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Why we should support federalism
within @ united Treland B

In discussing whether we shouldfsupport‘féderalisp within a united
Ireland, our concern should not be with constitutional law, or a
search for a constitutional formula ¢lever enough to guarantee

the results we want.,

The issue 1s: do we allow legitimate cancern for taking sides
with the revolt of the Northern Catholic minority against British
imperialism to wipe out and substitute for our independent pro-
gramme, and in partiecular the democratic demands which must be an
essential part of it? Do we keep in mind that Marxism :

- “values most the alliance o{ the pgoletariang of all natigﬁs, B
and evaluates every nationa demands.s Lrom Ihe angle of the
. class struggle of the workers“r(ﬁenins D

- and thus see Catholie/Protestant worker unlty as central? Or do
we allow ourselves to slide over into Catholic nationalism with
the excuse that 'anti-imperialism! demands & stern stand against
the Protestants? - ‘ '

There is no guarantee that foderalism within ‘a2 united Ireland
would ‘work', i,e, would reconcile Protestants and Catholies. Quite.
likely it wouldntt, Quite likely no end to Ireland's torture is
possible short of unlty through a revolutionary movement which :
unites the working class on a socialist basis, pushes the Catholicw

- Protestant conflict backstage, and thus solves the natlonal quest-

lon in passing, We must do everything we can to help bring about
that socialist movement, But-part of the necessary education and
mobilisatlon for socialism is the fight for a consistently demo=-
eratic attitude on political 1ssues, , S L

struggle we must respond concretely on Partition and the right -to
self-determinatian_of the Irish people, : And for the same
iaason, we must respond on the issue of'the'rela%ions of the two
comminlties wlthin Ireland, :

- Clearly we support indi : demoeratic rights: freedom of -
religion, separation of Church and State, the right to abortion
and contraception, divorce rights. There is no argument about that
among us, But consistent democraey also includes the right to
autonomy for sharply distinet greas within a state, like the
overwhelmingly~Protestant areas in Ireland,

"As far as autonomy 1s concerned Marxists defend not the
right to autonomy but.autonomyiﬁgg%ﬂ, as a general, universal
principle of a democratic state with a mixed national
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- composition, with s differences in t . L
other condilions..." nin)f‘en°° the geographidal and

"In so far as national peace 1s in any way possible in a
capitalist society based on exploitation, pgofit-making and
strife, it 1s attainable only under a consistently and
thoroughly democratic republican system of government which
guarantees full equallity of all nations and languages, which
provides the people with schools where instruction is given
in all the native languages, and the constitution of which

. econtains a fundamental law %hat prohibits any privileges
whatsoever upon the rights of a national minority. This parti-
cularly calls for wide regional autonomy and fullydemocratic
local government, with the houndaries of the self-governing

 and autonomous reglons determined by the local inhabitants
themselves on the basis of their ec¢onomic and social condi-
tions, national make-up of the population, etes" (Lenin).*

Federalism, or provineial autonomy, does not mean a separate
Orange state, [t means that inder a federal (all-Ireland) GOVERN-
ment,which would deal with all-Ireland matters and establish
uniform civil rights, legal procedures, education provisions, etc.,
consigiiable,powers would be delegateD to elected provincial
assemblies, )

To worry about the details is pure pedantry.**
*¥ Because the federallst proposal 1s not (or at least not primar-
ily) advice to a constitution-drafting commission, but a policy to
arm Irish socilalists and republicans, 1t would be pure pedantry to
argue at any length about the mechanics of federalism. . _

Obviously there are amny different possible units - the four
heavily-Protestant counties of Antrim, Armagh Derry and Down, the
nine counties of Ulster as previously favoured by the Provisionals,
or others, Should the federal system embrace only two units, or
more (as with the Provisionals! old'fourngrovince idesa)? Exactly
which powers should be held at the federa (all-Ireland) level, :

. ] . .0../... (contd. next P-)

* In Lenin's writings harsh polemics can be found against the slog=
an of ‘cultural-national autonomy's This may be confusinge

tCultural-national autonomy'! was proposed as an alternative to
‘tthe right of nations to self-determination! by the Austrian Social=
ist Party leaDers before World War 1. Under it the members of the
different nationalities within the Austro-Hungarian state would be
organised, lrrespectlve of wherg lived, under national coun-
cils for %he sonduct of their educational and cultural affairse. It
was a sort of Nationalist equivalent of tconfessionalism®,

In Lenin's view this formula was a sop to nationalist 1deology,
rather than the independent working-class alternative to all privi-
leges, all nationalist ideologies, offered by his position?

