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o the reader

This seventh issue of The Ripening
of Time begins the examination of the
bogrgeois class in Ireland. It is the bourg-
eois class which owns and controls the
means of production, the State and the ru-
ling ideas in the 32 counties. It is this
bourgeois class we intend to put under the
microscope in this and the coming issues
of the journal.

The editorial of this issue is rather
unusual. It is a reproduction of a letter
written by a group of French workers who
are at present occupying their factory. [t
is a militant appeal for political support
and solidarity. It speaks for itself and is
a stark condemnation of the other seamy
side of capitalism. .

The article entitled ' The Break -Up
of Capital ! looks into the historical deve-
lopment and simultaneous fragmentation
of capital : it examines and studies the
emergence of merchants' capital and
industrial capital. It will continue in Issue
9 of the journal with a further look into
banking and finance capital.

Corresppndence only to :

M. Mc Bride, c/o 51, Carysfort Avenue, Blackrock, Co. Dublin.

COPYRIGHT C. 1977 The Ripening of Time.

The copyright is not intended to discourage the use of material
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F—/ This issue continues our ' Reflections
on Agriculture ! began in issue 6. Section
Il completes the re-appraisal of Sinn Fein
the Workers Party's ' The Irish Indus-~
trial Revolution ; it is rather a timely
piece in the context of the recent conflicts
inside that organisation. Section III
examines the question of ground rent.

P.Daly, involved in the struggle of
the fishermen, has contributed an article
entitled, by us, ! The Fishing Market '.
It is a responseto the article on fishing
published in issue 2 of the journal.

Finally, we start our examination of
the bourgeois class. After the Introduction
we go straight into the pre-Cromwellian
period and the subsequent destruction and
transformation brought about through the
Cromwellian wars. This article will also
carry through to issues 9 and 10 of The
Ripening of Time.

Issue 8, the next issue, will be a spe-
cial issue. It will deal exclusively with

the international situation and will be made

up by signed articles contributed by H 2

readers and supporters of the journal. I
Fight , fail, fight again, fail again,

fight one more time.. .till victory. That

is the logic of our people - that is the

logic of the journal.

We are opening this issue of the journal on the bourgeoi
afucj the rule of capital with a slightly unjusual editorial . Insgte::ds:fl“s
writing an editorial ourselves, we have preferred to let some working
class comrades speak. We are publishing a letter written by a
;xufm ber of French workers ; this letter first appeared in the French
eft-wing daily LIBERATION on 31st July 1977. It has been translated

n“nlenls by a member of the editorial collective of the journal.

This is an open letter written by workers in the LIP watch

Titles i
s Page iaCtOr‘hy in Besancon - France. LIP is at present occupied by work-
SR 5 _ {‘ts who have barricaded themselves inside and are resisting the
e et e ot G "0 e A GO o dt empts to remove the machinery and close the factory down.
gefle_ctions an Agviculture (COnti.n:x.e.di SsadEaseitase o aE R tsof‘:cg(i:etm IaIPddates back to 1973 when the entire workforce
A g t : : : ccept redundancies , occupied - fi :
B Y gtzul:ésgel:tdustmal Revolution - a reappraisal...17 period around 9 months: The‘:apiﬁe grtl:tze}'ln:dnlca)ni?lgt:ﬁvg‘:e ,121:::‘ A
The Fichie st PDaly easE e e i g? employer/manager ! found ! and LIP continued to function ! under
The Bouraenis Clasy in B a1 new management ' . For the last 6 months the threat of closure and
i i i ae A redgndancxes@shangingoverworkershaadsonemomlimtm‘ are
R s again responding in a united and militant fashion. ;

Lolteag, .00 L
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Letter from the workers of LIP to a group of intellectuals

Dear friend,

This is no doubt the first tin’}e.that a group of
workers have addressed themse]vqs to you, officially in any case.
Don't see in that a rebuke, but a simple _fact: be@ween manual work-
ers and intellectuals, the chasm is so wide thqt it seems almost un-
breachable. Qur origins, our culture, everything separates us.
| Social organisation ' , that achievement of those whq govern us in
the name of finance ( something they would never admit ) , makes
communication difficult to such an extent that you could say that the
division of labour and its social consequences exist far beyond the
shop floor and the office.

