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THERE IS MUCH HARD WORK BEFORE zngth of the enemy, as from the

us, 1f we ere to engage seriously
in the job of rebuilding the Irish
Revolutionary effort to the point
where 1t can initiate & success -
ful struggle against the bastions
of neo-colonialism. Beginning
almost from scratch, we must Orno-
anize; we must educate; we must
a8rm.

LET US NOT FOOL OURSELVES OM
the true state of affairs as they
affect us at this time. The resv-
olutionary front is in bad shape.
Popular support has been whittled
away over the past few decades by
poor leadership and incorrect pol-
icles; and our revolutionary base
has also been
and fragmentated from similar
causes. No knowledgeable person
will suggest that all of this can
be speedily rectified. It cannot.
The task facing us is not just 2
relatively straightforward one of
regrouping sndrearming sufficient
forces to launch yet znother cam-
pPaign in the North-East. The fact
is, we are faced with the need to
build a completely new effort; to
launch 3 completely fresh revol-
utionary epoch reminiscent of the
pioneering labours of the United
Irishmen and the IR3. This 1s a
big job, which will require the
ungualified committment of men
possessed 0f determination, stay-
ing power and clear-headedness;
men who coldly and calmly measure
the odds against them,and who set
themselves to conquer such odds,

in the full knowledge that tangi--

ble results will - come nelther

gasily nor guickly.

WE SUFFER FROM NO ILLUSIONS
zs to the extent of such an under-
taking; but neither =zre we intim-
idated by it. Over the past few
years we have agltated fnr =zn
unequivocal return to the revol-
utionary road,because we are con-
vinced that regardless of the
relative esse with which the Par-
titionist regimes have hitherto
wzrded off assaults by orgasnized
Republicenism, rsvolutionary for-
€es can win if they approach their
task correctly. It is our firm
belief that past failures have
resulted not somuch from the str-

serionusly weskened

weaknesses of Irish Republicanism
which, with a proper approach to
revolutionary matters, can be
largely eliminated. This remains
our unshakeable conviction. The
question still to be answered,
however, 1s whether the now scat-
tered remnants of the revolution
have 1t 1n  them to rise to the
demands of the occasion, by plac-
ing their committment tothe Irish
Revolution above =211 other con-
siderations.

WE ARE WELL AWARE THAT ERSTWHILE
rebels are now hard at work dis-
seminating the insidious idea that
the age of resvolution has past in
Ireland. We've heard that one
before. These proselytes like to
cover their spinelessness by pro-
jecting their image as that of
realistic men motivated by the
overpowering desire to come to
gQrips with the every-day nzeds of
the people. Evincing that Ffake
sincerity that 1s the stock-in--
trzde of the professional confid-
ence man, these politicslly dehy-
drzted species will tell vou the
revolutionary road is now imposs-
ible in Ireland. Perhaps it 1is
for them; bGut to a revolutionary
serving a2 Jjust cause --as ours
most assuredly is-- nothing 1is
impossible; and that which may
appeer so to others will merely
demand a greater effort for its
solution. No problem is imposs-
ible; there are only those which
take longer to solve.

OUR COMMITTMENT IS TO THE IRISH
Revaolutiun. We believe 1in the
justice of its aims;we believe in
the inevitability of its victory;
and webelieve that the tradition -
ally sound instincts of the people
will respond to its demands once
Irish Revolutionaries fulfil their
leadership responsibilities. The
has-beens can blame the apathy of
the people for their failures,
Just =zs the leadership of the Rep-
tblican Movement did early in 1962
when they issued 3 genersl order
cof retreat. We do not. The rec-
ord clearly shows the consistency
the Irish People in supporting
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211 2dequately led revolutionary
struggles gven those which had



but & minimum of —relevance to
their own class interests. It is
our unshakeable belief that the

Irish People will most assuredly
respond to the leadership of 2
revolutionary organizetion whose
programme is, for a change, bDased
squarely on the interests of the
people. ,

S0 LET US NOT WRONGLY BLAME THE
People for past setbacks; and let
us not fret unduly about the imp-
robsbility of their future support
for the Revolution, Instead,
Irish Revolutiomaries would =t
this time be more beneficially
employed, were they to concern
themselves with the business of
putting their own house in order,
50 as to better provide a leasder-
ship worthy of our people's rev-
nlutionary record. This may appear
a tall order in the light of the
prevailing disarray inrevolution-
ary ranks. But let us look at it
annther way: present canditions
absolutely dictate we start from
scratch; this means we enjoy . one
of those reare situatinns that
ensble us to build z completely
new structure for revolutionary
struggle which, by learning from
the past,can avoid those features
that contributed tn former set-

PEQPLE.

“TH

backs. This offers z grest oppor-
tunity to Irish Revolutionaries,
if they arebig enough tograsp it.

CLEARLY, THE TIME HAS PAST WHEN
petty considerations can serve as
justification to put off making s
decision on precisely where you

tand in relation to the future
course of the Irish Revolution.
The Reformists have made their
position crystal clear. To them
5 revolutionary struggle,with its
associated goals of radicel pol-
itico-economic change in the int-
erests of the working classes, is
out in fesvour of pork-barrel pol-
itics with =& social-democratic
slant. To go with them is to spit
in the face of nur long heritage
of revolutionmary struggle, and
all the glib talk in the world
cannot obscure thisfact. To adopt
the course =advocated by us, is to
project that heritage into the
future; to continue by deed that
worthwhile mission begun by our
predecessors. This is the choice
facing both Republicans and 5Soc-
ialists today; a choice all will
have to make, because the time 1is
on hand when 2ll must declare
themselves for or agesinst the
IRISH REVOLUTION.

