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This issue of The Ripening of Time
concentrates on :.d-nt:f]u.ng the major ele=
ments for an examination of the bourgesis
class and its origins in Ireland.

The article ' The Break Up of Capital

(part two ) looks at banking cepital and
. credit and its later merger with industrial
Gnoe egain. = capital. The role of banking capital and
History rep PN K its concentration is key to the understand-
By savage deeds ing of how the :np: talist system cﬂnﬁd
In 4 civilised agi " across the globe
Hidden hands appear, Ground rent “md in i“?‘
Seeking the blood the jﬂil“l‘ﬂl is a social relation which
Of the poor and the wretched, be m‘ﬂtt{lﬂdlr Mmmi
Once again ;.ﬁmt mﬂ ; is made to examine
Colour, race, religion and language lw
' ! formation, especially one |
Become sharp blades e tmm‘
Ta use in the carnage. -

SEee nllﬁwh'hu-l From th
It has happened p ﬂd'l“ -,. v ;
In every corner of the earth

Where the few sat bread

And the rest sand. '

It has happened
_Whlra the few clothed in velver |

b . m palaces ;
rest go nl.lﬂ'é squeezed into shacks.

It has happened -

Then Hidden Hands reappes

?ﬁlhnﬂ the blood of ﬂul '
-n!mn on to power.
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This work, together with the éssay on
the fragmentation of capital : :|'||1-'rchunr,

industrial , banking etc. lays the basis for

a concrete analysis of the origins and \
strength of the various fractions of the
bourgeois class in Ireland today, to be \\-\

undertaken in the coming 1ssues of the
journal .

The third major article is an individual
! The Problem of Democratic Unity ' . This
is an essay by a militant whose views and \
practice are well known in the Irish Left = \
Ll.[lfhg}l.:l-l._illl some of 1]'11_- |‘|l_r‘:1;'lu'f“:i'.*(_r:;; *'J]"\;Illl"{
here may perhaps be novel for some.
We share with the author the appreciation
and concern for the importance of unity N
of the democratic and progressive forces
in the 32 Cos. Forging unity in struggle,
not least in ideclogical struggle, is what
the journal is committed to....this is why
we have published this article with which
we have major disagreements. The Edi-
torial Collective intends to reply to the
| paper in a later i1ssue and invites all organ-
isations or individual militants who share
the author!s pre-occupation for unity to
contribute to the debate.

Finally, this issue includes an extend-
ed section of book reviews ; so our letters
page is carried over to issue 10,

The Ripening of Time will be soon
celebrating its first double figures ; we
ask all our readers to join in the celebra-
tion in any way they may wish. 4
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have an independent political space,
mark on society, on the political events, it can be argued, :
is ar gued by various politic al forces, that this kind of 'theoretical
Slandpoint is merely abstract and basically useless for the :
formulating day-to-day political strategy. Is it at all possible to pro-
ceed from the above standpoint to political practice - in the 32 Cos,
oday 7 ls the above statement a mere ' theoretical ' assertion, rheto-
ric some may call it, or does it have any direct political significance
in the immediate 7

et st e s sisteste e e e el e e e e el

task of

As stated in the Editorial of issue B, the economic crisis
of capital 1s still alive. The so-publicised growth of the economy is a
relative increase in the margins of profitability - but 1t doesn't in any
way translate to a8 growth of wages or employment. We are in a situa-
tion where the needs of capital to maximise profiis are directly depend=-
ent on ihe necessity for capital to keep prices high, rationalise the eco-=
nomy and throw people onto the dole and smother all attempts of work-
ers to fight back. That sirategy of capital has to be understood and
explained in minute detail .thus the need for Marxist analysis.

But analysis alone does not provide revolutionary strate-
gY....strategy has to come out of the lessons learnt from the fight of
the working class internationally as well as out of the collective fight
of the masses Lo answer their needs - today , in the 32 Cos. Strategy
can only be built around the crystallised needs of the social practice
of the proletariat. What does this mean exactly 7

It means that the ' theoretical ! centrality of the
m as the leading force of revolutionary change, and here
3 ressive comrades would agree that this is so, has to reflect
_Mﬂll ' capacity of communists to live, expermm:a understand
ze from the daily ml'i?"f practice of the working class. The
ice of workers in actory, in the estate, in the streets
in the training college, is the un/conscious response of
he ivﬂlﬂttﬂhm suffered from capital. .. .and that
\Ihmh reflects that response is the m >
r« For -vl it isn't,it um't a

vherever it comes fron i, howeve; ik

e, 15, must become, the starting point for the developme: { F e
gy Ior rey '|.|II1T_Iﬁ.'=_II Y communists,. Thal assertion tha wl

that will to exist and be free. . . . viols ni and destruclive | property

[ like the Fost Office Engineers and the Liffey Dockvard worksrs

it umes oppositional and stubbern, { Central Bank building site

Aer Lingus clerical workers ) sometimes withdrawn and ! pasE v
like absenteeism which is the desire of workers to contral their thms

- - ] o T N ™ . 3 I

consciously or unconsciously in a social practice against capital )
or even flowing with rage and revolt - { violence in the estate or ths
ghetto )

the p =appropriation of time as use-value 1n order io be inltegrated

But however it comes across, whether il ' hits ' the
headlines or not, that social practice of workers is the motor force of
struggle, of class history. It is that social practice which finally
determines the rate of extraction of surplus value = the rate of capital
growth. It is thal social practice of the numerically weak, palitic-
ally marginal but potentially revelutionary Irish proletariat which is
the most powerful force of communists,

And it must be emphasized, this theoretical and practic-
a! centrality of the Irish working class is real toda It doesn't exiat
in a hypothetical time-constrained to - be - lnﬂ'ualr'zahud future .
It vibrates in the factories, in the communities, in the schools and the
colleges. . .it is the pulse of the people in the Unions, in the Republic-
an organisations, in the bureaucratised structures of reformism....
it is the conscious or unconscious spontaneous opposition to the plans
and blueprints of capital : on the context of the socialisation of labour,
of high prices, of fr-a.gmetmg the means of production, of lethal and
pollutive mdustmss of the presence of the British Army, of private

health. ... .the response of the worklng class is all the power ﬂ
force revolutionaries have. Qutside that, there is W,
sectarianism , bullshit and little else. i

wmw

Partition and the national guestion m
centrality of the working class into the guukllndd
That is perhaps the greatest reason why «
arv socialists must involve tlnmﬂ!uﬂ
struggie and help the -nh-mm list me
i'his is not the place to dwell o
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the many disparate and often isolated battls

While

rns them off.

i WKErs il L &8 éven 1nside the Republican Moveme nt.cry ftor
yoort and unity which hardly ever comes - and :mt“f.lu|\-1: feat usually
SUDy af ; .
A [ TR 3 Py 1 oo radictio
follows. And around these issues of analysis and contradiction the
fragile unity of purpose amongst the progressive forces reqular]y
braaks down and fragments. Caught between the two false premise: 2
the ! aptimism of will ' and the ' pessimism of rage ' the progress-
ve forces tread in the path of their historic mission with lack of
I I . g . : B i LS 1 7 .
conviction and 4a 1|-J.|:"'~.|l|."‘]‘r r:'.ilr"l_-q':l."ldl existence ., .|'||i||.' I|||.' class war goes

steadily on till final victory.

he BEditorial Collective

end March 1978

In 1ssue 7 of Ripening of T ime, we opened a study of the
different forms of capital.(1) The objective of this study is to examine
the role and function of different forms of capital (such as merchant
capital or industrial capital) throughout the entire process of product-
ion, distribution and exchange., We have stated that there exists an
overriding unity across these different forms of capital based on the
fundamental contradiction of capital and labour. This means that the
extraction of surplus value from labour, the exploitation of the working
class by the capitalist class lays the basis for & strong and crucial
economic and political unity inside the bourgeois class. Notwithstanding
this fact, there exists competition and contradiction between different
capitals, and distinct fractions of the bourgeois class, who derive their
profit from different parts of the productive cycle. There are also strong
contradictions between the bourgeocisies of different couniries, clearly
evident in the violent inter-bourgeocis conflict through the two World
Wars.

So far, we have examined merchant capital and the hist-
orical rise of industrial capital. In this issue, we look at cap-
ital and the huge transformations which took place in the era of imper=
ialism, giving birth to a new and powerful form of - finance
capital . Banking capital has its origins in m and interest-

._ ¥ ct 14 (e |
class. Fir "':, _H_.‘_

on the other hand, i
through the merger of banking and ind
of the capitalist system - monopoly cap
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weific historical development O
30 1 ition shapes and jetermine: the development of ditfferer
fart % capital . For example, the beginmng of the 19th Century in
IS L L1y i s ! =7
oy f | arowth of the banks. These banks wer:
[reland was a period of rapid growth J 5. 1 ks
set up by both merchants and landlords, but given the colomal domina-
tian of this country by the English, these same landlords carried much
f t lealings through the strong English banks = and native banking
of their dealings through | tror ngl atiy : :
~amained weak and not very extensiv: _.Finance capital in Ireland today
i r**ln:"'\'-.l"-, British or German capital, the direci result
the imperialist domination of this Ih‘drii Where we reter to |||{ nistor=
the i C
L I = : tl maost
ical developm ;n s of different forms of {"u_ .--c1|, these ill ne
nart be general historical developments of the entire c: ru-ulw—.. systemn

. { n } . " 5 .
he specific ‘L'-.u‘._ur ents in Ireland will be examined i1n the series

on 'The Bourgeois Class in Ireland'.

1.Banking Capital

Banking capital and credit provided the means for the
capitalist class to expand its capacity to accumulate. For the bour-
geoisie, the banks are the means to expand and exploit a greater and
greater amount of labour power. In itself, banking capital is not the
heart of capital accumulation - this is the function of capital directly
in relation to labour, industrial capital = but it 1s its pulse, so to
speak. Tt enables capital to circulate, profits to be realised and invest-
ment to take place in the most efficient manner possible for the bour-
geoisie.

There is a certain half-truth to the notion that '"your money
will grow with the AIB!'. But what this hides 1s the fact that money will
only grow in volume when put into the banks because that money goes
out of the bank vaults and is transformed into the capital of merchants
or industrialists, The banks are the catapult for accumulated capital
to go back into a new cycle of exploitation. The "growth' of the money
15 simply the surplus value stolen from the working class inside prod=-
uction itself.Very little of the money which goes into banks actually
stays there - the vast proportion of it goes right back out again under
the control of different capitalists. Growth, in the capitalist system,
is not magie, it is the product of more and more surplus value extract-
ed from the wurlcmg class and controlled by the ruling class, the
owners of the means of production.

The important point here is that when we look at bank’
capital, we are concerned with money as capital and not the other
functions which money plays inside the system. Money is also a means
= it is used as the value equivalent of all commodities.
5 m was alsc a means of storing wealth - but this

ceded enormously in these days of chronic mﬂlﬂ.nn.:
i:h in money-dealing capital. Meo
hﬂumrohlntnrth:induﬂn

it
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ence level, forming part of « nsumplion., | @ nplain I # erpler e
n lre I':':"Iu bhasth ki -"f"|~"lI'.|:| i loday | loanad n File vis i i L i
orkers, who could not meet their daily needs, such as re {
clothing or Turn ture : from -h,..:]- wages or from the sele o ithe produot
f the land.In many cases this meant ,|1."|||. imprisonment, |oss i
means of livelihood (land) or emigration. [t resulted in the reduction of

ney 1 transior '-1||'|||-1|||| || W i e i in tha o

15 loaned or borrowed directly because wages

the level of the workforce itself.

r . s
| I"l"" 15 Mot |"Ii' case when moneéy 18 used as o “i-"""] - Fimre

is loaned to a capitalist and invested directly intlo production rig
inally tl transaction occurred between individuals, members of the
ruling class. A landlord or merchant, with vast amounts of acoumul-
ated wealth would loan money to another capitalist, Gradually, the
lending - borrowing of money became the full time occupation of indiv-

duals. L -.'-!L r, this process was centralised into the hands of & specific

section of the ruling elass, giving birth to banking capital . Today, this
is so extensive, that individuals whoe put their savings inte the banks or
post=offices, r~e1ea5e that money for use by a section of the capitalist
class. Thus, money that you or | put into a bank may get transformed
into capital , but that does not transform us into capitaliste. We do not
control the£200 ar even £2,000 in the bank once it is transformed inte
capital. We may be able to get the money out of the bank, but it is the
banks who transform the money into capital, loaning it to different cap-
italists | outside of our control.

e R o e T T -

When money is transformed into capital - it becomes &
commodity. It is the commodity of the entire capitalist class. T'h_-
value of this commodity = money = is its capacity to extract su b
value from the workers. All money loaned, that gets m
gets that interest on the basis that it is trﬂﬂmmlt
is put into the productive cycle in relation to qu _*_.
the industrialist or the landlord that puts this mﬂf
use, investing it into a sphere of production. The
capitalist is to circulate capital from one fractio
class to ancther. In return for carrying out
dealer gets a portion of the total ﬁ‘;l
uction.

uu*&ﬂ““
of the capitalist
mhmtnm Hr




whi there already exi mercl 1 N

monay=capital only exi: - i o i
that mone}y In the development of the Capital;is

L. 1 san
iNndustrial caj

. " + ha !I nag capital deve lop:
Mode of Production, then, money=capital or banking

ital or land capital.

after these earlier forms of capital.

We can now look a bit closer at the origins and .||!€
functioning of money=capital. We have said that money 1s the comm od=
f f the capitalist class as a whole '. Each amount of money has a
1LY © Ne el il 165 ¥ : ; - G
+otential to earn profit = not on chance - but as potential capital. The
. ) f g I 3 cajlc e the average rate
extent of the profit which can be made is calculated on the _n'__._rf____,_kl_r__J‘_
f profit. If £100 is loaned to an industrialist, under conditions where
'-li.'-':-T-T‘.-‘-‘:“?'-' rate of profit is 20% , then the total profit appropriated :

from workers when this money i1s invested is £20. The industrialist and
tha money capitalist receive a share of this £20.

The guestion of the average rate of profit is discussed at
greater length in issue 7 of Ripening of Time (pp 46 - 48), Marx argues
that there exists a rate of profit for each sphere of production. Under
'normal' conditions of capital accumulation, there is a tendency for the
rate of profit to equalise. This means that if there is a higher rate of
profit prevailing in one sphere, there will be a movement of capital
from the sphere with the lower rate of profit to that sphere with a high-
er rate of profit. It is precisely to facilitate this movement that banking
capital exisis,

Originally those who dealt in money came from the aris-
tocracy who held vast amounts of accumulated rent or, as in [reland,
in the 18th and 19th Centuries the middle-men (agents) of absenteeist
landlords, who had accumulated wealth but were without a capital base
of their own. Many merchants turned money-dealer as industrial cap=
ital became the dominant form of capital on a world scale,

In Ireland, the first bank was established by merchants
in Cork in 1680, by two families the Pike's and Hoares. In 1693, La
Touches bank was set up in Dublin, originating as an off=shoot of the
poplin manufacturing. This was the first major Irish bank and the third
son of the owner became the first Govenor of the Bank of Ireland, esta-
blished under Grattan's Parliament . La Touche's clientele according
to Barrow, in his book, The Emergence of the Irish Banking System',
were principally the landed rich.

In these cases, as the banks established, the equalisat-
ion of the rate of profit was brought about by the injection of money-capital
originating outside the Capitalist M ode of Froduction, rather than a
transfer of capital across different spheres of production within the
capitalist system.Today, in most cases these transfers take place within
the system and with the extension of capitalist relations of production
all over the globe, this process happens at a highly accelerated rate.

