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INTRODUCT ION

"The Irish bourgeoisie euickly realised after the Easter Rising

i that Connolly's writings were a force they would have +to reckon
with. The situation as seen from their point of view was put
very plainly in the "Irish Monthly™ in 1919:

A year before his death James C:>nnolly had published almost
all the writings which t e has left to us, he had agitated

and worked for more than 20 years for his ideals, and yet he

had not then an assured hope o2 a place in the memory o f

\ posterity. He was liked, but nct idolised, by the working
people of Dublin, whose enthusiasm was nearly all devoted to

their hero, Jim Larkin. Outsids the working class, people,

when they knew of him at all, ‘taought of him as an educated

but rather inefficient and fairly moderate labour leader, a

a favourable contrast to his irresponsible captain. His name

was not one to excite either Zierce hatred or fierce enthu-

siasm,
This was all changed when the firing squad shot him on t he "
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I . 12th May, 1916... challenged much
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j His Wr:.l-'tlngsl o eagerly So'dgh‘t‘ é -thought and elOQu_,
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be rich in wuiexpec < were vested with the ag. his portrait
ence. His teaching martyr. At the present ﬁmeses of Dublins
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| and the methods of James Connolly®

-~ ; hat Comnnolly‘s didees
i i 5 vherefore, 1o know W ; - ; 3
izrés lgggzzgg{iy if we wish to undiiztzgdtobgzy %3n%gdﬁiKPg:
i in © nolin leboux=Wo ; —aay . . >
fgeswglteﬁ;héntggihgngﬁ of Jemes Connollyy Irish Monthly, Oct
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1919)

1 i i f the workexrs then Fr. Mc-
i 1 was fresh in the minds o i
ééﬁgz ggﬁnghgz certain awkward trutas about him would have to De
acknowledged. Such as:

The dominan+t note in Connolly's writipgs is thetca}iaigsievdm

.. EHe is ever appealing to the working c}ass}wo I't ‘Even
%heir own misery and enslavement and ‘o arise from 1t. e
in his histowical works this is always felt to be his purpose.
A11 his heroes are heralds of zevolt.

ve 1 R ! GK to try the tactic,
14 also have been futile for Fr. McKenna
%gi¥§; successful in a later period, of denying that Connolly was
a Marxist. So he vemarks that

His avoidancé of any -—even & friendly-- disagreement With
- - volutionary writers is most remerkable in the case oé_MarX»
. For him Marx is "the greatest of modern thinkers, the i}rst
of Scieniific Socialis%s'; according to him, ‘'Marx dis the
foundex of the school of thought which embraces all the mili-
tant socialist parties in the world', In one place, where
he undertakes to define Sociellsm, he gives a summary of the
chief poiants in Marx's doc=rine. We can hardly find a Yetter

way of grasping Connolly's views than by shortly summerising
the doctrines of Marxz...

The problem facing the 5inn Fein bourgecisie in 1919 with regsrd
to Connolly was this: ' - e

Connolly's signature was on the proclamation of the Republic. Con
olly had directed the Rising in publin. Connolly was one of ?he
916 martyrs. The workers were reading what Connolly wrote. Sinn
in depended on the working class in their attempt to set up 2
ional government. But if the advancea workers managed to get 2
m grasp of Comnolly's teaching the anti-imperialist struggle
ould not stop where the Simn Peipn bourgeoisie wented to stop it
molly was a very dangerous fly in the ointment pg far as Sinb

Fein was concerned.

Fr. McKenna was aware of tiae problem posed by thne danger that

Comnolly's wrifings would bring revolutionary Marxzist politics to
a large section of the advanced workers in a revolutionary situat-
ion. He could find ao real answer o the problem.
on a wistful note:

He articles end

It is a pity tha+t James Connolly, with his heroic Spimyt s

great love of +the Irish people, his intimate lmowledge of

their history, ever allowed his mind to be obfuscated by the

German philosopaical doctrines which he :ithsr misunderstood |
or interpreied in a sense different fiom their authors. A more '
intimave acqualintance with Catholic doctrine would, so Tar
from hinder.ag him, have helpsd him in wrhat was after 211 the
chlef object of his Llife, the recdemption of +the suf fering
masses of the Irish people; whkile et the seme time it would
have saved him from the glarirg inconsistencies which mar his
work, and from theerrors and unplec:ent things which tend +to
discredilt i%,

It was left to

a wey of

wiaile i

was done

e vam\'

a aore ewnterprising priest, Fr. Peter Coffey, to 2ima
appeariig to support Cornolly as a revoiutionary socialist
Tact counter-neting him as a revolutionary sociazlist. Trat
in 1820 in a Republican monthly caliled "The Catholic Bul-
It is 3scrived later in this pamphle+t,

— e

We have not attewpted in this pamphlet wo present o comprehensive

ascount of Comnolly‘s political devclopmeni. We are not yet in a
position to ¢o that. The distorti-ns of half a century cannot he
unrevelled overnight. A year ago we thought we had reached e pos-
ition from which we sould present s

0lly's develepaent.

% comprahensive account of Conn-
Taat was a very areat illvsion., When we tvied
to produce such an ccvoun’s we real-sed that we had only cut throu-
gb a couple ol the more obvious anc superficial layers of distort-—
ion. It was nescessary to go aeeper: else we would ourselves,

whatever our intenticns; have made ourselves rerecesuators of those
distortions.

more oovious distortions are n:t those which do the most dama—
For ex=ample the distyitions of those who deny tnuat Connolly
was a Marvist (or assert that he wes a Marxist only because he did
not

"really" vnderstand Marx), ard who say that he was a Catholic
social reformex whose polidies wers in harmony with the social pol
~icy of the Papal Bacyolical, Rerum Novarum, sr-2 easily seen thro-
vgn. But the distortions of those who begin by declaring that Con
-nc.ly was a Marxist, and who thezr proceed to expoad a "Mgrxist"
distortion of Connolly's teacling, have much grezter potintial for
suwing confusion in the ranks of -he advanced workers. There have
beea many such distorters in +tne past. It is certain that there
will be even more in future. 3 F %

_ : J
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e into politics by way of E
gggg%é%%o%anoundﬁd?by H.M. Hyndman). In the eiyly ﬁezﬁz iieESZtip
+h .century he was the outstanding orgamlsaylong % 1éadergﬁr
oai leader of the movement aga%@si %E%Oogp%£¥$§1sﬁnzég.tﬁe politicgl
ion of the Socialls abou LY 5 0 1
??glﬁgscgoiﬁaghe id;as of Daniel De Leon. Desmond Greaves cxplsalns
;his aspect of Connolly's behavious as follows:

i i 2 d the dogmatic
= i from ndman's opportunism, he en}bxace
Siiggziggitism %% De Leon. .. (Life’and Pimes of James Conno-

1lly. P 226)
Tet us see.

BYNDMAN
In th;—{gggs there were two main socialist'influences in Britain:
Tre Fabien Society and the Social-Democtratic Federation.

ian Society was founded in the 1880s by a group of bourgeols
Egieiigttuals, inﬁludin G.B. Shaw (who hadl“?efuted" Marx's 1gbour
+heory of value in 1887) and Sidney and Beatrice Webb. Fabienism
adopted the policy of gradually refoymlng capitalism, and it gonso:
iously and openly supported imperial}sm gon the grounds_tha@ it was
tinternational'! of course). The fabian tpeform® of cap%tallsm, and
the "progressive! Fabian imperialisu have been of considerable ser-
vice to the British ruling class in the 20th century. The leader~
ship of the British TLabour Party has slways been Fablan.

i ial-Democratic Federation was founded by H.M. Hyndnan
ggetﬁzrgzizysiEBOs.D Hyndman had begun his career as a Radical Tory.
In the late 1870s he had read Capital and agreed with the economlc
analysis it presented. But he was uncomfortable.about Marx's theoxy
that socialism would come about through revolution. He preferred
the theory of evolution.

Mexx explained to him that evolution became revo}ution because the
ruling class resisted it. Hyndman thereupon decided to try tg per-
suade the aristocratic section of the ruling -class not to resist it.
in 1881 he had a meeting with Disraeli.

Disraeli hai been a great "Tory rebel" in the 1830s and 1840s. In
1845 he had published a novel called "Sybil: or The Two Nations".
In England, he wrote, there were

two nations, between whom - there is no sympathy; who are as
ignorant of each other's habits, thoughts and feelings, as if

they were dwellers in different zones, or inhabitants of diff-
erent planets; who are formed by different breeding, are fed
by a different food, eund ordered by different manners, and are
not governed by the same laws... THE RICH AND THE POOR.

As against the middle class, ..evilk Chamberlain-type of Toryism o f
Peel, Disraeli developed an aristocratic, Churchillian type of Tor-
yism designed to have greater popular appeal. His acute conscious-
ness of the class antagonism in British society (and his great "sym-
pathy " with the poor) did not by any means make him a socialist; it
made him a more effective representative of the class interest o f
the bourgeoisie, and a conscious imperialist. Just before his death
in 1881, when he had completed a long period as Prime Minister,
Hyndman proposed a scheme to him for the democratic reorganisation
of the BEmpire, the instrument for carrying out which would be the
Tory Party. According to Hyndman, Disraeli replied:

fYou can never carry it out with the Consexvative Party. That
‘ls ¢ ite certain... The moment you tried to realise it on our
ide you would find yourself surrounded by a phalanx of great
ramilies: they and their women. And youwould be no better
off on the other side (ie the Liberals)... private property
which you hope to communize, and vested interests which you
openly threaten have a great many to speak up for them still.
I do not say it to discourage you, but you have taken upon
yourself a very-heavy-work indeed... It is a very difficult
country to move Mr. Hyndman... But do you intezd to go on?' I
said I did. !'Then I shall have the pleasure of seeing you
again.' (Hyndman. Record of an adventurous life. P 244)

Hyndman never lost his admiration for Disraeli. '"What attracted me)
he wrote, "was his manifest sympathy for democratic and social
progress as opposed to middle-class Liberal hypocrisy and chicane".
And it must be admitted that Hyndmants admiration for Disraeli was
at any rate no worse than the more customary admiration of non-
Marxist socialists for the sanctimonious personification of the mea
-nest and moSt vicious aspect of the bourgeois spirit: the Liberal,
Gladstone. If Disraeli personified the buccaneering aspect of cap-
italism, Gladstone personified its essential shopkreper and pious
slavedriver aspect. Gladstone was undoubtedly : tn. more subtle and
dangerous enemy of the working class,

Hyndmzn explained why Disraeli became a Tory instead of a Chartist:
"...he sympathised with the revolutionary chartists...and...he only
gave up his adherence to their views when he saw that it was quite
impossible their ideas should attain to political success in his
day." (Record of an adventurous life. P 232)

Hyndman reckoned that the chances of becoming a revolutionary Prime
Minister had improved consii-rably since the 1840s and made his
career in socialist politics. Twenty years later, (Sept. 1900),
however, he began to have doubts, which he expressed in a letter

to Neil Maclean, which was published in The Socialist (SLP newspeper)
Dec. 1904:




t I am utterly disgusted with the

[ do not mind saying tha party in particular. Nelther

i r own ‘

workers here, and with our ¢ o3 555 S e
3 en of ability from .
%kezi;wglioiga;ewiste of life. They areArllithggkel ggiepi;sigal
ifi i the continuous WOYIY...
s%cxlfi%i zigrcise of my own abilitles to lzo_puxposg° Iecguid
gzsgpdoné more good and saved more mischief if I had gone 1nto
hignh office years &go.

Hyndman", says the Encyclopeedia Brittanica, "always remained an
aristocrat among the socialists™.

: i ks on
e twenty years he produced a number of valgable wor

ﬁgrigzi politiZa% economy, and carried on a certaln.amougt oﬁc?zgzﬂ
ful propoganda for Marxism; but in gssence pe remained nhe BEédic
Tory", His socialism sprang from arls@ocratlc contemptlxor The up-
start middle class: not from proletarian c}gss hatred ior"tge exp;
loiting c.ritalist class, le was only '"making his career" in wor
-ing class politics (as the modern revisionlswts are tgday), Desypite
he personal abilities this imposed very serilous restrlcﬁlons on the
contribution he could make to the development of a Marxist movement
in Britain,

Connolly's assessment of Hyndman was sober and reasoned. It h a d
nothing of the chara.%ex of a "recoil" as alleged by Greaves, In
the Workers Republic, April 1903, he wrote:

As an exponent of socialist economics Hyndmen has no ardent
admirer than the writer, but we contend that as a political
guide his whole career has been one of a long series of blund-
ers; a fact which explains, as nothing else can explain, +the
wobbling state of the movement in England. The keynote of his
character has been to preach revolution and +o practice compr-
omise, and to do neither thoroughly.