This first step across the cultural precipice is
intended as an attempt to communicate. This ecommunication is an
appeal. This appeal is a request. It is a request that we address to
the ! intellectual ! fired with freedom, to he or she who has denounced
injustice so often, has fought against submission in all its forms,
has worked without rest for ' the emancipation of man' .

Injustice reigns openly in many countries. Free-
doms are seriously threatened. Qur country is not exempt: even if
the forms of injustice are ! more subtle more clouded ! ; they are less
violent in appearance, but they are there at our doors. Today they
are at the door of LIP.

, LIP . You know about it. Perhaps you even supp-
orted and approved of this ' dispute ' ? Perhaps you deplored some
of the forms it took. However, we are convinced that you have always
been sensitive to its aspects of freedom . You must have understood
that behind the battle for jobs, it was basically a battle for being, for
dignity, for freedom. Today, now, ! this being, this dignity, this
freedom ! are under serious threat.

¢ On the surface, it appears like a ! secondary '
question. " The bosses want to take away the machines, to sell them
pff or auction them for scrap ". So far nothing tragic. All is possible
if the worke'rs stay on. In appearance that is, for with the departure
of the machines, its the technical potential which is escaping, which
is ! the whole reason ! for workers being there. As a consequence a
whole‘ human community is being wiped out. The departure of the
machines would correspond to ! their ! desire to reduce us to unemp-
loyment, to despair and to migration. All that in a world where, in the
name of pseudo-economic necessity, the worker is swept from j,ob to

job, from town to town, from district to distri i
o district....
personal and collective’identity. : o vl .

: ; Our fight for work is basically ! a search for
! 3
:Di.:‘ntolltoyrds‘ Atﬁ such, it represents a hope for all workers. We weigh
madkiings 'Cl:y °tf‘eftl"y1ng to kill thqt _hope. We are far from the

. 0n re‘movige tg ”eed"F‘ . Our spirits and hearts are untouchable
laid waste ruinig‘ e machines, they cut off our arms; our souls are
ers and all thoszu\:;?,:usr; hOpels for freedom . Ours, those of the work-
the explosion of the beinr:,ggfenfzg ,f?iidf:i‘t;gamy ingyetice. . AU
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You know yo : :
of Goulag " {1} . ¥ & oneyofufhz;itezr;e;s in denouncing " all forms
L :

. 1, we must do everythj : .
::an only do with the widest actderity Ogrh;ng to fight it and that we
iranslated and summarised like this - €quest could perhaps be

Circulate this letter arou

your friends who are particularly sensitive nd you, especially among

to the problem .
For the workers of LIp

J.Pierre Emile B.Girardot

J.Raguenes.

Any replies to : J.Raguenes
33 Rue Berlioz
2500 Besancon France
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(1) Thisis a reference to ! The Goulag Archipelago '
Solzhenitsyn denouncing repression in the U
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The break-up of Capital

Introduction

‘ This essay will examine the eme :
gf« f\tvfie(:qe;tdiov:fls of cgzpl_tal. As the capitg?iesrt‘c:\:;g :fev:ic:iimgnt
B WhOIeosps,t distinct fo.rm.s of capital occupy di]f)far ‘tmonm
distinct functions iynssiedn; ?Pfec:fflft:r{leitt prt‘OdUCtion. WLy fm:“ns ggay |
c ¢ stages i
Tr;]?h?ngsosd;d\:zn"'flolr example in produc?ion :r;i:g:l::do:_profuqtzon
it e Cya ita‘;l examine how the early forms of capx::lc“ g
il Trar?sfor‘ errcxierge_d msxd.e the sphere of circulation ’ar:d.%
e oiran Torimed o dutrial capial doveloped end siabishe
1talist modes of production.