1) gtruggle against the privileges and violence of the oppresse~
ing nation and no tolera ion of the strivings for privilege on
the part of the oppressed nation®, ' ,

The statement quoted'above, advoecating provineial autonomy, 1s
Clause 1 of a 1913 Bolshevik Party resolution. It 1s ipllpwed By a
Clause 2 denouncing ‘Culturalunatiqnal-autonomy'. ‘
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: ~boure ; atic congtitue
' common feature in bourgecis~democra
' igggga%égﬁtigr%ané, the US, Canada, Australia, West Germany.%-).d
Tt is a feature of 1ibera1-3ta}1nis€§hxugoﬁ;v{i}gémit ¥as"foun
in a workers! democratic constitution (the ea ot t.thin .
' vary. The principle i3 the importan g
gggié&; ggcgggzzgisaggen to.proviggﬁa%ﬁéapggorfmgzgmigga%%elevel
) le with natlonal unity, with the aim of eal
§2§£§t§§ iocal ninorities abou% stifling domination by the nat=
ional majority. - -

' ! o self-determination! of the Protestant community
woulgagdtriggg gense. There 1s no territory naturally suited to .
the exercise of such 'self-determination's Any !Protestant state
would entrap and oppress a large Catholic minoritfﬁras the Six
Counties has done for 60 years. Concretely, now, * otestant self-
determination' would mean restoration of S%qrmont (the Northern
Ireland parliament abolished in 1972) and/or repartition, It
would not be a demoeratic solution, clearing the path for class
struggle, but a sectarian solution, bitterly divisive for the
working class. . - -

But these considerations ecannot obscure the faet that the
Protestants are a distinet community, a substantial section of
the Irish nation, To make a united Ireland viable, they have to
be conciliated at least to some extent, Moreover, why are M
interested in a united Ireland? Not for any mysticism abou e
'sacred isle', but for the possibilities it gives of better con-

ciliating and uniting workers Catholie and Protestant, Northern
and Southern, and Irish ang British, -

The Protestant workers oppose a united Ireland in the name of
a reactionary defence of privileges? Yes, and ye any way
: _ , : At

Q .Qx.samnxamiﬁa.xish,ihai.ggiﬁnsg ef -
are the Protestant workers rallieq ehind a reactionary defencehy

- of privileges? Because of their fears which we should be able to
conclliate, : ' ,

They fear for their material positions they fear to lose the
welfare benefits they get from the British state, and to be redu-
ced to the miserable condition of the Catholics. To that fear we
must agnswer with socialist demands, . .

oy algo fear 'Rome rule!, Many on thé left would reply to
this fear with assurances that the Provisionals are secular and in
bitter conflict with the Church ‘and that the 26 Countles ‘are non-
“sectarian anyway, This amounts.%o vhitewashing petty bourgeois
hationalism and, more scandalously, the 26 County bourgeoisia,

Divoree was prohibited in the 26 Counties in 1925 apng the
prohibition was written into the constitution in 1937, Contracep-
tion 1s legal only for married couples and before 1973 was totally
illegals Abortion is jllegal and there is currently a campaign
to write that into the constitution, The Provisionals oppose
writing it into the constitution, but want abortion t6 remain

- %% {(contd, from previous pagé) .;Q/;.s

which at province level, which at county level, which &t town op
district level? . S e :

, To focus on such details woulg be as pointless as Marx and
Engels accompanylng their call in the Communist Manifesto for

"a heavy progressive income tax" with an appendix giving detailed
proposals for tax schedules, model tax return forms, etc... -
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banned. The Catholie Church has a
C! a gtrong domin
tion system, and used effectively to control tﬁgiggn:grzggpeduca-

Not sectarian?

