ncad thou hi of our oge g
arowing inspiretion ond hope from the svcctocle presented by the
world-wide revelt of the workers, prepore for the coning of the day
when the Socislist working-cliss of Irel-nd will, through its elseted
reprecentotives, preseat its dewond for froedo: fron the yoke of 3
coverning moster cless or motion - the doy on which the quesiion of
worsl or physical force sholl be finolly decided,™ Thid, P:P.55-57,

ul results thst would
when it 414 woit

B ot its disposnl for
thelir enenios thot

A

the mojority.n

Cf course Connolly was mot to foresse the dresd
aceru¢ bis closs om those teo frequent occosid
a

o

until it hed Yexhovsted 211 the pesceiunl o
thie purpese of desomstroting to the peonla
the new revolutiomary ldess do possess the suff £
The poiut is, howswer, thast his 2ppruich doss show o o
empericisn stout the stote which does not inevitably 1
thereon with the lorxist position ond widich, o8 o matt of fpet,
were to be surerseded for him by the Ansrcho-Syndic~list position
thot workors' control of the econony could force the cazitslist
state's ligquidation. Im othar words, for Conzolly, the workoers
could teke over tue copitslist coercive wrehinery. JLhe lorxzist
formules wos snd is thob, os an catity, it would hove to be sioshed.

pu B |

L&
ink his wicws
2

t

In the Irl-nd Libre srticle slrendy quoted he described the state
power (“The politicsl power of Goverunent®) oz being siaplyy “Mhe
orgonised forcea of the astion.® ¢ recognized, later in the article,
thet thy Yroupsrts of low ~nad waonoly® nrovided strongholds for tho
propertisd eclogses. But he reasrked on this citly to coutest rrzuacnts
on beho1lf of “non-political co-onerative offopti (es through the
co-cperative of Sir Horace Blupkitt) o5 » mence towords ochicvine
Sucialist. Connolly wns not an Anarchist; his position dorived

froa the lorxist one - but it was from the dubosod lerxism domihont

in the Sccornd Internntional.

a
g

ind, of course, just ss this debosement offocted the whole onprooch
ef the mejority of secticus of the Fourth Internertionol tow- rds
their crgoniscotions, so did it sffoct Cominolly's dregsnizational
concept from the beginning. Conditions of bourzois desocrocy both
crested the circusstonces for the cstoblishoent of (ot first, sm0ll)
vested interests in the Soci-1 Derocrotic Poarty tischines, ond for
excuses for looseming Morxist stondords (o2s on religion) to expsnd
recruitiiont quentitctively.,

e ————————S
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«ane words, yet even with them, it is cleor what Connolly mesns by
irevolution". There ore quototions in his writings =t this time
thet £ill the gop.

In the Monifesto of the ISRP, it is declsred:-

"That the conguest by the Socisl Democrscy of political power in
Porlioment, »nd on sll public bedies in Irelend, is the readiest ond
most effective meons whereby the revolutiomsry forces may be orgenised
rnd disciplined to sttzin thot end” - Socisliam gnd NHotionnlism, Op Cit.
Pe 156,

find in tke Belfost Shan Ven Vocht, of August 1897, ke steoted:-

"In zn independent country the election of s msjorify of Socislist
representatives to the legisloture mezans the conguest of political
power by the revolutiovmery party, ond, conseguently, the msstery of
the militsry 2nd police forces of the 5State, which wonld then become
the 211y of revolution, instesd of its enemy...

"Irelend not being oan independent country, the eleefion of o mo jority
of Socialist Republicons would not, unfortunsately, place the fruits

of our toil so resdily within our grosp. But it sould h-ve znother
perhaps no less importsnt effect. It would mesn $E8€ for the first
time in Trish history 2 clear mojority of the respomsible electorste

of the TIrish notion — men cepeble of beoring srme — Bed registaered

#t the bsllot boxes their desire for seperotion fram the British
Empire. Such 2 verdict srrived ot not in the tumu¥fions =nd, too often
fickle enthusissm of monster meetings, but in £he sobar stmosphere ond
judicisl calmness of the polling booth, would ring like » trumpet coll
in the eors 2like of our rulers 2nd every enemy of £he British imperisl
systen. hot would not long survive such 2 copsummsfipn, Its enenies
would resd in the verdiet thus delivered ot the bolliet box a pessionote
appesl for help agsinst the oporessor, the morsd imsurrection of the
Irish people, which & smoll expeditionsry force ond wer material might
convert into such 2 militery insurrecticn s would exbsusi the power

of the empire ot home ond render its possessions sm essy pray ~brocd.
How long would such on apresl ba disregerded?® — Toad, p.30