DE LEON
Let us now glance at the "dogmatic ultra~leftism of De Leon" which
Connolly, allegedly, ™==braced" in his "recoil" against Hyndman.

Daniel De Leon became the leader of the Sorialist Labour Party o f
America in 1890. In the course of the following decade he made his
positive contribution to the development of the movement by exposing
the role which trade union bureaucracies were increasingly playing
in the class struggle:

It has been the habit in this country and in England that, when
a strike is on, "starL" in the Labour Movement are invited t o
appear on the scene, and entertain the strikers; entertain

them and keep them in good spirits with rosy promises and pro-

phesies, funny anecdotes, bombastic recitations in prose
poetry:

and
stuff them full of rhetoric and wing —-=very much i n

the style that some Generals doy, who, by means of bad whiskey,

seek to keep up the courage of soldiers whom they were other-
wise unable to beguile. Such has been the habit in the past;

...and it is so everywhere, to the extent that ignorance of the
To the extent however that Soc-
and

Social Question predominates.
ialism gets a footing among the working class such false
puerile tactics are thrown aside... (What Means This Stike?
1898, P3)

What we now stand in need of, aye, more than of bread, is
knowledge of a few elemental principles of political economy
and socinlogy. Be not frightened at the words.
capitalist professors who try to make them so difficult of
understanding that the vexry mention of them is expected to

throw the working man into a palpitation of the heart...
(ibid P 10)

De Leon vigorously exposed the "labour fakirs", the labour lieuten~
ants of capitalism:

...y 21 have here a 'labour leader' named Ross (Applause in sev
-eral parts of the hall) -—-Unhappy men! As well might you
applaud the name of your executioner. (ibid p23)

He showed the inadequacy of "pure and simple" trade unionism --trade
unionism divor.ed from politics (or subordinate to bourgeois polit-
ics, which is what ‘absence' of politics means). In "The Burning

Question of Trade Unionism" he asked:

Are the two utterances: "The capitalists hate the Union" and
"The capitalists love the Union" as irrconcilable as they loo-
ked at first?... capitalism justly sees in Socialism...its
unguestioued foe, while with egual accuracy it perceives in the
Union an organisation of various possibilities --a possibility
of injury to the capitalist class, and also a possibility o f
safety ard protection. (P 6)

...the capitalist interests...ever fasten themselves to the
selfish trade interests on which the labour fakir, or labour
lieutenant of the capitalist class, thrives. (bid P 22)

The Labour movement that has not a well pointed p-litical
lance-head can never rise above the babe condition in which the
union is born; on the other hand, unhappy is the political
movement of Labour that has not tne shaft of the trades union
organisation to steady it. It will inevitably become a freak
affair." (ibid. p 16/17)

CONNOILY AND THE S.L.P.

Connolly explained why he support=d De Leon in an article in The
Sociglist (Edinburgh) in June 1903 ("The S.L.P. of America and the

London S.D.I.")

the

+ is only the




. o be a political par@y

men's Party) professes oty
$heeségégﬁt(§¥ngll others, and the only IQZ;dzizogabour e

;?gss principles, yet ever since tge'iggﬁpLabour iR

(1eft reformist forerunner of the hglpresent R o)

to the left of t - g
i ggggvei;‘gi:nce the SDF has never had thb'OQ:?agetEZ Eg%p
gzgein a pariiamentary candidature without soliciting

of the ILP and playing for the votes of the radicals.

ioni i i d simple®
= nism (i.e., in the "pure an
e yét denounceis any attack upon
: de-Unionism to be all-power-

The SDF declares Trade
sense: ICO) to be played out J
the labour leaders who declare Tra

R,

thi S t heart enough to do:
;> SIP does everything the SDF has not hee b
gzbtherefore shows its belief in 1tshprlgciplgi, ag% zégsozggr
ect of its enemies even whilst they hate 1tv. e
ﬁgig %he SDF recoils from the lgglcal application of the prin
ciples it professes to believe 1in...

There was revolutionary activity and fight in the SDF once,,.t
but their leaders, Hyndman, Quelch, Burrows etq., hayetle%h at
indeed as a lightening conductor leads lightening --into e
earth to dissipate its energy.

i i3k 2 ety I consider the
e 1204 Connolly wrote in "The 8001a~15t?, i, 3 Lder kb
ggPJg? the U.S. the clearest and most revolutionary of tpe §001a1}st
parties in the world today", and gave his reasons for thinking this
(substantially those outlined above),

i ISR WS it
What are we to make of this last statement of anno . .
correct? Undoubtedly it was not correct. Was it then the illusion
of "dogmatic ultra-leftism"?

I i d been founded by
It was not correct because the Bolshevik Party ha
Tenin in 1903, and history has proven beyond.all doubt'that the
Bolshevik Party was the only thoroughly Marxist Party in the world
in 1904 when Connolly wrote these words.

e other hand virtually nothing was known about the Bolsuevik
ggri? in Western Europe cr the U.S.A, before 1917. So, putting the
guestion correctly: Taking Connolly's statement in the context to
which it refers (the context of W. European and American partles)
was it correct? What political party was there in this area which
had a clearer and more correct political position than the S.L.P. of
the U.S5.? Let Mr. Greaves answer that if he can.

Connolly's statement certainly shows him to be free of the gustoiﬂmy
view of the time, that the German s5.D.P. was the model Marxist party.

It is true that the forerunners of Desmond Greaves were not admirers
of the De Leonist S.L.P. But that is another matter.

The SIP of today is an absurd orgenisation. But that is beside the

point.
of demarcation between revolutionaries and Opporiunists ay the beg-

inning of the century: +the Russian Revolution and the outbreak of
the First World War,

We cannot comment of the controversy between Connolly and De Leon
in 1906/7. The original materials were not available to us, But
the indications are that De Leon begau to lose his political bear-
ings at about the time that Connolly went io America.

In the 18908 De TLeon undoubtedly
development of the Wworking class
reformists and "pure and simple"

vade a pesitive contribution to the
movement by exposing the role o f
_ trade utnionists in the leadership

of the trade wmions; by showing the poseibility of the trade unimns
under the leadershiip or the "labour fakirs" becoming organs of bou-
Igeols oppression instead of organs of working class struggle; and
by stressing the need for the guicance or the trade unions by work-
ing class politics ang for the development of an independent working
class political party.

ihis,.and'vnot "dogmatic ultra-leftism" was De TLeon's distinctive
contribution 9 in the 1890s and the early years of the 20th centuxy.
And it was thic that Connolly embraced.

THE WORKER AS SOUIALIST THEORIST

T T e e St s S8 o e e s 92 iy et e i e i i

Comnolly was no ping-pong ball being batted back and forth between
opportunism and dogmatic wltra-leftism. He wes a class conscious
worker who joined & socizlist movement that was dominated by bourg-
eois intellectuale in o society in which the bourgeoisie as a glass
had left the revolutionary era of iis exisience well behindiit

In this situatior he did not merely learn to repeat what the intel-
lectuals said. He ‘thought things out for himself, assimilating what
was of value in which +he irntellectuals were teaching, and learning
to identify what was opportunist or irrelevant: "I have long been
of the opinion that the Socialist movemeni...was to a great extent
hampered by the presence in its ranks of faddists and cranks, who
were' in the movement, not because of Socialism, but because they
thought they saw in i% a means of ventilating their theories on
Such guections as sex, religion, vaccination, vegetarianism etc..."
(The Socialist. dJune 1904)

Connolly wrote that:

...28 the working class has no subject class beneath it, the-
refore, to the working class of necess.ty belongs the honour
of being the class destined to put an end to class rule, since,
in emancipating itself, it czannot help emancipating all other
classes. Individuals out of other classes must and will help

...but on the whole the burden must rest upon the shoulders of
the most subject class.
Aug. 2. " 1913)

(Forward.

De Leon died before the two events which drew definite lines

| —
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j ; i £ i this. What was un-

Connolly did not distlpgulsh h1m§61¢ b%_g&%%%é Soilodes T¥on " 4.1 e

at his actions throughout hi b comt
o e Intellectuals who have, up to the P 5
principle stated. The 1n ellectuals S wope have, of course, sta-
dominated the Marxist movement 1in " T o ihe point they
ted the principle. Since Marx was SO emp i 4 e
could bexdly avoid repesting 1b 18 WY T3, G Unc’ oontrery prine-
But in their actions ey co P Rl bhberis int-
i : % Marxist analysis wes the function ol T :
ég%zctuggi. Hyndmen acted on this assumpticn, while staﬁgngm tch e
contrary assumption. Today D. Greaves, R.P. Dutt, M. Dobb, M. oﬁn
~forth, and the other CPGB intellegtualg whose :ldeas and agg{oi%
dominate the revisionist movement in Britain gggllrelind, while iy
will say that the working class must emancipate 1tse},,.con§1sten 1y
act on the assunption that the bringing about of socialism 18 the
task of the bourgeois intelligentsia: that it 1s the destiny of the
working class, not to emancipate itself, but to be emancipated Db y
the intelligentsia,

This.is expressly stated by one of the p.oneers of modern revision-
ism in political economy, Oskar Lange, who hag been hailed by t he
revisionists as a great Marxist economist. In "Problems Re}at}ng
To The Polish Road Tc Socialism" (1957) Lange says that soo}allsm.
will be brought about by the politics of the liberal intelligentsia
coupled with the organisational power of the working class. In this
view (wkich is the real, though unspoken, view of Greaves, Dutt etc.)
the working class plays essentially the same role in the struggle
for socialism as did the rank and file of Napoleon's armies in the
battles between the French bourgeoisie and European feudalism.

The history of the Marxist movement up to the present might appear t
to contracict the view that the working class must emancipate itself:
that, though individuals from other classes will assist it, basically
it must rely on itself. MNost of the great Marxist leaders of the
past century have come over to the working class from the bourgeois

intelligentsia., Marx, Engels, Lenin and Mao all passed through the
bourgeois universities.

Can it be inferred from this that there is a more or less natural
division of labour between the liberal intelligentsia and the prol-
etariat in the struggle for socialism? Is Lange right in assuming
that the liberal intelligentsia provide the theoreiical analysis
while the workers provide the organised strength; and was it meYely
another example of Connolly's "dogmatic ultra-leftism" that he said
that, on the whole, the workers themselves would have to do all that
was necessary to bring about their own emancipation, instead of dut
-ifully acknowledging that the workers would be led by the noses
into socialism by the Hyndmans and the Greaveses?

Marx, Enzels, Lenin and Mao were all products of an oppressed bour-
geoisie: of a bourgeoisie which was made more or less radical by
the fact that it was a subject class: that it suffered from class
oppression. Tbey all developed in societies which included an opp=-
ressed bourgeoisie and a growing militant working class movement

Engels writes:

BT

(and, in the case of Lenin and Mao, a powerful peasant rebellion).

These four great Marxist leaders who came over to the working class
from the bourgeoisie were products of societies in revolutionary
tumult in which sections cf the bourgeoisie itself were engaging in
revolutionary propoganda, and even in revolutionary actions, to
bring about the class emancipation of the bourgeoisie.

But in Britain the bourgeoisie made its revolution three centuries
ago, and the Last vestiges of political oppression were lifted from
the middle class ecarly in the 19th centuzy. By <the time the Marx-
ist movement began to develop the British bourgeoicie had long ceas
~ed to have any revolutionery tasks to perform, and having been
faced with the task of holding down a powerful industrial working
class it had beccme skilled in the arts of counter-revolution. It
is not a matter for surprise therefore that the British bourgeoisie
gave uno Marx or Leain to vhe British working class; and that the
bourgeois intellectuals who joined the socialist movement exerted a
continuous opportunist influence on it —==an opportunist influence
capable of great subtelty.

Another point deserving at*tention is the following: In the middle
of the 19th century, when the “lm)ry of scientific socialism was
being develovnzd, the mass of the proletariat could not read or
write, the mzans of learning to read andé write were not easiby avai
~labl.e to them, and the 12 or 14 hour working day m=2ant taat it
would not be easy for them to make use cf thesz facilities even i £
they were available.