To point out that the siall and m - : |
ostly well~off Pr
?ﬁngﬁétﬁo%%ht?: ggggh %ag :gif;zgg'mgch less thag_the 83333??23
of an an > W
objects to the Cathoiic coloration of the 2gwgguzgyag€g%g.who

The Provisionals are secular and in
bitter confl
Vggggcggoﬁgggg iigﬁt:heiz_Cagﬁgligfigyluenced posigioécgﬁwiggugge
, yes, e Republican movement h L
been secular and in ﬁi ter conflict with t ot of
_ ) . he Churcl'lo Y

Ehgiﬂepublican movement have come both the two'Green-ngyog:rgies

e Gael and Fianna Fail -~ which dominate the 26 County state.

Fine Gael was formed by the Republicans who suppo
| _ rted th
zgggzgtigr122j-2.t§}thin a ¥ia§:of fighting a war gg indepengence
ain ey were tin ivil -
b Republic;ns. Y g g a clvil war to suppress anti

As for Fianna Fail; its evolution from armed struggl .

_ gle againsgt
the 2§ County state to bourgeois-clericalist administrationgof it
was finished in less time than the current 'troubles! in the
North have so far lasted, . ‘

, Eamonn de Valera - founder of Fianna Fall, and prime minister
in ‘the '30s, '40s, and '50s, president in the '60s and '70s - took
part in the Easter Rising o% 1916+ So did Sean Lemass, Who as

Fianna Fall prime minister from 1959 to 1966 started 1o make the

%6 Counties the most welcoming area for the multinationals in all

BUTrope. '

Between. June 1922 and May 1923, De Valera's Republicans
fought a eivil war against the 26 6ounty state, In April 1926
they separated off from the rest of Sinn Fein to form a new party,
.Planna Fail, In August 1927 they discovered a way of settling
their consciences about the oath of allegiance to the British
Crown (then still part of the 26 County constitution) and entered
the Dail (the 26 County parliament),: By March 4932 Fianna Fall

. was in power - and embarked on a policy of disastrous econonic
nationalism, rewriting the constitution to make the Catholic bias
of the state explieit, in 1937, and repressing Republicans.

Aren't Gerry Adams and other Provisional Sinn Fein leaders

they are, But the people who fought in the Easter Rising were not
careerists. Good intentions count for less than the loglc of class
politics, The Provisionals have no effective strategy for working
class power in Ireland. And if the working class does not rule,
then the bourgeoisie will rule - selecting and moulding middle

class politiclans to its néeds.

There is no good reason to be complacent about the risk of
Catholic sectarianism in a united Ireland, What would happen when
the intense hopes and ambitlons concentrated on the objectlve of
a united, independent Ireland were disappointed? Disappointed they
would be - for the Irish Republic would be no more guarantee of
prosperity, happiness, or relief from the economic domination of
the banks and multina%ionals than any other capitalist nation-
atate. Unless socialists could'shage events decisively, the disap-
pointed natlonalism would inevitably turn'rancid‘ bitter - and
start looking for scapegoats and tenemies within!, It might even
do that under cover of Vsocialist! rhetorice
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. To use this future danger to avrold-eid ‘with tbe_revolt
of the Northern Gatholic minority now would be shamefuls It is
- a just, demoeratic, anti—sectarian_revo}t. But to be_-dr;ven .

by concern to support the Catholicsg 1lnto denying the danger o
Catholic sectarianism is mindlesS.: o L

. Whoever else may try to reconcile the Protestant workers.

- with Catholie natiqnglism - or, rather, to.rely on valn hopes

of such a reconciliation - the task of gocialists does not lie

" in that direction. We have no brief to defend the Catholic.

bourgeoisie against Protestant workers' suspiclons. Our task 1s

to formulate a programme of soclalist and democraplc'demands

which can arm Irish socialists and Republlcans to give Irish

. workers, Catholic and Proteéstant, a perspective of neither O™
‘munity oppressing or dominating or pushing around the: others

Autononmy for the mainly-Protestant areas within a united
Treland should be part of that programme, S50 should be wide-
ranging loeal democracy, giving extensive rights to mainly=-Cathe~
olic towns or districts within mainly-Protestant areas, and
mainly-Protestant districts in mainly-Catholic arease -

. We cannot, of course, guarantee that the workers will rally
to the programme., All we can do is formulate a prograume which
honestly tackles reality and conforums to the logle of the class
struggle, If that programme fails to win support, then we will
not be able to influence events, We cannot be inspectors-general
of history or constitutional advisers to the powers-that-be, We
have no way of finding a guarantee against reactlionary outcomes
in Ireland - an indefinite continuation of the present stalemate,
or a c¢ollapse into ¢ivil war and repartition. What we should be
able to do is ensure that if these reactionary outeomes prevaill,
it is not because the Marxists have failed to propose a suffie
ciently full soecialist snd democratic programme.