IT IS THE PRACTICE WITH
politicians of all shades to speak
of their dedication and subord1n~
stion to the will of "The Pecple.
Revnlutionaries =are hounded and
killed inthe name of "The People"
Revolutions, in turn, are pursued
in the interests of"The People".
Clearly the term 1is one which,
within limits,can be used to mean
whatever 1its wuser desires. As
employed in the vocabulary of the
middle-clsss democrat,"The Peoplé
is an abstraction wused to clothe
the nakedness of a bourgeois dic-
tatorshioc; and when used by Rev-
olutionary Socislists it can stand
for a political alliance between
all exploited agroupings 1in the
struggle agsinst politicel and
economic subjugatinn. As a con-
sequence, it is incumbent upon us
to define precisely what we mean
by it, ‘becasuse we too base oOur
hopes and aspirations on what we
term "The People."

IN THE CONTEXT OF CONDITIONS
in contemporary Irelsand, who are
THE PEOPLE? As revolutionaries
dedicated to the realization of
Sociglism in Ireland, we stand by
that definition

laid down by the

THE IRISH PEQOPLE of
July 30, 1864: "the hardy, honest
sons of labour; the working men
at the counter or in the work shog

in city or hamlet, field o or warf
-- whom we call THE PEQOPLE. We
accept this definition because it
represents the majority, as well
as 2 unity of a2ll groups who suf-
fer most under the present polit-
ical and economic order. "The
People," as interpreted by us,
stands for the working class, the
working farmers and the self-em-
ployed petty bourgenisie. It is
our view that the forces necessary
to promote a struggle for National

Fenians in

Liberation must be drawn from
these grnups, and be welded into
2 dynamic people's effort under

the leadership of a Revolutionary
Socialist Organization.

THROUGHOUT 1TSS STRUGGLE FOR
Netional Liberation, Ireland's
revolutionary Fforces have bDbeen
drawn primarily from the foregoing
social groups, and we see NO rea-
sun to fear that we shall be dis-
zppninted by them in the future.

In the psst "the People” have
served under the leadership of the
nationmal bourgeoisie; and as 3



result, the direction and extent
of their effortswere determined by
the essential interests and needs
of the bourgeoisie. Insofar =s
the interests of @ the national
bourgeoisie coincided with those
of "The People",the latter undoubt-
edly benefitted from theirefforts
and sactifices;but when they came

into conflict there never was zny

doubt as to the outcome. Present
conditions inm Ireland are the res-
ult of such saconflict of interest.
It 1s therefore the task of to-

day's Revdlutionaries to present
"The People" with & leadership
which -will 1lead them forwsrd to

resolve the contradictions between
thelr own interests and those of
the present ruling cligues, by
contesting the issue of State
Power.

IN THE PAST, THE NATIONAL
bourgeonisie rallied "The People"
under the revolutionary banner. in
the name of the Nationj;they called

upon  "The Peoplp” to subordinste

their own interests to the so-
called intasrests of the whole --
which in effect meant the inter-

ests of the bourgeoisie Contem-
porary Revelutionzries mugt rally

"The People" specifically ontheir
own behalf, to free not alone the

Nation Fromlmperialist dominatian,
but 2s well toseize the political

direction of the Nation, there- "
by establishing a sovereign State
undet the direct control of "THE

PEOPLE." This is what we mean . by
"A People's Nation State" --- a
state under the dictatorship of

the Working People of Ireland.

CORK IRA WILL BREAK WITH SINN FEIN

UNDER THE HEADING, "THE IRA

SPEAKS," the November issue of
SPECTRE, published by the UCC br-

anch of the Labour Party, carried
an intervisw.. with a spokesman of
the Cork IRA. 1In it the Cork IRA
stated their position onthe ques-
tion of Sinn Feinentering Leinster
House in amanner which was strai-
ghtforward and  to the point.
When asked: "What would be your
attitude if Sinn Fein decided to
enter Dail Eireann?" The reply:
"This is most unli kely t2 happen.

.If however Sinn Fein decided tn
become part of the Twenty Six
County estgblishment then the IRA
would have no alternaflve “but fo
break with them."

THE CORKMEN ARE TO BE CONGRAT-
ulated;this is the first straight
answer that has emanated from the
IRA Inover six years. Where there
is life there's hope, and it is
vbvious that the IRA in the REBEL
COUNTY still retains that old
spirit which,in the past, has won
them a position in-the front ranks
of our revolutionary strugagle.

Cork has spoken; now we know, and

everyone eslse knows whsre they
stand. They have set an example
at a most crucial time, and it 1is
to be hoped that it shall be fol-
lowed by other IRA units through-
out the country.

UNDOUBTEDLY, THE PUBLICATION
of such sentiments just befrre the
Sinn Fein Ard Fhels brought home
to the "Progressives" the inesvit-
ability of a5plit inthe Republic-
an Movement when they taks. ths
Free State road. Apparently, the
failure of their recent efforts to
estzblish 2 detante with the Lab-

Ard Comhairle put it

sed the fact

_suays SPOKESMAN"

our Pazrty hes made the Progressives
3 little unsure of themselves, soO

that whereas they were hell-bent
on going Ffree State five months
ago, split or no split, they have

once again put the move on the
long finger. As a member of the
just before
the recent convention:'"the matter
has been dropped for the moment,
but it will have to go through
eventually." The same party stres-
that the Progressi-
ves were confident of carrying
the issue at any Sinn Fein conven-
tion,but they deemed it sssential
tn put it off s little longer so
as toreduce the effects of a5plit
to the minimum,.

THE QUESTION COF SINN FEIN GOING
Free State 1is purely a matter of
time. If anyone should doubt this
then we would refer them to Tom

Gill, who, in answer to the qgues-
tion {put at a meeting of the UCC
Political Debating Society last
October) ."will Sinn Ffein enter
Leinster House?"said: '"We in Sinn
Fein do net make a principle of
entering Leinster House; in fact,
we could  enter Leinster House-
Wthln 3, 5 or 10 years, or gven

w1th1n tha next 12 months.

