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ihe Republic

THE IRISH REPUBLIC

----- ~ PROCLAMATION

THE IRISH PEOPLE TO THE WORLD

We have suffered centuries of outrage, enforced poverty, and
bitter misery. Our rights and liberties have been trampled on by an
alien aristocracy, who, treating us as foes, usurped our lands, and
drew away from our unfortunate country all material riches. The
réal owners of the soil were removed to make room for cattle, and
driven across the ocean to seek the means of living and the political
rights denied to them at'home; while onr men of thought and action
were condemned to loss of life and liberty.  But we never lost the
.memory and hope of a national existence. We appealed in vain to the
reason and sense of justice of the dominant powers. Our mildest
remonstrances were met with sneers and contempt. Our appeals to
arms were always unsuccessful. To-day, having no honourable alt-
ernative left, we again appeal to force as our last Tesource . We
accept the conditions of appeal, manfully deeming it better to die in
the struggle for freedom than to continue an existence of utter serf-
dom. All men are born with equal rights, and in associating together
to protect one another and share public burdens, justice demands
that such associations should rest upon a basis which maintains eqg-

uality instead of destroying it. We therefore declare that, unable
longer to endure the curse of monarchical government, we aim at

founding a republic, based on universal suifrage, which shall secure
toall the intrinsic value of their labour. The soil of Ireland, at pre-
sent in the possession of an oligarchy, belongs to us, the Irish peo-
ple, and to us it must be restored. We declare also in favour of

absolute liberty of conscience, and thecom plete separationof Church

and State, We appeal to the Highest Tribunal for evidence of the jus-
tice of our cause. History bears testimony to the intensity of our
sufferings, and we declare, in the face of our brethren,that weintend
no war against the people of England; our war is against the arist-
ocratic locusts, whether English or Irish, who have eaten the verdure
of our fields - against the aristocratic leeches who drain alike our
blood and theirs. Republicans of the entire world, our cause is your
cause. Our enemv is your enemy. Let your hearts be with us. As
for you, workmen of England, it is not only your hearts we wish, but
your arms. Remember the starvation and degradation brought to your
firesides by the oppression of labour. Remember the past, look well
to the fulure, and avenge vourselves by giving liberty to your child-
ren in the coming struggle for human freedom.

HEREWITH WE PRCOCLAIM THE IRISH REPUBLIC

THE PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT: Per Thomas J. Kelly



_ _EDITORIAL

THIS YEAR IT IS AGAIN OUR DUTY
to commemorate yet snother Rising
which marks the progress of the
Irish Revolution., A century ago,
on March 5, 1867, brave men vent-
ured forth to win an objective
first crystalized in the ideology
of Irish Republicanism as it was
formulated by the revolutionary
leadership of the United Irishmen.
The men of '67 lost the battle,it
is true; but as Col. T. J. Kelly,
Chief Executive of the IRB at that

time, wrote in & letter to the
Paris LIBERTE: "Our movement is

only commencing, and is not about
to finish. I spesk,"he wrote, "in
the name of 21l oproletarian Ire-
lang."

IT IS NOT QOVERLY DIFFICULT TO
foretell the manner in which the
lackey establishment in Ireland
will commemorate the memory f the
men of '67. The purpose,the ab-
Jects,the social and economic mot-
lvations that propelled the Fen-
ians along therevolutionary road,
shall understandably be submerged
beneath a torrent of meaningless
and pious meanderings.,
is anly tobe expected. After all,
these people have a vested inter-
est in Perpetusting the present
state of things; and the ExXpress-
ian of any resl understanding ang
sympathy with the early Fenians
could hardly be construed as a-
miable to such an end.

HOWEVER, WHILE THE REACTION OF
the ruling <class is predictable
when it comes to such events; and
while only an idiot would expect
anything but hypocrisy fraom them
un such occasions; we must admit
that even we did not anticipate
the extent of derogatory treatment
accorded the Fenians in a recent
Republican publication. We refer
to the "Republican Manual of Edu-
cation,Part 1:

Historical," which
is issued by the Republican Move-
ment's "Educational Department.”
In this little "gem" thsrecord of
the IRB 1is granted the enormous
space of some 8 lines, which are
squeezed in bestween O0'Connell and
Parnell. The tone of its assess-
ment of the IRB is so perverse, so
completely contrary to fact, ang
at the same time so thoroughly in
accord with ruling class require-
ments in its interpretation of our
revolutionary history, that we
feel compelled to treat the mat-
ter editorially.
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orgenize a military coup.” 1Its
"tightness and secretiveness . ...
pProved itsundoing,when thecall to
arms came im 1867 the nation as a
whole did not respond; accepted
leaders were wanting." And as if
this was not enough damnatinn (in
eight lines of print), the writer
threw in an additional charge, to
the effect that “lLalor's message
was not picked up either by the
Fenians.” Significantly, the
"Manual” sharply and immediately
contrasts the futility of the Fen-
ians "tight conspiracy”.with "Par-
nell's parliamentarianism*. It was
considered that the latter "had =
revolutionary purpose: to make it
impnssible for the Westminster
Parliament to Ffunction, unless
Irish demands were conceded."” In
respects to the latter contention
we can dn no better thanqguote the
remarks made by John O'lLeary in
1878: "I have not yet been able to
see how Ireland is to be freed by
keeping the Speaker of the English
House of Commens out of bed."
Neither have wa, for that matter.,

SURELY, IT IS BAD ENOUGH TO HAVE
to contend with the machinations
of British imperislism when ig
comes to distorting our revolut-
ionary history. However, let us
delve briefly into the false al-
legations contained in the "Educ-
ational Manual." To begin, the
term "conspiracy" can be applied
equally to the whole people or,to
3 small unrepresentative group,
when they combine to overthrow
established authority. Therefore,
3 war of national liberation that
enjoys the fullest support from
the populatinn is 3 "cnnspiracy"®
in the eyes of the ruling regims.
However, the "Maznusl" emphasizes
the "tightness sndsecretiveness”
of the IRB conspiracy, and its
remoteness from the people. Hence,
it uses the term specifically to
denote a small,adventuristic group
operating exclusive of a populsr

support. It specifically charges
the Fenians with ADVENTURISM,
which is one of the more serious

charges that can be laid against
3 revolutionary organization.
This,incidently,is thevery charge

laid by B8ritish imperialism and
its Irish cohorts against the
Fenians; so that the Republican
Movement is conscrting with very

questionable partners, to say the

least.