"Capital is not a thin
: : : g, but rather a definit i roduc
ion relation, belonging to a definite historical form:tifw:c;?szciety':a)‘

Capital exists only in relation t i

. . I ex: o labour. i i
S‘rlnrl;olS;e\s’aelzxplmtan'on t_hrough the production and ::c;:o:):i:ltggnmdmoh
7 Sl;e.tﬁapxtal is owned and cotrolled by the bourgeois class;
ko e tat' the unity of this class has its roots in the ccmmdf'
ey diffm aintaining and extending the rule of capital over labour.
DUk e efrentforms of capital which compete for control are owned e
ol em;i :sactllons of the bourgeois class. So alongside their class
Ko ges also a new set of contradictions due to the break - up

formatio;h;ankt:y to this break-up of capital is the process of tr i
Botaiin et le social division of labour which necessitate PN Gee:
forms of capital specialising in specific functions. And this break-up .
i and }intenmﬁes competition. In Ripening of Time no.st & 2
and °ontrn;3 ow competltxpn gave rise to concentration of e
s bankino - While the various forms of capital ( merchant, .
itgrn 9 precede the era of imperialism, they go throu
concemrmgnons w1th'the emergence of monopolies arising
s comralnon. The birth & growth of finance capital, the
binles SRl s form of capital, as a contradictory marriage
capital T}?nd banking capital,marks the apex of this d
. is process we will examine in later issues of

(1) K. Marx, Capital Vol. I, p. 814, L‘
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vide some general guidelines fox‘.an ana-

f production. The objective reality of any
land, is never pure but is structured in

of elements of different modes

This essay wil_l pro
apitalist relations o

1 formation, say Ire ‘
ner through a coexistence

tion. So the provided general gr ' A
zixfrt‘)zdg(s:el:to analyse the precise form and nature of capital and its

relations of production. The capitalist mode of production 1‘s~shfaped
by class forces and their struggles; in this sense theﬂ process ? the
break-up of capital described in this essay takes a particular form
inside the concrete conditions of class struggle.

There is no ! correct ! development to which_we can compare
other situations which can then be labelled ! progressive ! or ! back-
ward ! . The history of a country shapes the class forces of that country
which determine the outcome of history as an acqumglatlpn .of clgss
struggle. It is these questions we intend to examine in th1; issue in
relation to the 32 counties. We refer the reader to the ~emtlc:le ! .Reflect_
ions on Agriculture ! and especially its section in this issue entitled

lysis of ¢
one socia

a complex man amework is only a tool that

! Ground Rent ! . The concepts defined in this article will be used in
the essay on ' The Bourgeois Class in Ireland !.
>

I The development of Merchant Capital

Merchant capital is the oldest form of capital. It is the first form
in which capital has existed historically.

In examining merchant capital, Marx argues, that an early form of
merchant capital existed and was often extremely strong, prior to
capital establishing its dominance inside the sphere of production
itself. This is very important, in the context of Ireland, where we
argue that industrial capital was weak right up until the 20th cen-
tury. This in no way implies that other forms of capital were
absent or weak in earlier centuries inthis country.

Merchant capital is capital operating in the sphere of circulation.
Merchant capital can be located wherever commodities are exchanged
for money (or an equivalent) on a market. It is worth pointing out
that this phenomenon occurred many centunies BC, and is not to be
identified simply with the growth in trade in Europe in the Middle
Ages. The Romans for example, had an extremely sophisticated
exchange system centuries prior to this.(2)

The first form that merchant capital takes is money; as the moneyed
wealth of the merchant or the usurer. In fact, it remains true today,
that all new capital enters the market in the shape of money, which
by a c}ehmte process is transformed into capital .

This is our first question. How is money wealth transformed into

E?:::??l and under what conditions does this transformation take

(2) Engels treats this in his book The Origins of the Family,

1vate P R
Lawrence :ne\;lisheittf]e tate , in Marx & Engels, Selected Works,
8

To answer this, we must examine circulation itself

"It is in the nature of thin
gs that as soon 3
as s?ch separates from agricultural indu:ti;'mz? industry
are from the outset commodities and hua rais s products
diation of commerce for their sale. The 1eaf,‘i'we the me-
I’rlner‘ce towards the development of towns and ng Ct)}f‘ com=-
and, the dependence of towns are so far, i C:; e other
:—lowizlver, it depends on altogether different cix;‘cu.m t