/ind, in his own porty's Workers' Republic of 22nd July 1899, he stoted,
more fully then he hod deone before, his perspective for the workers'
seizure of power:-

“It may be interesting thon, to ploce before our resders the Sociclist
Republicon conception of the functions snd uses of physicsl force in o
popular movement, We meither exelt it into ¢ principle nor repudicte

it &5 somsthing not to be thought of. Our posifion fowerds it is thot
the-use or non-use of force for the reclisotion of the ideos of progress
olwoys hos been and slwoys will be determined by the sttitude, not of
the party of prozress, but of the governing closs opposed to thot porty.
If the time should srrive when the norty of progress finds its wory to
frecdom barred by the stubborn greed of » possessing closs entrenched
vehind the barries of low ond orders; if the perty of progress hos
indoctrin-ted the people =t lorge with the new revelutionsry conception
of society ~nd is there representetive of the will of o majority of the
nation: 1if it hoe exhsusted 211 the penceful meons ot its dispeossl for
the purpcse of domonstroting to the people ond its enemies thet the

new revolutioncry idens do possess the suffrege mojoritys
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I# turn this dilution improved conditions for the buresucrats who
encouroged further dilution and so on, 2d infinitum. But, ofter

211, the porties were working in conditions of comperstive freedon.
There wos nc obviocus resson for developing ravolutionary conscicusness

smongst their mesbers.

Connolly wes beth victinm mnd executor of this process. He had
learnt his orgsmisationsl theories in Britain where orgonisotional
deg scy Wos o= odvonced os gnywhere. In his first pesmphlet
$oe Znd ond the Mesns, he gove his wicws the
for —cobership of the "revolutiomary! party:-

.

sz closs of Irelsnd, therefore, devolves the tosk of
siiticol representetion for their closs os the prelidinary
tha conguest of politicel power. This tosk can only be
geered upon by men ~nd women who recognise that the firet
! rovolutionsry ormy must hormonise in principle with those
Be its lost, ond thot, therefore, no revolutionists cen
mvite the co-operciion of men or closscs whose ideols
§€ EBeirs, ond whom, therefore, they niey be compelled to fight

§ Tuturc initisl stoge of the journmey to freedom. To this
st Belonzs cvery section of the sroperticd closs, ond every
rd3ivE [ of thosc closses wio belicves in the righteousness of
“is clmes position. The friedom of tie working closs nust be the
wobk of £8eé working cless." - Erin's hope, The fnd -nd the llesns/
The llew Bwomgel, op.cit.2,.P.23-24,

These views were developed in 1890 to form Conmoily's meorest
approexinetien to o leninist position:-

e sare trode unionists, but we sre pore than trade unionists.

The trode unionist who is only - trade unionist is to the sociselist
wHat the believer in constitution-1l nonorchy is to = republicon. The
constitutionsl monarchist wishes to licit the power of the hing, out
still wishes to hove » King; the republicon wishes to abelish Kinzship
and puts his trust in the people; the trode unionist wishes to limit
the power of the moster but still wishes to hrve rogters: the socinlist
. wishes to hove dome with mosters ~nd pins his foith to tihc collective
Sntellizence of a denocratic commnity.” - (Workers! Republic)

August, 1898 in Workers' Republic Three Condles TTes5,

fin, 1951, P.50.

i

‘on orticle republished in The Mew Ivongel he exposed the
gions of his pwnroocchi-

sust Lobour uprising ot the Irish Locol Sovernment clections
of 19898 Spromg up spontoneously withont 2 lesder, ond despite ihe
solifies) pestics; when the .en Wi supported it hove reslised the
futilfty of £ryin: to effuct ony grost improveient in their condition
by the peticm of locol bodies, they will sceck for = politicol porty
which com express their clsss interests upon 2 rotional besis -

ond seeking it find the Jocizlist Porty, reody ond eguipped for

the tosk.
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By our =zction todey we 2re nrepsring the ground for zore
agsressive revolutilonory acticn when the working cless of
Irelsnd ot lost recognise (sic) in our principles the embodi- .
ment of their hopes; firmly grounded upoa our knowledge of

the economic bessis of 21l politicsl action, we confidently
sweit the doy when the ever incressing pressure of sapitalist
society shall brin; the workers intc our ranks - und the
destinies of the nation into our hends". Tie New Fvangel 1901
Opt .Cit p.37