Phe task of developing the theory of scientific socialism reguired
a familiarity with “he most advanced scientific achievements. In
the mid-19th century the conditions of working class life made i %
virtuelly ixpowsible for a workaer to achieve this. The task there-

fore fell tc whe scientific intelligentsia developed by the bourge-
oirie. Bui

Lot scientists arrive at the iopinion that “the working class
movement is a revolt of troublemaiers whom it would be a good
thing to bring to their senses with the aid of a whip. Others
believe that it is the duty of the rich to throw some crumbs
to thee pooxr, i.e., that the workin: class movement is a move-
ment of paupers whose cbject is to obtain alms. And out of a
thousand scientists perhaps cnly cne may prove to be a man who
approacnes the working c?ass movemnent scientifically, scienti-
fically investigates the whole of social 1life, watches the con
-flict of classes, listens to the murmuring of the working
class and, finally, prcves scientifically that the capitalist
system is by no means eternal, that it is just as transient as
feudalism was, aund that it must inevitably be superseded by its
2 ttion, the soocialist system which can be established only by
the proletariat by means of a social revolution. In short
scientific socialism is elaborated." (Stalin: Collected Wks,

VIERBGHT =il - )
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o xlzh all(?ngels Letter to H. Starkenburg. an,
history. i) .

Lo T A he mid
i fic socialism had by 1
. the theory of scientific I S

i dlscoiiry ggcome a historical necessity. Its %;:czziizenzs
e cigr iidividual called Karl Marx was onedo§n L
e as which necessity operates. If Marx an ger .
tprough their youth historical necessity would igo 0 e
gisgnlgise to other individuals who, by makln50u1gmhave ©

i ithi ts of the historicel process, st e
;gignzifigszgzgmprehensive elaboration of the theory of dialicti
cal materialism.

4. in the 19th century, these individuals gpould come fiz?ca{he
ggﬁréeois intelligentsia was ma%i more tggntttaiigkggg)pzid e
i.e. the condition of e mass Of y
§i§sgﬁﬁe§2ni superiority in the gogiggglsisé Q%g;tggggughgtiﬂgglgs
especially in Britain, ' ¢
thettgt:ozigzgryéoupged with the need of technologically deigiggﬁg
Og itglism for’a literate proletariat, opened the %gg; xgtg -
crp literary culture to the workers, and provided e
iagn amount of leisure in which to engage 1n sclentlll
tion.

iminishi ibili f the bourgeois intell
i the diminishing pos§1b111ty o e b b
S?’ aiggg g;tghe more advenced capitalist (1mper1a11§t _iqutzleie
—}ggg. rise to scientific socialists,_the cultural'llablflsziengi—
8lgnt%n the working class from bgcomlng the theorlsgs g N o
238" sootalian also Ssministed, Histow, ibersfons; doesnol prec:
il the "paradox" o e caus : !
ezznﬁinzlzg depeng on the bourgeols 1ntelllgegt81a igngoifzi§ the
b isi tionary force .
coisie has ceased to be a revolu 4
gggiiry does not tend to produce such tparadoxes'. As Marx explained:

mankind always sets itself only such tasks as ?t can solve;
since, looking at the matter more closely, we will always
find %hat the taskitecii arises only when the matérial condi-

i i PT84 least in
ions necessary for its solution already exist of}
i;e process ofyformation. (Critique of Political Economy)

e great scientific socialists who came over to the working class
%gomgthe intelligentsia all came from societies in which the bour-
geoisie had not exhausted its revolutionary potential. And. their
most vicious enemies once they had become scientific socialists
were precisely the liberal intelligen%sia,

Marx, Engels, Lenin and Mao never preached the idea that the hist-
orical destiny of the socialist cause deperded in any degree on the
bourgeois intelligontsia. That idea is preached by the Pabians,

]

e ol

the social democrats and the modern revisionists.

James Connolly provides living proof that the development of Marx-
ist theory does not now depend on the bourgeois intelligentsia.

Comnolly is undoubtedly the foremost Marxist theorist (he was n o
mere 'man of action') who

‘ has so far emerged in the British Isles,
It is of course accidental

; C that a man called James Connolly did
cértain things. But it cannot be considered accidental that +the

foremost Marxist theorist and leader to have developed in the old-
est capitalist society was a labourer. And it cannot be considered
accidental that the revisionis+t intellectuals of the CPGB, who have
painstakingly brought to light every petty, obscure intellectual
who has ever dabbled in Marxism, or inflated his ego by "criticis-
ing" Marx, have diligently iznored Comnolly (except for the old

sentimental remark that taey have the greatest respect for "John
Cornnolly").

Connolly always stessed the necessity for the working class to em-
ancipate itself, and continuously urged the workers to think things
out for themselves (not the abstract "workers" --there are many
opportunists who are prepared to state in the abstract that the
workers should think for themselves— but the actual workers with

whom he was in contact.) He encouraged every initiative towards
self-reliance on the part of the workers.

He was not intimidated by the reputations of the intellectuals i n

the movewent --nor 4id he swing across to ultra-leftism in reactim
against their opporiurism. He made a sober assessment of their
positive contributions (for example, Hyndman's books on political
economy) as well as of their limitatioms.

In the development of the CPGB the working class Marxists (many of
whom had been associates of Connolly in Scotland) allowed themsel-
ves to be intimidaived, as far as theoretical work was concerned,

Dy the intellectuals: the Dutis, Dovss, Cornforths, Rothsteins etc.

As a conseqguence the Party suffered ssverely, and within a genera-—
tion it succumbed to opportunism.

Connolly's work in the British workirg class movement is now almost

unknown. It has suited the British ovportunists (those of themn

who do not denounce him outright as an Irich bourgeois inationalist)
to condescendingly accord to Connolly a certain amount of merit as

& peculiar Irish breed of Marxist. 4nd in British politics it is

suf ficient to apply the adjective "Irish" to something to turn it

into a matter fit only for John Bull humour. (This is true even of

the anti-revisionist movement which hes now arisen in reaction aga

~inst the revisionism of the CPGB.)

But the historical fact is that Connclly developed into a Marxist
in the British wurkiug class movemen:; that he began to struggle
against opportunism masguerading as Narxism in Britain; that h e
was agually familiar with British and Irish affairs; and that un-
til the collapse of British socialism in 1914 he regularly under-
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ber of their class did great things, which «f caurse they can never
aspire to. But Connolly should be a spur to emulation, not a
source of counsolation. He showed what workers can do, and what,

sooner or later, great numbers ¢f them must do. Becouse ther is
no other way to socialism.

.. "at James Connolly was a Socialist...

y s.220s Connolly was indeed. But what marks
i_ (1} him off and makes him different from some
SO C lAL—I ;_3” } other socialists i3 that he said: 'Get

(ﬂ Ireland free first' --and we can talk
an about the social system afterwards."

rﬁbixj.l(jif]/C\L_!Eﬁff]ﬁgéogggizig?j answered about the Connolly

Pne above disitortion nf Connnlly's position on the raticnal ques-—
tion is the commn: property of his npportunist "defenders" who,
under a pretence of acknowledging the .primacy of the anti-imperi

-ialist struggle"; attempt to make working class politics the tail
end of bourgeois politics.

We will asisume that the reader is familiar with the statements by
Jonnolly wkich ere in customary use today, in which he says that
the working ciass pust engage: in struggle against the imperialist
Jomination of the nation if it is to achieve its ewn emancipation

as 2 clean, In "Erin's Hope", 1896, Connolly made this clear, and
in the nex’ iwenty y=ars he never wavered on that point.

Ralher than spend the next few pages in religious meditation o n
the thought that "socislism and nationalism in Ireland...were two

different aspects of one democratic transformation of society"
(Greaves), we wili take a Llook at the manner in which Cennolly
conducied relations with the Home Rule bourgeoisie during the
height of the Orange reaction s«f 1911-~14.

It is well wnown tunatl in these years the Orange opposition to the
Hore Rule Bill took%. on the form of naked fascism. Here was a case
if ever therz was one TFor glossing over class guestions within the

n3tio-11 forces in order to bring about the unity of all the nat-
ional Torces asainst “ne Orange reaction.

Yet in January 1911 we
£ind Connolly, writing in Forward, describing Home Rule politics
thus

slimy cepitalist organisations which, under the name of the
United Irish League, fight to maintain every kind of reaction
and obscurantism in our Irish cities. (Forward. 14.1.1911)

Tn august 1913 ne gave the following description of the Home Rule
hourgeoisie:

We see in Belfast a Home Rule jourmal, the Irish News, a
careful study of whose columns would be an enlightenment to
those comrades in Great Britain who imagine in their innoce-
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for themselves.
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2;§ogt2?zyo? an antgquidated doctrine, they still clumslly
adhere to obsolete methods of attack.

i i the attitude of
3 in: If you wish to point out .
Eﬁé %gagzglﬁtgy Presg towards the aiplratéoﬁiegg iggoxiilyou
j their editorials, an "
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But if you t i i in the Home Rule organ,
if you turn to the editorials 1n ; _ .
you get no such infallible index to the editorial mind.
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] ! timent sloppily

trar ou find always a sloppy sen y

3 Ezzsggnin t%é Zditorials, but all thrgugh the news_coaﬁgt
e:p ard in all its headings and sub—headlngs, you notice

gl&ayé undue prominence is given to every item that‘El1ss -

agains Labour, the views of the mo§t_gn1mpogtiﬁt 3223;6 2
c forth with the utmost prolixity, an e v

Eigaigzg eminent partisans are slurred over and made to read

as unirtelligibly as possible...

e Iﬁ;:hbggzzht to bear against the Iebowr movemgnt ﬁhe most ref
-ined ard insiduous arts of character assassination. It never
moves against Labour by direct'attgck. It suppresses here,
exaggeretes there, distorts this bit of news, omits this qua
—~lifying sentence from some speech, drops casually a favour-—
able paragraph from the report of some strike or Lebour meet
-ing, anc is ever alert to seise every opportwmity to sp;ead
the slim: of poisonous suggest over the most apparently 1no-=

cuous report’ of the activities of Labour. As T have sald it
is up to date...

And this line of poisonous s
which the natural instincts

uggestion is just the line in
of the editor of the Irish News

7%

ove his Orange contemporaries. Their
» unashamed reaction, stirring up t h e
b}ackest passions in the lowest depths of human nature. The
line of the obscurantist ang the bigot. His line is that of
the treacherous feline which purrs, and purrs, and purrs, and
Scratches with poironous claws when

_ i the purr is most seduct-
ive... (Forward. 30.8.1913)

enables him to excel ab

(Such things to say about the Home Rule b

their faults, at least opposed imperialism no less than De Valera
has done these last forty years! Now if poor Connolly had only
known what the opportunists kmow about "tactics", he would have
said: "When the Home Rulers purr that is their positive side.
When they scratch that is their negative side. We should encour-
age thelr positive side for the time being. And when Ireland i s
free, that will be the time to deal with their negative side." He
would not have the shown the func+tion of the purring with relation
to’ the scratching. He would not have shown the essential unity of
these two opposit:s. That was a very "untactical " thing to do.)

ourgeoisie, who, whatever

In this same period Connolly showed that the Home Rule bourgeoisie

had no objections to the working class campaigning vigourously for
national independence, and in fact was anxious that it should,
provided that it was done in a certain way s

.+« .the Home Rule politician was bubbling over with Sympathy
for Labour, provided always that Labour knew how to behave it
-—self, and keep in its Proper place.

Its proper place, of course, being as one of the assets of the
political movement of some section of its masters. Thus Lab-
our is ever encouraged to revolt against the Orange sweaters
of the North, but nothing must be done to encourage any sSuch
revolt 2gainst the Nationalist sweaters of the South. As the
song says:

"Oh no, we never mention them,
Their names we never heard, "

The revol* of Labour when it can be manipulated as an asset
of the Home Rule movement is all right, but the revolt o f
Labour against slum landlords and sweating empkoyers who con-
trol that wovement is a very naughty, unpatriotic, anti-TIrish,
irreligious, immoral, factionist, traitorous, cloven hoof sort
of iniguity that ought to be suppressed. (Forward. 7.6.1913)

«+..uVe€ry oppressor of the poor, every heartless sSweater, eve-
ry enemy of rrogress and champion of reaction feels perfect-
ly safe in Ireland al long as the cry of 'mational unity'
paralyses the hand of the friend of progress, and forbids open
war against th: Irish oppressor and reactionist who shelters
...behind greer or orange flags. (Forward. 25.1.1913)
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o {gvilgiiﬁgzii so;%a%;nno%ly, as Greaves alleges, was & socialist
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who said:

. ol
nwiget Ireland free first' --and we can talk about the socia
system afterwards"

i i oted.
he would never have written the arx;glgsnggglggicﬁhﬁep$22idqutt]e
b histiﬁlcaﬁriig;,Gggggoéézve all other interests. Hebopzo—
N 9f11531 because there was no possible way to bring g';g e
sed'lm?erliithout overthrowing imperialism. But he did not lelgx—
e truggle against imperialism could Dbe furthgred Tojy/ b
:gzttzgesirugg%e against reaction withirphe Irish nation.

i i the socialist
B : £ Redmond, as in the time of De Va}era, e
Y tg: g;mih% working élass could only develop in struggle aga;n?
EiIc slimy capitalist organisations" which, under thg bannex -
na ionalism, "fight to maintein every kind of r»action and 0DS
rantism in our Irish cities”.