© what measure industrial development will go j hs g
with this development." (3) 0.1 hapa

What is happening here is that a : ;
in a social formation goes onto tl'(:ee r;?:kzgrat;o:of:;\h:ditt?tal p;'upduce
are exchanged. The merchant mediates this exchange 1§:th -
domestic 'home' market and between countries. Inside th c;lr g
ofpwcula}:xon, where the commodities are exchan ed, th 1e sphere
things which can happen. ged, there are two

Firstly,commodities can be sold, purchased with

money used to buy other commodities. In this casnemtx;\eeyb:milr::iat i g
and the end point is commodity - the same money changes%endgg
twice (as a payment for commodities purchased and in payment for
the purchase of other commodities). So, if a person sells £10
worth of clothes and buys £10 worth of food, no extra value has been
created. Unless the process is repeated, the food is consumed and
the operation completed. The objective of this exercise is consump-
tion - the commodity goes out of circulation and is consumed to
satisfy a particular want, This is a use~value. No profit is made
through the sale of the cornmodity -1t is a simple exchange.

Secondl another process may take place; the purchase of commo-
dities wi h.mo‘ney and their resale for money. In this case the start
and end point is money. The objective of this process is to increase
the amount of money. Unless this happens, the operation would have
no point, and the person may as well have held onto the money.

The aim here is to withdraw more money from circulation than was
originally advanced. Thus, money is thrown into circulation for
the purchase of commodities and in re-selling the commodities a
greater sum of money iswithdrawn from circulation. Here we
locate a surplus - and the appropriation of this surplus was where
the merchant Griginally secured his/her profit. This process no
longer involves a use-value but rather an exchange-value.

The important difference between these two events is the following:

in the first case two equivalents are exchanged and the objective is
consumption. The only reason exchange takes place is to procure

the necessary items for survival. In the second place exchange
takes place with the express purpose of attaining a pro}it._ For ﬂ“ﬂ ,
operation to be succesful, there must exist a surplus in the sc ety
which the merchant takes control of by mediating the exchange.

(3) K. Marx, Capital , volume III, p. 332
: 9




Thus, for the early form of merchant capital to exist, there must
?

mmodities and these commoditie re oxchan
Xi fhoe same time production will not yet be transformed into pro-

i change-value. This means that those living and
gl:‘tlzf:gfg; te;e lancgi will produce a surplus of gopds gi.'l(er- efnd' ablo)fc
what they consume themselves - but production 1s st g pmmd}m y
oriented to immediate consumption. The surplus goes onto th]e\
market under the control of the merchants. On the market ltq ese
products are commodities and are e'xchfanged for money. The
important point here is that production is not yet §bejected to ‘
capital and the scattered independent producers, both on the land
and in craft industry are tied to the merchant simply at the leye]
of circulation and not production. Comxr}erqe turns produf;ts into
commodities, but this does not necess:';mly imply that capital is
the dominant social relation of production.

Capital appears first in the sphere of circulation,é}nd exc.hen.ge-
values themselves appear first in the process of circulation itself.

ICapital can, and must, form in the process of circulation
before it learns to control its extremes - the various
spheres of production between which circulation mediates.
Money and commodity circulation can mediate between
spheres of production of widely different organisation,
whose internal structure is still chiefly adjusted to the
output of use-values." (4)

In fact, it is this unequal development between different spheres
that enables the merchant to draw off the surplus product. The
commercial profit of the merchant derives from promoting the
exchange of products between unequally developed spheres of
production or else between countries with unequal levels of econo-
mic development. What this means is that merchant capital
"exploits the difference between the price of production of various
countries" or across various spheres of production. (5) The mer-
chant capitalist appropriatés a large proportion of the surplus
product as the mediator between communities which still substan-
tially produce for use-value.

The important point, here, is that the merchant creates no value
but. ratber appropriates a part of the surplus produced by labour,
whxc_h is transformed into the profit of the merchant. The merchant
realises the value of commodities in the form of money but it is the
lebour in the commodities that is the source of their value.