A lot of the objections to federalism, I think, are based
on the false idea that 1t 48 supposed to be a cure-allj and/or,
on a misguided search for a 'guarantee! (outside of an active,
inited workers! movement) that Protestant sectarianism will

never ride again, o o f S

THE EXAMPLE OF QUEBEC

The_example:of'Québec, I fhink,;throws a si&eiight on sone
of these issues, L ; : L .

- Quebec stands out with Ireland (and perhaps some of -the
nationalities in the Spanish state, about which I know little)

as being an oppressed nation which nonetheless is highly develop=-
ed in a bourgeois sense, By general social structure and living
standards it belongs with the natlons of North Americs and
Western BEurope rather than with the Third World,

French colonialists settled Quebec in the 16%th-century,
nassacring and pushing out the native population, In 1760
England conquered the areas. At first, briefly, England set 1t-
self the aim of thoroughly Anglicising Quebecs (In Acadia - New
Brunswick - the French were slmply deported, 10,000 of thenm),
Very soon, however, England settled down to a poliey of collab-
oration with the French-Canadian upper classe

Quebece has en;}gyed substantial provincial autonomy, under
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French«Canadian provinclal governments, ever since th
Confederation was founded in 1867, Yet it has begn zneoggﬁggégg
nation - incorporated into an alien political unit, Historiecally
the main expression of the oppression has been the language ’
question. English was the language the boss and the official
made the French-Canadian speak if s/he wanted to get anywhere,
English was the language that visibly and audibly dominated the
gggt;gwgi Qﬁ:ﬁgcéz Eighcéty,dﬁqntreal, and the roads to privilege

. lish=Cana ' ‘blat 1 i
towards the FrenchECanadians. ans displayed erudg, ﬁlaﬁant_ racism!

There was a national revolt in 1837-8 and anti-eénscri tion
riots during World War 1, (In World War 2’the federal govergment
was more carefuli-but when compulsory service overseas was intro-

duced in 1944+ half the French Canadians scheduled-
went AWOL),. ' = cheduled to go overseas

Between 1936 and 1960 Quebec's provincial government was run
- by the right-wlng, sourly inward-looking and nationalist Union
Nationale of Maurice‘Duplessis. In 1960 the Union Nationale
regime collapsed in a welter of scandalj the provincial Liberal
Party came to power and carried out the so-called 'qulet revolu-
tion', a capitalist modernisation which boosted the status of
the French language, extended trade union rights, and expanded
the economic role of the provincial government, especially through
Quebec-Hydro, 1ts hydro-electric company.

In the late 1960s the expectations aroused by these reforms
fused explosively with other factors to generate a huge revival
of Quebec naticnalism, The colonial liberation struggles, the
black power movement in the US, the student radicalisation, and -
oddly = Gaullism, all influenced this. Sullen resentment'%urned
into political activisms Quebecols began to speak of themselves
as 'the white niggers of North Amerlca'. ' :

In 1968 a new separatist party, the Parti Quebecois, was
formed, It won landslide victories in the 1976 and 1981 provincial
elections, In contrast to the heavily right-wing 'Church, Family%
Nation?! polities of earlier separatist groups, the PQ has projlected
a social~-democratic image. It has applied to join the Socialist
International., It relies heavily on the trade union movement for
supporte. : ’ '

The status of the French language has improved. But not only
has the PQ turned viciously against the working class with cuts
and anti-union laws ( earlier this year); in some respecls, it
seems to me, the English-speaking minority (some 15 to 20%3 is
now oppressed within Quebec.