Whén cOnnoily described the Home Rule Press --the Fianna Fail presS

of its day-— as "the most deadly ememy of Labour that this counﬁ?
posesses" he spoke only the truth. And the only force which coul
lead the struggle for national independence to victory, the ﬁorafo
of working class sooialism, could only (and can only) come 11

existence through struggle against this "deadly enemy". For Conn-
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olly_thare was never any qguesiion of "freeing Ireland first and
talking about the social system afterward.

The bourgeois agent Greaves and his mercenary ilk have distorted
Ccnnnlly's teaching; and they have suppressed his writings 1 n
order to be able tc distort his teachings.

(Comnolly'’s r.le in the Faster Rising is well known. It is also
well known that future supporters of the Griffith wing of Sinn
Fein, such as tine Irish Independent, urged the British authorities
not to delay his execution, despite his wounds. A more detailed
account of Connolly's revolutionary stretegy, and of the develop-
ment of Sinn Fein, will be found in the ICO pamphlet: "The Work-
ing Class in the Irish National Ravolution' .

The responge of socialists to the role of the Citizen Army in 1916
is less well kxnown. It is that which we describe in the next sec-
tion. Since 1898 views on the national guestion, and of the nece-
ssity for the working class to play the leading role in the anti-
imperiaiist siruggle. had been stated clearly. 1In 1916 he acted
entirely iu ascordance v .th the strategy he had developed in 1898.)

WHE RESPONSE - OF THE: "LERT *

IORWARD
"Forward"®, the Glasgow socialisi paper to which Connolly had cont-
ributed regularly heitween 1911 and 1915, and in whose columns the
contrc, ivsy with Walker lad taken place, said:

The mysterious and outstanding part of the insensate rebelli-
on last week wes the Tact that Jemes Connolly was not only
implicated in ii, but seems to have been one of its organis-
EagE 11 Comnolly's p:st nist [ j...marked him out as being
the last man who stould encourage much ess mix himself wup
with, an obviously futile insurrection...in which the inurrec

-tionists were apparently being used as pawns and tools by the
German Government...

Ee cen heve beer undexr no delusion either about the chances of
insurrectionary success, or about the value of the success
even if it were achieved... Ncne knew be*ter than Connolly
that it did not matter two straws whether or not the Usurer,
the landlord or Hhe Capitalist exploitexr were Irish or British
or Jewish or Chinese. I% is Usury that is wrong, and Landlor
—dism and Capitalism, and no mere change of the form or name
of +he Executive Government affects the economic system...

Connolly's appearance in the Dublin outbreak is, to Socialists
on this side, wholly inexpiicable... He may of course have

changed his views, he may have shu: his eyes to the lessons of
history he so ebly expounded six yeers ago; the quiet-manner
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g - T
Tpn this article it was assumed that Connolliy was dead.
L
added, which reads:

A note was

Since the above article was in type it is §tated th?i ggggolly
" glive and & prisoner. Better bad the first repo ger
bt ?;ue. Death will come to us all, and death in action led
. kindlier fate than being taken prisoner in a futile arm
~ rising.

_j—-_ i doubt as to where he stood, and he 2d -
@gwgielgsnio where he stood. Oﬁ a very dlfferent_klng wasi—
)dependent Labour Party which tried to camouflage its 1mperaum
m. It denounced the rising at the critical moment (?We con@
strongly as anyone those who were immediately regpon51b1§ foxi_
reyolt"). In objective fact it renged itself with the imperdt
But it denounced it under pacifist, "anti-militarist
s. It equated the militarism of the oppressors with the use
itary methods by the oppressed to free themselves. The I.L.
ving dencunccd the Rising, immediately began to campaign for
nce to be shown to those responsible. =sxcessive brutslity in
ing the Rising would defeat its own object. In campaignirg
‘fggy, the ILP was only appealing to the enlightcned self-
st 1‘mperi'.a1ism. But, by campaigning for leniency it could
represent itself as the champion of the oprressed.

916, the Iebour Leader
bugging moral:

J—

tried to dec

(official organ of the I.L.R.)s
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No one of us...can have read of the Sinn Fein rebellion with~—
out realising how, as through the ages, the converting power

of their martyrdom has been overshadowed by the will.they
shared with their oppressors to slay.

The Editor of the
way. A few years
years of stalwart

"Labour Leader" in this period was Penner Brock-
ago he was rewarded with a peerage for fifty
service in the cause of neo-colonialism.

JOHN IESLIE

On May 18th 1916, John Leslie, who had been closely associated with
Connolly in Scotland, and wno.had himself produced a socialist pam-
phlet on tthe Irish guestion, wrote an Appreciation of Connolly in
"Justice™. He wrote that he had been asked to explain "...how came
it about that a man gifted with such powers...came to play such
leading pari in the recent sad, bad and mad outbreak in Dublin™".

He stresses "its utter futility even if it had been successful...

The truth must be faced. Ir:land is not ripe .for socialism". His
"explana-.:.c.” was as follows:

a

I have reason %o believe that Connolly did
high estimate upon :ne Labour or Socialist
...despairing of effective assistance from
believing that it would act as a drag upon his efforts to fom
an Irish Socialist Party, he determined at all costs to iden—
tify or to indissolubly 1link the cause of Irish labour with
the most extreme Irish nationalism, and to seal the band wi+h
his b:ood if necessary. He grievously miscalculated in many
ways, inclvding the moral one. There is no virtue in self-
sacrifice in itself... (Justice. May 18, 1916)

not place a very |
movement here...
that guarter, and

THE DISCJSSION IN TUE

"SOCIALIST"

"The Socialist", the Glasgow S.L.P. paper for which Connolly had
written in 1L902-4, published nothing about the Rising in 1916.
But in 1919 a discussion of Connolly's politics took place in it.
This discussion be ran with arn article "James Connolly, Socialist
and Revolutionary" by Arthur Mac Manus (April  17). At first
glance +this appears to be a defence of Connolly. A closer ldok

shows something d.fferent. The following are the conclusions rea-

ched:

It 1s better to FIGHT half a cause than TALK a whole cne;

and in so far as Connolly was true to himself in thi

S sense,
to whom was he false?

.:.his partigipa%ion has given Socialism a standing which it
did not previously possess in Ireland ---and whatever his ass—

ociations were, I am convinced he established and Justified
them in ais own convictions.

In fact, these statements were beside ttepoint. What was required
was a theoretical clarification of Connolly's actual politics. To

] .
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Again, that has nothing to do with it
cle from Sean O'Casey was published w
the way that Mac Manus's was.
tion clearly and sharply:

. On March 27, 1919 an art@—
hich was not subjectivist 1m
It raised the basic political ques-

Connollyfs first love for the Internationale...qooled, and. ..
the National Idea had become the centre of gravity of all his
thoughts. His action in donning the green uniform, in hoist~
ing the Republican Tri-colour over Liberty Hall, in fixing the
motto, "We serve neither King nor Kaiser --but Ireland", his
neglect of  the Labour movement, and his corresponding devotion
to the creation of a union between the Citizen Army and the

purely national organisation called the "Irish Volunteers",

demonstrated that Connolly's activity had been deflecteq from
Tabour towards Nationalism... subsequently to Jim Larkin's

departure...Connolly had begun tc see new visions and dream
new dreams.

when the union between the Citizen Army and the Volunteers
became a definite fact, though there was no corporatg connec-
tion with Sinn Fein, there certainly was created an intimate
association with the most virile and and active members of
that body, so that their union certainly compromised, to

some extent, the principles which the Citizen Army was formed
to vindicate.

Tn his "History of the Citizen Army", also published Shio) IR
Q0'Casey wrotes:

A well-¥mown author has declared that Connolly was the first
martyr for Irish Socialism: but Connolly was no more an Irish

Socialist martyr than Robert Emmett, P.H. Pearse or Theobald
Wolfe Tone,

O'Casey's argument required a comprehensive answer from those who
held that Connolly had not abandoned Socialism in 1915-16. 1EE, i
had been answered comprehensively many essential questions on which
there is still confusion would have been clarified half a centuxy
ago.

e
B e

LENIN, TROTSKY, RADEK
Trotsky, whom the trotskyists

now try to represent as having been
essentially in agreement with Comnolly's policies, declared in 1916

that the Daster Rising showed that "The historical basis for nat-
ional revolution has passed away even in backward Ireland". The
workers had been led astray by nationalism, and had gone into a
futile national revolution under "an out of date banner” (Nashe
Slovo, July 4, 1916. Quoted in the British trotskyist paper, "New
-sletter", Sept. 19, 1.959).

Karl Radek, then and later more or less a trotskyist in an article
called "A Played Out Song" described the rebellion as a “"putsch".

Lenin in his well known article, ."The Irish Rebellion of 1916",
written in July 1916, showed that the Rising was a real revolution,
It showed in practice, he said, the correctness of the Bolshevik
thesis that naiional revolutions were not "out of date" in the imp
-erialist era {as Trotsky held), but that on the contrary imperial
-ist oppressior. inevitably gave rise to national revolutions, which
gere not reactionary (Trotsky held that they were), and which
act

ki
galned a deeper revolutiznary content in the era of imperial-
ism. Lenin wrote

Whoever calls such a rising a "putsch" is either a hardened
reactionary, or a doctrinaire hopelessly incapable of pict-
uring a socizl revolution as living thing.

SN FEIM ON CONNOLLY: i919-21

(The betrayal of Cornolly's principles under cover of revolutionary

phrases by the Labour Party leaders, O'Brien, Johnson and O'Shann-
on, has beer described in the ICO pamphlets: "The Working Ciass
in the Irist National Revolution® and "Iiam Mellows™".)

AODH DE BLACAM

While the leajers of the Irish Labour Party were betraying Connol-
ly's principlss, distorting his teachings end averting the danger
(to the Sinn ¥ein bourgeoisie) of a strong socialist movement dev-
eloping and tading over the 1l3adership of the national struggle,
the Sinn Fein ijeologists wers winning the support of militant wor

-kers to the Sirn Fein cause 0y representing themselves as the fol [
-lowers of Connclly.

To show what was happening we will look at some of the writings of
Aodh de Blacam ir this period:

"Towards The Republic", 1919, and
"What Sinn Fein S%ands For", 1921.

"Towards The Republic" war ded
~icated "To Irish DJemocracy In the Memory of James Connolly", and

it took as its motsio: "Pour evater le bourgeois®™ (To beat the
bourgeois). .



24,

: T,abour Party:
irst of all assessed the nature of the
De Blacam & .
Jommson, & brillient upholder 3£eigggotéywas > soé

Mr.dT%O?aiecZntly %hat when he was asgig i o et .
L b b to answer, d ™

o i e bed the &
_laiﬁi§’a33afﬁi¥g Lebour cause S0 iomiiizzlaﬁi%szﬁe R i c
R iin® Prain was never tIO al ' -
i e ;hsgeing this or that label was propertzot;ke' .
prObl?%'gh the course of events directed.Layouﬂf e ponsy,
gres > lttitude of Irish Labour —--—an aﬁtltu%g i
égfﬁgieice to formulas. (Towards The Republic.

at pé

0 r their

of course, praised the I@bo?{ Partyr}ead;Eth;ade o
De E;Zi?gé ad their lack of concern WIGblzhzgaiéing 5 1ok
o £e0] . leaders. But, WnlLe€ alsl B i
A bourg%zlii;ggg?xmade a clear theoretical a;ss:gmi?gself ol
* theory’the Labour Party's politics: .and he s os e 6o
nature Ogear theoretical grasp of certain que;t;ggtg e as
hanidapiaise the "practical! outi%ok ofuggzgg;s i
WO ] : i ,

larity on ese ¢

scourned theoretical ¢
theory in general.

3 i nowed himself to have
is £ nepater le bourgeols” he shb : A2
i allsgigdtﬁagr;éoigpoutlook. The bozfge01i;§é ggiéechzﬁvelgp
P A e eyes of the workeIrs, ' e
discre%ﬁéa{higgértiaﬁgingyof new developments on the basis of
theore
own class interest.