IT IS TRUE THE IR8 WAS INITIATED
in 1858 according to the prevail-

ing conspiratorial Practices;esp-
thase of Louis Auguste



Alangui. In this context it wes
conceived as a tightly knit organi-
zation

spearhead, the leadership of a3

revolutionary struggle. However,
regardless of what the movement
might have been prior to 1861,

ample documentation exlsts tnshow
that subsequent to the "MacManus
Funeral"® it rapidly expanded into
a full-blown mass mavement, which
enjoyed more populer support than
any Republican movement before or
since. - By 1B65 it had a member-
ship of some 95,000 men,exclusive
of the strength it could antici-
pate from the Fenian Brntherhaond.
This was a rather wunwieldy con-
spiracy,insofar as "tightness and
secretiveness”" were concerned, to
say the least.

THE DEGREE 0F POPULAR SUPPORT
enjoyed by the IRB--support which
could mot be semassed under any
circumstances by a tightly knit
conspiratorial group--is mirrored
in the fact that not alone was it
capable of completely isolating
the - "Parliamentary nationalists"
such as John Martin (and oldPeter
Gill) etc.; but it was alss able
tn stand up to andeventually mas-
"ter the Catholic Hierarchy and
clergy, who took it upon them
selves tocombat the revolutinnary
sympathies of the majority .of the
people. One has .only to peruse
the polemics wis-a-vis the Hier-
archy .inthe pages of THE IRISH
PEOPLE,
endous popular support which the
IRB  had to have securegly wen, so
as to be able to deal so sharply,
so thornughly,and so successfully
un questions of Church and State.
No Republican Movement since has
ever been in that position; at
least not to the same degree.
Frankly, to call such a3 movement
a "tight conspiracy”", 1s to poss-
ess a monumental ignorance of its
history; or, what is more to the
point in this instance,to be sub-
serviant to interests whose welf-
are dictates =a complete falsi-
fication of facts, 1im an attempt
to denude the Irish peaple of the
strength of purpose that can be
theirs through =a full knowledge
of their revolutionary heritage.

HENCE, WE CHARGE THAT THOSE
responsible for thecompilation 3f
the "Manual® ars, by imputing ig
the IR3 sacourse of conspirstoriasl
secrativensss,alleging the Fen-
ians were ADVENTURISTS. And, we
charge further,that this is noth-
ing less than base slander,
identicsl to British imperialist

uropaaanda_ﬁver the years.

THE CHARGE OF "ADVENTURISM™ IS
fFurther extended by the asserticn

which would serve as the ..

‘them according

that Lalor's "bsnner of agrarian
revolt...was not picked up either
by the Fenians.” To claim theFen-
ians of the 1860's 1ignored the
MLand Question,” 1s to discount
completely the vigorous and con-
tinuous propaganda carried on in
The Irish People during the two
years of its existence. FfFiles of
that paper still exist. We have
one such file before us,and after
leafing through 2ll issues cannot
find one which doeges not deal in
some way with the land question.
Indeed, far from ignoring Lalor's
"banner of agrarian revolt," the
Fenians took aposition far to the
left of Lalor on this issue;which
was of course fundasmental to any
revolutionary movement, since the
means of production in Ireland
were primarily asgricultural.

IN DUR OPINION, THE FENIAN
position was more revolutionary
than Lalor's onthe land question;
because l)they held that in reg-
ards to property rights: " Labour
must be at the very foundatinn of
such rights;" and 2)they heldpro-
perty rights to be subordinate to
distributive justice: "Land is the
rew material out of which svery-
thing valuable to supply ‘man's
needs isoriginally extracted.
It is the inheritance of no priv-
ileged class, but of the entire
community;and should be parcelled
out by the State." (I1.P.30/7/'64)
In nther words, the Fenians pro-
posed to destroy the prevailing
property relations,and reorganize
to the rights uf
“"Lgbour." Lalor, on the other
hand, never went this far. He did
rnot advocate the eradication of
large ownership--landlordism. As
T.P.0'Neill correctly pointed out
in his essay on Lalor in "lLeaders
and Workers": "He applied princ-
iples of English legal theory to
the Irish situation. In England
the ultimate ownership of land
rested in the crown.In Republican
Ireland Lalor substituted 'the
people' for 'the crown'.According
to him the people would give grants
nf land to landlurds exactly as
the crown had done with but one
modification;the peuple, a2s orig-
inal nwners, would not give the
landlords power to oppress them-
selves as tenants.” The writer
goes on to demanstrate that “Lalor
was basing his limitations on the
property rights of landlords not
nn distributive _Jjustice, but on
his own interpretation of 1Bth
century social contract theory."
However,this 1is opening up a com-
pletely different field of dis-
cussion than that started by the
scribe who penned the Sinn Fein
"Manual." He asserts the early
Fenians ignored the land question




altogether, " This is a lie; and.

_anyone who wishes to 'check our

charges can spend sn hour perusing
the pages of  THE IRISH PEOPLE in
the National Library.

) FINALLY, THERE IS THE MONSTROUS

'slur on the characters of all the
IRB Centres of the 1860's: "acc-
epted local leaders werewanting."”
Admittedly, the prose of the "Man-
.Ual" is so amateurish that this
could be taken to mesn "local
leaders were wanting,%in the sense
they did not exist; or, those who
did uwere "found wanting™ in the
pursuance of their duties., In any
case, elther wasy it still const-
ltutes a base slur, because there
was no want of local leaders, and
they were not generally found wan-
ting in their duties. All nf this,
mind you, from a clique who have
been “found wanting” in every re-
spect ‘themselves,and who have Fur-
saken the "Revolutionary Road" of
the Fenians far the less arduous
path of "Parnell's Parliamsnt-
arianism."