- Canada, at federal level, used to be unilingual, Quebec bl-
1ingual. Now Canada is officially bilingual, Quebec uqilingual.
According to Bill 101, made law in August 1977, French 1s the
only language of administration in the province (for official
forms, government offices, social security, etc.) Every child
must attend a French language school unless a parent was educated
in English o Quebeg. - : _

The English-speaking minority affected by thils includes a
good chunk of very well-off people, but also, for example, Ital-
$an and Bast European immigrants tho_generaily have learned

English but not French), and all social classes in sofie towns
£o the east of the St Lawrence river which are overwhelmingly
\J .
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: : Z lation of
- king. (Quebec also has a sizeable popu
%giéisgxiggztiog - which is mostly, however, Frenchfspeaking).

, _ d
' French-speaking backlash is highly understandable, an
not g?;ply to bepequated with the arrogant Englishﬁlangua%z Lism
domination of the past. Yet it shows very well how the na g%a s
of an oppressed nation can turn rancid and oppressive whegnd run
up agalnst disappointment. (And how that can happen ev?? ft’eghan
cover of an apparent move to the left: the PQ is more e

previous Quebec separatists), '

Central to this outcome is the wegkness of the Canadian labour
movement, Quebec has its own trade union mOVement% separate from
the Canadian movement, Canada's feeble Labour Party, the NDP, has
no base in Quebec. (Generally, party politics in Quebec are com=
pletely different from the rest of Canada). The Quebec unions,
more militant than the English-Canadian unions, have found no path
- yet except to tie themselves to the chariot of therboupgeois-
nationalist R, _

What attitude should socialists have advoented, and advocate,
for the labour movement to take? Support for self-é termination
for Quebec. Support for independence for Quebec -~ to clear the
national question out of the way would assist class polities,
(The PQ called a referendum in Quebec in May 1980 on separation,
The result was 40% for separation, 60% against. The federal
government applied heavy pressure against separation.)

At the same time - consistent democracy: equality‘of'languages,
maximam possible loeal autonomy. And an explanation that the way
the Quebec workers can fight the domineering US multinationals
is not by turning in frustration against hapless Italian immigr-
ants, or even the middle-class Anglo-Saxonsi but by a socialist

i

programme, which demands unity with the English-Canadian and
US workers,

Federalism has not 'worked' in Quebec. Independence on a

bourgeois basis would not 'work! very well either.

But would we conclude that soclalists should oppose
self~determination for Quebec, or extensive provineial autonomy
as long as 1t remains within %he Canadian state? No: we would
conclude that formal democratic rights have limited effect within
‘caplitalism, and especlally so if there is not a strong socialist
labour movement to defend them and fight for their use,

~ Would our answer to mistreatment of English speakers in
Quebec be to oppose self-determination or to oppose provincial
r%ghts? No: it would be general democratic rights, local autonomy,
et e L ) -

Could we give a guarantee that formal equality of langtages*
in Quebec would not mean de facto English-language dominstion?
No, we couldn't, We would explain that the root of the problem
is the economic domination of the US and English-Canadian corpor-
atlons, that workers! unity is necessary to fight that, and that
a consistently demoeratic policy on - languages is negessary for
workers' unity - only thus is a Quebec really controlled by the
working people of Quebec possible, :

e e M o e e e v e e

* I don't think this need exclude some 'positive discrimination®
measures. : ‘ : .
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In fact many soeialists have supported French unilingu
iglgu%aec._l ?nce wrote an article hesitantly implying sgpgéiimmy-
1 orkers' Action no.37) = i,e. I did not feel confident to
er '10159 the prevalling left attitude. But that @attitude amounts
to choosing camps' at the expense of a principled programme. 1t 1s

wrong for Quebec; and a similar method is wrong for Ireland too.

WOULD FEDERALISM ALLOW A PROTESTANT ASCENDANCY TO SURVIVE?

Some comrades object that federalism would mean a Protestant-
sectarian statelet in the North-East. Partly this is Just misﬁgder-
standing: there is a radical difference between a separate, Parti-
tionigt, Northern Ireland state, whether independent or auled by
Westminster, and a North-East provincial unit with some local '

autonomy wi%hin a united Ireland.

