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© . The TEC is the inevitable result of the iaws of capiteitel. imsmamin
= development. Faced with increasing ccmpetition. from American capltal, :
- which had the inbuilt advantage of economias of ucale resultnng from its
. vast domsst;c market European capital was bound to protect. 1tse1f, first
-~ by &n enlargement - of its own domestic protected market and tﬁen through
v,;;fGOncentratlon and centralisation- of Eurepean cap:.tal° :

" NThe emergence of“American capztal w1thin the walls of the Cemmon
. Market, whether in ‘the form of new: direct-subs1diar1es of US' companies, or,
" “through merger with or gbsorption of" existlﬂg Burgpean units, always rep-
‘. resents, in the last analy51a, a means whereby part of the Buropean market

. is taken away from European capital ... It:is unrea¢1at1c to assume that-

. Buropean capital” will not react and defend itself agalnsb th’  Process. ..
Inasmuch as we are confronted here with a process of 1ntensificat10n of

. international - -capitalist competition, the amalgamatxon of Eurapean -and -

.- American companies, in 99-cases out of" 100, means in real;ty &a defeat. of ,
‘European capital ‘as & result of that competition.' (Mandel - International
Capitalism and “Supranationality from»"International Flrm& and Modern
Imperiallsm" - Hugo Radlce). . RO

If under present conditzons Brltaln were to w1thdnaw from the EEC,. SR
what would be the result? Either it would work out some close association
with the EEC almost eguivalent to. membership or its miniscule economy . - .
‘would be totally insufficient to enable capltal to dlspese-of its over-= = -

- production. And it would be totally: incapable of ralsing_the vast sums
;Pnecessary to- devote to R & D, and capltal construetlon. g 3;y T

: . British oapital would be rayaged by 1nternaxlonal competltlon, and j
. American and Buropean capital would step in: to pick up:-cheap acquisitlons, .
qQ. In short Br:taln would be- turned 1nto an obaect for: 1mper1alist expan51oa-)1

-/Comrades ’rom the WSL appear to arvue that such a. turn cf events is b
 mo bad thing, At the North west aggregate meeting on 28th June PL argued L
. that socialists must support the weakening of - ‘capitalism and demands whlch"“'”"‘
_ make the crisis of capitalism deeper. But it is- mechanlstlc to equate

'capitallst crlsis wzth working class advanceo SR o

" The politzcal effeots of a crisis (not only the~extent ‘of its L
influence but also its: direction) are determined by the ertine. existing R

pollt;cal situation and by those events whlch,precede and accompany the - =

. orisis, especially the battles, suécesses or fallures‘of the workmng class

. itself prior to the- orisis. ‘Under one- set ‘of conditions it nay give rise 7
. to a mlghty impulse to the revolutlonary act1V1ty ‘of the working- masses, N

under: & different set of gircumstances it may completely'paralyze the

- offens;ve of the’ proletarlat, and should the crisis endire to6 long and
" . the workers suffer too many losses, it might weaken extremely not only the
© 7. - offensive but also the defensive potential of the working class." { Trotsky
o ’FIood Tlde' from "The first Five: Years of the Communxst Internatlonal") .

oo If withdrawel from the EEC ‘were a part ‘of' an oVerall class ba%tie"ln,‘ L
‘,kwhich the pollcles ‘of -a- Workers Govermnment and ‘the interests’ of‘the werklng,;]',

"\class were coming into’ immedlate collxszon wathhthe EEC ;hen yes, wefwouldg'.'_;

_haveé to withdraw de facto by refu81ng ‘o mccept EEC instructitms,. Fwsueh . -

EEE circtmstances any. concomitant economid - crisis could serve?to spur he workrij”
. ing ¢lass forward. towards revolutlon. {Q ={A:_ ; o R

¥

TRy But we are not in those c1rcumstances, and the call for w1thdrawal
- {’ubui&eaprosanb t;me Hae: 81mp1y the effect of 1ead1ng Ll 'worklng class up
iﬁfa natiouallstlc blind alley whether:that is the 1ntent1 or,not. wf'_'.,




5 e e ' ’;;;5 sy T ~ucc°esfu1 campalgn for renl wmthdrawal.‘
jould 1nev;tably have to be followed up by the siege economy aspects'of h
‘AES in order te prevent forelgn capltal carvvng up Brltalne SR

e As- E. Nandel wrote 1n h1s ecoromlt enaly51s C though theUE“I~
rllne ia different’) T e . .

e . The posxtlon of soclallsts towards the Common Market ¢an best be
derived from the traditional Marxist posmtlon towards capitalist concen

 ion. Marxists are not in favour of trusts as opposed-to small business:

. the same tlme, they understand that to. try artlflclally to protect smal
~1buslness aga;nst capltallst concentration is a react;onary polley...

o In ‘the Bsame perspeetlve, At .would not. make sense from & Marxlst pelnt
Lo oF ,1ew’to call either for bourgeols eupranatlenal powers over the: nat;onal*

’?j‘state, “6%" to defend the bourgeols natlanal state. agalnst the. growth of
‘f:fsupranational powers" B : S i

Ve As Merxists werde nst oppese the 1nev1table laus of capntal de:
”*}e~epment;fer the sake.of it. -We see in such development the furtheride
-elopment :of the inherent: contrad1etlons of capitalisme We iseek to: further
the revolutlenary elementsfin that eontradictlon by our: 1nterventlon.