TO ATTEMPT TO ADEQUATELY A55ESS
the reasons why the Fenians of the
" 1860's did not put up 2 more ext-
ensive struggle than they did, is
" far too big a job to be undertsken
in an editorial. However, these
are the pertinent facts. In tune
with the thinking of the times,
the IRB saw the struggle for state
power being contested along con-
ventional military lines; and
their plansrelied onexternal aid,
in the shape of financisl support
from the Fenisn Brotherhood, to
equip " their military formations
for this task. In accordsnce with
this, the IRB pursued s courss of
mobilizing and organizing its for-
matinns;to the F.H3. was designated
the task of amassing thefinancial
means to equip thsm. Unfortumat-
ely,the F.B. failed to fulfil its
obligstions; at the critical per-
iod,the end of 1B65,it was wrecked
on the rocks of internsl dissent-
ion, and in effect was at that
time lost forever to the Revol-
ution. IR3 plans werethrown into
disarray;an organization which by
the end of ° 1865 had been keyed
psycholeogicslly and otherwise for
combat, lost both the initistive
and the tacticasl element of sur-
prise. Attempts by James Stephens
to salvage the American situation
during 1866 failed, so that by
early '67 the movement in Ireland
found itself devoid "of thesinesws
of war”™ and on the defensive on
all fronts. The delay of twelue
months had enabled the enemy to
regain the initiative. The IRB

could not call on the people to
revolt, because they lacked the
weapons to equip them to Fight as

1 was reckoned they must fight.

S50 they opted togive limited bat-
tle anyway, for somewhat the same
reascons as thelir successors in
1516. It may be deemed an error
by some for the IRB ta have so
relied on external aidi  but the
fact remains, the failure of such
aid to materiaslize reflected inno
way elther on the capacity of
“leccel leaders” in Ireland, or on
a lack of such leaders. Therefore,
such a mention of them, as in the
"Manual”, could only be motivated
by vile and anti-Fenian objects.

FOR OUR PART, WE CAN APPRECIATE
the effects produced on Fenilan
plans by the failure of the F.B.
to forward the finances then at
its disposal to buy the required
arms; s0 also can we appreciate
the conditions which influsnced
the decision,made at the very out
set, to rely onthe Irish-American
wing to fulfil this role. Space
denlies the opportunity to delve
into the latter factor now, which
is a highly significant one since
it pertalns to the class basis of
the IRB, and the hard class line
pursued by it. However, there is
yet another element which must be
taken into account when assessing
the Fenian chances for success in
the 1860's; which is,that in ter-
ms of revolutionary develaopment,
the Fenians of that specific per-
iod were too far azhead 0P the
times. Objective conditions for
the success of their aims 418 not
vet exist. This does not mean that
the "advanced" position of the
Fenians reflected asuperiority on
the part of the Fenians as revaolu-
tiongries. Essentially, it was
a reflection of conditions inlre-
land. The subjective conditions
in Ireland Practically forced the
Fenians to adopt aposition to the
far left, while the objective con-
ditions barred their road to suc-
cass. It may beworth aur while to
take 8 look at the cause of this
because it is still of relevance
today.

DUE TO THE PECULIARITY OF
conditions in Ireland,that is the
abnormality of the country's social
framework which was of "forced"
creation, and dating from the end
of the 17th centruy, Irish revol-
utionaries were inadvertently pla-
ced in 3 position without paral-
lel before the 20th century. Ffaor
example, following the Williamite
Wars Ireland was not alone con-
verted into a TOTAL colony of Bri-
tain, but this was done by regul-
ating the nation's 'social Fabric
according to the pattern and dem-
ands of capitalist socliety as it
was evolving in Britain. As a
tonsequence,from the 1Bth century



onwards there developed & bourg-
e0is society in Ireland whose sv-
clutionary roots were 1in Sritish
and not Irish society. In this
context the Irish could be bourg-

eois,  but the . bourgecisie could
never be Irish., . The process of
social evolution fundamental tn

the emergence of an Irish bourg-
poisie did not exist, could rever
agsin exist, because the chain of
Irish social development had been
irrevocably severed onthe victory
of 3ritish capitalism at the end
of the 17th century,and there had
been interposed a completely dif-
ferent echain of social evolution
which was 'anchored toBritish soc-

iety. ~..Catastrophic results From .

such an abnormal reshaping of
socliety, any society,were inevit-
able, and the history of Ireland
attests to this fact. However,
for our purposes weneed only ref-
er to a few salient factors of
such a structure, as it effects
the revolutionary position.

FIRST OFF, IRISH SOCIETY AFTER
the Williamite Warswas "forcibly:
moulded, in defiance of the nat-
ural processes, to the shape of a
capitalist framework. Hence, from
the 18th century onwards, Ireland
had = bourgeois society per se;
end the fact that it manifest it-
self almost exclusively as land-
capitalism does not detract fraom
this. To say, for inmstance, that
feudalism.still existed in Ireland
is the heighth of nonsense.Now, in
a situation such as this, where
the hostile reasctions of the majo-
rity of the community germinate =2
revolutionary potential, that po-
tentizl gould not develop 1in the
form of a bourgeois revolution,
because 1t is ridiculous to con-
tend that vyou <cen have a2 bourg-
eols revolution in a country that
is an already functioning brourg-
e0ls society. Thersefore, any rev-
olution in Ireland  from the 18th
century onwards, had to be oane
"beyond" the bourgeocis stage of
sncial development, and not com-
parable to it. However, during
the 18th and 19th centuries the
predominant *revolutionary philo-
sophies™ were bourgeois;and as re-
volutionaries, Irish Republicans
subscribed to them, lacking the
means to discern that while such
philosophies, and the politics
resulting from them,were revolut-
ivnary for netion's evoluing as
independent emtities,they were in
fact reactionary with respects to
Ireland. Hence, the contradiction
which at once pushed Irish revol-
utionsries --both during the Uni-
ted Irishmen and early Fenian per-
“iods -- ahead of their timegand at’
the sazme. time denied them the ab-
ility to win.- T :

“ing up the

N

IRELAND COULD NEVER HAVYE A
bourgeois revolution, because the
results of such a revolution had
already been imposed on the nat-
ion's social fabric. And this
posed an insoluble contradiction
for the bourgeois who were Irish,
but who could never become an Ir-
ish bourgenisie. Many of this class
have given evidence of a desire
for an Irish bourgenis democracy;
and to this end they have lent a
hand to therevolutionary struggle
formented among the masses. But
as the crisis of such a conflict
with Britain sharpened, the bour-

. geois Irish invariably sauw, or
- dmstinctively sensed,that to free

ITeland must. involvé™ mot alone
“oreaking the connection with Eng-
land" politically,but also bresk-
social fremework of
bourgeois order in the country.
You could not get rid of England
and still retain intact the class
structure which England extended
to Ireland as a means of exploit-
ation in tune withcapitalist re-
guirements;no more thanyou could
separate a branch frem a tree and
expect it toinstantaneously acqu-
ire the necessary roots tosurvive
and grow unimpaired. Consequent-
ly, we witness the exodus of Irish
bourgeois fromrevolutionary ranks
during every revolutionary crisis.
They had to chnose;class extinct-
ion and the end of British occup-
ation went hand in handj;there was
nn middle ground; no way to avoid
the unavoidable.