IN LIGHT DF THESE FACTS, IT IS
by nn stretch of the imagination
"unlikely" that Sinn Fein will
become part and parcel of the Free
State establishment.Consequently,
it is incumbent upon all those now
in the R.M., who say they will
oppose a sell-out, to make adequ-
ate preparations to meet such an

CONTINUED CON PAGE 11.




THE QUESTION OF PRINCIPLES

”

BY

N THE IRISH REVOLUTION |

QUESTIONS ON WHETHER 0OR NOT
organized Irish Republicanism
should enter completely into par-
liamentary politics, which in ef-
fect meansunqualified participat-
ion in Free State politics, pres-
ently dominate the Republican
Movement.- On the one side are the
so-called"Progtessives",who point
to the bankruptcy of Abstensionism
as practised by 5inn Fein over the
past three decades,and whoutilize
this to justify taking the road to
Free-5tatism.  The “Traditional-
ists", on 'the other hand, oppose
all chanhge; -they propose a con-
tinuation of the old course of
gction  on the strength of what

-they are pleased tqg style "Prin-
ciple."™ This is but a very gen-
eral outline of the differen-

-ces that divide the two main groups
in Sinn Feinsbut it should suffice
to establish the essence. of the
controversy that has been waged
within® Sinmn Fein over the past
few years.

AS REVOLUTIONARY IRISH
Republicans we reject both pro-
posals,for the very simple reason

both are in effect reactionary.
There is, ‘however, a gualitative
difference between the reaction

inherent inm  each pdsition; and
this, coupled with that thin veil
of - truth used to cover the react-
ionary nakedness of each, tends
to confusa: Irish Republicans, who
generally” lack a thorough
of basic politicasl theory so ess-
ential to the unravelling of such
gquestions as those'posed by the
Present controversy. In order to
clarify this ™ sffuation, with the
view to clearing away the cobuwehs
of confusion that presently en-
shroud our ‘true revaolutionary
objects, it is necessary that we
re-examine the whole guestimn in
the light of the basic tenets of
revolutionary theory, as they
relate to the fundamentsl ob jects
of Irish Republicanism and to the
method employed to realize them.

MHAT IS IRISH REPUSLICANISM?
' IT 15 THE PRACTICE TO RANT
lncessantly on the need to uphold

the principles of Irish Republic-
anism. It is sesldom, if  ever,
considered necessary to define

uhat exactly theseprinciples are;
ind more especially, what they
stand for-in relation to existing

gQrasp.

. to call for steadfastness

LOIN McDONAILL

It is all very well
to the
principles of Wolfe Tone; but how
can this be done when no attempt
is made to clarify them in relat-
ion to the needs and demands of the
prevailing situation?. Unless we
thoroughly understand and master
these questions, it should be
apparent that we cannot possibly
possess that clearness inperspec-

conditians.

.tive and unity_in purpose so fun-

damental to any revolutionary
effort. Without such clarity and
mastery Irish_ Republicans are like
blind men. * They must twist and
turn as the leaders dictate, and
hopefully rely on the good faith
of such leaders. This state of
affairs is intolerable and utterly
unacceptable to any resl revolut-
ionary; and it is to a great deg-
res responsible for the present
mess. : ' '

TO START AT THE SEGINNING:
Irish Republicanism 3s first ann-
unclated by the United...Irishmen;
stood for the elimination of for-
eign domination, thHe elevation of
the national commurmity to astatus
of social dignity, and the estab-
lishment of 2 Republic sovergign
in its political and economic
aspects. Obviously, this could
only be achieved by revolutionary
methods, because it entailed not
alone separzation from 3ritain,but
as well & realignment of social
and ecnnomic factors within Ireland
itself.s= All of this was fully
understood by theguiding elite of
the United Irishmen,and the move-
ment was, as a conseguence, a
truly reveolutionary one.

IT WILL BE SAID IMMEDIATELY:
Irish Republicanism still pursues-
the same end,so why sllthis fuss.
Unfortunately, it is not that
simple. The fact is, Present-day
Irish Republicans cannot claimthey
are following in the footsteps ofx.
the United Irishmen by simply
reiterating the same revolutionary .-

formulz. Admittedly, the formula
remains structurally constant;
that”'is, Political Indepandence
plus Economic Independence plus
Soclio - econcmic. reconstruction
eguals the objects of Irish Regpub-
licanism; and herein lies our

4.



basic Guidina Frinciples. However,
slthoughithe structure of this for-
mula remains egnstant, .the vaiues
of #ts constitent paTts are subs
ject-to change due tao the
utiohary mature of society.
sequently, Unless contemporary
Irish Revolutionszries consciously
take into account these changing
valuesy and apply them toc the
Formula of Guiding . Principles,
which is their heritage from the
United Irishmen, they cannot sér-
iously claim to be following in
the footsteps of their predecess
ors.For example,as revolutionari-
gs,the United Irishmen were govern-
ed in their interpretation of the

social, political and econnmic
content of their objects by the
revolutionary criterion of their

era. Their aqoals were revolution-
ary by the standards of their time.
In like manner, present-day Irish
Republicans must
tHe standards of their time. When
interpreting the content of their
db jects they must be directed by
those revolutionary values curren-
tly accorded tosocial, political
and economic factors;--which diff-
er radically fromthose of 200 years
aga and which will therefore
produce an Irish Republicanism
that differs zncrmously from that
of the United Irishmen. In other
words, it is not sufficient in
itself to repeat the formula of
Cuiding Principles originally con-
ceived by the United Irishmen.
To retsin its revolutionary mean-
ing this formuls must also incor-
porate social,paolitical and econ-
omic values determined by current
revolutionary attitudes;and it is
this combination of variable val-
ues fluctuating within 2 framework
whose structure remains constant
that represents the KEY to deter-
mining what Irish Republicanism
megans 1in social, political . and
economic terms at any giver time.