- JL says that we must not be neutral on 'whether or not the Brltlsh
. imperialists ‘cement a new economic alliance which will strengthen their-

- “'hand against the working class. at home or abroad.' . Exactly how the EEG..-
" _strengthens thé bosses' hand is not spelled out. If JL means that the )
. ‘strengthens European ¢apital’ because it enables concentration to take plac

‘more easily and becanse.it does away with some economic. frictions withii the
community (tariffs, capital movements:etc.) then I would not disegree.- Bu
- 'this sort of strengthening is essentially no different from capital being
© . 'strengthened" by new- technllegocal developments. which provide- the potentl

T pital to inerease the rate of exglbltatlon. ‘Marxists do not oppese el
1tredaction of- (say) the micro processor,- we.argue for work sharing N
t loss of pay in order that the working class can’ flght for such tech-;g;;

TNer“can the growth of capltat be seen ‘a8 automatlcally agalnet the
: ~pf the work;ng class.L “But a boom 1s a boom.. It means a grQw1ng

e p0361b111ty of hlgher wages. And 1n the glven hlstorlcal c1rcum~"
ce';the boom will not dampen but'ehaxpen the revolutlonary struggle of
class". (Tretsky, 1b1d.)‘,~ LR T : . o

e It 1s dlffleult to see in what other way the EEC strengthens capital-'
”":5¢lsm vis a vis the working class, Does being in or. out of the EEC make any

 difference. to Ford's ability to move work.from Brltaln to. Germany~dur1ng a

" strike?" of course the answer.is no, and must be no because the EEC is no

more than the bourge01sieﬁa~attempt to bring the polltlcal and Jurldlcal

. superstructure into line with the Teality of European economic relatlons
a8 they have developed 81nce the late F50s. T

L JL's presentatlon of the EEC 1s one 81ded. Marxlsts have always
tressed,that capitalism is unable to carry out the necessary transformat-
of Europe because of the contradnctlons inherent jn tryzng to satisfy
divergent interests: of the various capitalist states. ‘But the fact thet
. centradlctlons exist and the 1im‘ | nature of the transfbrmatton that
—eapl,alxsm is able to bring about are not an- argument for withdrawal. ' Rather
‘ ould be at the centre.of the propaganda we make in relation to the '
eeds of*the European working class, peasants, and smalI farmers.

:Indeedithe contradlctlons and dlvergent 1nterestes of capltal w1th1n
pe offer certaln advantages for us in terms. of politloal intervention.
- for’ example the questioén of Ireland. Labour and Ireland No.5 carried .
?tlcle by Rlchard Balfe whieh related how suppcrt in the Soclallst GrQAp



e

i % . .uved telegram had been seqt
" Thatcher calling her to negotiate with. the hunger strikers. OK the tele
‘was pretty useless, but it was an advance on the position taken by Labour at

‘ \V"aui:j';:» R B Y o .
L ~in the Zuw opvall Parlicwo

77 ‘Westminster.

- the Berufsverbot in Germiany, for civil rights in Italy, for the zight to -
 °" petition to thé Court of Humen Rights in France, realise that they have pot-
ential for alliance on all of these isstgté's*lge“twe'en groups in different - -
‘. countries. .t - ST T T A

More importantly, Balfesays that Ireland A"'ﬁas. made &

.~ And on 29th June a démonstration of European trade unions took: place .
against unemployment. Without the existance of the EEC to provide a focus .-
is it likely that such & demonstration could have tsken placed At that
demonstration Len Murray said that the TUC was there because they were opp~ = .-

- osed to Thatcherism in what ever language it was spoken.: - .
_ 'For how long are the nationalist solutions to unemployment peddled
by Murray and Co. going to remain compatible with stategerts like that,

- . vhich openly say to the working class unemployment is an international ° .
. If there has been any weakness in the ICL's position, it has been that'
. our propaganda has been aimed almost entirely at- the British working class - .~

‘rather than towsrds raising demands in relation to the EEC capable of unit- 7
ing the working claes,peasantry,and small farmers throughout Europe.- One -

. of the most obvious areas where such demands should be raised is in relation . .. . ..
" to the CAP. L B L R _ . : S B T :

: The CAP maintains high food prices, creates massive overproduction and AR A
waste, and barely provides a subsistence for the peesants and small farmers. Lo
for whom it is supposedly designed. An internationalist policy ‘would suggest . -
raising the demend for the nationalisation of the large farms, & minfmum. . o

" wage for the peasants and small farmers, the provision of state finance for
__— ' ‘the modernisation of the small scale farms and incentives for the peasants .

to form collective farms, for the defencé of workers living standards through
& sliding scale of wages. - , R T S EETRE A S

JL however sees the high prices caused by CAP purely &s sn attack on

... . the British working class, and instead of a united class .response to.the CAP .~

R - offers withdrawal. Such a response not cnly offers no solutions to the = .7

' ' peasants and amall farmers of the EEC but is also unlikely to result in.any .. =

lowering of the cost of living for British workers (let alone other workersi)

‘The .argument is a very strange one. Marxists have argued that one of = .- .