3 g wass.  Meeo
De Blaceau's conciusion with refarg %ieéﬁe %:bggxsgiigiism?, .
i theoretical pTo s C g
wne?hzewgﬁiﬁlnihzgethere need bx no particular anxiety on t
on o
score." (ibid. P z5)

with blem of how to deal
t on to dealt with the prob oW -
Then de Bﬁ?iam W%ﬂ this period every theqretlcaltﬁgbigiig%ai Ry~
gti?ngngosi{ion was probed by the thegylspiigg e eci o
isi ing stress on these amblgultl ey g
geoiiti.ofBXC%i%ol%yism" which, while as a line of px?gggiggi 39
Xgild a4tract the masses %o sinn Fein, ggiageﬁoihgrgggialist | i g
] yasp of the differences L e
%3tgeg§3tigzlp§sitgon of a national bourgeolsle who, io ieig e
réo irements of the revoilution which it was leading, 100
deggcratic positions on a wide range Oi questions.

. s 15cism
Tack of space prevents us from presepting oan exten51vetoiizlgoll_
of de Blacam's writings on Connolly in this period. Bu
owing extracts will give soue idea of them:

r oS't'
Comnolly, who gloried in the name of socialist, had theth%
eclectic of minds... Connolly was a follower of Marx, o Gap-
 glassic of Socialism, in hoping for the overthrow of ththe
italist Order. Yet he was also a follower of ThomBon; + the
Irishman who founded Socialism, whose formula was: that =

258
workers must be their own capitalists"

(ivid p 35).

Connolly stands or falls, not by the theory of Socialism, but

by the ideal of Popular Control, however it be achieved.
(ibid p 36)

De Blacam stressed the danger of presenting Catholic workers with
the ) )

suggestion that Connolly was a bad Catholic and a teacher of
anti-Catholic doctrine... No course of actions could do more
to create distrust in the worlkers mind... When men of autho-
rity and learning accuse him of herzsy in theoretic terms
that he cannot grasp, -he is dangerously bewildered .-..It i s
then that the Red-flaggery of the jejuine Revolutionist begin&
to sound reasonable... To preserve our people from rash Red-
flaggery... it is much to be desired that an Irish Lacordaire¥
shoul? arise to champion in high places the workers cause...
(P 40

In "What Sinn Fein Stands For" de Blacam wrote:

Catholic commnities are generally hostile to socialism, and
so the socialistic enthusiasm which ran over Ireland during

1919 surprised and puszzled many. Never was Ireland more dev-
outly Catholic than today...and yet nowhere was the Bolshevik
revolution more sympathetically saluted" (P 105/6)

In the situation existing in Ireland in 1919/20 every objective
circumstance favoured the growth of socialism:

the internal revo-
lutionary situation, the fact that within the Irish nation the nat
-ional bourgeoisie dare not take repressive actions against social
-ist propoganda, and the role of Connolly and the Citizen Airmy in
the Easter Week Republic. Nominal Catholicism rem.ined widespread:

but it was the peculiar kind of Catholicism found in Ireland durirg
the period of revolutionary struggle when

"the populace compel
the priests to become their leaders or to remain powerless to com-—
mand political or social ob edience" (Connolly. Forward 28.6.1913
Another suppressed article). The content of Vatican politics and

Vatican social teaching werc poweriess in the country, and t h e
Church had to survive by its wits.

A genuine socialist movement could have grown by leaps and bounds
in this period. But the Labour Party leaders turned traitor

and
became an adjunct of the national bourgeoisie, and no genuine soc-
ialist organisation emerged in this period.

Mass pressure and the needs of the independence struggle forced the

national bourgeoisie to take on a very democratic colouring in this
period. But in 1922 internal reaction began to grow.

] The revolu-
tionary democrats of this period became the reactionaries of the
20s, 30s, and 40s. Enlightened, popular Catholicism, responding to

*Lacbrdaiie: A Prench Dominican liberal theologian of the. 19th cen
~tury; an admirer of D. O'Connell. jejuine: barren, arid
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11ly's slogans (inclu-
's was prepared to make use of Conno : + -
3? Bligzm“Workerg Rgpublic") provided thap @hey were given a diff
;ggt content. He substituted "distributivist” sqclal}sm for -
3colleotivist“ socialism, What does.it’matte§hw218h kiﬂg igliigie
al'l we have so long as we have socialism? at do he e
ttgggetical merits of collectivism as against distributivism matter
to the working man?

Such theoreticcl differences are no concern to the stage "working
man" of the bourgeoisie. So long as the actual workers take thelr
idea of themselves from the stage "working man" of the bourgeois
press, (who was specially created in order to be imitated by real
workers), then they are going to remain an oppressed class in bou-
rgeois Society wntil the end of time, or of human society.

The difference between these two kinds of socialism is that one 1s
socialism and the other isn't. "Distributivism" is a petty bourg-
eols dream which can never be realised in actual human society. It
is Utopian as opposed to scientific socialism,

g

The actual history of the past fiftey years has demonstrated i n
practice what Marx demonstrated in theory in the 19th centry: that
Utoplan socialism is essentially reactionary. In the era of impe-
rialism Utopian socialism is one of the sources of fascism, This
has been shown both in Irish and international history.

Because of the damage which Utopian distortions of Connolly's tea-
ching has done in the Irish working class movement, and the damage
which moderm revisionism is ncw doing in the international working
class movement with the help of Utopian theories, we show in the
next section how certain syndicalist elements in Connolly's pamph-
let, The Axe To The Root, were exploited in the bourgeois int-
erest after his death in the Catholic Bulletin.

THE AXE TO THE ROOT

The hurler on the ditch sees most of the - game because he is
on the ditch, and not intent upon keeping his own end up in
the place allotted to him on the field. So the student of
history is wise, and can Justly criticise the mistakes of men
whose powers of judgement may nevertheless have been infinit-
ely superior to his own. He may Justly criticise their mist-
akes, but may also in the part he is playing in the historiecal
crises of his own time be making mistakes a thousand times

more)serious and less excusable. (Workers Republic. March 11
1916

Comnolly's main syndicalist writing will be found in "The Axe To
The Root" (which also makes up the second part of "Socialism Made
Easy"). This work was first published in the U.S.A. in 1908, had
a wide international circulation in the following years, was publ-
ished by the S.L.P. of Britain in 1916 (after Connolly's execution)
and by the I.T.& G.W.U. in 1934 —-a year of great political acti-
vity in the Irish Free State.

With an extra half century of history +to guide us (including two
great socialist revolutions), and with the Collected Works of Ienin
at our disposal, wo will outline the shortcomings of this whrk,
and show the use to which it has been put by the ideologists o f
the national bourgeoisie, and by the oprortunist leadership of the
I.7.6.W.U.

In"The Axe To The Root" Connolly puts forward a semi-syndicalist
theory with regard to the relation of politics to economics in the
proletarian revolution in the midst of excellent writing on indus-
trial unionism (there is absolutaly no necessary connection betw-
een the two).

He begins by guoting a statement by an American socialist as a st—
8tement of his own position: "Political insitutions are not adap-
ted to the administration of industry. Only industrial organisat-

lons are adapted to the administration of a co-operative common-—

. e

?
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But here's the rub
Jamt?s Connolly's,..own explicit statements, make it guite cle-
| ar shat the economic system he advocated forIcler¢ was by n o
means the State Socialism under which the masses would still

So far from approving of state socialism in the sense of comp-

. A PROUDHONIST FROM MAYNOOTH lete nationalisation of all productive wealth under a central-
-— = E . tin in 1920 Fr ised bureaugracy wlth the masses as mere state wage earners, te |
In his articles on Comnolly in the Catholic Bulle‘lnnln e ol would repudiate such a system as a mere substitution of one
- e ‘exploited to the full this weakmness in The Axe capitalist tyranny for another.

. TFr. Coffey began with a radical petty bourgedris attack on
: e

= - . ki . -5 _‘ Connolly was against "State Socialism": he stood for "industrial

0C Hﬁi _.',--";.. * system is nt'ha-b it hafs. made or group socialism", for a *“form of Guild Socialism" in which '
D ate property impossible for the masses of _"effective property rights are secured for the masses". In short,
Connolly stood for a dispersion of private property: not for its

abolition. To "prove" his point Fr. Coffey guoted liberally from \

The Axe To The Root, using the sections that we guoted earlier.
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For "State Socialism" in Fr. Coffey's language we can read Bolshe-
vism; TLeninism. The gist of Fr. Coffey's articles is that he
stood for "Connollyism" against “Leninism”". Teninism was "bureau-
racy"; was merely a changed form of "capitalist tyranny".

o plunged the people of the
1 history.

royed. And Fr. Coffey hadnd
ot time for the "peaceful

Kautsky (which was iden
He held that violence

(At the same time that these articles we;e.published a "left".opp—
osition faction known as "Workers Opposrtlon".d'eveloped w:L‘bh:Lp the
Bol “hevik Party i1 Russia. The "Workers Oppe.ition" tgo descrn:bed
the Bolshevik regime as a "bureaucracy', and characterised Lenin as
on agent of this priviliged bureaucracy which was, s‘ubgectlng the r
Russian workers to a new tyranny. It too opposed 'State soclalism
and advocated group ownership (i.e. a form of prlxvz'ate ]c_)Wi]e‘rs"lp),

i a'rly in 1921, under its influence and slogans a "revo ud;onf was
launched in Kronstadt (and was §up22§22dsgﬂiﬁiggtg?ousgﬂis gppare_
ub j 1 inced but unscilen 5). This ag
‘b?;ec2;1;2%eci2§1nﬁrevolu'tion" was supported by imperialism as a

hole.)

. trated” by the state
ism will not relax l}Srci

ources. ..until that grip if fo

orce of ar H‘a&éiseg labour ons

|
ting the expropriat®
he state does not
nonopoly cap
socialist who

iy, Coffey's articles were directed at the left wing intellectuals




B2 ican struggle. Theiy

.c advanced workers in thecgggl‘;:’}];iion of Bolshevism
X mewﬁ?io combat Bolshevisd. A y effective in the revol.
opject

: have been VeL ive was the tacti

i 4s would rot ) e effective cticof
frqmnzgs Eﬁiﬁition of 1920. Much_Tg{ nistake on a fundamental
utio 43

i le theorei.3al Ml e
deolaring ComOLLY C 80 % oorvegted Within o couple of Veaws) tobe
ma'ttel‘ an _O min Lenlnlsm ; .
o B St ?Efigi %Sﬁd;er;li a kind of bureaucrat capitaligp,
was not true S0C ‘

ticles did lead many of +the
: i that ¥r. Coffeyfs art 1 gEtT 0
There 1S_n? dggbtadvanced revolutionaries go?raﬁ.théghwasw b??ge
more politica fyht that no Marxist refutation of 1 v 1dgg i
A Uhedsasf ;otential Marxist revolut+ona1¢e§, ei 4 g %32
h?q:) Hﬂgdinguencé were led away from Marxlsm? $p ri sgniZ£Esm
—lglgnzhg;e after "guild socialism®, "group soclallsm’y, c i

00S )

%aéed on privete property and ﬁhe market.

i iy z State, a year

eat social movement in the Free )y @

i i and Communist
i ial-Republican (Republican Congregs) ;

;ﬁvgygwigg igg year E% which Fianna Fail began 1o expose 1tse1fts
" e I8 5. the I.T.G.W.U. republished "The Axe to\the_Root )

S mqsfiiidﬁ :1‘Qréiérr nPhe political and industrial
s C .T- intended@ 0 be conveyed by this pamphlet are that

o power precedes and conditions political power" (P 4).

In 1934, a year of gr

y g:ﬁme-past years there
%éfka democracy" by reformile
ustrial democracy" is only @&
wgroup: socialism",

W :
mderstand the need for
.e who understand lt‘so
ttee, Organising Com
mittee, Editorial

tees and a com
bhasis of an 0rg-
20), half of
politice more diver-—
m have no program
nd themselves 11y
he situation in ea
lity, (their. phres
d whatever sense O
harpening it).

ge in that kind O

" only be following the example of “our maters.

33.