WE HAVE NOw ESTABLISHED TwO
.things. First, that an allegiance
to Irish Republicanism requires a
conformity to demands determined
by a framework, o¢r formula, of
Cuiding Principles which are:
Political Independence, Economic
Independence, and the Socio-econ-
omic reconstruction nf the country.
Secondly, that this allegiance
alsc stipulates the observance of
the PFripciple of Revolutionary
Confor that is, the value of
the individual factors which make
up the formula of Cuiding Prin-
ciples must <change as the ideol-
ogical content of revolutionm it-
self changes. Hence,it canbe sezn
that althoughrevolutionary values
during theeraz of the United Irish
men differ radically from thos

e

evol="’
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be governed by

Af today; and although fh@*ideol—
“ogical
“ITishmen must

motivation of ‘the-United
as a coOnsequence,

contrast sharply with that of

" present-day IrishRevolutionaries,

this -does not deny a continuity
of endeavour on the part of all
Irish revolutionaries between then

and now. This is the only way 1in
which an unbroken continuity 1in
the "principles" of Irish Repub-

licanism can be explained in rel-
ation to changing conditions; and
it is the only meaningful manner
in which contemporary Irish Rep-
ublicans can talk in terms of
struggling for those objects - orig-
inally formulated by Wolfe Tone
nearly two centuries ago. '

TO INTERPRET IRISH REPUBLICANISM
in any other fashion is to deprive
it of rational meaning; and while
this may well suit the designs of
opportunists, by enabling them to
alter the direction of Irish Rep-
Ublicanism at will to complement
their own changing neéds; it can-
not possibly be acceptable to Rev=
olutionaries,who must be governed
by an uncompromising andwell-def-
ined set of principles, which at
the same time retain an.undimin-
ishing relevance over long periods
of time, by inheriting the faculty .
of evolving in wunison with the
changing character of revolution
itself.

TO DEMONSTRATE WHAT WE MEAN:
it is, for exazmple, 1illogical to
contend that Irish Revolutionaries
in- 1968 must struggle to realize
a Republic with thesame political
and economic content as that
envisioned by their predecessors
of 1798. To propose such a thing
is to suggest the world has stood
still for over 160 vyears; that
economic and political conditions,
zlong with man's appreciations of
them, have remaimed constant; and
that the needs of the people have
continued unchanged. It does not
require @& deep political insight
to see that such a suggestion is
prepostrous. Today's Irish Rev-
clutionaries are faced with com-
pletely different conditions,
while they are at the same time
the inheritors of anunbroken rev-
olutionary tradition handed down
to them from the United Irishmen;

end to retain a harmony between
both they must therefore be gov-
erned by the theoretical interp-

retation of Irish Republicanism
already outlined. A failure to
do this must inevitably rTesult

either in the emsrgence of ablat-
ant reactionsry attitude;or of an
extreme and totally disruptive
left deviationism,

N



REACTION RESULTED WHEN
Irish Republicenism wass subordin-
ated to 5inn Fein, at 2 time when
the social,political,and economic
values of the latter had ceased
to represent the revolutionary
demands of the people. In aother
words, the traditional revolut-
ionary framework of Irish Repub-
licanism was burdened with the
non-revolutionary philosophy of
Sinn Fein, =and the effects from
this politically indigestable con-
coction continue to haunt us to-
day. lts most standard manifest-
ation is to be seen lnthe sterile
attitudes of the Sinn Fein "Trad-
itionalists"; and in more wvaried

form,due tothe fact that external
reformist trends have been com-

bined with and have thereby Te-
shaped internal ones, its result
can also be,plainly traced in the
stance zssumed by the "Progress-
ives.

EXTREME LEFT DEVIATIONISM, ON
the other hand, is exemplified by
those who have cut themselues
adrlft fFrom the anehgfmofeur rev-
olutionary heritage under thepre-
text, or mistaken and wunfounded
notion that it is no longer cap-
able of supplying the motive powar
to propel the Irish Revnlution to
victory. To be sure, the pesople
wh subscribe to this grror wval-
fantly ‘endesvour to retsin a con-
nection with the ' Irish scene by
draping’ thelr "newly discovered"”
formula for victory with a little
of our historical bunting. But
this 1stransparently superficial.
I't may ‘appear very advasnced to
liberate oneself from the petty
considerations of =z national str-
uggle, and embrace the intoxicat-
ing abstract theory of Internst-
ional Revolution. But this is
nothing less than aform of escap-
ism which,regardless of the verbal
thunder that . sccompanies it, 1is
far less of athreat to the inter-
ests of Imperialism than the more
modest zim of those who limit
their sights to the overthrow of
their own ruling class. 'The pro-
posals of the Left deviationists,
based as they are on a concept of
International Revolution concocted
on premises that have proved tobe
highly erronecus and mischievous,
offar no solution @&t all to the
oroblems of the Irish People.

WITHOUT DELVING DEEPER WE CAN
therefore see that Irish RepubD-
licanism represents the Netionmal
aspirations of the pmople, deter—
mirned by the Fformula oOf Guiding
PPlnCLDlDS originally conceived
cy the United Irishmen,and gover-
ned by values deduced from = the
dominant Ldgjlﬂglua‘ influence in

the universal struggle for human
dignity which, for puposes af
explanation, we have defined as
the Principle of _Revolutionary
Conformity. Using theseguxdellnes
it .is therefore DDaSlUlE todefine
at any given time,snd in the pre-
vailing DGllthal and economic
termlnoloqy, what precisely Irish
Reoublicanism stands for. Reduced
to its simplest terms this means
that during the ers of the United
Irishmen, and indeed for =z great
part of-the 19th century, Bourg-
cnis Democracy represented a rev-
oluticnary phenomenon directly
applicable to a progressive sol-
ution of Irish ills;and as a con-
sequence, Irish Republicanism
could be defined as Revolutionary
Sourgeois Democracy, Ltailored to
complement specific - needs and
conditions in Ireland. However,
times have changed, conditions 1in
Ireland have changed,and the needs
and demands of the Irish people
are different than they WETE.
Bourgeois Democracy is no longer
revolutionary insofar as Ireland
is concerned. -It-has been super-
seded by Socialist Democracy which
now dominates .the stage of all
human endeavour for freedom. As
s result, ITtish Republicanism.to-
day must be defined as Revolution-.
ary Socislism, adapted .to .meet
the particular_ needs and “condit-