_the incentives for, imperialism was the need for ‘sources of cheap raw mater- .~

. ials, and particularly cheap foodstuffs in order to reduce the value of =~

~ labour power. By reducing the-amount of necessary labour time, so the argu~ .
_ ment went, so the amount of surplus labour time would be increased. ' Now: if

JL is-correct that the strategy of capital is to attack workers living staf:

. dards through the CAP by keeping food prices high we must assume that imps:

‘jalism was on completely the wrong tack befores Instead of sources of

for more expensive foodl .

" food it 'should really have. been loocking

SR In fact JL's argument really gives unintentional help to the reformistss
o It says instead of a fight to protect workers living standarde ‘through the '
gliding scale of wages, blame it on the EEC.  If. taken to its logical ¢on=
‘clusion, this argument, by shifting the focus of struggle: from-wages to. prices
should lead us to calling for price contrels in Britdin to protect. workers N
JiiVing qtandarﬂ.sn -. L o e = ": - .

. Bven without the sliding scale it is doubtful whether workers living

.~ gtandards in Britain have fallen as a result of higher EEC food prieess
Indeed one of the reasons for the acuteness of the ‘present: orisis &
stems from the ability of the working class to defend ‘its:stand
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: : One flnal note. As- Trotskylsts we. have maﬁe U“Upagaunm .v. ;*
Socialist Ciates of Europe._ ut to say €ither the USSE cr nothing 3
~maximalist sectarlanlsm. An- 1nternatlonallst pcrspectlve must be based on:
.- unifying the workers, peasants. and.small farmers around Tran81tlonal" e
- whieh expose. thexlnadeguacy -of _capit talism's attompts at res»orlng h
“omic life of Europes In. Brlta;n we hava~raased the slogan of the Wo
‘Governmente Now, I believe, is- the t3 ime to ralse the 810gan of the W rk r
and Peasants' Government for Europe. - Y
s " The. slogan."A Workers .and Peasants’ Government' is. d381gned to meet
the- grow1ng-attempts of the workers to_ find a way out by their own iforts._
- Tt has now: become negessary to. po;nt out. this avenue of salvation more con= -
]cretely, namely, to assert. that - only 1n the closest economic co—Operatlon
- of the. peoples -of. Europe—l;es the- avenue ‘of salvation. for our/éont;nent
from economic decay and from enslavement to mighty American’ eapitalism."
(Trotsky -'Is the Slogan-of "The United States of Europe" a Timelyﬂane'
from The Flrst 5 Years uf the Comlntern).‘ :
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e RCP, Jilty 18 1981, .
Deal‘: Cogrades’ : . : - o E . e ; ol AR "ﬁ’i. T
C...+i . Your article on recent ewents in Caventry (18 June)
bégins by correctly arguing that militants should build anti-racist

.~ defence: within the wxiskimz lsbour movement. In fact this has been
‘the consistent perspective implemented by the RCP in fighting racism
in East London, Manehestery Coventry and other areas where it is .
active, oo e . P o

- .The day'after the racist murder of Satnam Singh Gill in Coventry
preceinet Coventry Workers Against Raeism was launched with ‘this

“objeetives Within the wlder anti-racist movement COVWAR supporters
argued for thls position against those such as Soelalist Organiser

L who felt 1t was sufficlent perely to sSupport the action of blacks
in defending themselves, Such a perspective in 1tself can. never
overcome the existing isolation of blacks from the organised labour

- movement, The defence of black people must be built by and in the
working elass or 1t will not succeeds .. =~ =~ = -

.. Nevertheless despite this rhetoriecal agreement the -WSL and .

"ot . hers. on the left have. Joined in with the general witeh~hunt against
COVWAR launched by:the police, local councillors and MPs, Responding
declsively to an important poiitical problem becomes an action which
“"cannot be oo strongly condemned”, Why does the WSL want to distance

itself so far from the beginnings of workers! defence in practice?

- Is 1t:that:1t'pr0vokeS;opgpsition from the state? Is it concérn
about how some Labour Party members might respond? The fact is that
the practieal organisation of workers! defence i1s bound to provoke
opposition f om*tlHése on .the side of the bourgeovisie, precisely bec~
augse it challenged bdurfeols "law and order", The WSL must come out
openly in the pag s.of SP or SO and state whether it supports or

condemns workers' defences- .
o . Yours fraternally,
Rf-f‘“?; . Phil Murphy for the RCP.
Reply from P, James, for the WS

Dear Comrades, - - - ' ' o I
- Sociallst Press has always argued for workers' self def-
ence. The whole of the article from which you quote’ 1s ‘about fighting
for workers! self=-defence inside the labour movement, and calls
.specifically for it in two placess. Socilalist Organiser in its articles
on Coventry has called for workers! self-defence, and so have leaflets
produceds -

" Workers! self-defence has'éiwayszbéeﬁ tHe‘§dsit1on‘of both the
I-CL and the WSL, and will continue to be so in the newly-fused WSL.