#
This expansion was directly linked to the rise of the banks and the advent .. -_

of eredit which we will examine shortly.
‘Marx provides us with a useful summary definition of money=ca,

"‘-M:H such has become a commodity. . . ,selli o
ias turned into lending and price into a share qf;rngﬂ;-'_'

arx argued strongly against those who
moneay -!-l'-lil.lll-l. Hi' L ||”'. |||| ContEact

e II-IE. FI':"I«.."III -.'.'jJJlI']I |||:I.|4'.- ‘||i true matu e -.1 the &x FidLrga L
face, this legal fi ction appears as a ¢ .
and the i!‘ndl_':", D Irrowed over & SiEde
ified period of time, with an additional sum ; called interest, Thes 1.- s
that interest is paid is hidden inside a contract which states it as "faci’ .
The economic foundation of this exchange is not present in the contraot .
The fact that the borrowed money 1s directly invested as eapital thragl
which surplus value is extracted from working people, is outside the
terms of the legal piece of paper,

Woeplad the

between lender and |

ntract |!p1-l-;.4-|1. the s rr -
agreeing to pay back money b

'I'hi:.-; creates the illusion that mone
own right. In reality, its value is in
it 15 no inherent characteristic of

y has a value in its

its relation to labour as capitel =

no inh the notes or coin.Having money and
helding it is of no value, either it can be consumed through the purchase
of commodities or else in order to increase its value it can be put 1o
use as capital, thus interest is paid. Thus the basis of the exchange is
economic, tied to the relations of production of the capitalist system,
What is visible is a legal contract whose internal logic puts the valse

on the money itself. This legal fiction is clearer as we examine credit,
which in its operation contains a series of legal fictions, appearing
separately from production itself.

2 .The Credit System

So far, we have considered the question of money-capital
as a transaction between individual capitalists based on the rans -
ation of that money into capital and its investment into a sphere r
uction. As the capitalist system expanded, so too did the mumbs
these transactions. With this expansion, the individual
process is socialised and the banks act as the Ir anager:

" They become the general managers of me
other hand by borrowing for the entire wor
concentrate all the borrowers vis-a-vis all
represents a centralisation of money ¢
the one hand, and on the other a
ers, " (3) i
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ant, & ".!I.l.'!'lf. FErles

ial in lieu of payme

+er advances the mater . -
the importer ad ' wceed right through the chain This is
of advance payments can proceed rit o : 4 . I
COMMERCIAL CREDIT or credil r\:l.‘lndq-J by those iny oleed 1n the
+«f the process of production and reproauction. | |'_I.'.

different stages A
banks take on the role nis
can involve one or many banks. _ n
in the process of production and reproduction 18 eliminated, because

of the availability of credit. Each part of the process can procee d as

if the entire process has been completed. The manutacturer LL':»--_*' not have
to wait until his product has been sold and thus his surplus realised i
arder to begin the process all over again. The equivalent value in

money has been advanced.
at an ideological level as if this time factor were crucial. The idea
that wages cannot be paid until the 'end of the week!; in this way, labour
power is in fact, being advanced to the capitalist.

As the functioning of credit is separated from the differ-
ent stages of production, we have BANKING CREDIT. The bank filters
the creditors and debtors through separate institutions and extract a
snare of the surplus for their own profits. What happens is that money
is borrowed at a lower rate of interest than it is loaned. The difference
between these two corresponds to the average rate of profit on the total
amount of money advanced. But, it is important to point out here that
=redit is not arbitrary or unlimited. A bank can only loan out the
equivalent of its total deposits - and in fact, statutory regulations
generally state :hat 10% OF A BANKS' ASSETS must be held in cash.

._"f a'r‘-*di:or' for each stage of this process =

In this way, the time element involved

Despite this, the system continues to ac

" It is unquestionably true that the £1,000 which you deposit at

A today may be reissued tomorrow, and form a deposit at B.
The day after that, reissued from B, it may form a deposit at
C...and so on to infinitude; and that the same £1,000 in money
may thus, by a succession of transfers, multiply itself into a
sum of deposits absolutely indefinite. It is possible, therefore,
that nine-tenths of all the deposits in the United Kingdom may
have no existence beyond their record in the books of the bank=
ers who are respectively accountable for them...Thus in Scotland
= for instance - currency (mostly paper money at that) has

never exceeded £3m, the deposits in the bank are estimated at
£27m...Unless a run on the banks be made, the same £1,000
with which you cancel your debt to a tradesman today, may
cancel his debt to the merchant tomorrow, the merchant's debt
to the bank the day following and so on without end; so, the

same £ ,000 may pass from hand to hand, and bank to bank, and
cancel any conceivable sum of deposits. ' (4)

What this quo tation from Marx demonstrates is that
edit advance is in fact a 'purchase and sale' which has yet to
ompleted. }b smooth operation of the credit system requires
ach pa the process is carried through as planned - that the
o blockages in the the cycle. What is also clear here is that

-

thie _.”.J|]|' undable “.' |..4-I|-r payments, As Marx has saild on &Ny
cassions ‘one capitalist kills many!, The banks as they grow begin
y DAY & dect s . e la
cho they will give oredit toy Thiainy Whece aew imvsiment wilhise s
learer that behind the legal cantra 1 the banks demonstrates
rer ! *nind the legal contract of loaning money liss & complex
“"E“'”'I'_‘ of capital dccumulation, rate of profit i'll‘ﬂan{,l'-:‘f " “J,;-*'
labour force and political power, ' ' ! OF SRS

It 1s important to state that credit ai '
¢ : . A re gives the illusion that
the amount of capital available in the : :
. ; soclet
actually is, Yy 1s & lot greater than it

" With the development of interest-bearing capital and the credit
system, all capital seems to double itself, by the various modes
in which the same capital, or perhaps even the same claim on &
debt, appears in different forms in different hands , " (5)

: Marx argues that "all this paper actuall
natl;.mg more than accumulated claims y or legal bitlnl,]Ir tn"::;.l:n‘:rod-
uction ", Thus credit does not expand itself the amount of capital but it
stretiches thethcml& of production-reproduction to its cutermost limits
accelerates the entire process and thus inc
e IR increase the rate of CAPITAL




I i
T} I setant functions of banking capital and credit can
ne 1 IlI.\'- < A 4 i
be summAarised as follows:
1. Effects the equalisation of the rate of profit across different

spheres of production.
2. Reduces the cost of circulation.

3. Accelerates the individual phases of the process of production/

reproduction.

{ Reduces the amount of capital held in reserve, :
areater amounts of capital to be used in51d1.j nwes#lmem, in prod-=
sction rather than being held as money=capital or in the form of
accumulated wealth.

¢ Facilitates the formation of joint=stock or holding compames.,

The notion of credit is central to the whole notion of stocks a‘nd

shares = whereby capital is advanced to a partzcui&}r_ enterprise

(through the purchase of shares) which give a specified return

annually. This process, which is so familiar to us today, was

unknown inside the capitalist system prior to the development of
eredit. The result of this is the huge expansion in the scale of
production which explains the importance of the banks in the
expansion of capital on a world scale.

thus enabling

It is this last point which indicates the importance r:a-f the
barks in the later process of monopolisation. At the present ime, 1t1s
sufficient to state that the fact that accumulation accelerated ﬂ1ruu_gh the
growth of the banks was due to the increased scale of prn&uctinq, itself
a partial result of the role of the banks - thus their importance in the
colonial domination of the world. New sources of raw materials, of
labour and new markets for products were essential to the expansion
of production itself.

Before examining the transformation of banking capital
through the era of imperialism, which was characterised by enormous
concentration of the banks, there is a further question to deal with in
relation to banking capital itself. How is the specific share of surplus
value, appropriated by the banks, calculated 7 This necessitates a
study of the rate of interest itself.

How is the Rate of Interest Calculated ?

As we have already seen, interest is & part of surplus
value extracted from the working class inside production. It is paid by

e entire capitalist class, Because it is part of surplus value extract=
ed ~ the amount that interest can be is thnmmq_ﬂ-!ﬁ
profit ex d insic ion. The rate of interest cannot be

one capitalist to another -~ part of the subdivision of surplus value across

- e —

) While VInterest is regulated through prolii A r
precisely, the .u\.'*_-r'm;r rate of profitl 3 th precise leve] '.! th jnlsres
rate 1s determined by the DEMAND and SUFPLY of money

Ll

rate of interest is nothing more than the markei price of the oormim ol

= money = and this price is determined by supply and demand n.-:
any other commodity, Its value, on the other hand. is & l..H.-..-lw-.- Ul L
and is directly tied to thecapacityof that money, a8 capital, Lo extraot o

and appropriate surplus value,

_ DI-_MPLND_ 15 determined by the need of the rate of profil Lo egual-
1se across different sectors of production, This rests on the availebil
ity of a labour force, the state of capital accumulation (with referencs
to gmdluctilcnfnverprnductiun} and the level of exploitation, Capitsl in
expansion implies a high demand on money capital for new investments .

. SUPPLY is determined by the existing level of capital acoumulat-
ion inside a specific social formation, This hinges on the historicsl
nature of capitalist development. A high level of accumulated surplus
from the pre-capitalist mode (for example the feudal mode in England),
results in vast amounts of accumulated wealth controlled by & section
of the ruling class without a base of accumulation within the capitalist
mode. This money-wealth, if it is released for banking activities can
significantly alter the money-supply, The strength of the aristocracy
in England, a product of feudalism and the colonial exploits of the Eng-
lish State, provided a historical basis for a strong ing system, s
the landlords turned money-dealers and bankers. As nlpita |
develops, productive capital will be converted into loanable capital L |
the rate of profit is higher in this sphere than in other spheres. In |
sense, the supply is regulated by the movement of capital through the ‘
equalisation of the rate of profit, which banking capital itself facilitates,

. In summary, it is the relation between the & -
available loanable capital and the level of demand for it that g
to a continuously fluctuating market price (rate of Give:
this, the capitalist is confronted with a fixed
=day basis.

s dlfT;ﬁ:ﬁud:ﬁﬁM“
we consider different spheres M ‘Wh
uous movement of capital within ' ;
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y higher rate « . r. | ? of Ripening of Ti
lI‘h-- .':1.-|“-r‘- on reflections on Agriculture, discussed the « T..H_ f;l i
. ulture to put a barrier on the tendency for the rate of profit inside

agric lise with that of other spheres - thus, maintaining

agriculture to equa _
a consistently higher rate of profit.

For example, if the average rate of profit |_. 20% , while
in agriculture the rate is 25% . with an interest rate of 10% - we will

y results:

P fGUU“I?:EIGr every £1,000 borrowed - E_‘.lﬂ'_[] 18 p:iid in i:1t0r'-_1_'-51 ;
In agriculture, £1,000 invested generates a profit of LES_D (of whn_z:h
£100 or 40% goes in interest). If the same £1,000 were invested in
industry, with a rate of profit of 20% - realised profit would be £200,
{Again £100 goes in interest - or 0% }. There is a difference of l'l:flf!él
in the proportion of profit going in interest in these two cases. This is
partly an explanation for the historically close links between the banks

and the landowners. .

The division of capitalists into industrialists, merchants,
bankers and big farmers corresponds to the break-up of capital, and
thus profit, into profit of enterprise, merchants profit, interest and
rent. The competition between these different fractions directly effects
the rate of interest - by altering the demand for money and also by con-
verting capital into loanable money if the rate of profit is high on money
capital. If we could conceive of a zero rate of interest - we could deduce
that sufficient capital is already in use in the various spheres of prod-
uction without any additional capital being brought into use. This means
that additional capital would not yield a return, and the functions of the
bankers would have been made redundant - capital would not be in cire-
ulation,

Banks - Credit —Erises

[

The recurring cycle of capitalist crises results in shifts
in the rate of interest. Capitalist crises, Marx argues, are the result
of overproduction - and this overproduction is directly reflected in
both the demand and supply of money (interest rate), and the general
circulation of capital ,Inside a crisis, the rate of profit is falling, and
to counteract this, the capitalist system sheds part of its capacity :
lay-offs, redundancies, factory closures and dumping of goods. This
is the anarchy of capitalist production.

What does this mean for the banks and the credit system 7

A crisis of overproduction means that the cycle of pre
uction gets blocked. Reinvestment does not take place,
acity is shed. Credit stretches the cycle of product
limits. Those who have operated-at the fully :
SReRINS Papnant of deliiey
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J‘.JI-.. the double effect on the demand and supply of money inside & orisis
e result of this is that the rate of intérest rises dramatically,

' If we observe the cycles in which modern industry moves - siste
of inactivity, mounting revival , pProsperity, over=production
crisis, stagnation, state of inactivity, el-::.'q we shall find Ih;l a
low rate of interest corresponds to pericds of prosperity and ils
reverse, a maximum of interest up to the point of extrems WSy
corresponds to a period of erisis, The Summer of 1843 ushered

in 11.1 period in remarkable prosperity; the rate of interest still

4% in ",’f Spring of 1842, fell to 2% in the Spring and Summer of
1843; in September it fell as low as 1} %; whereupon it rose to

8% and higher during the crisis of 1847, " ()

The crisis the capitalist system has undergone over the
last few years reflected a similar shift in the rate of interest. Al the
end of 19?"5, the 'world interest rate' was about 154%; through 1977 it
dropped slightly to about 12} % and in 1978 has begun to rise again. The
bourgeois economists are predicting a full swing up again - in itself an
indication that the crisis is not over.

Concentration in Banking Capital

B i e S ————

" At allevents, in all capitalist countries, notwi all
the differences in the banking laws, banks greatl and -
accelerate the process of concentration of almui’ and the formation
of monopolies, " (7) o i ol O3

Concentration in banking capital occurred at an ¢
pace, inside the capitalist system, at the end of the 19th an
ning of the 20th Centuries. This concentrati ansformed
the banks themselves. The original function of the banks w
middle-men in the making of payments facilitatis
ulating of capital. The concentration of bar _
enormous establishments develops a new s
erful banks control the entire mone: pi ta
ion. When we consider that banks tre
into active money-capital, this monog
the powerful banks achieve greater
investments and the general 1
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branches of these banks reach five figures over very short
The operations of the banks are decentralised but

i B
In his pamphlet, "Imperialism, the Highes

figures,
pariods of time.
| 1
: e

under monopoly control. y : ' '
Stage of Capitalism', Lenin points out that the growth of the banks I t !
ok : " of . i Y ¥ xex ] 3 " [

under conditions of monopoly produces simultaneously a decline in the l 'al " :e (:a' " a
inder n ns y

role of the stock exchange. Prior to rhj:ﬂ-x, the stock exchange played

an important function in circulating capital - through the buying and

selling of stocks and shares. The 1[L'x'1'|o[:-r:u-;!'|r from 1|u.:~ ;;1{:5;;1-. of free i

competition to monopoly, shifted the emphasis in the circulation of It is impossible to dj scuss finance capital outside the
capital, almost entirely to the banks. context of the internationalisation of capital. A full discussion on the

It would be false to consider that this concentration in- E’::Ce?'f' of I“IEPnﬂtlpnallsatmn uflcapltnl » the development of product-

side banking, means that the 'banks control everything'. lej- fact i.hq.i E‘Dmi?;:dillcrtﬂ;s national b'cundama:a &m:[_ lhe_ implications of this is
monopolisation takes place in all spheres of production implies that in 279 ety ”; R'E series on : Internationalisation of Capital' in issues
any one area of production, a number of extremely powerful firms con- 3 an of Ripening of Time.

trol the majority of production. This creates a situation of a few bank- Finance capital is the most powerful form of capital

ing monopolies dealing with a few industrial monopolies in one area of it emerges from the convergence of interests of banking and :::h.:lt:ul
production. Thus, rather than deducing the 'super-control! of the banks capital in the expansion of capitalist relations of production on 4 world
what in fact happens is a union between the banks and industry, espec— scale, in the counteracting of the tendency for the rate of profit t:llﬂ
ially across the monopolies of both, This has produced a specialisation and in the increasingly rapid accumulation of capital globally,

within the banks themselves, for example the development of 'industrial
banks' - these banks organise and finance mergers, give financial ad-
vice, channel funds to new industrial investments etc,