OF COURSE, SUPERFICIAL
commentators still talk of a bou-
rgeois revnlution in Ireland. By
this they mean a quantitative
change in the country's pnlitical

scene, rather than a qualitative
change in its politico-economic
structure. They are not talking

of revolution; merely of a polit-
ical reorganization which would
leave unaltered the essentials of
a caplitalist system whose roots
lie in Britsin, and cannot lay el-
sewhere. VYou cannot free Ireland
From Britain wunless . you free it
from the essentials of that class
structure which is synonymous with
British rule -- the bourgeoisie.
Consequently, for the past 200
years it has ineffect been futile
for Irishmen to talk nf 3 bourg-
eols revolution; or to talk in
terms of a united effort with the
bourgeois Irish to reaslize the
Irish revolutinn. Ireland cannot
have s bourgeois rsvolution,if we
are to be in any ways meaningful
in the use af the term.likewise ,
Ireland has not, and never had, a
national bourgeoisie. In reality,
to talk of uniting with the so-
called Irish bourgeoisie, is to
propose uniting with that segment



of the English bourgeoisie whose
ethnic onorigin is Irish; and who
presumably are expected to Fight
against themselves. Such z maize
of contradictions naturally mit-
igated against the success of both
the United Irishmen and the sarly
Fenians; because conditions which
would enable them to solve them
did not yet exist. Today, however
it is different;we areequipped to
understand such problems and und-

ertake their solution. We can naow
dvercome more easily the obstacles

. which barred the progress and
victory of the Fenians. Fear this
we are not better men, merely

those who can benefit fram 3 cen-
tury of experience that was not
available to the Fenians. Let us
keep this fact 'in mind, when we
undertake to pass judgement on
their efforts in 1867.

CLANN ARD FHEIS:  PARDY wMacC

IT IS DOYBTFUL IF THE "SCHEMERS™"
are at all happy with the way the

Clann Na h-Eireann Ard fheis went.

The "Brass" returned to Dublin
dragging their ass behind them,so
to speak; the big drive te merge
the Clann with the Cannolly Assoc-
fation had failed despite all
their intrigues. -

ADMITTEDLY, THE "SCHEMERS"™ KNFW
before the Ard Fheis convened that
their efforts to integrate the
Clann with the Connolly Associat-
ion  had rtun up against g stone
wall. However, counter measures
were drawn up by the Dublin-based
cabal; ‘when it was decided to try
back-donr methods. But here again
the opposition held solid in their
determination to block, at least
in their particular area of inf-
luence, the continuing British
Communist Party take-over of Irish
Republican organizations. The
aggravation and frustration caused
by such opposition was & sight to

'see when the Dublin "brass" ret-
" Urned to report a failure. But
according to reports, this was
nothing compared to the shoy put

on at the Ard Fheis itself.

AT THE ARD FHEIS, MR, COULDING
dragged in 1916 and -the Citizen
Army in support of his plea for
Co-operation with the Connally
Association. He stated also thst
he knew some nf the Clann who were
also members of the Connolly Ass-
ociation,
members present. Presumably,these
were amongst the 25 delegates from
London, with whom it was hoped to
- "pack" the convention. There are
many responsible people in the
Clann who guestion the legality of
25 delegates from London;but this
aside, it was surely a fine dis-
play of contempt for the Clann on
the part of z high official of the
Republican Movement, when he could
S0 brazenly meke such sz statement
in the knowledge that such member-
ship is explicitly forbidden by
the Clann Constitution. This per-
tinent detail was, of course,bro-
ught teo the attention of the gath-

and that there were C.A.

(WA

ering, but the “schemaers" there
and then proposed amotion to del-
ete all mention of the Connolly
Association from the Constitution.
This resolution was duly carried
with the aid of the "guestionable
delegates™, although it should be
noted that this procedure was in
direct violation of the rules gov-
erning the Ard Fheis. 5o much for
the scheme to integrate the Clann
with -.the Connolly Association; it
didn't get very far; but with the
help of a "packeg" convention, at
least one barrier hasbeen remnved
by smending the Constitution. We
can now confidently await Further
efforts onthe part of the "schem-
ers” to follow through with their
plans;and expect further displays
of their brazen manipulation of
rules and regulations in the pro-
cess.

THE OTHER HIGHLIGHT OF THE ARD
Fheis centered arnund Resnlutions
which l:  urged "the Republican
Movement to cease contesting Gen-
eral Elections inthe 26 counties;
and 2:urged "the Republican Move-
ment to cease contesting Genersl

. Elections in the 6 colnties.” On

Mr. Goulding these
were withdrawn. WHY? It is giff-
icult to see any harm in them,
especlally when the President of
Sinn Fein has said that Republic-
ans would not enter such parliam-
ents. We know, Irish Republicans
will not enter such parliaments;

the request of

but this does not mezn that Sinn
Fein will nnt do so. There are,
after all, REPUBLICANS and repub-
licans,and it is obvious that the
Sinn Fein species of republican
has parliamentary aspirations
which cannot be sated without par-
ticipating in Partitinnist polit-
ics. In this light it is under-
standable why they should desire
to suppress allreferznces to non-
participation inPartitionist pol-
itics; even at the Clann ArdFhelis.