For this readon 1t appears to us that your letter is in some way
deslgned to draw attention ‘away from the fury caused amongst all
those: actively fighting fascism and “racdism in Coventry. As our article

- made clear and as we wlll now nake dlear, our condemnsation ‘was of ‘the
RCP members in Coventry who sought to substitute media stunt politics
in ‘place of the politieal struggle to build workers' sélf-defstide 1

7+ inside the ‘labour movement, AR .
.- At a time when the fury of the black working class, youth and
large sections of thewhite‘labour.movement:was‘mobilising_against'the

~.fasclsts .and police collaboration, the.consistent theme of :the. . . .

“capitalist press and the media, the poliee and all the reformist

_traitors in the labour movement was thet the "trouble™ was caused by
outside left-wing extremists. The capitalist medla in their constant



struggtke to undermine tmm independent working clags polities and .’
action pay Journalists to invent these ‘stépiés,” =
In Coventry however they found people who were prepared to
explain in print and on television how they organised it all { The
people of Toxteth and Brixton no ‘doubt ‘awa t further revelations,

. Our very carefully_c“onsidered~cr1tiqism;was,tp alert both. black

. and white youth and w orking class militahts to the dangers created

by the shameless opportunism of your members in.Coventry and.she .’
utter sterility of the polities behind it, For as we sald in-the.
SP of 28 May. "Workers. self defenuve.squads cannot simply be declareds
They must be fought for by posing labour movement. solutions for -

- antl-racist and fascist defence.," And: "Black self=-defence capnnot be

artificlally. divorced from w orkers! self-defence because it is at

-work and. on thelr way to work that thousands of black trade unionists

are Most at risk from faseist attaskse® | S

. -.."Unipns must take up the fight to ensure that: the.many black

‘women who work at.night, the many black transport workers, ete, receive

adequate protection and that the bosses are made to make provision

for workers' self-defence," o _ L :

"Teachers must organise blacking of faseist students through.the

. ~.unions, schoal students must build NUSS branches in thelr schooly,
- those~on the dole must build unemployed workers' unio ns with which

“to fight." ‘ . [ A
. While supporters of Socialist Press and also of Soeclalist Organiser
were fighting within phe organised labour movement for this programme

‘We at.the same time supported every mobilisation and organisation.

for self-defence which emerged within the oppresgad black communiﬁy

.and fought programmatically against the reformiiff;and Stalinist -
leaderships of the black labour movement organissfions, . Ut B

. * How differeént is this principled Trotskylst polities from ‘the
sterile abstention from day-to-day working class struggles of the-

RCP, While our members stood in solidarity with the black and white
workers of Coventry.and fought against the betrayalsy of the Stalinists,
the RCP turned their backs mmxkkmx in contempt and declared that they
alone were the workers' self-defence of Coventry against the forces

pf fascism and the capitaldst state} R

The RCP are too kind. It is easy for us to come out openly as a
Trotskyist organisation and state openly our smfemew support for . .
workers' self-defence akxthmxxuxm and at the -same ‘time find it diff-
dcult to condemn too strongl¥ the s tunt polities that the RCP.
degrades the name of workers' self-defence withe . ECIERTE AN

Our arguments with the RCP's 'sctivities in Coventry in ﬁ;ﬁé ]§}ea

i

ﬁ‘ﬂ of anti-fascist wark are as follows:

1) We distinguish between workers' self-defence and anti-fascist
vigilante groupss and = R ' o . .
. 2) between the immediate tasks of anti-faseist deferee and the
political tasks of bullding workers' self-defence} SRR -

" -3) We know that workers' self defence cannot ever be built by :
those. who hold thew orking class in contempt or by those who seek: to
 substitute themselves for the e¢lass; - . L T e

-+ ) As Marxists we know that the defeat of fascism ‘can:only be':
through the w ‘-orking class, by 1ts overthrow of capitalism, .and :
that the struggle =R against fascism 1s part of the political istruggle
for revolutionary polities inside the w orking classe .

5) Ypu say that workers'! self-defence must be built by -and in.
the w- orking class, but how do you propose to do this by your . .
absténtionxifrom the day-to-day struggles of the working ‘class, ~your

substitutionism, your contempt, your demunoiatory pOlitiQS?:;é;f”“
=7 -6) Your isolation and contempt 1s shown by your referenoe to ‘the.



‘isolation of black people from the labour movement., Because you are
not -in the Labour Party, trade unions, etec, you happily miss the faect
that the Stalinilsts of the IWA, CPI(M), Naxalites, Maoists, ‘ete, play
the major blocking role, and the role of leading black reformis%s
inside the Labour Party -in the black areas of Coventry. o

. 7) That you cannot declare the "way" without taking up the fight
againig‘the people who consistently block independent working class
activity. o ‘ L o .