ions in lIreland. 1t is, perhaps,
instTuctive to point aut that .in
gach of the foregoing instances,
and despite the contradictions
betwesen each of the motivating
ideologies involved, Irish Repub-
licanism represents a harmony oOf
universal--or international--. and
national interests. By its align-
ment with an ideology common to
all peoples struggling for freedom
it contributes to a real inter-
national soliderity between all
exploited nationelities, and to
an international solidarity again-

st &5ll.explniter nations. And,by
its sllegiance to the Drigimal
Guiding Principles laid down by
the United LIrishmen, 1t at the

same time and without snyconflict
of interest, pursues the specisl
goals of the people lbreDIESEntSy
2nd this is the obvious and prim-
ary responsibility of each indiv-
idual revolutionary organization
throughout the world.

8y USING THE FOREGOING SYSTEM
the "principles" of Irish Repub-
licanism can, as has been demon-
strated,be correctly interpreted to
deduce the precise goals of the
Irish Revolution atany given time.
These goals, however,must be cor-

relsted with the methud of struggle
sg.ecied to realize tham. This



Nnecessity 0OFens up an aresa of rav-
olutionary theory fromwhich emer-
ges yet another set of primciples
QDVHFDlﬁg revoluticnary activity

There is therefore not one but Ltwo
distinct sets of "principlecs”
governing Irish Republicans: the
Principles which determine their

interpretation of Irish Republic-
anism's goals, and the principles
which regulate their activity to

reglize these goals. This latter
category relates to the Method of
struggle selected and the M Means
used 1in association with 1t, and
is derived not so much from our
Own expPeriences as from the sum
of all hitherto revolutionary ex-

per lPﬂCE'.

METHOD OF STRUGGLE:

METHOD AND MEANS ARE OFTEMN
confused. When employed in rey-
olutionary theory sach term has s
distinct and specific mearning
which must be nlearly understood
50 as to svoid confusion.
ally speaking, Wpthod CNCOMpasses
the moblllzntloh quaﬂlZLt1”ﬂ 3
employment DFrPVDlULlDﬂafV forec
and as such it corresponds tof
tors of strategy. fMeans, mn the
other hand, refer to the type of
action engaped-in-so as to Furth
ends ‘determined by the Method qLl—
ected; eand relates therefore to
tactics. In other words, Met
represents the overall opro
whereby a revolutlonary effor
built up, and is then manoeuv
into position soas to contest
issue of State Power in a manner
which is c¢onsidered most favour-
sble to success. Ang Mezns refer
to any form of action engaged in
by revolutionsry forces in the
struggle with the enemy.

FROM THIS 1T CAN 9F SEEN THAT

the Mesns employed =re= at all
times subordinate to the Method
selected; which infers of couUrss
that any form of action agalmet
the enemy, regardless of whether or
not it be of amliltary na furp is

revolutionary only insofar as the
Methnd of struqup to which it is

subordinated is revolutionary.
This point is of the utmost impor-
tamce, because it underlines the
fact that unless 3 revolut ionary
organizstion 1is correct in the
selcﬁtion of its Method nf struggle,
any activity it ENQaQes in is ro-
FﬁJlly revolutionary; notwith-
'fandlmg the fact that suchaction
zPpear revolutionary b by virtue
uF its aggressiveness. From this
it can be se=n that the theoret-
ical principles governing revnl-

(l'
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Utioneries with respects toMetnad
of struggle are Pfulial,
z failurs to comply with

gvolution in this particular

automatically determines the
te defeat. of all subsequent
ty imsofar zs revolutionary
S are concerned.

PRINCIPLES GOVERNING THE
Method of struggle are derived
directly from thehistorical truth
that in a revolutionary conflict
the guestion of State Frower can
tnly be resolved by force. This
is svery simply stated principle,
which at first zppears to under-
line WHY revolutionmary forces are
built and employed, rtather than
HOW this is done. But it has |,
nevertheless, tremendously wide
rampifications, because the dem-
ands of conforming to the reason
WHY revolutionmary forces arebuilt
and used (to settle the issue of
State Power) hasdirect control on
HDM the matter 1is to be solued.
Without becoming immersed in the
technical guestions involued in
this issue, it should be obvious
tha* an ngjﬁiZatiDﬂ mhi;h obser-
vmrmlnS_F:—TEF—Lﬁ tﬁz—zglpr tion
ﬂf a method of 'struggle most
sulted to success wunder existing
conditions in Irelzand, will mob-
orga nize and employ its
Fcrces in a fashion wvastly dis-
from one which does not
mpt this principle. It is ext-
mkly difficult toelaborate fur-
er on this particular aspect of
‘e gquestion For the very simple
ason  that it would necessitate
delving into factors which may
find zpplication inthe Irish Rev-
olution in the Ffuture. This is
not desired for obvious reasons.
However,the outline already given
should suFFlcc, by its stressing
of the fact that gz revolutionary
Method of struggle is o©ne based
explicitly oq the existence of
vinlent ceontradictions between
the objects of the Revolution and
the interests of the status qun;
and which fully accepts theloglcal
cutcome: that force 1is the only
snolution. A non-revolutionary,
and therefore incorrect, Methnod,
's one which tends tnaVOLd accep-
ng the existence of such wviol-
ent contradictions, and which,
therefore, entails the hope that
Ne lssues in contest can be res-
olved without 2 resort to Force.
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PRIOR TO THE TREATY OF 1922,
resulted in the setting up
of 2 neo-cnolenial regime in the
ree State, the contradictions
ztween Irl:h Revolutionary goals
nd British Imperlailqm weke s0
v1nNus as to make the ap; icab-
y of the foregoing principle
rce tothe method of struqggle