. The break-up of capital into distinet fractions with
arate functions produces a contradictionbetweencirculation and

uction. This contradiction, of which finance ital is the manifestat-
of Fineaes

In Ireland, there are four major banking groups today - ion, is not resolved through the emergence capital, but in
two of these are part of British monopolies: Northern Bank (Midland) fact reappears inside it. Among Marxists, there is considerable
and Ulster Bank (National Westminister). Of the four (including the amounts of well-researched debate on the form and component m
Bank of Ireland and the Allied Irish), the assets of the Allied Irish are of this contradiction, o
the largest at £1,784,7m. Total pre-tax profits of all four, as officially . : : 5 e,
recorded, for the year 1977, was close to £75m. More recently, there T One interpre tation of finance capital is that of Christi
has been the development of merchant banks directly under foreign : o - o iy
control (US, French and German) - these banks are not for individual "It is as the process of articulation of different sph '
accounts but are concerned with investment in manufacturing, constr- italist mode of production, that finance capital appear
uction and services. It is this convergence of the banks and industry the 'unification' of different fractions of capital =
which lies behind the emergence of a new type of capital...FINANCE trial capital, commercial capital - who partici
CAPITAL. Before looking at the specific nature of this type of capital, sphere of the Capitalist Mode of Proc

it is important to state that the capacity of the banks to put huge amounts ; ¥ vor i
of money-capital at the disposal of industry and agriculture enabled E | mﬂ‘:hl.;thpidlml li m e
rapid expansion of capital to take place on a world scale. In the era of ﬂm-m-“ '-:L 'ﬂ:‘ o of mas i
imperialism, domination changed its character; from the export of e m’_l - primacy of mon
commodities and the pillage of labour and raw materials to the direct Progass ; v T
exporting of capital and its investment inside the dominated countries.
Mo y control of money-capital was an essential part of this process,
:L | as the merger of banking and industrial capital - the emergence

et TR il
SRR RO e
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] - estmer ] ¢ he bank ntrol th f '
I i h i F: Pin 1 I oL o : ' .4 “_ 1% :‘.r I tha i i I I
: R saanmal of indu ry and bankirn 41 L I Dank contraol OUrCEe s f new capi
dired ; +f t} I - Tl Aa rADTESE e | ither camtal which has not yet entered production.
i i -, rectors :.!1 751 ¢ " nanies , _--;.' in .I.. ; ] I _".I.._ a8 r -i_lj-r it can h‘_. u:-.‘-.t-!‘H'-i fi‘l-].l !:,.I. IF]-:l.-’l] lavalsomeni
e 3 nards inc e ded 51 of the biggest industrialists. (11) of finance capital enables production to be organised on a world scale
Sacaondly, the development of the lholding system!, of The implications of this for dependent countries like Ireland whers the
th N DAL e subsidiaries and sub-subsidiaries. This process ntire economy is dominated are elear. But, perhaps leas obvious, the
g P oo 11 g SUDS - - 1 = PR 3 il . 2 e :
e b le =4 3 |-u|. monop \].l. s to control w hole sectors of production = |."'}" tmplic i'”‘l'”.in of this ﬂn.'lhd] dev r'l]ﬂ[“”en‘ of finance capital for the so-
enable : called socialist world are less than negligible.

having a controlling interest in an entire series of related production
12

units: or even across sectors of production. It also -.|1|J\\.t, them to Long live Transideological Enterprise - that is perhaps
avoid taxes, shifting their profits across ; borders, avoidingexciseand the slogan for the future of capital.
custom duties. Conclusion
The different appraisals of finance capital by contemporary T
Marxists rests on the primacy given by each to either money c“_FJiFﬂl We have studied the economic forms of different capitals.
or productive capital.. .to either banking capital or 1n|:|us,t1~1u.]_ capital. These forms will not necessarily correspond to political organisation
For some the contradictions at the level of production are primary, inside the bourgeois class. Fractions of the bourgecisie which exert
for others the contradictions L'?I_f the level of eirculation are erucial, a definable political influence require new categories of study . For
For Christian Palleix,it is plain : example, that fraction of the bourgeois class which is totally depend=
it  Banking capital and finance capital are not two distinct ent on foreign capital, the C_‘:"_'"Pl"&dn'r frﬂFt_iﬂﬂ ( ""Ih“f- Roy Jﬂhﬂ’!ﬂ!l in
fractions but two forms of different existence of the same his article calls the ! parasitic ! bourgeocisie ), will cross the divides
money-capital , realised in value in a monetary form . "( 12) between banking, industrial and merchant capital.
: . ; _ : The political divisions inside the bourgeois class ;: mono=
For Nicos Poulantzas, industrial capital continues to be /
the relation of capital to labour directly = the process of extraction of poly / non-monopoly, comprador / domestic / national ete. will re~
surplus value. Banking capital is not such a relation of production but quire a separate examination. Contradictions criss-cross the ruling
a relation of distribution - the circulation of capital across different ?]“53 5";' cert:;ﬂi;ﬁlﬁ::if:&vn:“%;::nmg? n "l:._w of
; orms of capi N fracti
spheres of production. Thus industrial, or productive, Capital is , for relations to international capital, will be discussed in the m

Poulantzas, the primary element of finance capital , resting as it _1-.1
on the fundamema] contradiction of the Capitalist Mode of Production -
the exploitation of labour by capital .

This is not to deny that the circulation of capital is essential
L to the functioning of multinational companies which extract surplus value
from the workers of so many different countries. But inside the relation
of banking capital and industrial capital - finance capital - there is a
dominant element.

i If we took as an example the First National City Bank of

! New York : it controls 633 international banks in 80 countries - itself
is controlled by the Rockefeller Group who also contrel ITT, Inland
Steel, Caterpillar, Standard Qil and so on. There is a clear and real
w of mturusu of banking and industrial capital but at the
same time the share of the profits between the two component parts
h*l.ﬂ and industrial onpu:l are a source of contradiction, as :ll
of investiment into the one or the other sphere -1
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it has been argued many times | by George Gilmore and others)
as | | s

the root of the trouble lies in the failure of the ]._'“-}il:”” Movement
that the Lo o omentum of its leading role in the 1916 Rising, as re-
i . UPE.':ht-h '~1I|I1|‘I!'t'|'.1i]1jl_\rl of Connolly backed by the Citizen Army
”1{‘-'-“.”“.#-'-:.“;] : 'F'h .:‘Jq_‘!.{1i|l.'11' steps whereby the 1913-23 period are
- rhield % the rrr':.“ﬁvm period beginning in, say, 1968 and still conti-
::::-Ir:;k are a matter for the historians.
I propose to begin with a contemporary ' snapshot ' of the

situation, attempting to specify the system we are dealing with and its
environment. Within this system are certain contradictory _iercn:—a and
some specific problems of theoretical analysis, some of _uh:ch [ feel
might repay examination on common ground by various disparate groups
which currently appear to be in some disagreement.

WHERE WE ARE NOW

We live in a multi-class society, politically divided into two
regions, one under direct British rule, the other having political in-
dependence but without the political will to use it. The focus of this
article is on the latter, but it will be necessary to keep the former
firmly in mind . The class structure in the Republic may be described
as follows [ in an abstraction useful for descriptive purposes , the
reality being a complex shading of one into the other ):

®]1 A parasitic bwrﬁ:_iaia which makes its money by speculation
in land, company slocks and shares, mergers, asset-stripping, fronting
for multinationals and other devices which contribute nothing to the pro=-
duction of real wealth. This group pervades the financial bourgeoisie and
is primarily responsible for the stifling of any State initiatives indepen-
dent of the multinationals ; it is influential in top State circles and domi-
nates the formulation of economic and financial policies ; its prime as-
piration is to strengthen its links with its colleagues in Britain, in the
EEC, in the US and elsewhere.

=2 An entmip_r:_eirleurial_'!lw_,:_r_q:_cisie which fulfils a productive fun-

ction ; it usually owns i1ts means ol production and gives employment
individually; its members have often evolved to this position by fulfilling

a4 management function in & State enterprise, which they useas a starting-

point for their own business, or form a self-employed situation. There
is therefore a continuous recruitment into this class from the upper
strata of salaried workers and from the self-employed; individual

ometimes, depending on the nature of the deal, bring a person out of

- ple, selling to a multinational products and services, which is
:ssary for survival, and entering into a formal relatic ¥
-venture process, which usually involves handing

of Mmhmxm ).

success is often registered by doing a deal with a multinational; this can &

 entrepreneurial and into the parasitic class. ( I distinguish h&tm e

targets for takeover or merger, Joining the parasilic class

I

‘. » . . . '
national bourgeocisie ! is not a stable group, bul a highly u..gr-:f,:.”'

phase in the evolution of the entrepreneurial strata from a sal
self-employed position towards a deal with the ;r'ru..njlllfml;m'uﬂ;"lI J‘“:FI:I‘““j 2
group may become stabilised partially, and given class and -.1 el
cohesion, by direct State support, supplemented possibl mh n:nluhll
1sed co=operative approach to marketing, purchase of ru]:n ;:.-u::i::n:m

( There is argument going on among the
to whether the emergence of national stabili?y map::f.::.';vf:hﬁ" e
entrepreneurial bourgeocisie as a class is to be regarded as a positive
step or not. Those who think not, in my opinion overestimate the
potential for cohesion in the working class which they see replacing the
national bourgeoisie, at the present level of development of the former
On the_: ctl:ler hand, those who accept the development of a degree of :
cohesion in the national bourgecisie sometimes underestimate how
much the cohesion process depends on the existence of working class
pressure. The question is : how much organised working class press-
ure 1s necessary to make the national bourgecisie cohere and face the
main outside threat, without cohering to the extent of turning against
the working class and joining with the multinationals in a '
system in parasitic mode. There is a parallel with Wolfe Tone's '
computation as to how many French he needed to rt rid of the m

successfully without becoming a French colony ! P

#*3 A substantial group of working own m
ployed , including the vast majorily of farmers M WH
a rgeocisie is being continuously rtpltnuhd d, and wh
itself continuously from the working class by various pe
lumping, moonlighting and other processes. This class,
cruiting from the working class, is also being decir
its failures into the working class, typical being
This latter phenomenon however is complex, in that
the wage is used as capital to develop the farm, and
role of part=time farming is to ﬂlﬂﬁ“% e of
the economy.
*4 A working-class which is
manner ; Tor @xam s ied wor
numerous elite ). wage
public service emplo:
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sections of the bourgecisie.

It is noteworthy that this political system, even in the period
when Fianna Fail was in control, failed to tackle effectively the quest-
ion of the political divisions of the nation. T_h:.»x is another question
requiring historical analysis. It may be c;jﬂjeciurn.ed that l.he_ ‘f-“!r’ S
of failure was fear of the consequences :__ﬂ' awakening the political con-
sciousness of the working-class, for which the 32-County Trade Union

movement constituted a ready-made vehicle.

The political structure in the North is similar in that it con-
sists of two main bourgeois Parties and a weak, divided Labour move-
ment. Insofar as the Civil Rights agitations which commenqed in 1968
have borne fruit, it is in the weakening of monolithic Unionism of the
Brookborough type and the exposure of the histnr!cal anachronism of
a Protestant ascendancy based on British rule being used as a road-
block to stop the march of a nation and its developing L abour movement.
This process is far from complete. The central problem for the demo-
cratic forces in Ireland is how to gather tugether the forces necessary
to remove this road-block, by putting united political pressure on
Eritain.

Within the interstices of the above political structure, like
small mammals in the undergrowth of the primeval jungles where all
eyes were on the battles of the giant reptiles, lurk the political b
groupings of the Left. In the evolutionary process, the future lay:j wit
the mammals, because in their aar!r stages they stuck to the un eI:*-
growth ( avoiding the mistake of thinking that they had to do like the
giant reptiles ), and developed improved means of looking after their
young. With this analogy | pass on to the statement of the problem , to
which the foregoing is the background.

THE POLITICAL LEFT

1 include in this category the forces that made up the ' _,~. %o

Alternative ' grouping, which was by many regarded as a Y
trend t:n::'dﬂ unit':r when it filled the Mansion House in 1
juced some preliminary ideas for concessions to be foree

Government in the matter of provision of jobs.

The three groups concernad the Communist e ’
the Liaison C-.HI-r'.JHI.'E_' of the |_u|!||.l|4["[_i-!| and "';,“,-| sir ‘I. :

F arty, came together for private talks in the prey . iy
the suggestion of the Dublin Walfe Tone Soclety. This «
gether was possible because a tradition of mutual n h-.|,. .
had established itself over a period of years, all three , i -
ing Lo some extent agreed on the common ground of British ” s '
brlity [L‘.nr the Northern erisis and on the r‘t.'*..plzur|hﬂ':||||:r- W the pol :

of permitting domination of the multinationals for the en --I-,-;|I- oni
crisis. It was round the latter issue that they tried to hu.llrj their fra-
gile agreement. This fragility was rendered more pronounced by the
existence of a school of thought in the SFWP that appeared positive)
to welcome the multinationals as a ! proletarianising ' force. The
former area proved more disputatious, particularly from the L abour
quarter and no attempt was made to develop it.

LDUS Py
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( This is not the place to go into the details of the expulsion
of the Labour Left and their emergence as the Socialist Labour Party,
except to remark that their open participation in the ! Left Alternative’
gave grounds for their expulsion. It is arguable that this might have
been avoided had an appropriate ' guerilla~political ' approach been
adopted ( see below ) , and the influence of the Left allowed to perme-
ate the Labour Party as a whole over a longer periad ) .

Another grouping subsequently emerged { known as the
' Mational Alternative ' ) which attempted to develop a common
standpoint on the Northern question. This included the CPI, the Irish
Republican Socialist Party, the Irish Sovereignity Movement, Pro-
visional Sinn Fein , Peoples Democracy and others . [t was convened
by a group of concerned individuals, the writer among them , who had
long=-standing Republican connections. SFWF were invited to partici=
pate, but declined because it would have meant sitting down with the
Provisionals, to whose bombing campaign they attribute { with some
justice ) the decline in political development in the North { which show-
ed some promise in the period 1968-70) . This group produced &
' nearly agreed ' document, which however foundered ﬂw
sionals' insistence of & particular wording describing the de to '
the use of force . Many of the participanis had hoped that the poli !
of a ceasefire might have been explored positively, but Seias
proved illusory. On the negative side, the participation of i <
in these talks gave rise to some strain in their 1ti ;

other parties in the opiginal ' Left M"mp

The political left drlﬂ'il-'l- lore fl‘llll ' wo
self- employed and entrepreneurial t oisie. The v
inhlgs which make up the elements of t
this mixture in varying degre
their own developmer

e
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The market, however, is suspicious of this kind of po
competition ; it prefers on the whole to support the firm wh .-.- has tha
largest ! market share ' and a record of delivery of the good

el

In the EEC Referendum , the anti-EEC forces pressnied iherm-
selves competitively, with the result that a credible alternative was i
general nol presented : in a few places where the pohitical left suben arged
its competitive identities under the common banner of the Common
Market Detence Campaign a reputable ! no ! score was obtained | not-
ably 50% in Nenagh town .

The distinctive political wares of the competitive groups are
worked out behind closed doors by leadership groups with k:ar]rlnq
degrees of informed expert input, and are steered through congresses
by a more or less democratic process, rank-and-file members
following the voting patterns of leading members who are influential
and are good at rhetoric. Once the ' line ' is adopted, it becomes in-
cumbent on members to accept this as the entrenched position, and te
support it against members of other groupings, irrespective of argu=
ments, The strengthof the discipline varies between the groupings.,

The fundamental weakness of this situation is that there is no
effective means of allowing a freely interactive period of policy deve=
lopment covering common areas of agreement, such as io permit
strengthening of inter-group co-operation, ultimately leading to the
much sought after ' unity of the democratic forces ' .

TOWARDS A FEDERAL CO-OPERATIVE APFROACH

In this section, | try to summarise the political objectives and
develop a structural concept for a8 movement to achieve them.