The provineial government would be tied by all-Ireland lawsj and
the federal (all-Ireland) institutions would have power to intervene
against abuses and oppression of Catholics in the pravince. The
rights of the province's Protestant majority could not override
the rights of the majority of the Irish people.

However - to repeat the point - while socialists do not =
dismiss bourgeois-democratic constitutional guarantees, and often
fight for them, we do not place faith in them. A north-east
province in a united Ireland might feature Protestant-sectarian
practices, with the federal government taking no action against
them for one reason Or another (for example: pecause it wanted to
tdivide and rule! the working class). Equally, 1t might feature
oppression of the Protestants, with the provincial government doing
1ittie about it (as the nationalist Quebec provincial government
long did nothing about the oppression of the French Canadians).

For that matter, local Protestant-sectarian discrimination
might exist in some areas in a united Ireland without .any federal
arrangement at all. After all, if Belfast 1s to have a democratli-
cally-elected city authority, it can hardly fail to be Protestant-
dominated, - . , _

Would the comrades who oppose federalism as allowing the
survival of Protestant-sectarian discrimination.also oppose an
slected city authority for Belfast? Would they suggest direct rule
over Belfast from Dublin? If Catholic domination is the gug;ggtee
they want against continued Protestant—sectarian discrimination -
and logically that is the airection in which the opposition to
federalism points - then the cure is hardly better than the disease.

A democratic united Ireland ¢an only be created py the action
of real social forces, not by ingenious-constitutional guaranteese
What socialists can do is to fight for the class-consclous workers
to enter the clash of soclal forces armed with a full programme =
including a full manifesto of democratic rights, Democratic demands
like provincial autonomy are important not because we think that
writing them into a constitution at a ceremony in Dublin will
guarantee anything, but because they can arm and educate class=
conscious workers to be 3 T force for democracy, for the ending
of all sectarian discrimina fon and bigotry, and thus for class
unitye. -

WHY IS FEDERALISM IMPORTANT NOW?

In 1971-2 polities in Northern Treland changed dramaticallye
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' he No - sarliament) . abolished. Direct

ht (th thern Ireland pariiament) was abol T
Storm§ngmg§2§£ﬂgﬁéter was introduced. The Unionist‘gaigié gg%gg
ruéedozinated gix Counties politics for 50 years, % St baﬁrgeoiéie
%ﬁe Protestant working CLaSS-bPOKi gicmttge”gﬁgt§§A§EWhichin=
- s the polities of populils gotrye I i
thgoggigs'603 gad been a skeleton - became & mass forqe‘ln thg
' 'Catholiec communitye* o o o _

¢ i r : 1t 6 1d turns, the baslc

i despite many important_twistskan_ b3 -t

factilgget;27§ituatgon _havih?ega%gegiggchiﬁée%;tigiiggi§§22§%The
it] ot defeat the Catho N

gg%g;ghtﬁgmgogggged_forces éf_the.British_A:my and the Protestants.

' ' n s ' ~off

the 26 Counties, there have been some impressive one-olil
waveggof solidarity—ac%ion - after Bloody,Sunday_i%h197zii%ggal
during the hunger strikes. But the basic,factgﬁqﬁ_ ngg itica
set-up have not changed, The two Gréen Tory parties% ,,20 a e
and Fianna Fail, remain dominant - as ihey were in the Se The
Tpish Labour Party remains a tail of Fine Gael - as it was 1n the
'60s. | : A L ' fined
| us the Irish national struggle remalns essentially confline
to Tg%.of the Irish nation - the Northern Catholies, That does
not detract from the justice of thelr fight, It ‘does limit its
prospects, _

Tt is possible that the situation ‘in the North may be trans-
formed by something from outside it - for example, by a_revolue
tionary upsurge of working-class struggle in the South, creating
a new basis for workers! unity in the North. Socialists should do
all we can to help such a possibility emerge. But we cannot gener-
ate it at willi and in the meantime we have to formilate ideas

_ showing some way forward from the situation as it is now, not as
~we hope 1t will be. : = - _