zdily zpparent. It was prac-
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tically impossible to err on the
matter. The issue was then devoid
of those politicel complexities
which constitute the heart of neo-
colonislism;and which are desigm-
ed for the specific purpose of
making more difficult the mobil-
ization of a mass support by rev-
olutionaries, by the introduction
of political factors capable of
confusing the politiczl responses

of the pesople at large. To be
sure, the basic 1lssue Temains a
clear-cut one despite the polit-

ical innovations introduced by the
Treaty. Howsgver,the Machiavellian
subtlety of granting =z people the
"democratic" right to elect their
own "national'" government, while
at the same time upholding imper-
iglism's essential economic, and
indeed its political interests,
through 2 continued and total ec-
onomic domination of the newstate,
has proven to be one of the most
fruitful and least costly gimmicks
yet devised by the imperialists.
There 1is no doubt but that this
has resulted in problems which
Irish Revnlutionaries have as yet
failed to master completely. Sut
a fallure tosurmount the problems
resulting from neo-colonialism is
one thing; a failure to retain 3
clear perspective with regards to
the unaltered continuity of the
age-0ld andviolent contradictions
between the true aspirations of
the Irish People and Imperialism
is am gntirely different matter.
And it is this latter failure,
more than anything else, that has
contributed so much to the bast-
ardization of principles which
determine the rezl goals of Irish
Republicanism, and to the confus-
ion on the principles which dic-
tate the method of their rea-
lization.

HAVING FAILED TU UPHOLD A
logical criterion with which to
clearly define their revolutionary
goals in tune with changing con-
ditions, Irish Republicans grad-
ually slipped 1into the habit of
ideological compromise with the
neo-colonizlism exemplified by the
Free State. Admittedly, they ret-
ained,at least until recently. an
uncompromising hostility towerds
the Free State as 2 political
institution. Jut the fact remiams
this was primarily = suhjective
reaction rather than an objective
one; with the result that
sub jective elements within
ized Republicamism cha
the passing of time, s
intensity of the hosti
today,when it is at bast
weak indeed
Paralleling this failu
an imevitabls

as the
crogan-

Republicans also lost sight of the
pPrinciples governing their method
of struggle. Again, 1t is true
that up until recently the prin-
ciple-of force was =zccorded what
zppearted to be its proper place.
On closer examination, howsver,it
will be seen that appreciations on
its function were alsosubjective;
and its @applicability was, as a
result,totslly erratic and unpre-
dictable. It was endowed with 3
here-today-gone-tomorrow faculty,
further complicated by an .ever-
decressing range of applicability
gach time it wes dusted off for
use. Inevitably, it too has been
watered down to impotence with the
passing of time.

ALTHOUGH WE ARE MAINLY CONCERNED
here with clarifying and reasser-
ting principles, rather than with
the setfing forth of specific
gozls,methcd and means which would
result from the application of
these principles to the current
situation; it would perhaps be
beneficial toexamine more closely -
the incorrect methods of struggle
which are presently in vogue in
the Republican Movement, so as to
expose them, znd at the same time
present a correct position on the
matter. This will enable Irish
Republicans of 3 revolutionary
calibre to more quickly diagnose
the errors now being preached and
practised, =and thereby make them
immune tothe felse arguments that
are being used to sustain erron-
sous courses of action.

BEGINNING WITH THE "PROGRESS-
ives" who represent the dominant
group in Sinn Fein at the time of
writing (Oct.'67): They claim
that the method of struggle expl-
icit inthe "abstentionist" policy
of Sinn Fein 3nd in the erratic
armed forays in the 5ix-Counties,
has demonstrated 1its complete
inebility tno further the fortunes
of the Republican fMovement. As an
altsrnative they postulate a more
"realistic" aligmment tofFree State
politics, =and a3 reduction in the
role of the IRA, with the object
of tapering that body off into
oblivion as rapidly as possible.
For purely tactical reasons this
latter zim is nobt snclearly spelt
out as yet, but it 1s a necessary
ccrollary to the - first proposal,
whose success relates directly to

its zpeedy implementation. As we
szid at the outsst the "Progress-
ives" proposal, from the stand-
paint of Revolutionary Republic-
anism, represents downright res-
ction clothed in 'Ythat thin veil
-~ L ke i

Qi crdon.
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"abstentionism" is a ridiculous
policy, wexcept in very rare cir-
cumstances which,incidentally,seem
less and less likely to appear
again on the Irish scens. - Furth-
ermore, there 1s no denying that
IRA campaigns,which were dictated
more by frustrations in the field
of Sinn Fein's abstentionism than
by a realistic assessment of obj-
ective and subjective conditions,
have proven disasterous to the
standing of the Republican Move-
ment. These truths, however, can-
not be legitimately exploited to
boost an argument for the adoption
of 3 new method of struggle which
entails an abject submission to
the politicsl norms of neo-col-
oniglism. In effect, the propos-
als forwarded by the"Progressives"
"explicitly =zdvocate theprostitut-
ion of Irish Republicanism to =z
course of action complementary to
the interests of neo-colonialism
which, by its very nature meens
the complete absndonment of ob j-
ects fundamental to . the respon-
sibilities of the Irish Revolution.
It is for this resson we uneguiv-
ocally reject the "New Departure”
devised by the "Frogressives';not
merely because they advoceste entry
into Ffree State politics, but
mainly becaussz the method of str-
uggle explicit in their proposals
categorically rejects the pursu-
ance of goals inthe socizl,peoliti-
cal and economic spheres,which zre
basic to the traditional aims of
Irish Republicanism. In other
wards, the "Progressives'" not only
violate the principles applicable
to the method of struggle incum-
bent upon 2ll revolutionaries;but
by such a vioclation they are also
discarding those principles which
govern the interpretation of Irish
Republican goals. This is unacc-
eptable under any condition to
all rezl Irish Revoluticnaries.