The key political objectives are

{ a )the achievement of a negotiated settlement with the Britidl_ﬂ
a secular democratic federal basis , with Britain transferring all
cial support towards the promotion of all ~Ireland iﬂﬂ“ﬁlliﬂ_ﬂl- 'lﬂ with
all the Irish people involved in developing the new constitution without

interference from the British.

( b)) the isolation of the !mded-spc;lml-:-ivﬂ parasitic mqj gt
the bourgecisie, and the achmvgment & democ P ¥
economic devel::pment policy w_nh a leading role played | A ol
sector rather than the multinationals, based on alliance of (he Grgs .

productive entreps

ised working-class, the self~employed and the
neurial bourgeoisie. 5 2

The organisation of a movement for achie
tic - revolutionary objective on the basis
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Consider with due caution a mechanical analogy.

The democratic revolution may perhaps be compared to a
tor vehicle. The people are the fuel, in the sense that the potential

energy of the revolution is the bottled-up frustration of the people in
their personal lives, brought about by the present system. The mass
movement is the engine and the transmission , in the sense that the
explosive force of the fuel is channelled effectively by constraints lo
do effective work in driving the revolution forward, rather than
burning ineffectively as it would do if left unorganised.

The politically conscious rank-and- file of the movement are
the sparking plugs, in the sense that when the fuel is compressed into
an explosive mixture, it can be ignited by the injection of a ' spark ':
the right idea at the right place and time.

The leadership of the movement i1s at the controls:gearing,
speed, direction, avoidance of obstacles are its responsibility. If it
has a good map, and if the rank-and-file are sparking away without
being told, and if the mass movement is adequately structured to
channe] effectively the revolutionary energy, then the victory of the
revolution is assured,

In a non=revolutionary situation, such as we have now, the
role of the conscious movement is primarily to build the appropriate
massmovement structures and set up situations such that the politic-
ally conscious activists will be listened to when the explosive situation
develops. We have some, but not much, time to do this.

GUERILLA POLITICS

In the period of development of this movement, it will be ne-
cessary for the various groupings forming the federation to delete
from the top of their agendas the question of electoral appeal. T:hw
will return later, when the spade=work has been done. Recognising
that they are a rather small herd of political animals, the groupings
composing the movement should consider retiring into the unde

5

and working out in concert how they caninfluence the battles of the o P13

oS
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political dinosaurs in the interests of the mam: 1R
arlier « volutionary -|r'|-t|mj1,' ) . This is thie PEriod of !
Famam B ¥ L 5 s { i
lies » development of influential specialist lobbies th &
i ’

rofile on key issues such as civil liberty, neutrality. local de T,

t . N |- - " h ¥ ., § : et : : . »
tic reform, land tenure reform, reform of the edu ational sy
industrial democracy ; the right to a job, taxation referm si

development of specialist lobbies on

;
s

a broad basis ¢ onstitutes the prd=
mary activity of the politically conscious rank-and=file during thi -
period, during which time they learn how to keep a low political profils
without a sacrifice of prineciple or deception, all the time |Hj]|-’1|.'|:‘| I
the respect of the people they work with. This is second nature Lo
socialists working as trade unionists ; there is no reason why the tradi
union practice should not be generalised,

; The role of the leadership of the movement, and of various
specialist groups of rank and file, is to co=-ordinate and plan the
development of policies appropriate to the various specialist lobbies
in the light of the real needs ( not some ideclogical imagined needs
originating possible in the Seriptures ) , with the knowledge that the
grass-roots activists will assimilate them , adopt them and promote
them in the appropriate broad organisations where their interests
lead them to specialise.

There is need for ! strategic thinking ' behind the ' guerilla
politics ', specifically with a view to influencing the moevements of the
' political dinosaurs ' , which do ultimately react to electoral pressures
and the smell of votes.

The principal strategic problem is how to isclate the parasitic
sector of the bourgeocisie ; how to drive a wedge between the parasitic
sector of Fianna Fail support and the rest , and how to drive it along
with Fine Gael into political isclation on the Right ; parallel with this
15 the problem of how to develop a workable understanding be tween
the Labour Party and the entrepreneurial wing of Fianna Fail.

It is, perhaps, possible to achieve this by encouraging the
development of demands from various democratic lobbies such as to
render electorally attractive certain areas of common pelicy which ¥
already exist between Labour and Fianna Fail, such as : A

(a) In the area of management and conirol of the educational
system_, where both parties Gppear [o favour & lay-managed system
in conirast to the clerical denominational system inherited fra ,ﬁ"”‘

British and favoured by Fine Gael.

(b) in the area of State enterprise , where
State sponsored bodies owe fheir ﬁ.’l‘%ﬁ k’ nr

Labour is ideologically committed to support of

(e) in the area of foreign aff i
NATO and Labour and ( mosf of )
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h are many obstacles to the ! left alternative ! perhaps,
e < - = i 8 T -1
4 t“; ~ne or more of the ' national d]“"'r_‘““h*' ' groups -
with or whaut C : ive Democratic Federation. The principal

coming together in a Co-operal

a type of quasi-religious megalomania, a

i T
'ﬂiitl?:ie:;'l:rﬁhsn.:n:“:o;[;‘-;ih-or1 that echoes the sectaries of the 17th century,
There are also histories of mutual recrimination , often on the basis
of actual wrongs done. 1 y |

There are also ! objective ! obtacles., The existence of vestigal
shadowy ! armed wings ' , links n-.!.h organisations u!.:-r‘-au%'i of whiok
LLF h"n::'“:"-‘-"é“ nature is not clear ( association with an international mo-
:-e{r‘u;:: or affiliation to a foreign State power 7 ), the possession of

embryonic Parliamentary representation { on the part of the Labour
Left, now become the Eo(_:tﬂ[:sr Labour Plar*i}' ) . The r'q._-aht}r and
extent of these obstacles is open to question, but there is no doubt that
they exist as obstacles for as long as there are doubts in the minds of
each group as to the nature of the credentials of the people they deal
with in others : who is boss ? whose writ runs ? Army Council or
Ard Comhairle ? Administrative Council or Parliamentary Group ?
Political Committee or Moscow 7

[ In making the above statements | am not committing myself
to any ' condemnation ! of any of the groupings concerned : | am mere-
ly stating the objective fact that the existence of subjective attitudes
in the minds of some regarding the procedure of others constitutes an
obstacle to the development of common ground. This is the historical
millstone aroun d the neck of the embryonic movement ; the purpose
of this article is to stimulate people to face the problem of getting rid
of it, of laying the ghosts of the past. )

These obstacles can only be overcome by a process whereby
the leaderships of the groupings agree to encourage their members to
engage in common theoretical policy development work , along the
lines suggested in this paper. There is a precedent for this, in that
the Wolfe Tone Society has already hosted inter-group seminars on
typical ' guerilla~political ! topics such as unemployment, civil liberties
etc. , and these seminars have lead to joint actions.

There is no reason why this principle of common theoretical
development should not be extended to all areas of ! guerilla=-political!
activity within the scope of the projected Co-operative Democratic i
Federation , thereby helping to bring the latter into being, with a uni-

fied MP and co-operating federal rank-and-file, -

_To cement up this theoretical devlopment, there is needed

ngs, containing printed versions of discussion pa
.Mmﬂimmﬁﬂ. %4 DGR
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theoretical publication which would circulate in all 58 i‘l
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Reflections on Agriculture
co-existence of modes of production

[ Summary of the article an ground rent in Ripening of Time no. 7 J

Ground rent is a social relation of production which must be
clearly understood and analysed before any serious attempt is maode
to examine the development of capitalism in the countryside , indeed

in a social formation as a whole.

There are, in Marxism, two forms of ground rent : absolute
ground rent and differential ground rent. Absolute ground rent exisis
only in agricultural production and it is tied io the capacity of landed
property to evade the reduction of its profits to the average rate of
profit existing in the society as a whole. Differential ground rent, on
the other hand, appears in all spheres of produciion where favourable
conditions determine a more advanced degree of development of the
productive forces : e.g. higher fertility, more modern machinery,
stable prices etec.,

Ground rent, in general, is the economic form by which the
realisation of landed property takes place. Ground rent is
the economic manner, bywhich surplus is expropriated by landlords
from people who live on and work the land. It forms part of the hole
social surplus extracted by the bourgeocisie from direct pre N
they workers or peasants. Ground rent is appropriated by one
fraction of the bourgeois class : the landlords, . T

Ground rent predates capitalism and continues inside |
capitalist mode ~f production. How exactly this extension « :'" i
ally pre-capitalist relation inside capitalism takes pl '
with a number of contradictory positions inside Mar:;

the writings of Marx himself. <

Section 4

il
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1 his fourth section of our essay we wil]l examine the parti=
n 118 IL L = L ) 3 : - : ! . ;
sle of land and those who own land. as well as those who work
ar of i : ell a hose who we
& roacess of transiormalion of pre=capitalist modaes ol pro=
the process o rans rl i | : . :
into capitalism. To clarify our terms al the outset : by ' mode
-.\J\.. 1 1T L + - | 4 b, ; : . : : .
¢ juction ! we mean an operational and abstract tool of analysis
which is the specific combination of the productivi forces ( thoze who
wark . those who steal the fruit of work, the means of labour ) and the

relations of production { the conditions, the type of work, the extent
and control of labour , among other things ) in @ particular national

situation, in our case Ireland ( 3)

The terms and limits of this essay are by necessily
abstract. The accompanying article ' The Development of the Bourg-
eats Clase in Ireland, which will appear in the next issue, will try
ro demonstrate some of the theoretical points argued here.

In Section Il of this essay entitled ' Ground Rent ' { 4 ) it
was shown that the existence of a constant surplus profit in a sphere
of production, as is the case of agriculture, depends on the existence
of an ' external force ' which hampers the normal mechanisms and
tendencies of capitalism....like the tendency for the equalisation of
the rate of profit across spheres of production, the tendency for the
rate of profit to fall and others.

This essay will argue that one of the major external forces
against the development of capitalism, one of the major " barriers "
as we referred to it earlier , has been the existence and extent of
landed property and the landlords. Marx, and many classical econo-
l mists before him, regarded landed property as an obstacle to the
extension of the capitalist mode of production :

" .. .landed property differs from other kinds of property in
that it appears superfluous and harmful at a certain stage of develop-
ment, even from the point of view of the capitalist mode of production.”

What is apparent from the above statement ( 5) is that while
" at & certain stage'landed property is"superfluous and harmful " ,
there must be, or have been, another stage where tlis isn't or wgqn't
S0, ...a stage where landed property was both necessary and positive.
Let us examine these ' stages ' in detail :

o T i T

ee further Ripening of Time no.3 p.7
Ripening of Time no.7 p.35
ital Lawrence and Wishart ed. Vol I1I p.622

I ler the | II ju
n men I '|I'-|"|_ in i &1 n 1

aubsistence and hurls d as free and " unattached W],

sbour 1 varket . T hie e Xpropriatian of thi aqgricultural pr
the peasant, from the soil, is the basis of the whole pi

This ! forcible expropriation ' coincides with the stage ol

transition from the pre-capitalist mode of production { be i feuda
[r‘il:urur‘}' or otherwise ) to the f:.:tF:a11u|L:11 mode 1tsalf. The tw r e
fight it out. .. .this fight, the fight of elasses operating withan the
modes, has taken place in all countries where capital has grown r

It hasn't happened simultaneously all over the world, the intensity ol

the ' forcible expropriation ' and the upreooting and the violence hawvs
not been the same ; the speed of the whole process has also varie
But it has taken place everywhere,

In this precise sense, we are arguing, landed property is &
historical condition of the capitalist mode of production. We will
presently examine the precise nature of that ' condition ' but it is fair
to say, for the moment, that Marx's work is abundant with examples
for this particular standpoint : he has demonstrated this viewpoint
with historical examples from England, from Ireland and has contrasi-
ed those developments with what happened in North America.

If one considers the generally accepted wviewpoint that towards
the end of the 15th and during the first three quarters of the 16th cent-
ury, there existed in [reland a highly developed agricultural and
industrial organisation of a non-capitalist nature ( 7 ) and thal this
organisation was attacked and completely destroyed by the invading
forces of { English ) capital during the last 30 years of the 16th century,
one is forced to admait that there is adequate historical evidence to
support the above viewpoint. It is after this destruction ([ B ) that landed
property flourished in Ireland....it ' forcibly expropriated ' and thus
laid the conditions, weak as they may have been, for a transition to
capitalism .

There 1s also general agreement among historians that Marx's
view according to which the people of Scotland, Wales and England had
up to then enjoyed an unprecedented high standard of -ﬁm._hw o
and accurate, { 9). It is highly significant here that Marx refers t -
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(6) Marx - Capital , as above , Vol. [ p.669

(7) For example see G.O'Brien's ! :
Ireland in the 17th centur
book by Mrs. Green ' Me
Also consult article by U
p. ' The Devlopm:




» people excluded the possibility of
C " the '-\.i:tlllh l.""E f]'ll. (al _LI_'|||_ e ;
this situation as = the

capitalist wealth " { 1V ).

That pre-capitalist wealth and Pr‘n‘lti;‘t"r‘1113~ e .u:hlf'kud by
~apital: they were destroyed by a violent and barbarous process of
5 J1~i~ hich lasted for generations. So , by the end of the 151Cs
utr;'l;fth: ull;e]pf- '.hn._-: poor c'-::-unrl'_'- is grown most miserable and there js
a general dearth of all nacessaries ", " Those who have *‘bc.'?:rt*dl 1he
sword have perished through famine " . TE'IH- .E1'I.F_3Irl.‘:'-|f.:| S‘cmr]\b-h_,” Welsh
and Irish people had paid with their blood curi:lkil-:?ﬂ progre ss't , The
people " torn from their means of .':iLIhF!-!E[L*!'lL‘L‘_ }1_.1::_1 e C o me uﬁa,liach_
ed labourers " . Now they could sell their sweat and soul to the capital-

1st.

Now there may be a few among the ! m*ngz'!'_'.ﬁﬂ::j}*r 1 Lel_'! who
will accuse us here of ! harping back to nature ' | of being against
! progress ' . Marx's view on this process 1s our answer : he talks
consistently of " the theft of land " , " !]1&!_1—:.\.|::r‘c-;1r‘mrmn of land "
" the usurpation of property " , " the forcible creation of a class of sut-
lawed proletarians and the forcible discipline of capital which turned
them into wage-labourers " . l

Therefore, we can now state without ambiguity that the separa-
tion of the direct producers from their means of labour and subsistence
ENAEmany fad _sasential condition for the development of capitalism.