But before we deal wi i
e azs ve connovlvith the gquestion of tpe Party let us dispose of
trade union organisat

Yy thought that the

/ growing concentration a f
1on was enough to b

ring socialism:

“ti o My point was that the amalgumation or federa
on of unions, unless.carried out ty men and women with the

acles in the way of effective warfare as to make that warfare

possible. The argument was reinforced by citations of whatis
taking place in the ranks of the railwaymen and in the trans-
[0 75 =

t There we find that amalgamations and federations ayrjle
rapidly becoming engines for Steam-rolling or suppressing all
manlfegtations C+ revolutionary activity, or effective demo-
nst;atlons of brotherhood. Every appeal to tekc industrial
action on behalf of a union in distress is blocked by insist-
ing upon the necessity of "first obtaining the sanction of the
Executive”, and in practice it is found that the process of
obtaining that sanction is so long, so cumbrous, and surroun-
ded by so many rules and regulations that the upion in distr-
ess is certain to be either disrupted or bankrupted before the
fyecutive can be moved. The greater Unionism is found in
short to be forging greater fetters for the working class...
(The Problem of Trade Union Organisation. Forward. May 23rd

] t for : X :
U b v sought to invoke Connolly's suppor 1914. Not republished since.)
:1%!:§aﬁfia?i 0 ‘v«a’\1§q}itica1 movements of 1934.
] . 3 “ Concerning the Party, he wrote

There is only one remedy for this slavery of the working class,
and that is a socialist republic..,. There is only one way to
attain that, and that way is for the working class to establ-
ish a political party of its own... In claiming this we will
Every political

party is the party of a class. (Workers Republic. P 45)

'Ah yes", 1t can be said, "so Connolly had an inkling of the need

or an independent working class Party:

conception of the Leninist Central Committee"., Well, let'g Se ey
¢ N

but of course he had n o

T have often thought that we of the working class are too
slow, or too loath, to take advantage of}the experiences o ik

our rulers...

the modern State the capitalist class has evolved for its
gﬁn purposes of offence what it calls a Cabinet. _This Cabin-
et controls its fighting forces, which must.obey.lt implicifly.
If the Cabinet thinks the time and opportunity ris ripe for
war. it declares war at the most favourable moment, and expl-
ain; its reasons in Parliament afterwards.

h a weapon as the capitalist

with suc
Can we trust our members (Porward. May 23, 1914,

cless trust'theirg? I think so.
Not republished since.)

e 1---IIIIIU-lIIﬂ
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34. he need for & Leninist Centre)

i} T

What is this if not 2 statement O
Committee? . lear Connolly ngeq have
f the matter makeioti io arrive at Leninism. Tt
in his out n certain ideas a bit more

o think throug . His thinkin
would have needeiooﬁii 3p a couple of 1008¢ en%i was thereforeg’
thorough¥yg angas concrete Marzist thinking.
1like Lenin's,

3 ey
gualitatively of a kind with Lenin's.

fact a study O
égde no radical changes

d other intellectuals wpo
ared to Trotsky an gifleptea i 4
Connoliy ha:pgegglgiggism until 1917 (if they really P
did not acc

i is valid. Trotsky etc. deve}oped
even then). Thetggggaiisggpééiiign to_Lenin over a 1oginggrlogﬁfg
their various Eothe engaged on hysterical attacks onot e oo
Y ey h yened because their approach was n & oo d
could only bave iggch They "accepted? Bolshevism in R e
T MarX1Sttﬁ§E the ﬁussian working class were go:}.ngT otSkr k
b 01eaf'th the weapon of Bolshevism, and that if rob yme aé
themselves wldl' their dead-end "theories" they either ecor g
gontiggggtpig ttggsocialist movement as thg Trappist monks, o
;ziid become agents of the counter-revolutlon.

- o _r
Trotskyism developed in direct opposition to Lip;gzsm,cogiilgg >
tatively different from Leninism; Wwas unsclenti .d o
no knowledge of Ienints writings. His th}nklﬁg gaﬁar;?sm e >0
i i was less revolutionary, and in which I '
gitiggswgéigously, than the situation in Whlch'Lenln gngloEggugh
Yet his thinking was gualitatively of a kind wlth Len nf %he S
less developed than it. And the gualitative identity o
was never clearer than in 1914-16.

4 -
Since the thought process itself grows out of thg gondigégﬁdé
is itself a natural process, thinking that really COmPn Tuly
mist always be the same... (Marx. Letter to Kugelmann.

11, 1868)

LABOUR 1N IRISH HISTORY .

It is generally agreed that this is a work of greas merit (for'i 3
working man) and that it is assured of immortality (whatever lone
faults). In fact, if  one paid any heed to the irsellectuals

would arrive at the ccnclusion that Connolly was & great Marxist
(considering all the blunders he uade ),

Desmond Ryan provides a ¢
compliments that the inte

ypical example of the kird of back-handed

llectuals pay to this work:

Tabour In Irish His

D t0Iy is a work of genius when
leisured professor and acute critic has explained

one-sidedness, its errors Y
(Jemes Connoliy. P 27) » OM1ssSions and d2fects.

the las?t
its obvious

35 .
One of the main

History is denie
it seems as if 1
making its demol

historical conclugio in Labour In Irish
S almost‘as often §g§§5€§?§géeneral terms. In fact
iiiggrg ;? pralzgd S0 much for the sole reason of

. asier, € bourgeoisie and their agen S are
prepared to told the book in high esteeﬁ pProvided that thig wzll
help them to discredit ~its central conclusions. They say: "It
is a griat book, only this little point happens to be wrong". Very
well, We concede the 1itfe point and they concede the greatness
of the book. But the "little point" is g very big point. It con-
cerns Grattan's Parliament, and the possibility of the economic
decline of the Irish nation being halted by any kind of capitalist
government :

At the present day our polizica
ling us with the must painfal
-€X¥ed by Grattan's Parliamert wa
sperity for Ireland, and thet,
renewal of this sgme happy state with a return of our "native

legislature" as they somewhat facetiously style that abortive
product of political intrigue --Home Rule.

1 agitators never tire of tel-
iteration that the period cov

S a period of unexampled pro-

therefore, we may expect a

We might if we chose, make =
torians by pointing out thas
is purely capitalistic...

point against our political his-
prosperity such as they speak of

But that is not the ground ve mean
will rather admit, for the Jurpose of
Home Rule capitalistic defi-ition of
rect one, and that Irecland
Parliament, but we must emp
was in any but an infinites
ment.,

at present“%ake up. We
our argument, that the
"prosperity" is the cor-
was prosperous under Grattantsg

natically deny that such prosperity
nal degree produced by the Parlia—

External circumstances, for whici Grattan's Parlismment was in no
way responsible and over which 1% had no influence, produced a tem
-porary commercial prosperity i Ireland. With the passing of
these circumstances the prosperity collapsed.

A native Parliament might kave hindered tre subseguent decay
as an alien Parliament hassened it, but im either case, under
capitalistic conditions, tte process itself was as inevitable

as the economic evolution :f which it was one of the most sig
-nificant signs...

' erity!' of IrelanC under Grattan's Parliament was
g%iosgrg:plittﬁe due to th:t Parlisment as the dust caused by
the revolutions pf the coarh-wheel was due to the presence of
the fly who, sitting in th2 coach, viewed thg dust, and fanc-
ied himself the author thereof. And, therefore, true prosper-
i ot be brought to Ireland except‘by measures somewha@
ﬁkﬁ?ﬁstic then that Pariament ever imagined. (Labour in

Irish History. ©Dp 24-27)




36. : eprgcdflinian 5. Boo<
£ this begins in Pr0105i0§y% published in 1918.

Le woriticism" O e].;nd in the 18th Centlge I'i‘iﬁh national bourge-

nomic hiStorytﬁg églitical economist of

(0|Brj_en was

oisie): ok was published by

] bo ]

d suggestive i ountry . This
- o an gktle an 2 ire for his ¢
zggewﬁgaﬁzsagince laid down hlst%;fthesis that Ireland's pro-

chiefly remarkable for

ion was in no W&y geper:d~nt on the exist
ion

atwre, put, S0 far as it
;%n—political causes. If
it would haia Vefzefzr
this theory were & R a'

. ent in

reachlng ef:frehc;ts’ by ICO) of cne great argum
Jaagn netioct b?u{gigiilif,its parliamentary liberty. (P2.) W
fayour of the restor |

i historians until
1ace amongst Irish e s :

has always been commonp quring (the period o

J iquut years that the progress migzt and_that it constituted
 Gratten's Parliament) was VeTy B F 1 o tablishment of an ind

PR trong argument in favour of the re-es % serious doubt,

1 ig%:ﬁdegt Irish legislature in Iii;agg%ablished opinion in &
e as cast on this generatl g in 1910 --James
U 2o I ve book which appeared 1 ' 3

reu b1 ? '“"ﬁ,iﬁis?gismm n—— wherein it was sugges
e e lace, that the improvement made, if anysl
e fi st pli e e ope Ly supposed; secondly,
W2 s i - was in no sense due to
> i Gomen dend causes, which were in
“ihat, in spite of a possible
e of the country, no 1mP-
!; whose interests were

"r,a)

book 1s
i pefore the Un _we )

Sgiﬁtt%f an independeaé iﬁéigtli%l

exd W Gl whe

existed at all, wfipported = fagta,

Well

: ve the 111usiorf
efi? 1ittle skirmi=
, He could not

t wrong. He could only
'h; rthy attemPt to
ess admissions
1areely inherent lnnd

\ave been guite beyo
- ' 'Ehgs means _tha g
fundamental 1nt2

“‘) t0 the dev

o

of
have

q
=4

S con

1
= it wa
A8 Irar astan's Parll
ed, Grat ot
ing grea‘t CIiEe
¥ TO the gam
seen haked

'hat

by their own bly g
b%bble e "proiggii took Castlereagh's bribes and vemished.

(This matter will be dea
development of eapitalis

has been dealt with to g tai
B 1057 ) certaln exten

O'Brien's criticism was re
Noelle Davieg,
ished in 1946:

bsolutely right.
g?ggl%gdggznzerce can%ot %e brought about through the development
of capitalism.
i nly Ias . : iy
P?;ﬂzzdélgnd%r of the Ivish nation by imperialism.
“Dail"
conomy -—even <t
e mass starvatlo

Connolly's 'weak point" 1s as Susand fimes as true two centuries

ater,

Srer, e

SR

The
ty" had been pricked even before the Union.

lt'with in more detail in a history of the
M In Ireland which is in preparation. It
t in The Irish Communist,

: epeated in a biography of Connolly by
the idelogist of Welsh bourgeois nationalism, publ-

.:.the rigid application of the Marxian "economic interpreta-
tion of history" may have sometimes led Connolly into one-

51Qed or unjust judgements in his drastic "debunking" of cer-
tain national leaders and movements in "Labour In Irish Hist-
ory". Dr. G. O'Brien...advances reasoned and detailed evide-
nce (tut,tut!) to show that Connolly underrated the beneficial

effec;s of legislative independence under Grattan's Parliament,
(P.45

And of course that well-trained parrot, Mr. Greaves, repeats his
master's voice:

Professor George O'Brien...criticised only ("only"! If Comnn-
olly was wrong on this matter his whole strategic view of the
Irish revolution was founded on a mistake) only chapter, that
on Grattan's parliament, and correctly identified Connolly's
weak point. Connolly was inclined to discount the value o f
11egislative independence'. (Life of Connolly. P 196)

clucked, Desmond!

Connolly's conclusions are thoroughly proven in the only scientific
work on the develoyment of capitalism in Ireland produced by a bou
~rgeois economist s
by Conrad Gill.

admitted : .
the opportunist "followers of Connolly" are left defending a pilece
|

"he Rise of the Irish Linen Industry" (1925)
And the fact is so undeniable that it was even
in the 1968 Thomas Davis Lectures on Radio Eireann. So

1lying bourgeois propoganda that the bourgeoisie themselves
abandoned.

Grattan's Parliament was a bubble.

Capitalism, however green its supemstructure be
tens Ireland to imperialism, and secures the con-
De Valera's

than Grattan's Parliament 1n developing the
g3y notgizgﬁrthe Jend question had been solved for it by
n and emigration of the peasants.

ound as the Rock of Gibraltar. And

was true in 1780 is a tho
DR

e G —, © (SR T M

|




2 onroLLY'S BIOGRAPHERS

s acceptable to the liberals,
ses in silence, glosses

Kautsky takes from Marxism what i
table to the bourge-

to the bourgeoisie...and discards, pas
over all that in Marxism which is uwnaccepP
oisie. (Lenin. The Renegade Kautsky .

¢ been as misfortunate in their biographers as Connolly.
ption, they have concentrated on producing a vers;on<i
h ais acceptable to bourgeols liberalism, and which

ficial resemblance to the real, historical connolly.