It is clesr that what Connolly did wss adept his lorxist enalysis
to pit his orgeniscticmsl nerspective - szlthoungh there is no
resson to presume thet he did so consciously. .ithough Connolly
ingisted that the members of the ISRP were more thon just trade
unionists its sverasge level of consclousness wos aot guslitstively
superior to that of the trade unionists of the time. The Fariy
wes, 25 indeed, its none implies, not consciously llarxist hody,

but rather s formslly Merxist body including some gpenuine Herxists.
When it spli* in 1903 “ts political divisions were overlsaid by
fersonelis. ds the lost guote expresses Connolly expected thet

the workers as o whole would develop steadily to becone Jocialists
becsuse of their objective situstion (just 2s he expected the some
to heppen to even Uunressoning” Irish lsptionslists). hot he did
not snticipete wrs thot the Socialist Parties themselves night go
the other way - which wes in faect, whst commonly haoppened.

Helped in this uwtter by the facts of o developed irdustriol
proleterist ond of undemocrotic conditions Lenin prapored an Oorgan-—
is=otion thet would be s liorxist bedy in form :nd in substonce and
that would mointein s deteruined internzl strug:le to keep itself
so. His works on porty-building - thot Is To Ze Done -nd Cne .tep
Towards, twe steps bock - heve been guoted by the present outhor

*n his introduction to Connolly's Sociclisn Mode usasy. (5ee Cp Cit
Fa12). Here it is necessary only to quote from them one posSSeEge
which stsnds in stork relief sgsinst Connolly's souewhot fotelistie
thecretical optiomism:-—

Nphere follows o refarence to the concrete Husuisn counditions which
fatalisiticelly impel the working clesss tiovenent on to the
revelution~ry pehh. DBut ... the revolutionary poth of the worling ]
cless might not be o Socisl Demccrcotic p th. Jhen sbsolution

reizned, the entire jest furovpesn bourgeocisie tizmelled! deliberately )
impelled, the workers on te the peth eof revolution. e Socinl
Democrsts, however, connct be s-tisfied with thot" - het Is To Be
Done, Progress lublishers, loscow 1969, pp 94-95 (Present author's
italics.)

As a1 exwression of the relevonce of Karxist anolyasis teo conditions
outside the enclysts imiediste dides, ¥his can scorcely be bettered.
Trn Irelond, "the Revolutionary poth® wos only morched by the workers,
“s fap =8 o (26 county) bourgeois republic. o working class
leadership epresred to cerry ovar the werlers' strussle into the
nehievement of o Workers' Republic. Indeed it ceuld not have
appecred, o5 it wis not crected.
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Commolly was to discover the weaknesses in his pariies in Irelsnd , Britain
and America, But by training and envirvonment, it was impossible for him to
discover the cure developed by Lenin and the Bolsheviks, His own disgnosis
would be in keeping with his original dependence on objective facts (the
class nature of individusl party members ) as opposed to Lenin's recognition
of the value of the subjective element ( Marwist training and education),
Instead of working to improve the guality of the cadres in his group, he
would rely more than ever on the spontaneous ( trade union ) wisdom of the worker:
workers, The only vanguard parties of which he had knowledge were not able
to make revolutions — even parliamentary "revolutions", He concluded that

the concept of the Social Democratic Party as a revolutionary force was in
itself wrong.

How he reached this positicn will be examined more closely in the next article
of the series,

COHCIUSION

James Connolly came to the Irish working class as one of the most advanced
political cadres of its British opposite numbers. He was, indeed, a cadre

of the Second International. But for the International or, more precisely,
the Marxist method that powered its theoretiecal life, he would not have been
able to advance as far as he did Irish workings class conscicusness.

However, that gquality was insufficient for the theoretical needs of his

time and place. Connelly's centres of activity - Bdinburgh, Inblin, the

urban areas of the US4, Belfast - could not provide the environmental
conditions for a spontaneocus development of his thought further into Bol-
shevism than it went. Accordingly, Commolly by hims=elf is an inadeguate

guide to the Irish wor ers. He points towards the October Revolution, but

the path he shows has remained for too many as dark and hazardous, without the
the extra light provided from the teachings of Lenin, Trotsky and their
Internatiorale,
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