Troops out is a good slogan, But it is not sufficient. In
most national liberation struggles, we can say simply: the
imperialist power shotild get out and hand over to the loecal nat-
ionalist movement. There is no all-Ireland nationalist movement.,
There is a nationalist movenment of’the Northern‘Catholics_%jp%j '
regarded with bitter hostility by the Northern Protestants (20%5
- and. sporadic sympathy, but some alarm, by the Southern Catholies

(70%) «

Lenin argued: = - o . _
"There is not, nor can there be, such a thing as a ‘negative!
Social~Democratic slogan that serves only to !sharpen prole-
tarian consciousness agalnst imperialism! without at the same
time offering a positive answer to the question of how Social
Democracy will solve the problem when it assumes power. A
'negative! sloran unconnected with a definite positive solu-

- Em s m Am Sk e e ew em ~

* Workers Fight and the I-CL advocated federalism for many years,
and even before the dramatic events of 1971-2, You will fing it
advocated in the 1969 Workers! Fight resolution against the IS/SWP
- dropping of 'Troops Out', in our 193? arguments for outspoken

solidarity with the IRA, in our 1974 condemnation of the Birming-
ham bombings, in our mid-'70s polemics in the Troops Out Movement,
Yet in all the heated debates around these issues, federalism was
one thing our opponents never argued against or denounced,
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" tion will not 'sharpent
a slogan is a hollow ph
. declamation", '

Nowhere is this moré tfue thap - . : e
A 5 * than on the slogan 'Troops
gfgéggd'. %n garly.1969-some of our comrades gm ued gggin:%tI§§SWP‘
vont O;G%ﬁ usive concentration on 'Troops out! %until the troops °
IRy Chrtioiaea: e’ eyt 11000, e IS/SUP dropped the call
movement would organically 'grow over! ; fe ialismé Sho g rights
for propaganda fos. the wqgke55’ regggliifto soelaliSQ. they argued

. In the mid-'70s we argued againsi put fi '
‘ X gainst the notion (put f

gﬁetggGsiggigtgigggnt?%t a masst?oviient could be guiltpizaggigzin

gle . roops out', It was not out of anti-i igle=
igt fpurity! that we insigted that a movement in Britain muﬁﬁegigii-
ge%gégggu: mggl;daglty gith the Republicans: it was because we.
: ement must give some positi B
clear from the slogan.'Tr%ops out?. 08ilive ansvers, and none was

_ Now some comrades in the WSL seem to argue that 'Troops out!
and ’@he defeat of British imperialism'! are the crux of tge Irish
questlonz and all else 1s- pettifogging and probably ‘capitulatilon
to dmperialism', But the negative slogan, in itselfy is still a
thollow phrase', : ' R S

y but dull conseciousness, for such
rase, mere shouting, meaningless

- We use 'Troops out powW' as one means of focusing the issue

in Britain, and getting across the message that Britain has no

rights in Ireland. It is not a full programme, though we sometimes

talk and act as if it is. Even the Provisionals, more serious than

. their less thoughtful British admirers, put precise demands on the
way Britain should get out, I -

If British troops quit Ireland tomorrow, it is quite likely
that there would be a sectarian civil war, leading to repartition.

Self-determination? Unify Ireland? The Provisionals are not
‘strong enough for it. The Northern Protestants are actively hostile
“to it, The 26 County ruling class has no real wish for it,

. The scene would be set for-a section of the Protestants to make
'a .drive for the UDA policy of an 'independent Ulster!. This drive
~would involve, at least, a massive crackdown on the Republicans,
and, probably, the mass slaughter, rounding-up, and driving-out

of the Catholics. The Northern Catholics would (rightly) resist
- ‘'violently. Dublin would give some token assistance to the Catholies
put -do nothing decisive., There would be mass population movements,
‘a repartition: Ireland would be irrevocably and bitterly split
~ into Orange and Green states, g -

There would be a bloodbathe _ -

o The conventional left answer to this, that 'There's already a

bloodbath', is no answer, Simmering war with hundreéds of casualtles
is different from all-out war with thousands..Diffe?ent_not only
in immediate human terms, but also in terms of the implications
for the future possibilities of socialism - l,e. of uniting the
Catholic and Protestant workers,

 The other answer, ‘'Revelutions always involve bloodshed', is

no better. There is no comparison between the revolutionary violence
‘of the working class against its explolters or of aasubgect_
nation against a conguering army, and the violence of . two working-
class communities slaughtering each other, :
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A1l this does pot mean that we should fail to support troops
out, British troops have no right to be in Ireland, and do .no goqd
there. That. the situation and the prospects now are so bleak is
largely Britainfs work. - T cl :

But it does mean that we should couple the call for troops
out* with some'1ntelligentsgroposal,for a solution within Ireland
-~ and condemn those who call for troops out without such a proposal
as mindless phrasemongers, . .