[ SUPFCRTTO

THE REVOLUTION



REVOLUTION vs. REFORM

THE BATTLE NOW BEING WAGED

THE CENTRAL ISSUE FACING
Republicans today is that pert-
aining to the course of action
best suited to the realization B f
our people's social and economic
betterment. It is guite apparent
that the ranks of activist Repub-
licans are sharply divided onthis
fundamental question. Day by day
a clear division in opininn is
developing to an UNnFrecedented
degree. On the one side are those
who belisve that REFORM will do;
which can be pursued within the
confines of established political
practices: Un the other side are
those who are convinced that REV-
OLUTION, =and only a revolution
which isbnath social andpolitical,
tan produce the desired resulis.
This then is the issue which is at
the root of the Present conflict
within Republican ranks. Is org-
anized Republicanism to pUrsus a
REFORMIST course, or is it going

to march forward on the REVOLUT-
unison with the

1ONARY rozg, in
Peoples  of all oather exploited
nationas? ’

THE MAIN DIFFERENCES

THE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE
Revolutionary and Reformist pPos-
itiuns can be simply stated. The
Refurmists propose to rectify the
Prevailing disparity between the
privileged and non-privileged sec-
tors of the community, through a
process of political negotiation,
arbitration anc concilistion.
They contend that the Fresent priv-
ileged minority can be Persuaded
to see the light, and embark muore
or less voluntarily on 3 process
of socizl and economic change that
would see that minority divested
to 2 substantisl degree of its
Present acvantages, in the inter-
ests of humanity. The Revolution-
aries, on the other hand, hsve

little patierce with such nonsense.

They propose to Cverthrow the
pPrivileged minority politically;
transfer the functionings of stateg
Power to the underprivileged maj-
ority; who will then proceed tn
Tadically reeonstruct the social
and economic foundations of the
state in their ouwn interests.

REVOLUTION DICTATES THE
comolete destruction of the eExist-
ing system as an unsubstitutable
Prerequisite for the rebuilding of
8 New and more squitable orgder.
There is no way in which this
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basic requirement can be circum-
vented, because revolution,in its
real sense,entails the rebirth of
@ society in a2 form totally dis-
similar from its prior state. On
the other hand, reform is Univer-
sally acknowledged tomean the pur-
susnce of objects which can be
realized without introducing fun-
damental change to the prevailing
system. Reform stands for alter-
ations inthe external forms of an
Existing social structure; while
Revolution stands for the total
Lealignment of the essentiszls of
social order. Revolution proposes
to reconstruct men's socio-economic
environment,so that all men shall
benefit equally therefrom. Reform
pProposes toalleviate the more se-
vere aspects of the existing system,
so that the prevailing disparity
in socizl and economic status be-
tween the privileged minority and
the non-privileged mszjority shall
be lessenedto a"tolerable" degree.

FROM THE OUTSET, WE HAVE
stated clearly that we stand for
REVOLUTION. As the voice of Rev-
olutionary Ireland, AN PHOBLACHT
has advncated the urgent need for
the adoption of 7 revolutionary
stand, which we consider compat-
ible to Republican traditions; as
against a futile invrlvement with
the Reformist position nnw being
pushed by the neo-Griffithites in
Sinn Fein, and which we cunsider
to be the antithesis of Republican
traditions.

IN ADDITION, WE HAVE STRESSED
the need for honesty in.all pol-
itical activity carried oniunder
the banner of Irish Republicanism.
We Fly the revolutionary flag;and
distein tooperate under any other,
regardless of shortranged benefits
which may come our way 1f we pur-
sued a less defined course. For
their part, the neo-Griffithite
Reformists lack the back-bone tg
be as explicit on their position.
They are forever ranting about
their "revolutionary® status, in
an attempt to mislead the people.
The neo-Griffithites try to have
it both ways. By glving voice to
revolutionary sentiments they try
to humbug the people intn support-



ing them, in thebelief that by so
doing our traditional Republican
cause is being supported. And by
restricting their activities to
within reformist limits they are,
at the same time, pursuing a
course of recaonciliation with the
statls guo. We strenuously object
to such base treachery; not be-
cause it effects us, but because it
represents the lowest form of pol-
itigal double-dealing that can be
practiced on a people who have
~suffered ton much for too long in

the interests of Republican att-
empts to establish a sovereign
.nation . founded on the interests
_of "the wDrklmg classes.

THE ‘NEO-GRIFFITHITE QEFORMI:TS
who Dresently run the Republican
Movement,endesavour to cover their
debasement of Irish Republican
ideals by confusing the basic
issues st stake. They are forever
.and & day reminding us onthe need
for a2 new- szpprosch to the solut-
ion .of problems which confront
Republicanism's advance. They are
trying to convince all that they,
the neo-Griffithites,are present-
ly engaged 1in honest search for
such new courses of action, while
it is transparently cleer thatall
they are now trying is to find
ways toput acrosspolicies already
decided upon.

TWO OF THE MAIN PLANKS IN THE
"New Departure” platformcurrently
being advocated by the Reformists
in Sinn fFein, evolve on the ques-
tion of co-operatives as a sol-
ution to the sconomic trnubles of
rural Ireland; and, o©n the prop-
osition that victory over thepre-
sent political apparatus can only
be secured through an alliance
between the Republican Movement
and organized labour. Like allRe-
formist proposals, these contain
that grain of truth sufficient to
ensure their plausibility; espec-
izlly when presented out of cont-
ext.

THE CO-OPERATIVE QUESTION

NO ONE WILL DENY THAT
co-operative farming proffers the
only solution whereby agricultural
production in Ireland can be dev-
eloped to meet national needs.
However, it is one thing to sug-
gest the revitalization of rural
Irelsnd through the renrientation
of the means of production along
lines of co-operative labour &nd
control,when you possess the pol-
itical power to implement such a
scheme. It is an entirely diff-
erent matter for anorganization
such as the Republican Maovement to
pursue such apolicy at this stage
when it lscks political power,eand

when 1in fact such policies are in
direct conflict with those being
pursued by the people who do poss-
ess political power.

IN OTHER WDPDS, THE POSSESSION
nf State Powsr is essential tothe
implementation of policies relat-
ing to radical change in the rel-
ations of production; which in
this instance undeniably applies
to the question of large-scale co-
operative farming in Ireland. So
that when the “"Progressives" talk
of the paramount need for the de-
velopment of co-operatives to of-
fset rural depopulatinn and the
spread of agricultural capitalism,
while at the same time mini-
mizing the relevance of the
struggle far state power as the
determining factor in the realiz-
ation of such ends;they are lead-
ing the people up the garden path.
And the only people to ultimately
benefit from this type of polit-
ical sophistry are those now in
power. Because tn suggest that

state power can ultimately be sec-

ured by the labouring classes thr-
ough a process of graduasl assault
on the economic bastions of the
ruling classes - and the creation
of scattered cn-operatives is pre-
sented as an integral part of such
a war of "economic resistance" -
is to transpnse the relative pos-
itions of cause and effect.