- 8) We feel that your comrades in Coventry cannot be unaware of.
our defence of them against the reformists and the Stalinists of ‘t he .
black communitye. Our defence of them against the state goes for us
without question - our criticism of you is to alert kmkk youth and
worklng class militants - both black and white - to the dangers creeated
by the activities of your members, When the whole drift of the -
propaganda of the state and the labour movement is to say that the
trouble in Coventry 1s camsed by left wing agiltators and not the
valld self-defence of the workers black and white, the RCP gives
interviews on TV and-in the Tory Ppress to clalm that they are the
agitators, It is shameless opportunism and worse it threatens all
those inside the labour movement engaged in anti-fascist work,

Further, our opinion is that RCP members, while proclaiming to
the w orld that it is they alone who are conducting anti-fascist
work in Coventry, through COVWAR, and at the same time sitting on
the CARDS committee, are playing a cheap sectarian role, We do not
seek to build a par%y in thils manner, as COVWAR and the RCP dos We
will continue to expose such tactics wherever possible,

Fraternally, o
‘PeJames for the WSL,



Blagks 2l ai racism an selves = the problem?

To oppose racism in an effective, permanent way, whites have to
fight alongside blacks, on an off the streets. To be effective
ourselves, we have to gain the trust of the people fighting against
thelr own oppression, not for an hour or a day or in an area but

everywhere we work to oppose racism. Why do the left not have such
trust and why in general do we not?

I think the reason lies in approach and attitude, Basically we
assume the role of the latter-day missionaries coming to tell them
how to fight racisms By which I don't mean we shouldn't fight tooth
and nall against those in the black communities who espouse communilty
relations politics. I don't mean we shouldn't find opportunities to
discuss our ldeas and bring them into practice. I mean that we app-
roach those who have some conscilousness of their oppression and ask
them what is happening, ASK them what it means to them, ASK them
what they tink about this and everything political and ASK them what
they think should be done about it. In this context our ideas are
offered. Else we become like the migsionaries coming to save the stupid
wogse That is why we fail,

It's important to know who you're dealing with and it's important
to start from the polnt of view that we have a lot to learn, If this
approach 1s taken =Eximmxty there should not ultimately be too much
difficplty from b eing in touch enough with the mood and thought of

those under attack, and to know how to work alongside them to oppose
racisp.

I am asserting that this is miles away from our attitude now.
I am asking for: (i) stated agreement or disagreement; (11) suggest-
lons for remedylng this situations(iii) an overall assessment o f :
of where we stand in reldtion to the black, and pther national groups
threatened with racismj (iv) an overall plan of aetion, =~ . .

The revolutionary left groups ralded the Bangladeshi communlty, waving
their irrelevant papers in,people's faces and having the odd scrap
with a fasclst or two. Needless to day the attacks have continued
and the TC secretary has done all ih his power through his connec-
tions with Bangladeshil organisations to demobilise the struggle ageinst
these attacks and against the Nationality act and to buy off the youth.
* A succession of left groups have moved in in-attémpts to capit-
alise on. the situation and all have falhed# because they didn't have
any real grasp of what was happening in the community tinder attacke
We also held meetings which faileds = : N
- Bangldadeshl youth already in some c¢ases see the LP as their way
to get somewhere materlally as Individuals, This is because the
couticil’ leaders and Trades Council offieials and MPs & have control,
- amongst other powers, of the grants ( £4 million into Spittlefields
for 'youth projJects! among Bangladeshils in the last few years) (Nothing
to non-Bangladeshis),.

Leaders and background powers that be in B, community are lwyers,
travel agents, and restaurant owners who play the continuing role of
the agents and tax gatherers in Bengal under British imperlajiam. Ho~vs
control over others in the community through material and other
powers, Eg when the youth leaders were in a rage they created them
promoted them and wrote thelr speeches, These petple lead the Bangla-
deshl =mmmmwmiky institutions such as the Welfare Association, which



L7

are in a dependent relationship materially and politically to the
¢ ouncil leaders and Trades Council off#telals, Hence the need for both
parties to control the youth as deseribed above, :

Essentially the results of this are collaboration with the police
and the Home Office and the smashing of any moves to form autonomous
anti-racist movements, inereasing corrupgion.

McInnis
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nLetterié ;f'iif_;f:} rf_if f'~f’- rrom cde JQ.
The nationalist vietbry in the Fehmana% aSouth Tyrone by election
has produced two econtrasting positions an ocialist Organiser. o

. John O'Mahoney, writing on August 27, notes''that communal tensions
‘petween Catholic and Protestant have become greatly- increased by the

H Bloek campaign and laments this as a further step towards a sect-
arian eivil war. Marie Campbell ‘replyling to him on.September 10 .
~acknowledges that a polarisation thaticould éscalate to:eivil war is
Indeed taking place but unlike Mahoney she welcomes the impending
slaughter as a major step forward for the Irish working ¢ lass. Agaln
O'Mahoney's prefernce :for normal class politics over.communal antag-
onisms is objected to by Campbell as the importation og British notions
and prejudices. into holy .Catholic. Ireland. . .