The only conceivable solution given the present facts of the
situation or something resembling them is a united Ireland with
federalism: l.e. an attempt to negotiate -between the sections of
the Irish people and to conciliate the Protestants. ‘

The conciliation, realistically, would be backed up- with a
gertain element of coercion ~ 1l.e. strong-lndlcgﬁions_to;the Prptes~
tants that prospects for an alternative to a united Ireland were
pretty bleak -~ and would involve some repression against die-hard
Protestant groups. But that ia different from stralght conguest
of the DProtestants. Logieally, conquest is the only alternative,
given the Protestants' curren%,attitudes. But it is not possible
- who would conquer them? =-and not desirable anyway, from any
working class point of view.

It is possible to evade these issues by wishful thinking. It
is possible to assume that at the erucial point the national
struggle would magically fgrow over' into socialism, and in some
tdialectical! leap the Protestants would be converted to republi~
canism, It is possible to remain blinker?in a sort of inverted
British nationalism, saying that 'the defeat of British imperialism'
and its effect on the 'balance of world forces'! are the things
that really matter, and that a positive solution within Ireland is
a secondary issue, It is possible to resort to a crude theory of
the Protestants as pure pawns of Britaln, so that their reaction~
ary ideas would drain away like water ou% of a bath once the
'plug! of British troops was pulled out.

But that is not Marxism, It is not serious, honest politics.
We will not even be very rellable anti-imperiaiists if our 'anti-
imperialism?! is only as strong as our ability to use consoling
myths to shield our eyes from uncomfortable facts,

__The federal proposal might not avert sectarian civil war,
either, Whether anything short of a mass soclalist movement uniting
the workers of both communities (or a big section of them) can
end the present lmpasse is a progressive sense is doubtful., Our
programme is to develop that socialist movement: seriously, not by
empty gchematising about the present nationalist struggle éecoming
socialist if only it is intensified sufficiently. We should not
blunt our socialist programme by false trealismt!, by getting tied
up in working out 'answers' for the present forces 1n the situation
over which we have no control anyway. But federalism does not imply
blunting our socialist programme in any way. It does not limit us,
or prevent us from pushing as hard as we can for a socialist Ire-
land, On the contrary: to work effectively for a socialist revolu~
tion in Ireland, we need to have our soclalist programme include
democratic demands, and a possibility of relating to the political
situation now, of division and anguish, more concretely than just

- o Sm wm wm s = o Ve

* This does pot mean making 'troops out! conditienall
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by saying that a united. cléﬁs movement WOuid be bétter.zfj;

A socialist programme needs to include federalism, as a
subordlnate but important demand, . ..

- Whether we can have any p031tive ‘influence on the situation
within Ireland depends on there being a material force to fight
for such a programme, At present there is no such force; we have.
no such influenses But no forece can be gathered without first
proclaiming a programme, And no adequate programme can be formul-
ated without first coldly 'saylng what is‘ ' S

Kinnell. 11, 8 83. '

 The quotations from Lenin ares -

Page 1: "As far as autonomy is concerned... - 'The Right ofr"
Natlons to Self-Determination' .

Page 2: "In so far as national peactees” - 1913 resn&ntion of the
" Central Committee of the Russian Soecial Demoecratic Labour
Party on the national gquestion,

Page 23 MA struggle against the pr1v1leges...“ - ‘The Right ef

Natlons to Self-Determination’ ' Cn

Page 9: "There is not, nor can there be..."é YA Caricature of

Marxism and Imperialist Economism'

.'NOTE This article was written before I saw Jones's article on
. federalism in IB 63, I have not tried to alter this artinte in
_order to take account of IB 63: a reply is belng prepared
.separately. .