THE REVOLUTIONARIES ALSO
acknowledge the importance of co-
operatives, both in the fields of
production and distribution,as an
admirable means tn rectify the
adverse socisl and economic ef-
fects of the present system. But
with this fundamental difference.
They stress that the adverse ef-
fects resulting from the present
order cannot be changed to any
worthwhile extent, until such
time as their cause is first rem-
oved. Which means, we cannot int-
roduce essential chanoe into thp
existing snciasl and egconomic str-
ucture of the countrv, until we
first overthrow thesource of pol-
itical power which is responsible
for theperpetuation of the system.
Consequently, the only logical
course npen to sny movement which
professes @& desire to see such
fundamental change,is to mobilize
all who now suffer the adverse
effects nof the 'prevailing order
behind an effort to eliminate the
basic cause--which means the pol-
itical power of the ruling class.
When this has been achieved, then
and only then will we be in the
position to do something constr-
uctive about the plight of the
majority of our people.




THERE IS SOMETHING BATHETICALLY
nonsensical in the proposition

that the success of a few scet-
tered co-operatives, such as the
Clencolumbkille project, glves a
valid indication on the course of
action to be pursued by a3 move-
ment such as organized Republic-
anism in its struggle for state
power. Mind you, we detrsct in no
way from the admirsble progress
being sustained at Clencolumbkille;
indeed we think it 2 graphic ill-
ustration of what the people could
and would do throughout the whole
nation, if the power. to determine
the politics of the country rested
solely in their hands. But the
hard fact remains:such an isolated
economic incident,; ‘restricted to
one townland, constitutes no
threat whatever to the interests
of the ruling class. Hence, the
fact that its existence is toler-
ated --and only barely at that --
is.not & true indication that s
proliferation of co-operatives
would likewise be tolerated; a2s-
suming the people possessed the
economic megans tndo such a thing.
Of .course, the crux of the matter
i1s: the people dn not possess the
- econumic means,and for so long as
the present ruling class retains
its political ascendancy over the
destimies of the majority, they
effectively control the ecdnomic
affairs of the counmtry. “And for
so long as.this state of affairs
remgin it is ‘"they, and not the
people as & whole, who will de-
cide what is,and what isnot to be
done in the field of economic dev-
elopment. Even as things nuw
stand, 1t requires the cumbined
efforts of all the "Progressives"
to keep CGlencolumbkille going. It
would be ludicrous to claim that
the Donegal project multiplied &
thousand times - -could be likewise
sustained in the face of govern-
mental oppnsition. Reduced tu
political values: the "Progress-
ives" pnsition on the co-operative
issue, means they are regulating
their national policies according
tu the workings nf "village pnl-
itics." The normal procedure igy
and must be the reverse.

URGANIZED LABOUR:

THE OTHER"MAIN PANACEA BEING
tossed about by the Refnrmists
applies to the guestion of oroan-
ized labour;by which is meant the
Trade Union Movement and Labour
Party. It is suggested that Rep-
ublicanism cannot succeed unless
it establishes a working 2lliance
with these bodies who are, of
course,expected to return "t the
policies of Connolly." All of
this sounds good and proper -- 3
First. But the hogy is, the neno

Griffithite Reformists do not at-

tempt todifferentiate between the
working class membership of these
crganizations, and the ideolog-
ical motivation which dictates
both their structure and funct-
ioning in tume with ruling class

affairs.

THERE IS5, IN OTHER WORDS, A

distinct difference between the
workln% clsss support that mair-
tains the Labour Party, and~ the

Party machine which directs that
support along channels amenable
to the functioning of the bourg-
geols state =zpparatus. In like
manner, a distinct difference
exists between the proletarian
membership of trade unions, and
the mejority of trade union bur-
eaucracies which manipulate the
strength of the proletariat inacc-
ordance with the requirements and
laws of a2 bourgeois ruling class.
5o that it becomes very apparent
that when Irish Republicanism, as
a revolutionary movement, speaks
on the guestion of organized Lab-
our, it hass to be specific in
what it means by such a-term.

WHEN REVOLUTIONARIES SPEAK OF
mobilizing organized labour, they
propmse, amongst other things, to
independently mobilize thebulk of
the present memberships of both
the Labour Party and Trade Union
Movement under the leadership of
a Revolutipnary Political Movement.
This obviously implies a by-psss-
ing of the existing machinery of
those bodies altogether;tn appeal
to the memberships 1in question,
not on the basls of their assoc-
iation with the Labour Party, not
on the basis of their membership
in 2 trade union,but on the basis
of their class interests, which
can nnly be truly forwarded by 2
revolutionary movement which squ-
arely formulates 1its programme an
the premise of the class struggle.

ON THE OTHER HAND, THE
neo-Griffithite Refurmists project
the guixotic notion of integrating
the Labcur Party and Trade Union
Movement with the Republican Move-
ment; thereby concocting a mass
and diversified effortagainst the
entrenched fres-staters and Stor-
montites, as the «case may be.
They prattle about thelasbour Par-
ty and the Trade Union Movement
"returning tnthe policies of Con-
nolly;" completely ignoring -- as
is a oreat practice of theirs --
the fFacft that those bodies never
really subscribgd to the revolut-
innary position of Connolly in the
first place. By what mysteriuus
prucess they are to "return" to a
position they never held to begin
with, remains one hell of a prob-
lem to say ths least.




WHEN ONE CONSIDERS THAT THE
Labour Party and the Trade Union
_Movement cannot even get together
to present a united front in free
State politics,on behalf of those
whose interests they allegedly
represent;it is decidedly diffic-
ult to foresee them banding with
the Republican Movement to kick
the Free Staters out altogether.
One of the principal Trade Union's
ifn the country.is guite openly ‘an
annex ©0of the Fianna Fail Party;
a situation which is readily ack-
nowledged as the stumbling block
to the Labour Party's hopes of
cornering effective trade union
support for its politicasl under-
takings. The Reformists propose
rectifying situations such as this
by "boring from within";by having
"representatives in the trade un-
ion movement whose function 1t
will beto examine Trade Union law
and structure with a view to mak-
ing the Trade Union's more revol-
utionary." That's what they said
in that famous "Document® cf theirs
which saw the light of day some
months back. The question is, do
these humbugs seriously expect us
to believe that they can change,
or hope to change, the course of
a trade union such asthe I.7.& G.

w.u.? If they - so believe, why
in the devil draw the line with
the Trade Unions? Why not a2lso

"bore from within® in Fianna Fail,
and make it "more revolutionary? "
Frankly, we fail to see where the
latter could or would present a
greater challenge than the former.