It is probable that Campbell is not fully aware of vhat a rabid
land obscurantist traditien her remarks place her in. It has been a
ecommon practise in Ireland for more than a -century now for Catholic
bishops ‘and nationalist politicians to attack as British and unIrish.
any and every manifestation of,socialist, secular, i.e, ‘normal! .
thinking. Arthur Griffith, the founder of Sinn Feln used the paper

he edited of the same name to repeatedly attack the great labour:

~ leader Jim Larkin with arguments that Marie -Campbell hardly improves

- upon and:which really ought not to be heard from anyone claiming to

'i-'be a socialist and an internationalist. For ‘a nationalist lLike

-v“Griffith there was a certain logic in denouncing: Jim Larkin as-an

.sh' soclalist agitator who fomented strikes -on the Dublin docks

~for the purpose of driVing trade away from Ireland to England. But
for a socialist? ‘

. Of course class politics is no more peculiarly British than .

- communal warfare is distinetly Irish. Campbell merely wishes to. '
avaoid confronting a fiilemma that should preoccupy all socialists ;
‘who support Irish nationalism. Socialism 1is opposed to all brands of
nationalism including the most pure and Juste. For a.specific
'national struggle to -merit the support of soclalists its objectives
- muast advance the cause of democracy and facilitate the international
unity of the working ¢lasw, In Ireland however only a blind ,person

' ebuld deny that the more vigorously the nationalist struggle is.
prosecuted the more rapidly 1s democracy diminished and working class
unity madé impos§ible. And even if (Irish nationalism could achieve
its objectives the pollce methods required to keep one million -
-Protestants within a state t hey were violently opposed to would
fleave I fear precioys little room for- -democracye ..

~This grim Scenario does not exist for: Campbell who registers it
instead as majJor forward steps for the.Irish working class, Yet nmothing
- 80 vlvidly illuminates why nationalists have forfeited the right to
.rule all.of Ireland tha n her revealing definition of the Irish :

. working class, -The. Protestant working class who .see Sands' and Carron's

e-lectoral victory as anything but major steps forward are clearly
excluded, are simply not.part of Campbell's "Irish working c lass",
From the middje of the nineteenth century Irish nationalism developed
as an exclusively Catholic movement, Egrly:attempts to enlarge Irish
nationalism's ‘coneeption of :1tself -as-a Pan~Celtic movement which
- embraced‘Wales and’ Corawall .were easily beagten off, Later attempts
.-at the turn of the century by the soclalists to lead the nation were
‘not so much beaten off as swallowed whole by . the nationalists without
any 'visible after-effects, But these very few Irish nationalists:

- like ‘William O'Brien who proposed a more generous definition of

'l nationalism which would include the Protestants was.isolated in the
Irish Party and for his pains incurred the lasting hostility of ’
the Catholic Bishopse '



Instead nationalism and Catholicism became inseparable as the '
Church gave its approval to. nationalism's claims to self-government
while the Natlonalists surrendered to the Church the power to control
education and thus perpetua$e a future confessional state. And at
~the centre of this partnership was the loeal branch of the Irish

Party which inevitably had, prominent when:not dominant in its
councils, the local parish priest. A

, Such a movement -could scarcely hope to capture the enthuséasm-
_of Protetstants. And certainly it had no right to rule them, Thig
is fundamentally the reason why the Protestants = see through the .
pseudo-humanitarian humbug of the. H=-Block campaign ahd recognise 1t - -
for what it is - a manoeuvre in a war of national oppressio n waged
against the Protestant community. Whose objective 1s to drive the
Protestants into a united Ireland, an Ireland which happens to be the
most soclally backward and reactionary state in Western Europe.

It 1s not only the North that has had its membership card of
t he working ¢ lass withdrawn by Campbell, The H=-Block campaign is
facing visible defeat and collapse and a s ignificant if not decisive
factor in that is the clear lack of support from the working class
-in the Souths For the British left whose newspapers carefully tell
them nothing about what 1s going on in the South (and instead write
of Northern Ireland as if it is Ireland) this will be difficukt to -
understand. After all what kind of a so=called national liberation
. struggle is 1% that 1s rejected by the working class in the North
- and the South? Fortunetely for Margaret Thatcher she has more reliable
sources of information at her disposal than the papers of the British
lefte She knew what ‘the "class of '68" weaned on a heady and vicari-
ous diet of nationalist solidarity didn't want to know. Having had
its own state for more than half a century the Southern working class
has developed a very "English" appetite for normal class politics.
It has grown up and the anti-British nationalism of 1ts childhood
has less and less claim upon its affections. Without that greatly
diminished popular support for nationalism Thatcher could never have
risked calling the bluff of the Provislonals. ' X

As only subjugation and conquest will take the Protestants. into.
- a united Ireland, Marie Campbell's monception of Protestant and -
Catholic working class unity is a mockery of what soclalists ordin-
arily mean by the term. In conclusion perhaps I could sketch the
elements of a programme for a free voluntary unity that 1s not only
more compatible with socialism and democracy than Campbell's "Prods
lie down" unity but actually has I feel a much greater ¢hance of.
success. ' L . e

1) That socialists and trade unionists in the South turn their
growing indifference to nationallsm into a more active campaign to
force the Dublin government to repudiate its constitutional claims
to rule North Edast Ireland. : :

2) Once the rights of Protestants not to be coreced into a state
that is deeply repugnant to them has been embodied in t he Southern
State's constitution, the way will then be clear to redraw the boun-
dary and incorporate into the Republic those parts of Armagh Tyrone
‘ and Fermanagh that are overwhelmingly Cathélic in compositions .