And that separation is primarily carried out by the landlords
and their ' right ' on land. And ground rent, as an essntial relation of
landed property, plays a crucial role in this process. Lets look at this
role of ground rent now in more detail : ‘

Today, land appears to have a huge amount of monetary value-
land changes hands everyday through gigantic money transactions . So
how does Marxism square an initial statement made in issue 7 that
" land has no value " with this obvious reality ? If we get under the
superficial appearance of things and consider the origins of landed pro=-
perty - how land was " given " by the Crown to soldiers , adventurers
o m‘" in exchange for services rendered. . .then perhaps we can

1 g that to own something which is not the product of labour
eh has been ! given ! away by a political structure which 'owned'
Political force and military might. . .to own land in Ireland
Cily an economic relation but basically a political and a legal
4 relation whose extent and weight are determined by prim

ey

= -—"——-——T—ﬁ

i > :
.-a legal fiction by grace of which certain individusls have

an exclusive right to certain parts of our planet, ., . " { 11}

: It is _i mportant to mention here that violence and force play
a major role in determining the extent of this " legal fiction " and 1he
power that goes with it,

Let us now pose the same question put forward at the end of
Section ]I of this essay : What is the specific place of ground rent
inside the Capitalist Mode of Production ? We have clarified, so far,
that ground rent is an economic realisation of landed property. ....
but what sort of a relation is it ? Is il a relation of capitalist product-
ton 7 Of distribution ? Or is it a capitalist relation at all 72

The answer to this question is erucial . If, for example, we
follow Marx's remarks that

. ++..The capitalist still performs an active function in the
development of this surplus-value and surplus-product. But the land~
owner need only appropriate the arowing share in the surplus-product
and the surplus-value, without having contributed anything to this
growth. " ( 12) .

then we are tempted to answer that ground rent %‘Uﬂﬂ“ ;
by landlords is a relation of distribution, of circulation, is manncr
of explaining the expropriation of ground rent by landlords is very re-
miniscent of the way Marx analyses the carly forms of merchant cu=
pital :

the surplus product partly as a mediater between ¢
will substantially produce for use value. . ..it is ¢
the intervening movement between extremes which
and between premises it doesn't create, " ( 13)

Merchants capital is centred un eirculation : |
between merchant capital and ground rent being so str
be ter?ptad to classify ground rent as a capitalist relats
tion. ( 14 ) N,

But then consider the following |

"  Ground rent might seem to be a
because landed property as such
normal, function in the process

" Merchants capital appropriates an overwhelming pos
. *
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the earth i 1wt the produs f labour a; bk
But on the other hand, a real rel it1on of produci; ¥
d this irrational form. " [ 16
» are confronted here with two possibilities : eithep
is a relation of "1;";”1'!!}””""” y LIKE merchani capital » OPF 1t
s a relation of production concealed behind the irrational form of the
price of land.
There are two points made by Marx which would give the S
er an inkling of an answepr :
T ++++ Just as the operating capitalist pumps surplus laboyup
’
and thereby surplus-value and surplus-product in the form of profit. qut
¥

of the labourer, so the landlord in turn pumps a portion of this surplys.
value, or surplus-product, out of the capitalist in the form of pent i

(17)

e e Mg gk it | landed property ) expropriates the mie

ans of |lal
from the labourers . " | 18} e

In these two statements ground rent clearly appears as a
deduction from the total surplus produced - a deduction appropriated
by [@dlnrds and simultaneously an expropriation from labourers, We
can immediately discard the notion that ground rent could ever be a

relation of Production connecting two classes of non-producers : land-
lords and capitalists,

. So we are left with the following proposition - '
a relation of production BUT NOT A CA&%’AE!ST ONE igr‘l{:uir;darstr:;_ls
capitalist relation of production connecting landlords and direct pro-
du;:etrs.dﬂa.wd on this definition we can now go back to cur starting
F:;n :;1] s?iarch for new el_emel.lts for this position inside the changing
o m of landed Property which is, as we havye outlined above, a historic-
& Condition of the capitalist moda of production, o s

O
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Landed property is necessa; ¥ lor capiia Lhin
neoeds the man who owns land . [ needs him not only in order b g
to grow, to ' take-off ' as current jargon would have it, bui & i
order to continue to grow. Here is how Marx expresses this pomd Ui o

i .+ + the landlord plays a role in the capitalist process of pros

duction not merely through the pressure he exerts upon capitel . nor
merely because large landed property 18 & pre-requisite and conditios
of capitalist production since it is a pre=requisile and condition of the
expropriation of the labourer from the means of production but parti-
cularly because he appears as the personification of one of the most
essential conditions of production . V" ( 19 )

This is a crucial point ; the landlard is necessary nol merely
because he provides capital with iabourers by expelling from the land
but also because he personifies one of the " most essential conditions
of production " . What condition is Marx referring to here 7 In other
words if behind capital functions surplus-value as the essential con-
dition of capitalist production what kind of relation functions behuid
landed property 2

To answer this we have to go back to the formulation by Marx
quoted above :

" ...it { landed property ) expropriates the means of labour
from the labourers, it is the condition of the expropriation of the labour-
er from the means of production..... " [ 20),

Who is this labourer 7 Is he a worker working urulllr capital 7
Or is he a direct producer working on the land ~ the often vilified and
abused peasant 7

Already we have quoted Marx ( note ( 6) ) when he refers to
peasants. In fact, he seems to be clear on who exactly this ' IM!
is all through the chapter entitled ' Primitive Accumulation ! and i
especially in the section called ' The Bloody Legislation against the
Expropriated ' , { 21)

In the Chapter entitled ! The Modern Theory of
he puts it this way ;

" ...the expropriation of the mass of the pcnphﬁﬂq h

forms the basis of the capitalist mode of production. " [ 22) 4

Why this confusion ? Why ' peasants ' in one __
ers ! in another ? Why the ' mass of the people ' some:
Mistakes ? Slips of the pen ? Bad Wﬂ?  Quest

We believe that there is a it
al materialism, ! 'm':li ! wom m
di rect producers ' - all th :
occupy a specific place
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{ one doesn't pose the question of a maode of production one doesn't hawve
aualify .,il_'L'.":'Lj.:"I']I'I . If one does pose the questlion then one '-‘-'t"JJ'-j ]Id”_
3 2] s

y gqualify and speciiy.

And this 18 the |'|-r'..'\|‘-fi.‘[:'. with Marx here. Marx r~._-h|._“.:-_h_ Con-
sciously, and from the outset, to pose clearly the question of which
ade of production he is referring to... .he refuses out right to answer
e auestion which be gs answering all aleng 7 Whai kind ot J'f'JHfI-.'u“
is ground rent ? We saw earlier the hazy for mulation that behind the
irrational form of the price of land ", the " legal fiction ™ . imvons
cealed a " real relation of production ". Which one ? SILENCE .
Mow we have " labourers " being expropriated while whole chapteps

tell us that they don't precisely become labourers until and long time
after they are expropriated.

We will replace the word " labourers " by the word peasanis
And the above quotation will then read : Landed property is the condition
of the expropriation of the peasant from the means of produchion. ——————
L :

mmEmeEmE m e e E e e e e e e e e e e

And here suddenly opens a new universe : a pre-capitalist one
Many peasants, thousands upon thousands, still remain to be e.tpr'upr-i-‘
ated from their means of production by this legal fiction which is land-
ed property. These peasants are evidently not capitalist — Mapx himself
admits this. So there is still, while capital has taken off and growing
an entire part of production, we would even say a sphere of prnducti.:;r;
which is not capitalist. The two modes of production, the capitalist i

mode of production and the pre-capitalist mode of producti i
e p tion are in full

_ Behind the landlord functions ground rent : a relation of product-
ion of the pre-capitalist mode. . .inside capital functions surplus value
and as capital grows, as it becomes hegemonic as a social relation e
then obviously the forms of extraction of ground rent change. A ne.-w'form
of ground - rent gets slowly born out of the belly of the old c;ne.

Let us now look at this new t ro insi
- - e '
capitalist mode of production. BRI Grad mens e S

. Landed Property

The first question which faces us at thé cutset is ithe ol -
ing ; How does pre-capitalist ground rent determine ground rFent
under the capitalist mode of production 7

We have already seen ( 24 ) that if absolute ground rent were
to be treated as a capitalist relation of pr'l::cluchnn " it would tend 1o
disappear " . This is the conclusion Marx himself draws at ths and of
the chapter on absolute ground rent. But we argued that, &l the sama
time, Marx had accumulated mountains of statistics showing clearly
that absolute ground rent did not disappear at all. So his theory was
unable to account for the real situation.

Marx's theory was blocked around the premise that slight
increases in the market price of agricultural produce would bring
those prices above their price of production - as a result capital weuld
begin to flow into agriculture and start capitalising new and unused
lands. If that happened, according to Marx's theory , absolute greund
rent would tend to fall towards zero.

It is quite true that if the question of absolute ground rent is
ireated from within the capitalist mode of production the above couple!
is insoluble...and it was insoluble for Marx until his death. But if we
now look at the same situation in the context of coexisting modes of
production the image changes somewhat:

If the landlords who own unused and non-capitalised |
not able to bring profits anywhere near the average rate of
those lands they would tend to lease them not to ather c o
non-capitalist farmers. In such cases, the rent payable ¢ n th g y
would be determined not by the capitalist mode of products 1 but .
mechanisms and structures of the pre-capitalist mode of production.
Therefore, absolute ground rent in such lands would be le: the
average rent possible under the capitalist market pr
where near zero. Landlords limited the exploitation of th
o pre—capifalist forms of production unless and up to th
ist market conditions permitied a full capitalist |
a rate of profit at least equal to the general &
this precise sense landlords never ' under-ca
the exploitation of the land remained pre-c
profitable that way, .

Thus competition
capitals but also between
existing modes of p
wld have beer

&
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So now the question posed above can be answered : pre=capital
ist relations of production would have a direct effect on capitalist prela_
tions of production. These pre-capitalist relations would not h,-,'l-,.;i ].”[ -
opposition ! capitalist ' social classes but the social classes of the pn_':
capitalist mode of production. Therefore, landed property can nn.;,.. be &
looked at in its true coulours : not simply a ' legal fiction ' but a legal
fiction of capitalism behind which are hidden real and exploitative Hp]a
tions of production : pre-capitalist ground rent which has r‘m'hinc;.f]c. =
cpord 4 C tion-

In such a context, capital would clash with landed property It
would have to grow in relation and in close interaction with ﬂf‘ﬁ-ﬂﬂr-}j-tal'
relations of production, At the end, capital would win. But the length nlfm

5 10N lo s 1
ation. ocial form-

In the last instance, it would be capitalist relations of oo
ion which would determine how much of the overall social sur luk i
would go back to agriculture. In that sense, ground rent “H;“}'pw:uld
become a re-distributed part of the entire social surplus appropriated

by the bou isi " b L el
th!;s :r*nce:gimsm as a whole. This is how Marx brilliantly describes

" The fact that the price of land plays such a

and sa]a! the ci rtcuIation of land as a cgmr};adi!}' der:effép;hta; 5‘]“ roaA
degree, is practically a result of the dcvelopmenl‘ of the cupitali;tsm

:IHI of production in so far as a commodity is here the general form o?-
. p{*n-ducts and all instruments of production. On the other hand,this
h:.:ﬁ ?m_ant:itakes place only where the capitalist mode of prnducltir:m
b.c:“;n:ll‘tl: ri‘:::lpﬂf':::i:;]and dne;nc.;t unf?ild all of its peculiarities,

: y upon the fact that agriculture i 1

or not yet, subject to the capitalist mode of i e
one handed down from extinct forms of ancietl;ljad'??hzgn]r g s

Thus we have arrived at our initial destinat

capitalist ground rent is a relation of distribution of ¥ N e

mode of ion; this relation of distribution the capitalist
effect o PR ; ribution is th o
g g‘ & pre-capitalist relation of production unm th: :npﬂﬁahlu':: mnnduﬂ!uiﬁ

wealth and power. Bul inside this convergence there sxisted alsa
contradictions on the level of distribution = who was going Lo appropr=
ate how much of the social surplus which provoked intense conflisl and
competition. (286)

The above convergence/contradietion viewed from the point of
view of the peasants appeared as follows : for the exploited peasant |,
ground rent was a relation of production exploiting him for the profil of
the landlord. .. .simultanecusly the same ground rent was a relation of
distribution working between landlords and the industrial/manufacturing
bourgeoisie. The result of this was that the peasantry inserted itself
as a social force inside that contradiction on the side of the bou e,
Peasants fought against the landlords, agdinsl ground renf, allie i
industrial bourgeois.

That alliance was at the source of the F rench revelution |
the same alliance worked quite well during the Land Wars in Ireland
at the end of the 19th century. The interests of the peasantry and the
industrial manufacturing bourgeois class converged momentaril
against the interests of the landlords. In France th
the form of Jacobinism - so much revered by SF-WP.

In what concerns this article, if we can see ground rent
as a relation of production connecting landlords and peasants AND
a relation of distribution connecting landlords and industrial bour
eois, then we can grasp the objective root of that alliance.
than the usual nonsense about the supposed ' reactionary '
of the peasants, their backwardness etc. :

And this alliance has a temporary character
bourgeois class destroys the landlords it replaces
function of expropriators of ground rent fr
relations, capitalist this time , are es
through taxes, the banks through interest b
of social surplus from the peasantry. And
breaks up a new type of war ins : acl
extensively on this type of war in his h
for example the excellent ' The
War in Ireland is Ier €Xamj

Tl
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Co-existence of Two Modes of Production

The transition from the pre-capitalist mode of pro
f_'.n['-ih'l]i*—:l'..

We have so far attempted to examine the historical peri
through which landed property acts as a help to the Capitalist Mods
Production.We have explained how this ' help ' takes place primarm
through the extended expropriation of the peasants, their expulsion
from the land and the destruction of their means of subsistience. Wi
have taken our cues from Marx's statement :

n . ...landed property differs from other kinds of property in
that it appears superfluous at a certain stage of development even
from the point of the view of the capitalist mode of production ™ { 27 }

We have looked into the historical era when landed propert)
was neither superfluous nor harmful but necessary and essential .
But, an examination of the second period, when landed property doe:
become superfluous and harmful is also necessary....in order (o
unravel some of the remaining questions. For example, what is the
precise character of the 'necessity ' of landed property during the
first period 7 And more important perhaps, what exactly takes place
so that this necessity gets transformed into its opposite 7 Basically .
why and how does landed property become a barrier to the develop-
ment of the Capitalist Mode of Production 7

We enter here, one more time, into the same debate which
has been the underlying foundation of this entire essay : what are the
precise economic and political mechanisms and characteristics of the
period through which capital coexists with and grows on the back of
the pre-capitalist mode of production ?

Marx's ' Capital ' reveals an unmistakable tone of ' necessity '
which permeates the entire argument. This is primarily a ity
from the point of view of capital - but it is also & ’-lll-

point of view of the pre-capitalist mode of production. Is this a
tradiction 7 P v

In the historical analyses of the developr : "i f capitali
b= e e s

social formations where feudalism was i
France, Holland, Prussia and England ) the kern
is easier seen , for it quite obvious, even
selves , that the development of ceé
ism. However, things get more ¢
shifted to other historica

(27




that development in relation to 1ts own ' internal ' laws and contra-
dictions alone. This approach of course gets even more complicated
when one superimposes another unilateral view that as this growth
of capital is 'imposed ' from the dominating country, then the ana —
lvsis must follow the path and patterns of the development of capita]
in the mother country.

We believe that this is an incorrect approach ; we must be

able to clearly situate the pre-capitalist mode of production
feudal or otherwise in relation to and in coexistence with the

]

capitalist mode of production. Otherwise the later development of

capital cannot be understood.