Pew men hav
Without exce
Comnolly whic
has only & super

DESMOND RY AN

e o s o

Ryan's biography appeared in 1924, It attempted to present Conno-
1lly as a man who, if he had lived, would in 1924 have been a Free
Stater and an O'Brienite Social-Democrat. Here.ls & sample:

i 4 1 ]

- ~ ,..recalling recent developments,,,, the Anglo-Irish Treaty,

' the Irish Free State, the tragic Civil War, and partisan
clalims upon Connolly's name and corpse, one inclines on the
whole to define his probable attitude as that of the official

 Irish Labour Party. Surely his voice, pen and personal infl-

~would have aided that Party in its opposition to the
'i War, its disinterested attempts to avert that folly, its
vetween Free'Stater

B . efforts to find a basis for reconciliation
[ N tance in all the circumstances,
n
]

l

‘and Republican, and 1ts accep
the machinery of the Irish Free State as a step, and as an
pprec e step, towards the co-operative commonwealth of s

heart's desire. (P 3-4

_left camouflage for the
Griffith, O'Higgins,

can you imagine Connolly acting as a pseudo
Y IT —revolutionary terrorism of Collins,
1 2TUC. ¢ =
e oted as an huthority on Connollyts Marxism.
ledge of ism can be gauged from this:
|

1

ermination! Years before [rotsky coined the pirass,
the teaching into the ears of Home Rule

‘British Iabourists, and American Marxists; (plO.

some- ne

opponent of national self-deter

ising on the grounds that the
"even in bacikward Ireland" -0E
ent he attacked Lenin's theo
rmination. (Ryan continued ®
eling journalist of the impe
the Daily Express, Daily Teleg
.H‘ In the Sunday Press, Jan 19

d prophet's fight to the death
. d referred to "the miracl

- That is very true.

of Trotky's i
Der 15, 1964 he dsgenibeSly ihe Russi
; 4 hE e e Russian ;
as.follows: "Legiicrgbed Lenin in the gggglu;;on". T TS o <
$#iuniphdnt in aChieéemUIl and angry in polemgcsgrggsive newspaper
85 great a wobbler, ent... As for the Marxism of Lgﬁ;;blgeand
F was

i as Ma i
Sia are great shadow bcxeig himself", 1The bourgeois intelligent-

As i
editor of the three volume select

Ryan laid the ,
ves has built on. o T Of distorti

ipn of Connolly's writings
on and suppression that Gréa-

Ryan tries to

4 represen

l:lls youth was a "dogma'tigi?noj.l
ine Marxist) but
revisionism,

(inyR;:n?smfn who in the exuberance of
, Who as he beceme more ?ngUage this means 1 genu-
In earlier Seore, mature' blossomed into

...his somewhat arig ¢ i '
. Arld theorising ha %Rﬁ%ﬁ.COterl S okt
little response in the populargcongcioﬁsni:g e %xcept:f%%ﬂﬁ
But later: .

Altho i i i

‘ thegggsitll¥n201dlng his Marxian principles he becam

R of.Ra;’ ﬁed he haq grown somewhat weary of th :
tarl Marx, Lewis Morgand and Darwin (P45§

less
Holy

Afterwards Connolly P
A : J moaif . -l
his earlier years. (P 9)1ed the somewhat rigid Marxism of

But what are the facts? That C
o b T : : ? onnolly was ne
Euggg:;;sgogfaifdhls last years. When virtuazig igemxghlof <
froppeer questiosmpgrgcy became "reasonable®", and did 2 e
3N expiainin oAl 2 imperialist war when the war act aliomersau—
wheﬁ grniely wis at they would take up their nrinciplgs : proke
o ine yax weo cron. Comelly deolazed:” mEs ve'cametdian
; : T prese i i

igriggriZESZ? sztpone the paymept of the degt gzglgzéi Ebere ~o

. can only be paid now" (Forward Auga ;;t819§2§

. 3

In 1914 Connolly, like Lenin, decla is i i
imperialist war with revolutionag; i:g hiidlizzﬁz?on.Of meeting
self from all the "reasonable", liberal Socialistby isolated him-
pt to represent him as a libeval in this period gl Ryan's attem-
dman's judgement is indisputable: Comolly began asaugh%?le. Hyn-
ilist", and with the years e Dbecame ever more "i an "lmpossib-
the opportunist viewpoint. . mpossible" from

NOELLE DAVIES

In 1946 Davies published "Connolly of Irela i i
nd" in which
%t Connglly through the eyes of a Welsh petty—bourgeogs g:t}gokeg
To admire annolly whole~heartedly and to find in him a Sournallst
lasting inspiration does not imply believing that he was infaiiigi
e

or ungualified acceptance of everything he wrote", said g
: D
The radical petty—bourgeoisie,needs'rgzgiit§%§®'
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ary heroes,
of course the S

1 o N
_Jetarian revolutionary must 1
i%gs. The "inspiration" must not be too powerful. Having taken

Gonnolly to task for various manifestations pf "dogmati§m", and
naving compared him unfavourably with Griffith on the issue of

class and nation, Davies concludes:

However extreme the language he m
feels that fundamentally Connolly's attitude was not very far
from that of Jacques Maritain, who has written: "If the pro-
letariat demands to be tr.sted as an adult, by this very fact
it is not to be succoured, ameliorated, or saved by another
social class. On the contrary the vrincipal role in the next
phase af evolution belongs t0 its own historical upward move-
ment. It is not, however, by withdrawing from the rest of the
community to exercise a class dictasorship, as Marxism would
~ have it, that the workers and peasants will be in a posi-
tion to play this inspiring and renewing role. It is by org-
Ianising and educating themselves, by becoming aware of their
sibilities in the community, 0y uniting in their task
l lements, to whatever class they may belong, who have
";biir"*o work with them for human liberty." (P46/7)
- .
geoisie imagines that at bottom all good men are
“that true human nature is petty-bourgeois. This
hat 101ly did not really stand Zor class war to the end,
the bus ¢ of socialism through the dictatorship of the
he merely used words against the the harshness
sm——- that Connolly's view of the world is
B ations Charter is being given increasing
ays. We will guote what Connolly said. Anyone
e that Comolly, a great master of En lish -
Gll' > say what he thought, and that he really

oletatian movement can supply . But
t+ be knocked off. The pro
to petty-bourgeols dimens-

which only the pre
harp "dogmatic" edges mus
be reduced

ay have used on occasion, one

A
tne
o

l, e ‘petty bourg

all-

20

g class as "the only universal,
and Nationalism. p29); and as .
erests are always on the side of pro-

eralised phrases about "human

ass of Ireland, and strive to exp

; of view. Always and ever the

s after clearness of thought, &8s

t of working class oims. The mid

e itself with finely turned

0 ill vaguer aspirations,

nd speak in language
onditions of

e ion. 111

(Labour &

If Ryan's contention were correct Conn

olly's
turn to pacifism: : - e
-playipg its moral superlority, opposes non-violence
lence is cvil. "

Easter Week, ot

1 k)
cooWe take o

k ur sta
interests, 0.

(ibig [ih our clas

by S, nakedly upon our class

focialism and
. of classes would b e

S y y @5 1s his view that i
Judge 1ltself by the degree to which 11325 3?1{?5

"responsibiliti

1lities" foi

d iste it i 3

1.e. the bourgeoisie: d on 1t by "society" or the "community"
9

Such a party (ie a

( n Independe W
upon the working class .FwﬂgZﬁt'“
embracing the w =
self and its

orking class party), resti

the only clas 4 ok
; i S capable
Clagéeahggﬁnhrace-— must necessarily make of gtf
B 5 e souchstone by which all other bodies
O O s trig{?w Eg the dignity of affirming thatmust
e H T 1s plvilisation that i il

1 the elements of civilisation in Irelang Ogstgi:é
. Y

where, must stand or f
s sl e 91?11 as they are true or not to the cause

e A ; z
ocialism will, I believe,

: com ;
ous inorease of power of the’w € as a result of the contin-

orking class. (ibid. p 10T

Power over what (
over the anti
this but the

there is no such thin

s s as v
~working F}ass social forge obsgg
dictatorship of the proletariat?

er in itself)? Power
usly. And what i s

Davies rgckons that Connolly would be a
ence against the enemies of the workin
beczmg a libgral "if he had lived tohse

Esgtiég ggzs;? th(P <o e ngg we will content ouselves with

B e 1es§ publicised pPassages from Connoll : |
s @ccording to Ryan, he had mellowed intoy{iggigf?n

. ism;

ppalled by the use of vi
viol-

g class: that he would have

e the results of the expe r-

In times of peace human life hanes h i
the most bruta} oonur rulers sh%inkegzgi too readil i
hyman blood. Buﬁ in times of war all such conside;aﬁ'Sheddng
-ish, and the spilling of a torrent of blood in the i)
eets would cause the ruling class no more compunci W 1
slaughter of game on their estates." R A

Yy in the balance, and

against bourgeois violence the DProletariat, dis
; because vio-
But it doesn‘'t happen. Connolly continuesl:lS b
Indeed that lesson has been all too tardily learned by the

people and their leaders. One great source of the strength of

thie ruling class has ever been thelr willingness to kill i n
gefence of their power and priviliges. Tet their power be

once attacked either by foreign foes, or domestic revolution-

ists, and at once we see the rulers prepared to kill, and kill, }

———
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The readiness of the ruling class 10 order killing

and e reluctance of all revolutio-

...is in marked contrast to the
nists to shed blood.

The French Reign of Terror is spoken of with horror and exe-
cration... And yet in one day of battle at the Dardanelles
there were more Lives lost than in all the nine months of the

Reign of Terror.

Should the day ever come when revolutionary leaders are pre-
pared to sacrifice the lives of those under them as reckless
-1y as the ruling class do in every war, there will not be a
throne or despotic government 1eft in the world. Our rulers
reign by virtue of their readiness to destroy human life in
‘order to reign; their reizn will cend on the day when their
discontented subjects care sz little for human life as they
| do., (Novemher 1915. Workers Republic. P 111/2)

o i e

=1 ﬂbw's that for liberalism!

1
aphy, "James Connolly: The Forerunner" was publ-
og ES'I:'Q# a Marxisi work. In the "Irish Democrat",
was referred to as ‘Treland's potential 'revislonist™
f it is accurate to call Fox (who has not atte~-
opportunism under a guise of orthodox Marxism) a
n it must be said that he is a revisionist by con-
bs ‘no understanding of Connollyts strategy
the establishment of the Free State as
tional independence).
ars ago. "

cAC¥as described as "Ireland's potential
S has become the most Insidius rev-
even though it makes a pretence
fairs), And D. Greaves has become
1ist biographer. Greaves has bec-
virtually every political pos
e -%o hold) twenty years ago, and
)t done this openly, explaining
e it treachorously and dihonestly,
_Ft, and spreading political

1 el

'iographer Greaves has taken up
by Fox (and 45 years ago by
5 of a kind with Greaves. Fox
of Connolly, although objecti-
what he is, and does not
e word that

=
- ago

But he said what

43.

Greaves' "Life apq Times of
1960), the main modern revis
' representation of Connolly!
hailed by opportunists as a
by the trotskyists,
Greaves'!

James Connolly" ( Lawren i

e ce and Wishart
L1onist attempt at a comprehensive mis-
S llfe,'haa been almost universally
megterplece. It has even been acdaimed

wh G c o
ey i onden. are supposed to be the deadly enemies o f

In the British trotslkyist newspaper "Newsletter" it was welcomed as

ggiioiiéltl"tbe new life pf James Connoily by Desmond Greaves has
& eajlél y pralsed for its comprehensiveness and its corrections
riler works on the game inspiring subject." (May 2%, 1960)

And D. O'Connor Iyseght (a member i L
C h of the trotskyist Irish Workers!'
giggg) g;ltes cf Greaves, in his introduction tg the New WritergS
editior £ g «' ; o o il i
ot lon o Bocialism made Basy", as"Gonnolly's best biog-

We' cannct undertake 2 comprehensive review

‘ | c of Greaves' book here.
Wle have already shcwn a few of the ways in which he has digtorted
Connolly. (For documented proof of Greaves political duplicity

z?inriader is referred to ine ICO pamphlet, "The Ccnnolly Associa-

Greaves' method is not ‘o state his position ope i i
the method of the Home Rulo ideologigis of sixgyn;ZérsHézomegsoggj
—cr;bed by Connolly in one cf the suppressed articles we héve quo-
TEEC PR = the.methoq of onxS~1lon, suppressicn, and distortion
all wrapped up in tedious, ambiguous prose. (The book has nnteveg
the elementgry literary ouality of presenting a clear chronology of
thﬁ eve?tsHln Conno;}{‘s I%fe, It generates vagueness in every
sphere. ere we wi o briefl i
e e g y through some of the more cbvionus

Connolly hgd bgeg for many years working out a modus vivendi

between scientific socialism...and Christian beliefs.
Grecaves cites no evidence of this. He could not since no evidence
exists. Cocnnolly never tried to reconcile the scientific socialist
outlook with the religious outlook. MNor was he an agnostic. In
"Roman Catholicism and Socialism", 1908, he clearly explains reli-
gion as & product of man at a certain stage in the development of
humen society, (religion explains man, and natural forces, as a
product of supernatural forces). Nor did he derive socialisw from
Christian principles. He continuously urged the workers to put
their class interest above everything else and not to be held back
from socialisu by the denunciation of socialism by the religious
leaders. He did not try to make it a conditlon that workers coming
Should cease to hold religious beliefs, and on the other hand he

ai bate his own materialist position ome iota in order 4 o
d not a Eis sole condition was that the furth

conciliate raligious views. !
—erance of the class interest of the workers in the class war ’




should be made the rinal test of what was right and wrong.