ON THE DOTHER HAND, T
"Traditionalists"are equally re
ctionary, but for different rea
ons. Lacking the intellectual
ability tograpplecreatively with
politics, they. endeavour to sesk
Justification in a course of =2ct-
ion devised tocombat the manifes-
tations of =2 19th century colon-
ialism rather than those of 3 20th
century neo-colonialism. To them
the rampifications of neo-colon-
iaglism as first introduced tolre-
land by the Treaty of 1922, remain
incomprehensible. Consequently,
they blandly ignore reality alto-
gether, =nd instead continue to
think and sct as 1if nothing head
changed, by playving around with a
Method of struggle originally
devised togrepple with andexploit
conditinons thst no longer exist.

HE
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g such politics; but that it

This sort of thing relievss them
of the —rTesponsibility to. master
the complexities of revolutionary

‘politicsj;and they attempt to. jus-
"tify themselues by postulating the

absurdity that by daoing this they
are upholding "traditional" prin-
ciples. This 1s utter nonsense.
As we have zlready shown, prin-
ciples which fall within the spec-
trum of our revolutionary tradit-
ions relate specifically to
the interpretation of Irish
Republican goals, and do not rel-
ste to the Methog of struggle sel-
ected to further these goals at
any given time. If it were other-
wise, it would mean that Irish
Revolutionaries,in order touphold
their traditions, should continue
to act acceording to the dictates
of revolutionary methods 1in vogue
during the 18th century,and should
continue to rely on the "good old
Croppy Pike", —rather than avail
themselves of the luxury of a
sub-maching gun. In short, the
politiczl isolation inhersnt in
"abstentionism"is out of date due
to mltered circumstances; and all
the .complicated and self-deluding
efforts to relate SinnfFein's par-
ticipation in.welections to such an
abstention from society are based
on a total impossibility.

HOWEVER, -IT MUST BE GRANTED
that 2s in the case of the "Prog-
ressives’, the "Traditionalists”
are also enabled to drape their

reactionary position with "that
thin veil of truth,"” which helps
to defuse the nakedness of thelr

obhsolescenceg in the eyss of many.
They can correctly demonstrate
that Irish Republican objectscan-
not berealized vialeinster House.
But they then proceed to pervers-
ely Interpret this trgth to back
up their ownanteciluvian position
as outlined abrve. of course
"The Republic'" cannot be reestab-
lished via Leinster Housz;nc more
than =2 carcass can De restored to
life by rerouting through the
slaughter house. But surely when
reduced to essentials this simply
means that theconstitutionzl mode
of politics to which S5inn Fein 1is
geared can no longer play 2 role
in the attainment of Irish Repub-
lican goals; because the Free
State is the living embodiment of
that particular type of politics
which is based on the formalities
of a2 bourgeois democracy. There-
fore, the only logicel conclusion
to be drawn is not that Sinn Feiln
should continue to slign itself
with bourgecis politics, while 2t
the same time boycotting the inst-
itutions that have @emerged in
Ireland as a naturzl product of
must



such an zlignment alto-
gether if it isto succeed inexira-
diting itself from an--impasss.
The "Traditionslists" refuse, or
are unable tocomprehend this nec-

discard

gssity: With the result.. ' that
regardless of what they dao,.and
irrespective of whether or not

they give.a. nodding accesptance to
the idee of using force sgainst
the overt manifestations of imper-
iglism in Ireland, any position
they take must in essence
‘actionary with respects tothe in-
terests of the Irish Revolution.

- INSOFAR AS REVOLUTIONARIES ARE
‘concerned,a pPrimary dependence on
constituti..al political activity,
as is proposed by the "Progress -
iveg",represents a method of str-
uggle that is unacceptable, bec-
ause it is incapable of resolving
the fundamental antazgonisms bet-
“ween ‘the objects of the Irfish
Revolution and the interests of
the status guo. Also,as reliance
on abstentionism as & method of
struggle is likewise unacceptable,
because. not alone is it incapable
6f producing results,but itis al-
‘doan insult tothe intelligence of

any normel Irishman. What then?
Irish Revolutionaries are faced
with 'the unavoidable fact that

violence, either in the sense of
its direct use, or by posing the
threast of its use,represents the
only Method of struggle capabls
of solving their problems. Cuided
by this they must,as aconseguence,
regulate their activity according
to. s method complementary to the
development of those subjective
factors which will enable them to
.exploit, and even stimulate the
emergence of, favorable objective
conditions. This means Irish Rev-
olutiomaries ‘must structure their
efforts so as to facilitate 3
co-ordinated and efficient act-
ivity whose purpose is to builg
its offensive capabilities .both
politically and militarily, for
the purpose of confronting the
neo-colonialist regimes and chal-
lenging their ability to rule.
The Method of revolutionary strug-
gle must be one of zonfronmtation
with mpeo-colonialism, and not one
that associates with, or igrores,
its rampifications.Confrontation
implies the existence of opposing
forces prepared to assert their
respective claims. The neo-col-
onizlist regimes in Ireland cont-
inue to maintsin their forces for
such purposes; Irish Regvolutionm-
aries must t efore rebuild their
forces if are Lo serve 3
meaningful purpose by their cont-
inued existence.
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WE HAVE NOW ESTABLIGHED TH4T

be rte- .