. - Every dominated social formation, like Ireland, where ¢
pital is hegemonic today, has lived through a shorter or ’Jc:nnr;u:-r -
riod of pregnancy - when capital was born out of the belly Uf- E-}, -.D:I-,_.e
society. Every such social formation has, in this sense, its 31.:'. i
double history. On the one hand, the history of capital ; u;u%]lr-t i
not always correctly, associated with an ! m.i::-zfde L .-;u.ur-{;._»h] : .g;:[” -
the other hand, the history of the pre-capitalist mode of prudu'lligg

]

or even a combination of many forms of pre=capitalist modes

That du:ful:r_le history determines the present of all social formati
Unless this dcﬂ:.lh‘]l? determination is examined analyses are b 13"3.
fall prey to unilateral and evolutionist views. These views 'mnh 5
case of & social formation like Ireland, can be either aﬁa]c: i: tfe
colonialism or they can be multi-variations of rﬂpuhlicanisaﬁ .5{ fg]

Ireland was not just an out 1t1 i
ok : post for British capital
ia;;:::::;t::da:: of p;rudx_mlz,m}? took off and grew roots ip:m Ire-vl Jr-nlﬂafter
ruggle with the pre-capitalist mode of cti
t ; ) roduct *
;I"fh:;.;:vu]ved violence, fgmme, war and all the otherpmanife;{;;tinns
s struggle. That history has to be analysed and understood

el il ol o el o

This is, in our opinion, Marx's viewpoint as well. This is

clearly expressed in Capital: ( 29)

" Rent can develop as money=rent onl i
1 : ‘ - y on the b
dity P!;bdlmh;‘n.,t in particular cnpitcli_st production; it ;:::l%i:ﬂ?ﬂ:-
immthumia e th:gnnulh.trnl production becomes commodity product-
: . same extent that non-agricultural production develops
independent frmnl cultural production, for to that degree the
agricultural product becomes commodity, exchange-value and value,"

ﬁhvilﬂoupinhnhnu{ﬂum&grmnd—nm

i money-rent rather than t-in-ki
M it previously was, We have a picture of En oxp&?ﬂﬁd the i

A Hﬂm“ even the totality, of direct producers who

and its transformation into

.l_'

When Marxists begin to analyse the growth of capital
minated social formations, there is an unfortunate tendency to analyse J
L ¥ 5E T ey will now |~l4':' 'Z|~|r'!1’.“"J|'IlJ1'u| pro b &, 48 Consumears

tias
ties. ..flour into bread wool into clothes ete.

this

pay that money renl and are destined to become prolelaris

il corn {1

i i rri i ol

 thev will also transform agricultural produce in

¥

That all-pervasive necessity mentioned above 18 svident in

quote once again. Now lets look at the same question {rom ano-
ther angle :

What underlies this necessity, what impulses it, is the re-
nroduction of that basic relation of production of the pre-capilalist
mode : ground-rent. The increase and growth of ground-rent creales
the conditions for the development of the capitalist mode of production
This is a problematic used by Marx which is very similar to the one
he used to explain the mutations of the ancient forms of production to
the " slave mode of production " . ( 30)

This is a curious problematic. It is highly tinged with views
directly borrowed from Hegel. Tt basically comes down to the view
according to which the reproduction of the essential conditions of a
mode of production carries in itself the seeds of the ultimate destruct-
ion of that mode and the essential conditions for the growth of another

mode of production. This is how Marx puts it 3

W . ...this reproduction is at the same time necessarily new
production and the destruction of the old form . n (31)

If this formulation is left to itself it would lend credence to
all kinds of deterministic views about ' mechanic evolution ' etc ete.
But, we believe, that this is not a simple and automatic development
of structures and modes ....it's not the determinate reproduction of
forms but rather the struggle of classes determined by those forms
which make history move. It's that tiny line, but also a whole world,
which separates the dialectic of Hegel from the dialectic of Marxism .

In this process, the transition from the pre-capitalist mode
of production to the capitalist mode appears again to be mm v
by a double necessity : Gl

- for the landlords for whom capitalism must develc
it's that development which assures the grow w
me through money-rent, but also -

- for the capitalists for whom landl
must continue to exist [ even under n
its existence that a cheap labour for
produce depend. 2




Iad he events that transi med thi 11 +# - icall né enor 1 ma | i thi I
- ourers, and their means of subsis i "l . A R el the separation b« een agricullu
ements of capital, created, at the . ; PUOUr 1nto ma- justry whose roo = Spinning and weaving it tear
: - e=markeat
1 l s I :.r":n'r'l_‘-. Ne e -_1--.|i1'. imily produced the mean "\E_h.l S R brilliant anscunt: i4 o : I
L .I-,L. raw material: which they ti elves, for :i,; L f the question under examination. It highlights other
consumed . .'.1:-~;._ raw | l.,--;_-r-i.._lx and means of ubs tence IIII.'LI“--- here . .. such as the importance of domestic ..'f‘l'-l.ll'l"....l'l.-'.--': &
' e commodines., . . The many scattered customers _._|.,~|h.~ in a pre=capitalist mode ol production dealt with in an earlier
a) an: unti! now had found in the small producers work --|I|; -m-r.. ‘n the Ripening of Time {33 ). Out of the above account, and kee;
' L counit, concenirate themselves now into one greal .,--,,.”.: the lessons drawn from our study of ground rent so far, it is snl
e -' :I:"_I:.'l‘l"-'c"'r-.‘k"‘! capital. Thus, hand in hand with the L-.\[w::l now to sketch a theoretical framework of the different phases { the
ik ‘_\j_ e h‘_"“'_”"'*"':”i'.' peasants, with their separation ]r-. .,,- 7 penetration of capital in agriculture : [ 34 )
eir means of production, goes the destruction of rural dome: .~:: I-Iﬂj
I domestic 1ndy-

12 a8 the | P ' }
Y, separaltion betv nmn 1 » |
} 101 etween manufactur and

ANd onit'y

process o
'h‘-' desiruction ot r‘=_:."-.|| adomestic ||1|_iu--.'r'-'
arket o country tha S] PR

4 t a countr ¥ that extension and consi1 stence wi IR,

o ki =Nce which the
of production requires.... still the
y so-called, does not succeed in carrying out t}
i JARLN) R Il S
aical I_- and cor

mode

-.’:'|'q.'|1.‘:._~'.. Sl

0 f it destroys these |

and domestic industry of the rural districts - ad

icular |.‘lf‘ﬂf‘|fi]ﬂ‘.\‘j at ce g [ #  § B I SEYV
5 :rtain ;.l"!llr'll' 1L L'l."l.l] 3 1 |
= g & S them up again elsew
- '.hE;r"e
]

because t o s = - £8 } e o] i
ause it needs them for the preparation of the raw material up to

a certain point. Ti | duces therefar g 1
produces therefore, a new class of small villagers

who, while following the ¢ : f

g the cultivation of the soil as an acces

teed Fogiie or L 501l as an accessory call-
-kl-.1 -h”n‘h'“ their chief occupation in industrial labour. the ]::-I‘odu:::ls f
whie ey sell to the manufacturers direct]ly ' Y

agriculture .,
can give the internal
. capitalist
manulfacturing ['le.'i‘l._‘ldr pProper-=
transformation ra-
handicrafts of the town
) in one form, in papt—

or through the medium

During a first phase, peasani production and handicrafis in
the towns is partly replaced by the development of capitalist farmers
and manufacture. Domestic industry is not yet fully destroyed - the
separation between agricultural production and non-agricultural pro-
duction is not yet complete. Ground rent is being transformed from
rent=in=-kind to money-rent but this transformation is not
either. Capital cannot compete with the pre-capitalist mode of pro-
duction on economic terms alone - thus we witness during this first
phase a number of extra-economic means imposed on agriculture and
the people living in the countryside . Even those direct producers
who are expelled from the land and lose their livelihood, nay if not
all of them at least some of them, in Marx's words , "turn up again':

complete

" .this peasantry turning up again, although in dimimshed

number, and always under worse conditions....” {35)

second period during which the development
of big capital and large-scale industry destroys the entire domestic
industry. The entire process of production in the sociely 1S now
carried out under capitalist relations of production. This is equally
although certain sectors manage to survive
siill produce under pre-capitalist forms. The small agricultural
units tend to disappear. ...as large-scale industry brings prices of
production lower and lower, due to its capacity for mass production,
the small units, the small direct producers, get annihilated . [ 386 )

2 There follows a

true of agriculture ,

labour @

=il i
. ¥

Ripening of Time no.® pp.23=30 ' Domestic
classes.

Our exposition is based on but also differs su
the periodisation attempted by Pierre Fh. Re
' Les Alliances des Classes ' publ - A
To our knowledge there is no '
See also the article by Bar
natural economy '
Marx - Capatal V
See i '

( 34)




Finally a third phase, '.'.'hn_:h Marx was not u.| 1.'.'1 & aly
during the era of finance capital , of imperialism. N:w‘n. ]k_.H n F‘_‘F”'u]'
ist farmers are being submitted to the wishes ‘::-f capital - hlr.a-jtllh-.m-
out to competition provided by big capital inside ug'.lr"lt."ll1|fL:r_1"_. T he y
can't avoid or shy away from that competition now that small farmers
have been torn apart. Capital does not need [.,;;ndq,-,_f property anym
now it has become " superfluous and harmful " .

to analyse

We will not examine here how far it is possible to
out of this sketchy periodisation. S.DJ'I".f.'.Qf the constitue
analysis will be applied and tested in this and the next i
journal on the essay dealing with the development of the

generalise
nt parts of this
ssue of the
hcuurt_.]t:{'lis

sesfeseafe seadese oot e soleiololo ol

In this last Section of this essay we will look at the pParticular
role of landed property inside these three phases -
During the first phase
1al to the developmentf of the
labour power and agricultura
forming some of its own accumulated weal
lords have other very crucial functions in
primitive accumulation taking place in the
public debts and taxes p
of capital and are
ist State inside w

, landed property is absolutely essent-
capitalist mode of production.

It provides
] commodities to e

apital as well as trans-
th into capital. But the land-
side the overall process of
society during this phase.
lay very important roles jn
controlled, or at least de-
hich land lords form the

The mechanism of
the ovepall develop
termined, by the absolut
most powerful bloc.

Through their control of the
control not only direct producers but
can't re turn to the land anymore, The
bsolutist State, and
ges could be regulate

State landlords thus coerce and
ndustrial workers too - who
growing bourgeoisie, in this
all its might of force and co-

» the working day

sense, needs the a
ersion so that wa

lengthened and the labour force

Nevertheless, there also e
roperty owners and industr

d and reduced
kept quiet,

xist serious contradictions between
ial bourgeois during this period.

the level of distribution but
ast. Many times the absolu=
boul_'-gnoisia from the

entre primaril

themselves inside the State very f

_::.:-.I:':.'l:l.'ll‘]l'l.l-“}'r the mncrease ol l,::.n|r|.|.1_'|pr @ Wi Ilq_“.“_.. and i1he
growth of the eity Ipupu]ﬂrnm brings about a higher demand lor agri=-
cultural produce. This would tend te increase the price of agricultursl
commodities and E""mﬂ absolute ground rent down - as already explain-
ed in the earlier Section, TIJLIEI-, 4 new process hg.g.n, : land gels
capitalised....if it can't bring the average rate of profit is leased to
non-capitalist farmers. These are the direct producers who " turn up
again "...according to Marx's quote,

The development of capitalism, of the capitalist market, is
an important condition for the dmrelnpme:_-.l of money-rent. And at the
same time, it is also an 1"-":'".‘15“ to the gigantic increase in the raie of
rent extraction - for as rent income doubles, triples and quadruples

]
the countryside population is on the decline,

In the society as a whole, there are two essential contradict-
ions which unfold during this first phase: firstly the contradietion :
between landlords and direct producers, arising out of l!!i! extraction
of ground rent. This main Ecnfl_iclt s rgﬂantﬁd directly inside the State
and pits at times the royal administration - w‘hq: profess te protect the
peasantry - against the landlords (38) . Marx himself refers to this
conflict as the struggle between the !mld]ﬂrdu lnd " the new bancocracy
of high finance and their allies the big industrialists " , Secondly, there

1s the contradiction of the nobility with the hmrgnmnt itself. The
debate whether this second type of conflict is the primary one or
whether the struggle between landlords and peasants constitutes :

primary historical force of this first phase dﬁ;ﬂﬂﬂuhﬁ#ﬁ - _.

ism, is a long, complex and laborious one. |

It is true to say though that the accumul;
tradictions determines the political actions of the
all through this period. La.m:lauit prxﬂr_ph_n_ !
resolution and re-constitution of ¢ ra 1S & ar
role...a erucial cog in the wheel of building ¢ % _

- During the second ph
of landed property remains,
the domestic craft industry of the to

" natural economy " of the g




ENeTr "'..' if i-l:-:I" LS ||| oc14al formn ations. |1 1

el partic 1lar stan i;. int, the process of transity

to theori1se, . |.
between a pre=capitalist mode of production | not fe udal but a mbine-
- .n v a Brehon mode and other tributary modes ) and the « apiialist

(8 [a] T a . ]

mode ol |"|r'.'._i-.11."l--.’| 1n 1r_-=f l_-'.?-:Lj.

rhere are historical examples where this process was
completely reversed ; either by the conscious p-.x]|1;c;:.]. action f &
. |I. EL- class and its State | Greek case following the 1821 War of Inde-
Ilf -IjL-Iw-f- ) or the indirect telescoping of phases through revolutionary
:“L‘;.]':::fu.l { case of the USSR in the years 1919-1928 Y . And probably

many others.,

: s 5

This process renders the small farmers dependent on the market .

for their means of subsistence . But capital has not yet penetrated

all the branches of agriculture; certain sectors still remain une

touched and even reproduce themselves. But that reproduction ope-

rates now under the overall dominance of the capitalist relations of

production. { 41 )
: S ‘Tx'rul, capital is still constrained to exert jts hegemony Agriculture!,
| " rd=-economic means. This is the period of political : : ssay ' Reflections on
¢ ; of the famine | of the clearing of the estates, of the taxes on This long and lgboﬂgui::l“!;i the journal , is the first

the peasantry, of land mortgages. ’ which has baym drsts AvERES iodbe Sosmiiont

i to grips wi
step undertaken by the journal to come to
side of the class struggle in the countryside.
We have insisted from the Introc

i “ s . f
nance used h M in the the failure of Marx and Engels t "'rm’ .
" In all forms of ma:;a hant i:::nu:puiiic peasantry taking place in their m . ot _.
: ; ; on which predominates over the rest, whose which existed inside Marxism on it o4

;mﬂ’hic_i:b&hauullﬂinothnrcu{m:lnd the science of the proletariat

and influence to the others. It is a void allowed the bourgeoisie to e 0

+ the
e
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|
1
|

y A uvindani al ;
] [t that we tracc he obvious and INQenié le incapy.
15 ni j . , :
=kahle strateq) o) salitical i)
iv of Marxists to Of velop a w swrkable strategy for p ;
el | Y ¥ ke Ls L : i i A 4 . : I 2 I I
. ‘-~ '\.'1\['-'-\.'.""""\-|"'-:*-C._L|I:'-__..||‘I'I'i." inability to build an e y o
AMong oppressed peas i ; o ;
¥ hatween the urban working class and the
iam of alliances betwean Lht ur ! :
T historical 1nstance here aftep

Revolution was the first

1 ¢ BT AS O s litical devalar
break from the dominant schemas of political developmen

The Chinese

an effective F lavelop the materialist
volutionary ¢ MTIMunl sts managed to develop the ma rial SCleénce
ey 20 5 : B : z . Tha (Y] =T P
through mass work among landless peasants. The '::f-!l-' 3@ revolution
at least until 1949, was the first revolution where the peasantry.
armed with historical materialism, made the revolution
= v - s -~ T e e s e
What interests us, in Ireland, today, 1s to understand th
ial o B w11 tal (AP e, TCa
q—u,_-cif”.- forms that class :;'rwlj;_|_;'4]§_' [aKes ._..'":d .....l aKe ., et y 25 of
=F
live on the land. .. .whatever the shortcomings of

the people still live : .
present-day revolutionary -"“-f'ﬂ“-‘ﬁ?f‘f-‘f‘ the urban working class, there
in our opinion, a huge void in the programmes and practices of

is , .
the people of the

the ;er‘lgrt‘ssiw- movement in what concernes
side . The dominant attitude 1
hoping that capital will smash the
will vanish as such. ..the ' small farmers ' republic will be erased
from the slogan book and so will be it.

""'-.il'lir":,'..

hlivian . i
lon, somehow

1
= one of paternalistic oblivion

h_r'=||1|| farmers and thus |'_|_ II'."T‘-_'\-|3|1."P:'I|

In the meantime capital 1s T‘c'L‘t"-_‘!-ith'lr'.'_-; part=time l."”\”““EF,
the proletarianisation of small farmers has accrued, mobilisations
aganist land grabbing and capitalist production and distribution
monopolies is on the increase. .. .the bourgeocisie, the IFA, the Church
are looking in, taking notice, dividing, repressing...while the revo-
lutionaries and the others , well protected in the urban suburbia,
are fully oblivious in their 1gnorance.

. _AIOHQSM{' this pressing political necessity to understand
what is going on in rural Ireland and develop a workable strategy so
that revolutionary forces would be effectively capable of influeneing
events, there is also another crucial need to which our examination
and study of ground rent is addressing itself:

~ We looked at ground rent and that led us to an analysis of
the co-existence of the capitalist mode of production with the pre-
capitalist modes, We looked critically at Marx's texts on ground rent
and we attempted to answer important questions , such as :

' What is ground rent 7 ! I Is ; s 1 i

: . 1 rent 7 s it or is it not a relation of

::n_duc;;m P st a capitalist relation of production or does it
Five irom a pre-capitalist mode 7 !