WE COULD GO ON AND ON RECOUNTING
the many blatant fallacies inher-
ent inthe Reformist pnsition with-
out any difficulty whatever . But
what is the use? Anyone with anorm-
ally functioning-brain can read-
ily and eessily perceive that if
one desires, for example, to free
a garden of weeds, you do not
grafil them to the vegetables; you
do not just pluck a leaf off here
and there; vyou simply pull the
weeds out by the roots. Likewise,
if it isdesired tocleanse & coun-
try cf an iniquitous socio-economic
system, it too has te be torn out
by its roots, and not just pruned
here and there to mske it less
obnoxious in its external appear-
ance.

TYPES OF REFORMISTS

YOU SEE, THERE IS5 NOTHING
mysterious about the =essential
functioning of either politics or
economics; and when anycne says
otherwise you <can rest assured
he's trying te humbug you far one
reason or another. Now, in the
case nf the present neo-Criffith-
ite Reformists there are, in our
cpinion, two distinct categories

who attempt to comfuse the issue.
Firstly,you have the section rep-

.resenting an element who lack the
nerve

to embark on a revelution.
Usually they believe inrevolution,
but they lack the courage to eng-
age in 1t. However, combined with
this lack of nerve 1is an equally
potent desire to remain active as
Republicans of the traditionsasl
type; and from this contradiction
develops their Reformist stance.
As Reformists, they can gratify
their emotional hankering for rev-
olutionary action by loudly talk-
ing revolution from platfinrcms;
while at the same time av@8iding
the actual risks associated with
revolution, by indulging only in
a3 course nf action that 1in no way
of fers a fundamental challenge to
the status qun. At the worst,

few months in jsil now and then.
Sut this type of punishment they
can endure; it helps both to en-
hance their standing inthe eyes of

the peonle, and at the same time
it gratifies their own frustrat-
ions.

"SECONDLY, YOU HAVE THE-FAR MORE
sinister element, who have infil-
trated the ranks of ‘Irish Repub-
licanism for the express purpose
of diverting it along channels of
endeavour that will not challenge
the foundations of the status gun.
In the past --but not too distant
past --this element was primarily
Free-stater;their task was essen-
tially political, in that their
object was tofragmentate the pol-
itical threat posed by the tra-
ditional Republicans to the Free-
state republicans. 0f late, how-
ever, this sort of sabotage has
taken on a different and deeper
tome with the infiltration of ag-
ents from the British Communist
Party, and the establishment of a

network of gullible Irish Repub-
licans who have fallen for their
Lline. ‘

MANY MUST WONDER WHY THESE
foreian soents have so .suddenly
teken such a sympathetic interest
in Irish Republicanism;especially
when it demands no qgreat mental
feat to reczll thederngatory man-
ner in which they,or their bosses
ridiculed Republican soldiers who
dared to shoulder & gun against
the British militaryv occupation in
the Six Counties. Ah! but times

1 Potentisl for.revolution.

have changed;and a good opportun-
ist is he who can interpret acha-
noging situation before, and not
after 1t becomes readily apparent.
To any politically perceptive per-
son, 1t is nbvious that Ireland is
the one place in Western Europe
that now prssesses the greatest
Furth-



ermore, it is also azpparent that
such an occurrence, if allowed to
develop, must have dramatic econ-
omic and social consequences; it
cannot fail but result in social
and economic revolution with the
most radical repercussions. Kee-
ping all of this in mind, we can go
further and see: 1) at opresent
Irish Republicanism represents the
only logicasl force to lead such a
revolution; 2) such a revolution
most decidedly would not be in the
best interests of the™Power Block”
to which the B8ritish Communist
Party is subordinated--the Saoviet
Union. Conditions such as these
logically demanded the Irish sec-
tions of the British C.P. tn ‘do
the "old Moscow twist"; they rev-
ersed their hitherto support of
“democratic"Fianna Fail in favour
of a suddenly popular IrishRepub-
licanism. By pursuing such a cou-
rse their main object was to gain
control of the movement,

and re-
shape its basic driving foarce, so
that any leadership it was cap-
ableg of offering to the Irish pen-
ple in time of crisis would be
tamed considerably. In nther words,
the object is to purge orgsnized
Republicanism of its inherent rev-
olutionary motivations, so that
in time of «crisis it would nnt
rock the bnat.

THE FOREIGN AGENTS5 WERE
considerably assisted in their
alms by the fact that their need
to infiltrate theRepublican Move-
ment coincided with a perind of
internsl crisis in the movement.
During the early sixties, not
alone was the movement denuded tu
a large extent of its more polit-
ically aware membership through
disaffection ' and purges, but it
had also reached 2 stage where it
was obvious, even to the more
stupid, that a lot of re-thinking
was needed with regards to prog-
ramme and policy. Enter thetrasin-
ed =agents of the British Comm-
unist Party. Here were men cap-
able inorganizational matters,and
possessing theability to fluently
articulate on policies which, in
contrast tothose that then guided
the Republican Movement, appesred
the &essence of radicalism. The
“New Departure”™ with its "Parnell-
ian solution”™ was born, and the
men who acted as its midwife nat-
urally had established themselves
as good "Progressives" in the mov-
ement. It was as simple as that.

IT CAN BE SEEN THEN THAT THE
Refrnrmist ranks actuslly represent
a coslition of two diverse moti-
vations. Ffrom the revolutionary
standpoint, the first category is
the least dangerous; indeed it is

our contention that although such
people are not revolutionaries,
they are still capsble of doing
productive labour onbehalf of the
revolution,and are therefore pot-
entizl allies of the revolution-
aries. As to the second category,
it is 2 rgvolutionary obligation
to fight these <characters to the
bitter end,because they stand for
the most losthsome of politicsl
practices. They must be exposed;
they must be routed if the Irish
Revolution isto avoid being stab-
bed in the back agasin.