.associated constitutional

the principles which regulate the
Method by which revolltionaries

mobilize, orgasnize and employ
their forces are derived from=the
fact that the guestion of State

Power can only be resolved by for-
ce. It should be azppsrent to all
that if Irish Revolutionaries are
so governed, they will proceed
with their business in 2 manner
that differs readically  from the
practices of those who place the
greater reliance on elections and
activi-
ties. The manner and selection of
members will be different,. the
organizational structure will have
to be different, and the policies
governing the use of forces will
be different. Surely, it should
not be necessary here tospell out
in detail the precise content of
these differences? Therefore,
having now dealt sufficiently
with the question of Method, it is
necessary tocover briefly factors
relating to the Means used incon-
Jjunction with it.

MEANS USED:

RS WE HAVE ALREADY:SAID: MEHNS

refer to the actual techniques
resorted to during a conflict,
which, when viewed by themselves,

can be Jjudged revolutionary or not
only by referernce tothe Method of

struggle which they serve. Ffor
example, 2 series of attacks on
enemy installations in the Six

Counties represent 2 Means of str-
uggle which may, or may not be
revolutionary. If these =zttacks
are part of & process conceived
to further the overall struggle
for Natiomal Liberation, they
would obviously be revolutionary.
However, 1if they were promoted as
propaganda-producing affairs by a
movement whose eyes were onwinning
a Free State election,rzther than
on furthering Revolutionmary Goals
in the country as a whole, they
could not be considered revolut-
ionary. In this particular exam-
ple, it is therefore not the act-
ual fact of fighting alone, but
the remson for fighting, which
determines whether the activity
is revoluticnary or rot. And this
critericn holds throughout.

A PARTICULAR ACTIVITY CHN BE
revolutlionary wunder one set of
circumstsnces,and non-rovalution-
y under another. Hemce, 1t 1is
tically impossible tocharact-
ravolutionary action or
i within certain

Due to the
revolutionzry organ-
operztions from a
is by Ffar wsaker
at of its adv ary, 1t is

\
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unavoidsbly forced to be Very
opportunistic with respects tothe
Means by which it proceeds to
contest the issue of State Power.
0f necessity,it must avail of all
Means which proffer anopportunity

to zdvance the fight.

THERE IS5 A CREAT TENDENCY
amongst Irish Republicans to sim-
plify the whole complex process
of revoluticn by reducing it to a
guestion of Meszns. Particular
forms of activity are deemed rev-
clutionary soley on the basis of
their content; and for so long as
an organization manages to make a3
periodic showing with regards to
their use,it is accepted as being
s real revolutionary one,although
it may well happen that by no
stretch of the imagination could
its social,political and esconomic
programme be construed as revol-
utionary. We have specifically in
mind the factor of armed zactivity
against British forces in the Six
Counties. It would
make things easier for all of us
if the problems of the Irish Rev-
olution could be reduced to such
simple terms. Unfortunately they
cannot.

ALL DEDICATED IRISH REVOL-
utionsries must be awakened guick-
ly to the reslization that the
tasks ahead do not involve our
playing an Irish wversion of a3
Cowboy and Indian epic as popul-
arized by Hollywood. ALl must
realize that, as an orgeanization,
our object is to gain control of
the country for the purpose of
implemenfing widespread chamges in
its social,pnlitical and economic
structure. With this end in view,
we are faced by a ruling class
capable of intelligently and
efficiently operating the machin-
ery of state =zt its disposal; =
class which has greater material
resources at 1its avail than we,
and who will use these resources
to perpetuate its own rule, If
the Irish Revolution is tosucceed
under such circumstances, its
revolutionaries must mzster the
complexities of revolution;and to
do this they must first have an
awareness 0f what is involved.

THE MAIN PURPOSE OF THIS
article is to demonstrate that
there is more involved than just
singing the praises of our revol-
utionary martyrs. Revolution is
3 practical andrealistic business
which has little time for romant-
icism in its calculations. It is
necessary Lo have clear ideas on
what its goals are,zan umﬁmb1auﬂu_
understanding of the ¥
which they are to be pur

certainly.

3 ruthless determination to use
zll Means ©cz2pable of furthering
their reslization. The nature of
revolutionary goals determine the
mefhod used, and Jjustifies the
_____ In this article
we have trled to systematize the
manner by which the objects of the
Irish Revolution can bedetermined;
to define the principles .which
requlate the Mgthod of strugagle
selected; and to demonstrate that
the Means used are subordinate to
the Method of struggle, which, of
course, 1s itself subordinate tao
the objects of the revolution.
All three constitute an entity,
and must be evaluated as such.

IN CONCLUSION, WE wOULD LIKE TO
emphasize that wehave but touched
very briefly on a subject which
would require much more space to
cover 1t adequately than isavail-
able here. However, despite such
limitations it is our hope that
Ehis will suffice to demonstrate
that Irish Republicanism can
uphold its traditional heritage,
while at the same time retaining
its dynamic properties, by requl-
ating its affairs according tothe
two sets of principles which have
been outlined. To us, the logic,
indeed the necessity of distingu-
ishing between principles which
regulate the interpretation of our
objects, and those which conmtrol
our efforts torealize such goals,
is obvious. This provides a well-
defined andrigid code of behaviour
to guide us, while at the same
time it does not deny us that
flexibility of action so vital to
success. It is hoped that the
ideas here expressed will stimul-
ate further and wider study onthe
part of those seriously committed
to the Irish Revolution. Natur-
ally, we will welcome critical
commentary ar additional elucida-
tion onthe subject from such peo-
ple.

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 3.

event. The time to prepare is
now,and not when the Progressives
have already made their move. The

Cork IRA have at least cleared the
decks by making their position on
the matter public. Let others
follow in their footsteps, while
at the same time extending their
preparations to meet the worst.

QUOTABLE QUOTES
"Some people ridicule us as
advocates of the omnipotence of
war.'" VYes, we are sdvocates of
the omnipotence of revolutionary
war; that is good, mot bad, it is
Marxist."
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