; If the answers we provided to these questions remain, as
;Il;t:un to?.nl:ctl: :ng schematic, we are nevertheless now in a better
Mmtmti:mﬁafect:“- ln'alc."“ﬂ“"?' work for a materialist analysis
to understand the i pital in agriculture, We are in a beiter position
issues that the Cromwellian B

Irish histopy: ; .
ion from ¥: What did the plantation represent 7 If the mode of product=

ere the plantation orig; iti
Fon plant. ginated was a transitional one, how
M ?1 €o-exisl with the mode of production which predated the
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i 174} 1 | | Caf ransior rnt I
- En d beto ! | : i 1ld the o ¢ differ
H ron Ireland' s natural econor y at tha L |
i i 1 LI W Lk ,-rl-—a'--:-i'u].'.' mode of ;|'-..|||r'| ¥
Mot i nese questions are answered vyet,..and they r
he answered by .'.':_.:-xl|-~1:= 1f a revoluti nary communist eritique of
haurage ol history with 1ts nonsense of " natural disasters ! , | oven
oulation problems ! | ' the whims of Kings and Queens ! is to be
offective . Symmetrically, if such a communist critique develops if
.11 also be a spanner in the works of petit-bourgecis republicani

with its permanent rhetorical tendency to idolise the Celtic twilight
the struggle of the ' people ' | people without classes -

and present
sh } as a unilateral and pre-destined fight against evil .

all of us Im
A materialist critique of bourgeois history and a materialist
\.J.I:v:j-'l”--" of the rule of l_'up]‘.u.L] in order to I‘_ff.-‘.-'f:]u,'J a rl.‘:vn]u!:nnury
strategy for struggle against capital.,.these have been our main two
obiectives. In order to pave the path by clearing the obstacles so that
ihe progressive forces can move ahead . Qur contribution is here -
for the readers now to take it up or bury it in the quigmire of hopeless-
ness and sectarian apathy.

The reactionary forces and we both have difficulties. But
he difficulties of the reactionary forces are difficult for them to over-
come because they are forces on the verge of death and have no future .
Our difficulties can be overcome because we are new and rising
forces and have a bright future. The time is npemng.'
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by Ralph Miliband  Oxford paperbacks 1977
£1.75

Capitalism today is in crisis, and fortunately for
socialism, so too is Marxism . After all those years when marxist
theoretical work meant desperately defending the " truth " of Marx
against all comers, when marxist politics meant running after any
mass movement that at least appeared to oppose capitalism, now, as
the class struggle rises, so too marxist theory begins to open and
develop. Paradoxically, the clearest sign that socialism is no mere
fantasy is that it is now possible for marxists { 1) to question Marx.

Ralph Miliband's new book is a good example of this

process. While his previous works ( 2) simply defended traditional

marxist positions, often with rather weak arguments, now Miliband

sets out to actually dagﬁ a marxist theory of politics and to ar
po

for a quite particular political strategy. Along the way he provides
the clearest and most readable introduction to marxist politica
discussion that is available, but it is his own

While the book is well worth buying ( it i

merely as an overview, Miliband raises

has to take seriously.

tics of Marxism " ? and for

Poulantzas before him (

of pe




which have been thrown up in the course of proletarian class struggle.
o now the

Yel pointing outl problems 15 here not used as an
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LJ.\ commitlments For Miliband a marxist und erstanding of pg- form of the dictatorship of the proletariat as the most demes ralic lorm
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( sarxist politics are

Lfdcla;:ﬂiili‘::lcx::ss rule. Yet if this much is '_ﬁ:“_" us, Miliband thep
proceeds to indicate the problems. 1I| is not just a fini
what "class" , and above all, what " the working class actually
means | and Miliband's chapler on this 1s the most conventi

by far the weakest section of I!}_w book ), but of defining 3'f'lt_';1.{: polities
more closely. While the book itself covers a wide range of issues
Miliband's basic argument can be reduced to three points.

question of de

"'::l_:] and

Firstly, he examines the relationship between class
and party. Here he sees a continual oscillation within marxism
between a stress on the class - the idea that only the working class
can liberate itself - and on the party - the insistence that revolution.
ary transformation has to be organised and led. Within this argument
Marx and Rosa Luxemburg come at the " class " pole, Lenin at the
" party " pole, although nobody has ever claimed either that the work.
ing class can do completely without organisation or that the party

can act independently of the class. Nonetheless, for Miliband the
whole discussion rests upon a false premise, for it is always assumed
that somehow, somewhere, there is a correct relationship between
class and party which guarantees that the party really " represents "
the class, and this is impossible :

" The notion of the Party achieving an organic and perfect-

ly harmonious representation of the class is nothing but @ more or less
edifying myth. Marx mostly avoided the problem by focussing on the
class rather than the party, but the problem is there all the same " (5

b Consequently, the tension between effectiveness ( " a
political party is not a debating society " ) and representativeness is
inevitable , .A. partial solution ( partial because the problem is really
il;luhlbi- ) is to accept that historically in any one country the working
class has not been represented by one but by several parties and '

r, that the party is only one of a whole series of organisations i

this too is somethi 1 i
ng no marxist has ever completely denied, up
H.llllﬂuqmm has not been fully accepted : no organisation
X to elaim l.lll_s__ﬂ; nlmwpmﬂtl_ts'm?

—— — —— — ———

Such issues concern socialist de ithi ital-

mocracy within capital-
*) . ch-rg xlntl:d to l:lhl“ l;q::stinn of democracy within
ot d « Here Miliband is utterly consistent ,
‘received truth is challenged : i '

m“ﬁ“dﬂ- ' dict : -
e : atorship of the proletariat ! dis-
Bl 'y Mﬂl‘. does not dis.po" at al], nlthg_; .

ot between the requirement of direction on
Sracy en the other, particularly '

simply dodge Iha.- need f-_‘r‘ t:urnr'ruh-aur.mm1 while Maaoisn f II... all its
\_]J.dl stress on the activity of the mMasses as a -!'hull_;;“:i.- to bureaucrat-
ism, actually has a completely " functionalist ® understanding of dem
eracy. In other words, even the most democratic theory within mee zi s
up to now only accepls tivmncrﬂ{‘.}' because it can be used on the imtiative
of an existing leadership ( the Cultural Revolution depended on initistives
from within the Party leadership | and provides no institutional solution
to the problem of democracy. So long as this is so; proletarian demo-
cracy is a fraud, because it is hardly democracy if it is to be depend-
ent on the good will of members of the Party elite.

For Miliband the link between these two problems -
socialist organisation in a4 pre-revolutionary situation and the post -
revolutionary organisation of the socialist State - lies in the third
question, namely the relationship between socialist strategy and the
nature of the capitalist State. Although Marx, unlike for example the
later Lenin, cannot be accused of underestimating the importance of
" bourgeois " democratic freedoms, his stress on the difference between
social freedom and " mere " political freedom means that marxists
are continually tempted to ignore the differences between the forms of
the bourgeois State, in particular in relation to the varying degrees
of political freedom g_ﬁfEFEﬁ'ST:’EFé Torms allow ( 70 -
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For Miliband this failure prm‘rides the basis for 1whlt he
terms the " insurrectionary " tradition within marxism. By this he
seems to understand the " leninist " policies of the Third International

R ———————
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which insisted not only that the communist parties were the sole
agents of social change, butthis could only be .:u::hivw._wl against al|
other working class organisations and through a " seizure "o State
power. This is not to argue that Lenin believed that such a seizupre
could oceur unrélated to ongoing class struggles, but " merely ' that
Lenin did believe that the working class of Western Europe was pre-
pared to break with "bourgeois constitutionalism ". Quite rightly,
Miliband points out how wrong Lenin was, and consequently goes gn
to argue for what he calls , for want of a better name, the "reformist
strategy ". Before all readers of Ripening of Time at this stage die
of heart failure at such sacrilege, it is worth seeing what he means
by this.

"Reformism" ( the word really needs replacing ) is not
to be confused with politics of "' social reform " ( the Labour Party
the German SPD , etc. ) - politics which explicitly aim at moderne
ising capitalism to make it work better in the future, nor is it the
belief that a gradual series of reforms will one day usher in the pro-
mised land of socialism when nobody is looking. Instead, "reformism®
is the struggle for reforms, both through parliamentary and extra-
parliamentary struggle, but for reforms which are seen as part and
parcel of the struggle for a different society. The crucial issue at
stake howeverbetween the "reformist " and the "insu rrectionary "
strategies is the question of constitutionalism :parliamentary freedoms
are accepted by reformism not merely tactically, as they are by the
insurreciionary strategy, but in principle, since the objective is
precisely to expand ( not abolish ) them into social freedoms. While
Miliband fhemfor-n implies that under socialism parliamentary re-
presentation has to be flanked by some other form of representation
m. cmnmls“a!- soviets ) !1e+is adamant that to abolish such "bourge-
ois freedom " is to make it impossible for marxist politics to be what
they were for Marx - the politics of liberty itself.

James Wickham

Dec. 1 , 1977

g *j?mrllhat ! is a better word than "marxist " -

makes clear we don't believe in Gods.,

3

by Raymond Williams Oxford § e 1 laae b

T!’]II.H is H'.u_- second in & sepies entitled ! Marzist Int
ductions ! , the _E1r51 being Ralph Miliband's " Marxziam and TJ
( reviewed in this 1ssue of the Ripening of Time - ed. ) 'r"!.t- BErie;
is in fact Erd:iti?d by Raymond Williams, along with Sr_r.-w.ln L ul‘.l.-'-.. :
which makes il even more surprising that his own volume I'rii.'[rhr';h. B
far from the editorial aim of providing concise general introductions
to particular topics. Not that that is a disappointment in this case .
Terry Eagleton's " Marxism and Literary Criticism " is as succint
and useful an introduction as one could hope for and , besides
Williams has used the opportunity to deliver something much more
important : his most considered statement yet on his commitment to
the materialist method. Now in his late fifties, this Cambridge pro-
fessor has finally made the leap from being a commentator an the
relationship between Marxism and literature to being a self=declared
Marxist whose concern 1s with literature. His previous pulling back
from the brink has resulted in a reciprocal lack of full confidence in
Williams by the British Left . That, plus his distance from the pali-
tical groups in England and the occasional maverick act, such as
voting for EEC entry, has meant that the considerable body of Williams'
work has been constantly under-rated by the left, only to be claimed
by the academic establishment. This book should help to properly
situate Williams inside the revolutionary socialist movement .

The book has a further importance also for, taken to-
gether with Terry Eagleton's " Criticism and Ideclogy " , it repre=
sents the first flowering to result from the transplantation of Euro-
pean cultural theory into the British Marxist movement. It is names
such as Goldmann, Gramsci and Adorno which stud the indices of both
books, no longer Arnold, Morris and Caudwell. The effects of these
heady influences are more interesting to observe in Williams than in
Eagleton , if only because Raymond Williams can now be seen to
belong to the " old " New Left, that generation
struggled through the fifties and early sixties to
socialist intellectual movement in the vacuum of
Williams was particularly is i,
of literary criticism with only the writ
call a heritage and one can )
in " Culture and Society " (
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It should be pointed

‘when it is necessary to elucidate a point or credit a s

 same time |

- o wi I think, serve |
= » off-putting and one example will, ’ ; Q
aggressive tone off-p quality of thought of the two . In his early

nce 1n the . ;
ﬁhé:it:zh:edﬂlf;r;;fﬂ}’ " Raymond Williams wrote : " There are in facy

no masses; there are only ways of seeing people as masses, "
¥

That seems to me to express epigramatically a tpyt)

i I i | ites : " One has only to ad
deological distortion. Eﬂgletclm wri -
;’t:'?;;ta;s' sﬁlement to ! There are in fact no classes - there are only

ways of seeing people as classes I  te reveal its theoretical paucity i
[ know who my money is on f::-rl- logical paucity. Eagleton's analogy
confuses a statement of fact with a _stﬂLEmE.ntlcf_ value , The pejorative
use of the word ! masses ' , which is what Williams was vcch1—;1::1;,;551”.‘5'r

is pure ideology . Classes,on the other han_d , no matter how they are
spoken of, have an objective and fellctual existence. A rather ironic
mistake for one so pre-occupied with the science/ ideology distinctian
as Eagleton proves to be. The example is not intended so much as g
comment on Eagleton as it is on Williams, who benefits from the com.-
parison of the two thinkers ; he would never have made such a mistake .

The usual intellectual rigour is present in " Marxism
and Literature " and now wedded to a thoroughly materialist method
it is used to explore the central concepts of Marxist literary theopy,
It is a method familar from " Keywords ", the dismantling of a con.,
cept to examine how its meaning is framed by its historical context,
but now in this book, after examining in the first section what he calls
the ' Basic Concepts ! such as ! Culture ' and ' Literature ! » Williams
goes on in the second section to examine critically the language of the
European cultural theory. Words such as ! Homology ! , ! hegemony !
and ' mediation ' come under his critical inspection, and in the thiprd
and final section he looks at concepts particular to literary theory .
out that the book is rigorously theoretical in the
sense that it is not concerned at any point with practical application
nor with the work of individual thinkers whose names are involved only
ource, At the
» it does not itself comprise any statement of
dﬁiu such interesting notions as ' structure of feeling !
Williams is still not an original thinker to be compared with
W or & Macherey, That perhaps will come. In the meantime
ying Williams' cool-headed assimilation of the categories
xist aesthetics, marks an interesting stage in his

J. Fitzpatrick  BRelfast.

*

Review : The Sociology of Neil Blaney

The Donegal Mafia, An Irish Political Machine

I e e

The L by Paul Martin Backs
vale University Press , NewHaven and London , 1976

This book is fairly typical of its kind. It is full of seehd ias
formation for any student of politics. At the same time, the very
usefulness of its information is likely to lead such a student to ignore
the real errors in the method by which it is interpreted and through
which it is related to its overall context.

On the credit side, the work helps to fill part of a real gap
in the knowledge that exists about Irish political organisation, The
centralised, bureaucratic nature of the Republic's State Administra-
tion , the continuing poverty of the mass of the population, the
placebos given by successive Governments that have lacked ( as they
still lack ) both the ability and the will to end this poverty all help to
create opportunities for a party machine to exist as a local mediator
between the State and the people that the State is [ in bourgeois the-
ory ) supposed to serve.

The Fianna Fail party machine in Co.Donegal is particularly
famous ( or notorious ) as an example of this. It became so in the
1960s mainly because of its national effectiveness and, even more,
its showiness. In bye-elections , the Donegal Mafia was seen to be
present and had ascribed to it |:m:|blitit'.=+ll+ and organisational powers su-
perior to any other constituency organisation in any other Party. Itis
because of this reputation that it is a first choice among Irish .
tuency parties for a study in depth. Pal i

Certainly, Mr. Backs has provided such a study
subject, albeit in practical isolation.He gives a v

the evolution and organisation of the Blaney F'
North-East Donegal . Much that had once or

made clear : the essentially unideolog:

the doubtfulness of its role as distrit

clients and finally its position as &

Yig




ane that concerns the rc]ative_ \.ic.-mgcr.a_“_;-j.- s othegl
in the three largest Irish national parties jis it true
member is said to have stated inp.192 of thjg
book ) Fine Gael is more democratic or is it _ju-st less k{.ISCJ‘IJ[inQd
than Fianna Fail ? Is L_abour, natmna!ly,l 1[1 fact 3 ri_w !L!ubl_ democra.
tic of the three 7 Again, this book supplies only a small part of the
evidence necessary to reply.