AIDING AND ABETTING TREASON

THIS BRINGS US TO YET ANOTHER

matter: which 1s that relating to
anyone who lends either the pfes-

tige of his name and background,
or his talents to the Reformist
hosax. Of late there has been guite
a few who have "returned" to
the arena of Republican activity;
or st least, they have made them
selves conspicuous on the periph-
ery of its sctivity. -There is nn
reed at present to be more spec-
ific, but the fact is, by their
activity they are asiding andabet-
ting the debasement of the Repub-

lican pnsition by allowing the
Reformists to explnit at least
their zpparent wassociation with

Reformist nbjects. Let's not fool
around on this issue. Anyone who
gives any support, 0r appears to
glve even a tacit backing, to the
present plot to undermine therev-
olutionsry pnsition of Irish Rep-
ubliczanism; then that person or
pPersons are as quilty as those whn
actually do the dirty work. This
1s the position of the revolutiaon-
arles;who are prepared to let the
chips fall where they will, reg-
ardless of who is involved, and
regardless of the prior achieve-
ments and services of those in -

volved. Fancy double-talk is not
going to relieve anyone of their

responsibility in this matter;and
Lhere will belittle use in saying
later on: "I only gave them a
little help."” As far as we are
concerned there is nu such escape
clause as giving "only a little
help;”™ as is there no such thing
as being"only a little pregnant.”

IN CONCLUSION, LET IT AGAIN BE

stated that the fundamental issue
now at stake for all true Irish
Republicans is: will they allow

themselves to be fooled unce more
by fancy-talking politicasl oppor-
tunists; ar are they for once and
for all time going to get down to
the business of getting this Rev-
olution of ours moving? For our
part we say: Let's get rid of all
this dsmn double-talk; let's get
ridof all these elaborate excuses

licurrently being tossed sbout inan



attempt to side-track the main
issue; let's decide positive-
ly on REVOLUTION,snd then proceed
with the business of determining
the best manner by which it 1is to

THE IRA BADGE

MOST REPUBLICANS ARE FAMILIAR
with the IRA badge which depicts
an armed volunteer waving the tri-
colour as he cleans his boots on
the Union Jsck. It has been with
Us many s yearl now. Recently, we
received word fromanangry Repub-
lican exile inEngland,who informs
us that "Dublin" refuses to
supply this badge any langer.
Apparently,it has been decided to
cease printing it; or at leasst it
has been decided to cease issulng
it in England.

WE WONDER WHY THE REPU3LICAN
Movement has taken this latest
step. Are they ashamed of the IRA
badae in guestion? Or have they
in their newly acquired sophisti-
cation, decided it unbecoming of
Irish Republicans to walk about
the enemy's home ground flaunting
an [RA badge which shows the grest-

est contempt for theUninn Jack?
Perhaps the "brass" consider it
"bad taste” to wear such symbols

any longer; it might offend their
newly acquired friends in the Con-
nolly Associstion and the British
Communist Party.

ONCE A PARTY EM3ARKS ON THE

road of compromise, 1t becomes
very difficult for it to halt.
We think this incident of with-

drawing the IRA badge iIs just one
more illustration - of the inevit-
able results from the cnurse of
comprom.:se embarked onby the Sinn
Fein “Progressives". After all,
it is highly unlikely that men who
set out to disarm the IRA would
continue to 1issue badges which
glorify the strength of the armed
volunteer.

FALSE HISTORY

THERE IS NG DOUBT 3UT THAT THE
United Irtishman has a limitless
capacity for making the movement
it represents 1look foolish. It
rants and raves about the enemy
propagandists who distort and mis-

construe our Republican history,
while itself is asbig an offender
as any.

IN THE MARCH ISSUE GREAT
prominence is given to an article
by Padraig 0'Snodsigh, and headed
"The Fenian Plan of GCovernment."
The writer bases his article on a
pamphlet entitled "On The Capacity
Of Irelsnd ToExist As An Indepen-
dent State which wss published
in Dublin in 1862 over the pseud-

be carried forward to VICTORY!

Thet, =and only that is the issue

now at stake; REVOLUTION versus

REFORMIST HUMBUGCERY.
e 3 *

onym "A Silent Politician." In
accrediting this pamphlet to James

Stephens, the writer commits one
of those errors common to the
amateur historian; he accepts

written statements at face value.

I DO NOT PRETEND TO KNOW THE
source on which the writer based
his authority; but I would hazard
a gquess that the information was
acquired either from The Dictiogn-
ary of National Biography,or from

some library which eatalogued its
holdings according to data in the
D.N.B. At any rate, the writer
is in error, because James Steph-
ens did not write the pamphlet.

ANYONE AT ALL FAMILIAR WITH
Fenian history would immediately
question the authenticity of any
statement which eattributed the
pamphlet to 5tephens;if for noth-
ing clse, because 1t is not ment-
ioned by any nf Stephens' associa-
tes. It is true that the IRB pub-
lished a pamphlet in 1862,but the
one played wp in the March U.I.
is not it,nor does it give a true
indication of the political idesas
of James Stephens. - The error 1in
canfusing the"Silent Pnlitician's"
pamphlet with that issued by the
IRB during the same period,is cne
of those things which often occurs
in "sloppy"  historicel research.
But this is hardly an excuse for
a Republican writer who should,if
he is at all interested in his
subject, check and recheck Hhis
facts beforecommitting statements
pertaining to Republican history
to paper.

O'SNODAIGH CAN CHECK ALL THE
documentary material relating to
the IRB without finding any basis
for hisarticle. On thenther hand,
he will find ample evidence to
establish that thepamphlet issued
by the IRB in 1862 was nothing more
than a reprint of public speeches
made in Philadelphia by Dnheny,
0'Mahony and others, after the
American delegation had returned
from the "McManus Funeral." This
was the only pamphlet issued by
the IRB or snynne sssociated with
before 1866.

THIS MONTH'S COVER

ON THE COVER OF THIS MONTH'S
number we reprint the PROCLAMATION
issued by the Provisional Govern-
ment durimg the Rising of '67. It
is an important document which is
not without significance. It is a
pity 1t is not better known to

Republicans.
* * *
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