3) No Parliament or Stormont-type government should be restored
in the more compact North East. Protestants never wanted: to rule
Catholics and never wanted Home Rule for themselves and consequnetly
shed few tears when Stormont was closed down by the British government.
Ingtead the North East should be fully integrated into the British
gstate and ruled f om Westminster in the same way as Yorkshire. .

4) The Labour Party should then organise and agitate in the North
East just as it does in Yorkshire and elsewhere in Wales Scotland and
England. ) ‘ '
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5)"Th03e?Cath@licS-wﬁﬁ»$ttllffeelwan‘histdric;sense;offpational
grie¥ance- and ‘cannoét gﬂVéftheirualIegianie;to.the;quth'EaSt'as a .
province: of Britailn should be assisted to settle in the state % 0.
which they belong. A fund set up by Britain, the Irish Republie and
the EEC'would:fihanﬁe*suCh“résettlement.j,., SR P D

Like many socialis¥ who have pondered. the Irish question for”
many years I can propose no better demoeratic solution than the above,
but again like I'm sure .many othe¥ ‘soolalists would welcome the
calm and-reasoned arguments of :those :who 'eane:. - .. S
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The Mole and the Bears.

The article by Martin Thomas "New International Committee fails test of
French struggle” (S.0. 67) gave our readers little on which to base any
concrete asseeament of the recent split in the F,I, (I.C.).It also contained
various sweeping statements which were either unsubstantiated or reflected
the narrow insular national Trotskyist world which is sadly the limited
horizons of many "would be Trotskyists" (to use Thomas' phrase) in Britain.

Contrary:to Professor..Thomas' view the attitude of the 0.C.I. towards
Mitterand and the French Socialist Party has not been "well known for years".
I am certainly not familiar with this attitude and have yet to read amy
substantial critique of the 0.C.I.s practice in this regard.

The article ends with the view that ''the lesson of the split is the need

to have International regroupment on solid political foundations,developed
through honest discussions rather than hasty self-proclamation".This,of
course,sounds very Bolshevik and principled and I might add,very smug. To the
average reader of S,0. it means nothing. What are the solid political
foundations? How willthe discussions be organised? Who should be involved?
The article has nothing to say about these questions for one simple reason
~the author is not interested in ever asking them.

The F.1.(I.C.) was a brave experiment which we stood outside of. The test
of our correctness will be shown graphically by the failure of the T.I.L.C.
to win any significant forces which were involved and it's further decline
as an International tendency.

. But more is involved. The W.S.L. and the T.I.L.C. bears a portion of the
blane for the failure of the F.I.(I.C.,) and for the political weakening of
the U,S.F.I. in the earlier period. By refusing to co-operate with those
International groupings,by standing outside of the struggle to build a
revolutionary Internatioal we contributed to the recent split. Where in the
F.I.(I.C.) was there a national Trotskist group with authority in it's

own class struggle to match ours? If we had been in the F.I.(I.C.) we

could have attempted to wield that authority against the splittest noves

we could have demended a discussion on the issues and even if we had failed
we would have irmensly strengthened our forces internationaglly.

The failure of the F,I.(I.C.) should not lead us to deepen our sectarian
approach. Cde. Thomas' article suggests that the U.S.F.I. andF.I.(I.C.)
are built on diplomatic silence. Now the article does not go on to justify
this simplistic judgement by explajning what is meant.nor does it attenpt
to use the example of the T.I.L.C. to show a different approach.

The hoary old chestnut of the 'open conference' is trotted out to show
that the F.I.(I.C.) was not interested in discussion of “outstanding
differences. It is all very well for us-‘to-say this but when has the
T.I.L.C. tried to organise an open conference. If the conrades in favour
of such a non-event are serious about it they-should organise one. I hope

.- they don't because it will be a catastrophe. . .. -

Even if the nature of:8.0. allowed us to ﬁritéffreelirébout the_T.I.L,C. :‘
we would be unable to do so because the T.I.L.C. and in particular the
W.S.L. bears all the hallmarks of a "diplomatic alliance". o

o
M

' The U.S. fusion brought together two groupings with fundanentally different '
i metheds of work. The forces of -the old RiW/Li:did g@gd}g;g@x_ggtgigngi T
about the P.A,T.C.0. st¥ike which we coneidered' important émough to - S
headline on. If the S.W.P., which the R.W.L. considers to be centrist/xcfav.atn-s

had behaved like that we would have had a field day. In the gvent we

maintained a diplomatic silence -in the face of the destruction of a whole

union by the Reagan government.
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Apother point I wish to raise is" where Carolan correctlyucc):{

states, 'Detween what happened in Chelsea ‘apd a Birninghan 27
style slaughter is.a. thin line.ef chaneo', However, io: it not|
likely that the .accident involved an IRA. ASU whi e the - l

slau%hter .was. the.work of the state to get the PT passed? e
his nmay appear a ninor. ‘point, but if: we are to win- the P
Republican novenent-and its recruits- to0 cur;pragramme, we .