1" he said that religious discussion was prohib-

Many years later in an article (which has been
"attempts in Ireland to introdu~

In "The New Evange
ited in the 5.P.I.

ressed) he vigorously opposed ' : !
igpghis evgl Spir%t of religious discussion into the labour move-

mefnt..." ("Yellow Unions in Ireland". Forward, 20.6.1914).  And
in another (also suppressed): "The day on which the Catholic

clergy can no longer use the cry of Home Rule to hide their usurp-
ation of political influence will see the beginning of the end of
their domination of the intellectwd@ life of the Irish people. And
the day on which the Orange aristocracy can no longer use the same
cry will see the sturdy working class of the North reaching out the
arm of friendship Ho their fellow workers of the South'. (Forward.

28.1.1913)

W i no conception of a political party as the gen3ral staff of
aHilggg" (Greavgs. P179).p We have shown that he hai. What h e
had no concepticn of is a little Greavgsian sect cut >ff from the
class, suppressing working class political thgught? and having to
anise as a highly centralised bureaucracy (desplts having only
or 30 actiive members plus 100 or so who can be ;ugtleq up for
) wlféngsidps once or twice a year) for‘fear of being "taken
donnolly * certainly had no conception.of_th;s mlsergble.
ouse parody of she Leninist Party. But it 1s :asy to imagine
. comments would have been if he had lived %> see such an
ion calling itself by his name.

wrse firds Connolly's outlook "a trif_e inflexible"

sves joins the revisionist intellec-ual pygmies aff-

with mega oman:a who in the past decade heve t en 10 inve-

ng the "mistakzs" of the great Marxists, Zirst of all Stalin

i and Mer» (the essence of their con:lusion with reg-

is tha’ it was, of course, the wcik of genius, but
gc mistakes). Conrdlly

| pite

tably one of his gigant

1 ima a theoretician. He lacksd the philosophical
bh> fine analysis of concep%s... What marked

instant recognition of zevolutionary pract-

e G
,.‘h-ﬂ’

(P 345)

. _
e iBing” b porn
7 oA o et

this tant

to misunders-anding, let it De

"dictatorshir of the proletariat"
istortion of Marxism:

r 41e people.
-%“;lnl v

44. l.

4 "dictatorship of the proletar—
T ﬂkc A 3 It does not

active, forcibly implanting in the minds of the workers in

45.

Dictatorship is dictatorship,

i . If Ma
would not have saig dictatorship (unlessrﬁr??&egesglidﬁgsgriiy:hhi
a

this great o

such § fundggsgfgloi %:ﬁguage "as not able to say what he meant A
Zeaaly meant to Say!? “The %?y$? Greaves is telling us what Marx
Precisely an "era of repressi;g"dtﬂrsnlp of the proletariat is

Marx of course gid no such thing

tlon of democracy ,

Class dictatorship is inevitable in

5 § X C Eve i
Soclety is a cglass dictato;ship of the bourgeoisie evenrzhgggﬁgigf

This dictatorship
ough the bourgeois
exc: : . . s form by every
The bourgeois dictatorship is unceasingly
youth idea§ wblqh Serve the class interests of the bourgeoisigelr
trying to intimidate in one way or another every worker who ar;ivm
at class consciousness and attempts to arouse the class conscious-
ness of his fellow workers, and trying to intimidate with direct
brutal method§, t0 corrupt with bribes of one sort or another 5r
iegd astray with opportunism, workers who arrive at socialist,pol—
itical consciousness and work at developing a Communist movement.

by the bourgeoisi

. sed cc b geoisie thr
§tate? but it is also exercised in a less obviou
individual bourgeois,

Greaves holds that the Free State is "the most pro ressive

in Western Europe”. In this "most Progressive gta%e" thz biﬁ?;gmﬁ
dictatorship is guite naked and brutal. A worker who makes LEE R
his."democrath freedom” to becowe a Communist, state openly that
he 1s a Commmist, and show his fellow-workers why they should bec
—-ome Communists will, in any area outside Dublin (and .even in Dub
~lin things are not much different) by faced with the simple choi-
ce: starve or emigrate. That is bourgeois democracy i.e. democ—
racy for the bourgeoisie, freedom +o express bourgeois views;
dictatorship against the wnrking class and suppression of views
which the bourgeoisie find dangerous.

In order to bring about socialism, Marx explained, this class

dictatorship must be replaced by a proletarian dictatorhnip. This
s the first place, involves the establishment of proletarian state
organs. But the proletarian dictatorship will nct be limited + o

- the state organs eny more than the bourgeois dictatorship was. In

1921 when the proletarian shate was actively engaged in obstructing
thwartlng and suppressing bourgeois politics, Lenin urged the
masses of workers to follow the pattern of the individual bourgeois
ang exercise the dictatorship continuously in their everyday rela-
tionships with bourgeois elements. ~ The workers, he said, ahould
learn to hound their enemies unuercifully. ("Wg are not able 1t o
wage the Glass struggle in the newspapers as skilfully as the bou-
Recall the skill with which it hounded its class

em, and swept
Sept 1918)

rgeoisie did. ]
ésemies in the press, ridiculed them, disgraced
them away.'" "he Character of Cur Newspapers.

Connolly too was clear as to how classes would be abolished:
L

socialism...will come as a result of the continuous increase
e, WA

T T S —— ¢ SR e T A,




46. |
of power of the working class.

Because the class interests of the workers and.capital%sts are ant
-agonistic democracy for the one must necessarlly be dlctatorsplp
over the other. The period of socialism, accorang to.Lenin, is a
period of struggle beiween hourgeois and Communist society under
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

The "dictatorship of the proletariat" is precisely "an era of repr-
ession" --of bhourgeois society. It can only end when bourgeois
social relationships have been destroyed. But then, as Lenin
pointed out, "democracy" too will come to an end, since democracy
is only a form of the state, i.e. a form of oppression. Greaves
has committed an outrageous distortion of Marxism on this matter.

Connolly's views on this are of a kind with Lenin‘'s, though 1less
developed.

&

———

work

These are a few of the treasures that are to be found in the
- of "Connolly's
F

besty ubiographer”.

| ICLUSION
_.g::/<::> R l :::). £

QEEBﬁnqglAy on the Home Rule bourgeoisie in 1911 -
en reprinted in this pamphlet make it clear that,

*-'h" P

c

view, ngco§nition of the fact the Irish nation was
§ 2 1r-~ssad y imperialism, and preparagtion to co-
| 3 non-Socialist anti-imperialist forces in the strug-
mperialism, did not in the least imply a toning
cle of the workers against the nationalis
-ing of the struggle to develop a strong
is question,as on many others, Connol-
as Lenin's (See, for example, Lenin's
racy in the Democratic Revolution™".

i
trotskyism have utterly distorted Marxism
the trotskyists allege that
list struggle has not been com
rdinating of the working class

- the bourgeoisie: 4inpvolves
Y They therefore make the
ational-democratic struggle in Irelan
ish nation is independent of imp
> February revolution", the trotsk
s declaved. An Solas No 8. Editorial)

" :

oV l ‘?‘7. e trotsk

*

gElstis right, 't h e
the working class
1€ "anti-imperia
and they

of the

i m‘

Border) A (T s
2 Pamphlet : )

Connolly—wali on this question which wi i

Ico. T controversy of APl Al iﬁ X;é%aigiiggeb;het h e

Thi ICO has be
ental class.

The name gf e
Connolly's s

en critici i
uestiongciieihfor not glossing over certain fundam-
€ name of "anti-imperialist unity".

Connolly n : : ;
uPPresséd as been invoked in this connection. B w 4

i 14 writings make it abss
position taken up b VIl 5 me 1t absoclutely clear that the
trust that in fugurg Eﬁgsgco g tathosl i dapnSLipden e

"followers of Conno

e 11lvyn i
to0 Connolly ,s well as the IC 2N Ry

their strictures 0

ggested that Connoll
Here are hi

It has been su
of opportunism
in 1910.

y was not aware of the nature
S remarks on the Dublin Labour Party

We have not any knowledge of any country in whi

;ng glass more readily rallies ¥o an ap%éal to ggstgfaggrk
ee}lng than in Ireland. Whilst knowledge of theoretical
s001allsmbls but meagrely distributed among the workers

that feeling or knowledge which the socialists call claés—

consci isst - i i i
inflgéggz???s is.deep-seated, wide-spread and potent in its
We have said that the Irish worker while thoroughly true to

his own class, - lacking in sociali
a.one offers an explanation of the..
cause in Ireland.

st knowledge. This
set~bs to the labour

The men elected to the municipal councils
instead of.forming & distinet and independent party of their
own in the various councils,... allied themselves to one or
another of the capitalist political kites... The honest
Irish working man...honest himself and inclined to believe
in the honesty of others-- was no match for the political
traitors of the capitalist parties. When he found himself
flattered and courted, invited to dinners and private gath-
erings of Home Rule councillors, plied with drink by his
associates and asked to favour them by seconding the resol=
utions affirming their position on certain debatable matters
..., he did not realise that his genial hosts were destroy-
ing his independence...

Yet it was so. The labour party was a party only in name;
it came to sgnify only certain men who could be trusted to
Araw the working class support to the side of certain capi-

talist factions.

This led to the defeat of Labour Party candidates at the subse-

quent election:
Though they were
words the Irish :
of a capitalist party 18 not\
capitalist member..., rerhaps

not perhaps able to frame 4t in so
workers realised that a working man member

necessarily any better than a
not so good. (Workers Repub-

many

R ———————————————
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\ lic. P 87/8). | y ;
| on the "democratic reform" of the capitalist state through "wej. '
n the
fare" schemes etc:
i t, or else
completely our }ngtrumgn , :

a1 Stati m?:EaEivgai:sultg of our agt1v1ty will 1nev1tab1l

all t?gtoe%resh and more perfect chains for ourdQWnMenslave
;Eggt (Ireland And the Tnsurance Act. Forward. ay 31,

1913. HNot republished)

1 on the idea that Connolly was a liberal socia

éii:tfiﬁié agﬁ?gn;ave been shocked by Bolshevik 'intolerance',

we quote the following:

untry socialism is foreign, ie unpatrlgtlg, and
aglivgg%tggue s% until the working glass make.5001allsm the
dominant political force...” By thelr aggress1v§ne§sland .
intolerance the possessing classes ergct'the principles o
their capitalist supremacy intec the dignity Qf naplgnal '
safeguards; according as the working class infus~ into its
political organisation the same aggr:

e it will 1@ the success it deserves, and make the :

st the only good and loyal citizen. (Workers Repub- T

o e o

*

movement we long ago learned that it is the
inced of the power of the capitalist, who
big fellow is sure to win,' it is he who
bjection... The problem in the
o find out how this hopeless feel
onfidence implanted in the bosom
The moment the worker no lon- L
uering strength of his employer
1s out to the emancipation of
W

e this, and ﬁéncg all their agencies
vards drugging, stupefying and poison-
‘ t and fear amongst them. .-

erstood that he who strikes
olow for blow in return.

tly for years, but when the€
ld be swift and decisive and

. June 1915)
|

Ll

gressiveness and intoler- i

e 1 vy .._“

Our masters all, a godly crew
Wpose hearts throb for the poor,
Their sympathies assure us 100,
If our demands were fewer, '
Most generous souls! But please observe:
What they enjoy from birth
Is all we ever had the nerve
To aslk, that is the Earth.

*

The "Labour Pakir", full of guile, .

. Base doctrine ever preaches, o

And, whilst he bleeds the rank and file 118 e
Tame moderation teaches,

Yet, in his despite, we'll see the day,

_ When, with sword in its girth, - 4

Labour shall march in broad array & \
To seize its own, the Barth.

* ) i ! Y

.
]
i P - -

For Lebour long, with sighs and tears ) =
To its oppressors kmelt, * :
But never yet to aught save fears, o WEAT J
Did heart of tyrant melt. : i _ - XS
We need not kmeel, our cavse is high, .
0f true men there's no dearth. ' g Ty O
And our victorious rallying ery ~
Shall be, "¥e Wani The Barthl™ -« = = -

Wk
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