There are two reasons for this ommission. Gljl!}l' one of them
is relevant to this book's overall weaknless. The other is more simple
and, perhaps, a more direct cause. It is that Mr. Backs is, aftep all,

an American and his book was written primarily for his .f':”':’“"cﬂuntp,
men. The relevant comparisons t!r:al he makes are all with the Ameprie,
an urban political machines to which the rural CO.DGI‘[L‘__‘QQ] Fianna Faj]
organisation provides a natural contrast. It is not possible to complain
about this fairly. It can only be regretted that an emphasis on what is
¥ interesting to tge American audience for which this book is inthnid
prevents it presenting data of greater political importance for the

Irish people.

jon, per'hﬂP?_-ptiﬁ
wise ) pertaiming
that ( as a Fine Gael

f

;’ There is another cause for the book's failing. This lies in

|- the author's method. He is a classical sociologist. In othep words

_ he approaches his subject with a method that was developed as a

i consciously non-Marxist way of understanding the world . Thus the

| gl' founders of this discipline claimed to have an essentialiy pedagc:gic

rather than activist attitude; they claimed to be only too happy to

~describe the world, not to change it, In fact, this tended to be a cover

for actual, and usually counter-revolutionary commitment. Within

this, classical sociology tends to insist on a rigidly formalistic logie

B :dhl. the different spheres in which the different matters studied .

remain separate one from another and, even where they do

do so with equal value as an ultimate cause for the fact,

| conclusion, classic sociologists tend to emphasise the

_@qt__vre_on people in their different activities ; ' political

economic man ' etc. One practical result of this was that
; 1cal sociologists, working on political matters -
ﬂﬁlcl - developed highly sophisticated apolog

; M.Bﬂiks does not g:ﬂt:lﬁn far. But, thc _~-
Sconomic factor as an influence on the immec
?"'*F' M his approach does also
W of these relationships at ¢
uency level 5o as to

et =

between the prime figures given are clear enough. All that percentss=
ging does 15 encourage !.hﬂ' appearance ﬁf Uﬂi"u"L‘:T‘Eﬂlll}" to what is &
local phenome non. .

The effect of generalisation covers Mr.Backs' failure to
generalise accurately when his subject demands it, One of the weak.
est chapters of his work is Chapter 2 . It is entitled ! The Post »
Nationalist ( sic ) Political Culture and its Contexts ' . [n it Mr.
Backs does try to give an historical background to his subject. But
impelled both by native ignorance and bourgeois ideology, he reliss
heavily on the contributions of such Irish liberals as Basil Chubb and
Conor Cruise O'Brien. The result is a Chapter that, as its heading
suggests, contains all the cliches associated with the Irish liberal
revisionist school. The comparative prosperity of the presbyterian
community is associated, Weber-like, to Protestant hard work {p.21
and p.22 ) . The nationalist movement is described as essentially one
of a peasant revival ( p.28 )} { This goes hand in hand with Mr. Backs!
unquestioning acceptance of Fianna Fails agrarian demagoguery as
being a genuine expression of political concern ). Britain is said to
have left Ireland with its democratic traditons ( pp.44-45)., The Pro-
testants are described as having bourgeocis sensibilities compared
to the peasant Catholics because a. they think of themselves " as
inherently more civilised than their Catholic neighbours " and b. they
choose as their leaders " military officers ( sic ), large farmérs
{ sic ) and businessmen " ( p.54 ) . Such an acceptance of dubious
information detracts yet further from this book's value and linuted
credibility.

In particular, Mr Backs' analysis does not provide
of perspective for dealing with the politics of the

haps, his central figure : Neil Blaney. He se
cssentially a thing inspired by the irrationalis
he sees Blaney's isolation since he left Gover
71 as simply arising from the failure of tk
national unification to defeat the machine.
of twenty=-six county Xl




B ——

: knowledgeable read
.ould lead his less aders
sion in @ Tlﬂm;:: ;ﬂ::n;‘;::”fﬂti!ity to the decline of Irish nat'““ﬁ]isr:
ascribe Blane

t court. Gad -
't_ﬂ-t-—.—éut, despite this, Mr. Backs! book should, at 1"':"'5‘: be

' tual contributj
: and read. Tt 15 a :I-ac_ -lon ”
ed from a library ing the working of the mach;
EGH:TI one, towards understanding hinepy o

Irish politics.
D.R.O'"Connor Lysaght
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"L 1977,

~ continue on their chosen path, "

tpuggle to transform totally the oppressio

I-;l‘-'f‘. as one Commissar from Mag Tsa
L . i

Wi D}HT'I*"- 15 not I'.1.“ FE.‘I:.I " -

n and exploitation cl
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Tung's birthplace recoy

nits 5
'"Womens Liberation in Chi ! '
French of the 1973 '-““ri*_"'” entitled ! M':Il'llnl‘:ldulz:::tiu}::.:llfm:;':: i’b'{"”"
:;. title from .'-.:*.UH' s saying : " Women are half the sky and lh-:. 5-'h [.I
conguer it "' . The book arose out of & visit in 1971 by 12 ---v.-un.-}il-nh\“I k
o 51udcn*f_'~_~ mothers and a grandmothep ta China in the t:t‘:urst~;]ir 3
which they visit creches, homes, factories, schools and talk with sc
res of ordinary Chmestj people about the struggle of women, The %
result is neither a glorification nor an embittered 'Tgld Yousa' 6 Asg
Claudie Broyelle reminds us in hepr Foreword : .

" There is a sense in which socialism doesn't liberaie the

proletariat 'even in China ', The wage system still exists; there are
still important divisions between manual workers and intellectuals and
between urban and rural areas; there is still the State There is still
class and the class struggle. There is a constant danger of capitalism
being restored. You have to be blind not to see this possibility ",

Her journey through the world of Chinese women brings
us into contact with the material obstacles binding women into submi-
ssion, passivity and exclusion. Participati ng in production was not a
mere question of finding a job but of opening a neighborhood factory
to make kettles and later medical apparatus, But it didn't end there
as one woman worker tells :

" In 1961 some of the factory managers, completely blind-
ed by orders from the Peking Town Council decided to rationalise pro-
duction. They decreed that there were too many of us working there
and that we would have to stop making kettles since we were now a
medical apparatus factory...there was a desperate struggle between
that faction of the factory management who wanted the factory to be run
for immediate profit and who above all didn't want the women hm
themselves, and the large majority of women workers who wanted to

In the countryside, women er
1o exlva. tay abils pechines: HatuEE
o solve any public . tote
bands of women, against the wishes of |
in the face of ridicule from others set
;l:r water springs, dig fallow
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its socialisation. She refers to the " social pe]a.
e : vagined by ’Jut‘uﬂuﬁl'ﬂ-tic p]&ir‘l!lﬂ'l".‘-i had HL‘lih[IJ:] to do with the
fions :_" f5l ! Iur-l-ﬂ"'ﬂl'."" change and re vealed great contempt fop the
reality of revo el — alleable dough "

domestic labour and

MAKIBAKA'

masses who were
This with reference to the experience of collective hoy.
sing, eating and living in the Soviet Union would seem to be contradict,
ed by Alexandra Collontai, a leading BL‘IIE{:I.:;‘L‘|k, who wrote in ! Revolod
tion in Everyday Life ! that in 1919-20 60% of the Moscow inhabitants
were using communal canteens 1'_E‘gu[ﬂr"]}' while in Petrograd aliiost
90% were using the collective eating arrangements. in 1920, Moscow
had almost 8,000 communal houses and flats, according to Kollontaj,
That is, a mass impulse to collectivisation was present at least
initially which later retreated and its concrete forms dismantled, [n
China, this process, far from being reversed, continues , throwing

up new contradictions, to be resolved with the exception of one,

\ Join us
- § In struggle!

| J"I ; : ; ! . Un September 21, 1972 President Marens rmposed martial lav

1 That exception is a revolution in sexual relations betweey Filipino people. Since then they have suffered greater economie «upi

¥ the sexes. Claudie Broyelle correctly avoids any elevation of the sex. ation and political tyranny

i ual question to the primary or most immediate contradiction confront- du:'n!gh:;hfr”:: ?“:;Is.m.tll:;n:k: *.”-uwrtwbLtn:wmﬂlhrl Irjl!”“ i
£ N F 2 Ta = o I L L ] ICLalorship CONSELS makn iy o 1] TRt

F uig Chinese women. On the other hand, having explained carefully the ariging ficm the Struguls: Tenors of mis ictions. statements and meulied

|

profound differences towards marriage, love and gexual relations she
. see.is (o rationalise rather too easily the taboo on pre-marital rela-

i tons, the institutionalisation of late marriage as a form of population

| culitrel und the official frow ning upon of extra=marital relaticons of
cither marriage partner,

toes from Lhe resistance. The purpose is to allow Lhe peaple's actions and
words to speak with their own power,

The historical background presents the people’s rich trad e
resisting oppression. Colonisasd by Spain in 1565 until 1828, 1he jeapa
launched more than 200 revodis. All during tnal Lime, Lha Vairi Ll
Mindanao and the Igorot peopie in northern Lozon ssecessfody pepubsed
all Sp.l.nu.h efforts to auh]u“niv them. In 1496 the oppresssd | ilipipes. fed
by Andres Bonifacks a worker, waged the first Asian revolution for nalion
al independence against a forcign power and succeeded o deloating the
forces of colonial Spain, then on its decline. However, LS imperiaiom
then seeking areas of expansion, stepped in to rob the Filipiso peophe of

: It is true, that casual divorce, sexual abuse of LA
widespread prostitution existed in pre-revolutionary China as they did
alsoin Russiﬂ.‘upd Batista's Cuba : reflections of the class domination

i of the bourgeoisie. True also that there is no truly revelutionary love

s and atxynlitr waiting to a_w;p]qde to the surface of socialist society, their hard-earned independence. US imperialism brought i ovr |26 000
Thae said, the highly institutionalised forms of sexual relations and love aggressor troops and killed 1 6 of the total population in crushing the
i in China would appear to be less a form of p nationsl resistance. Since 1898, US imperialism has mainiained iis

stranglehold over the cconomy , politics and culiure of the Fhilippines.
ﬁrrm%wudmhm.uw._
mnthﬂdﬂlmhuuumﬂhmmﬁﬂm
of puppet regimes under its control. It sel Hnﬂhq'hmﬂ g i
200,000 hectares all over the country . In Mareos camie Lo ;1 :
..' -"d‘ 3 ]
stone o the

became its instrument in oppr | g
ﬂﬂmh the Philip

and sexuality than a contradiction ! | roleiarian love
- : in the freezer ! to come .
‘“W revolution, forth in a

Claudie Broyelle's book is a com anion to Willi inton

sk Ii. and ' A Hundred Days at T'm'ng Hua ! , ;?tEIETL?;::
. iLopens a debate which took an interesting turn last ye
Emrﬁ_llﬂ._hﬁ_.tmlf published a new book in French on
; fﬁlmqﬂ in its entirety the contents of ! Womens

d Ieave the reader in the following position :
ns which she argues in h‘;‘:::rlr wr’in;:w ;
invalidating the conceptual tools

the

ippines
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five years

 martial law
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A documentation

~ of resistance
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p 11 A Meath St. Dublin

5 martial law was impused. over 60,000 citizens have been im
a “-.Id" » over 80 detention centers throughoul the country. The book
s lurl.-.ularh ithe hunger strikes, of the

is (he orpaniced struggles,
:-Jﬁ:l:‘:l:npﬂvrrlil'r:.l By their actions and words they prove that their spirit

p ] nd loriure, nor even
i has not been broken by imprisonment 8 !
EI" Th:‘:::-.:;[h'r;:u#d Marcos policy of murdering pq_.lnl:-r-_al RSO ners.,
d The students’ historically significant rale in the people’s struggle for
independence and democracy is brieflv presented. The founding of the

Malkabavan { Nationalist Youth) on November 30, 1964 marked
oo " ni throughout the country cul

the beginning of a militant youth moveme h
mlﬂl:‘ﬂl in huge street demonstrations in the early T0s, Aflter threv vears
of relative quiet, the studenl movement re-emerged in 1975 in support of

the workers' and slumdwellers’ struggles. In June and July 1977, the
u:dml movement erupted with 187,000 students from 10 Manila

schools and universithes boycotting classes, holding mass protest meetings
and campus marches in protest against another tuition fee hike ordered by
the Marcos regime.

Manila's one million slumdwellers, particularly in the Tondo area,
started their people's organizations in 1970. When Mrs. Imelda Marcaos
ordered the demolition of their houses in 1975, they launched militant
demonstrations in protesi. Their best-known leader, Mrs. Trinidad Hererra
was arrested on April 26, 1977 and subjected to electric shock. Widespread
condemnation of the torture—both nationally and internativnally- -com
pelled Marcos to release her on May 13, 1977, Boldly identifying her
torturers, she continues to lead the struggles of the slumdwellers.

The farm workers' efforts to organize independent unions despite
brutal landlord harassment is presented in a case history of sugar workers
in & sugar plantation. The peasants’ increasingly impoverished situation
despite Marcos’ much publicized land reform program is decried by tenants
from southem Luzon. The growing resistance of peasants and farm
workers, assisted by the New People's Army, is brieMy described in the

book.

The next chapter presents the various stands taken by Catholic Church
Mﬂ“hmh-ﬂw*‘mn;yh.amill h:t
growing minority are identifying themselves with the le's
willing to support o join the revolutionary mhm .
chapter on the armed resistance presents documents of the New
Ammy and the Moro National Liberation Front. The New People's

ﬁmumammummu-“

20 guerilla fronts all over the country. The Moro National
leads 4 well-armed Bangsa Moro Army in defending the
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#* The Queen Comes to Belfast
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-------- of Spain [ reconslituted )

Engels by David MeLellan Harvester Press 1978 ¥ 4.95
[enin and the Cultural Revolution by Claudin Uruibs Harvestes
""""""" Press Dec. 1977 Cloth £ 4.97
SOEIELHSH] with a German_ Face b‘f Jonathan Steele Jonathan f__,'q._r,i-_ I_.ul‘,
''''''''' o Ee.9s
Chilean Voices by Henfrey and Sorj paperback £3.50 cloth £8.95
"""""""" Harvester Press
The Civil War in Ireland by Frances Blake - a Troops Out publication
Troops Wut - regular publication of the United Troops Out Mvt
-------- -ﬂq-_-:_:. 71 = Jan 78

no. 1 * Repression no.2
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% Health and Wealth in the 6 Cos no.J
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Research Unit = 52 The Broadway Belfast

Under a National Flag - published by the Revolutionary Communist

=TT T Tendency in London.

# Apartheid in Britain - an analysis of the P, T.A. produced by
"""""" eople Against PTA Box 16 142 Drummond St. Lon.NW1
James Connolly Wrote for Today by Nora Connolly O'Brien and
_____ =TTTEithlin Wi Sheidhin  Irish Freedom Press
Irish Free Press News Service Vol . I no.s 1 and 2 52 Broadway

Beltast - newsletters. ‘
#Ireland - the Class War and Qur Tasks by Revolutionary Struggle

* Jtaly - State terror and Proletarian Counter- Power by Revolution-

ary otruggle. : : : 3
Two articles by A.G.Frank : Long Live Transideological Enterprise
and Emergence of Permanent Emergency in India .

published by The Workers

( Books and pamphlets preceded by an * are available through The
Ripening of Time ) S
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THE RIPENING OF TIME

5.Henrietta Street,Dublin. 1.

1 Imperialism Out of Pping

.2 Imperialism Out of Print

MNo.3 The Capitalist State Qut of Print
4

No. The Capitalist State Qut of Print
No.5 Years of Independence Qut of Brint
No.6 Capitalism and Social Classes

MNe.7 Capital in Ireland

Ne.8 [International Questions

No.7 Capital

Issue 1, will be a special issuc of ithe journal, extra pages and
more reading, to mark the journey of Ripening of Time into e c ass wa'

double figures. We hope to include articles on the EEC NATO
and nuclear power, :
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AVAILABLE AT ALL GOOD BOOKSHOPS

m:m, Siopa An Phobail Belfast i
Club shop. Lee Books Cork

Dublin
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