'ahould~not nake ignorant cormmnentsy .

My . final eriticisnm of the article 15 that 1t contradicts:;;r

%tselan‘t states, towards the end of the artiele that. 'they -
the ) have every right to strike at the Byitish Arn y’ :

however whc? ‘they-de so, they are 1ﬁde fensible.. . nnjustifiable
ese and doa t give a dann about people': Again: you say 'incid-
ents like “helsea happen- because of what successive British
government? ‘have. done Yo the Cathelics in Northern Ireland

yet 'this (the bombing) was no aceident of war', - -

Another issue that the article illustrated, _which we’ must
discuss, not only ;to aid: Republic&ns but also for those in :
Britain t6_win thé argunents, is. what perspective we have to
offer the. Irish republican noverent. The arned struggle is -
attacked, the National H : Block/ Armagh canmpaign nobilised . b
workers, across .the antificial berd r. Yhat ‘have we to:say except C
fornalisn .about .'clags unity' and. 'socialist polieies’ to
resolve the national question.

I feel that.the .criticisn I have raised deserve a reply by
conrade Caroclan to.- clarify his position, I feel his article can . :
only be. explained by ignorance, confusion, or a capitulation:. touﬂ~

public opinion', Unfortunately umtil I can read his reply L -
feel inclined that the 1atter explanation 13 the mcst accurate.-a;,

......




;IRELAND,AND,THE-BQMBINGS ;,NJ;__”

I have written this rather long letter'in response to oomrade :
Carolan's. article on the’ chelsea bonbing. I:'felt that it left the
Eosition -0f::the - pap er and its supporters a bit unclear on: the o
rish w&r ‘apd_this (particularly now) needéd clarification.
Firstly I would 1ike to critieise the general tone of the
article. For example the descriptien of the bombing as an 'atroeity',
This isﬁbeeause it neans ‘ah act of great cruelty and wickedness,
which 1t 8. n b, got?er exanplesor this point is the clain that
at beﬂ' t the: dian't glve a darn about’ the people on the
streets”; feel ‘this is: totally wrong ard it uses’ eﬂotional o
reaction: instead of analysis of what occurred, ' <
I feel it also lends itself to the view that the TRA ,are a«g
bunch of evil, cruel rurderers, But i1f they were and didn't give -
a dann about the people on the streets, theén why not have bombed
a nore public place, e.g. Speaker's Corner o
It ca Carolan agrees, then*Why say "they deliberate;x cut’
a swathe’ through a-‘streetful of civilians,
Secondly, even if this was:the case \and 1% 1 mot) it -~
would still. be the duty of conrwmnists to defend the right of thej;[
-to: fight imperialisn, And thus uphold the basic socialist’ =
principle of unecnditional defence 6f the right of the oppressed‘;i
to fight their oppressors, o
think that it is inportant. that the eonrades understand

that ‘defence of the rights of the oppressed to fight does not N
mean suprort for them, 1 thigk the article equates the two ‘and f;:'
criticises the right of the : to’ bOnb ritain as opposed to o
critioieing the tactic of boﬁbing Britain, ' s
tve an example, the rotskyist noverent unconditionally

defended but did _not support) the right of the Algerian national
‘liberation arny, FLN 0" fight French inmperialisn and the bombing
inside France in which civilians were killed,

f the comrade agrees then why does he say the IRA bonbing
was indefensible and 'unjustifiable'? I would have thought the
recent 'murder' by Thatcher of ten republican PoVs was reasonable
Justification for the oppressed people, and the Leninist principle
of  the rights of the oppressed reasonable defence.

Thirdly, the article raises the clain that '1t will hel

then (the ories) to rally British support for repression'.
think this is a false, diversionary, and utterly reactionary clain,
It not only gives the right wing and fake-cat trotskyists of the

Militant group an excuse to sabotage solidarity work within the
labour novenent, but also it negates the whole necessity and
validity of the arned struggle, 1f fighting provokes reaction,
why fight? If it is true of Ireland, then it nust also be argued
that the PLO provoke Zionist reaction. The blane for repression
should rest with those who create its necessity, in this case
British inperialisn and its bi-partisan lieutenants,

Fourthly, I would disagree with comrade Carol an's claim that

'The British governnent dared not concede the 5 dernands', I dis-
?gree as the only derandg that cannot be conceded are transitional

or perhaps governmental) demands, A1so it has conceded the essence
of the 5 denands, political status, to those sentenced before
March 1, 19}6 There exist today in Long Kesh special category
prisonere. think +that it was not an inevitably defeatist )
canpaign, as cd Carolan must nean, but as Xinnell in paper no,56
pointed out it was the British labour noverent doing too little,
too late',

w