NO VALUE IS CREATED IN THE SPHERE OF CIRCULATION. It

is the praduction of the goods and the labour thus contained in them
which is their value on the market. But the merchant takes advan—
tage of the extremely different conditions under which commodities
are produced and consequently the different levels of price of pro-

duction ac i i 1
ross spheres of production, and across different countries.

(4) as above, p. 328
(5) See article on Ground Rent » P, 391F
10

s must have an exchange-alue.

(6) Capital, vol. HI, p. 33

(7)  Ripening of Time , no. 2, article on "Imperiali
Internati onalisation of Capital", pp. 35fi. o

The merchant, says Marx, 'c

: 3 » 'compares m :
difference.! In this sense, it is inside the syhone g o1J Pockets the
that prices are fixed, in a society where the cﬁpitd°~ circulation
product{on 1s not yet dominant. It is not antil chit;lStdmogie of
production itself, that the averaging out of the S Sy

termined inside production. rate of profit is de-

"Merchant's capital, when i

'M 5 n it holds a positio
stands everywhere for a system of robbery nso that i
development among the trading nations of ofd s

ii‘l:i]es is always directly connected with Plund::ii;nwf’r“

Rlo:l‘zpma"% ?l‘:"eS, and c}?lonial conquest; as in Ca;-t‘;::;:yo
>, and later among the s ‘s

Dutch: ete.” (6) g Venetians, Portuguese,

of dominance ;

The huge developments in trade, the
and the huge increase in the volumes
speeded the development of merchant capj

> pital and greatl
the amount of su.r*plus expropriated by the ownersgand cZnet:glal!:;esd
of merchant capital. This development and strength of merchant

capital furthered the transition from pre~capitali itali
mode cf production. . PHANS lo Gn serie

expansion of the world market
of commodities exchanged,

But commerce itself, in its development has a di i i
organising effe.ct on the methods ofpot-ganisatior:h iﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ:ﬁcg‘?;
where pre-capitalist relations of production prevail, And it is here
that we must locate the transition which takes place whereby pro-
duction itself becomes production for exchange-value subjected to
capital as the dominant form of social relation.

FxrstlAy, th.e merchant capitalist attenipts to move into production.
By using his accumulated profits, the merchant begins to invest
in production itself in order to bring another sphere under his/her
control. On the other hand, developments inside production itself,
for exam ple mechanisation and automation, are parallelled by a
tendency to increase always the scale of production, bringing the
scattered individual producers into one unit. Mass production
produces its own markets, new products to replace the old craft
products, and thus the merchant becomes an industrialist. (7)
What this means is that the production gets transformed into pro=
duction for a market, for exchange. Production no longer has con-
sumption, in the immediate sense, as its objective; instead the
market becomes the mediator for all products. Both the merchant
and the landowner invest in production ~ in the interests of Wn‘
a whole new sphere under the domination of capital, under new re=
lations of production defined by the capitalist system itself. Through
this process, production replaces circulation as the determining
sphere., e gt
e
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i ici h, and
" as manufacture gains sufflclent strgngt 5 :
p?jtii?x?grly large scale ind.ustxjy, it creates in its t\:irtx?eds
market for itself,by capturing 1t through its cofmxndo 1t1‘ 1.
At this point commerce begomes the se.r‘vant oh in uskmta
production, for which continued expansion of the marke

becomes a vital necessity."(8)

i i 3 ntry will
hen this process takes place in any one cou v
k\ﬁahZ;}:Z:r:?:e: by, what Marx terms, the 'obstacles'_ to the' corrosive
influence of comn;erce - these obstacles he locates 1n the 'internal
solidity and organisation of pre-capitalist, national modes of pro-

duction.' : s
i i it is when capital becomes
t this point, we can clearly see, that 1 g
ﬁominarﬁ’t as a relation of production, that merchapt capital takes
on a new form, as we will examine: Merchant capital becomes the
movement of industrial capital inside the sphere of circulation.

10n the other hand, the immanent necessity of the capita-
list mode of production to produce on an ever—enlarged
scale tends to extend the world market continuously, so
that it is not commerce that revolutionises industry, but
industry which revolutionises commerce.'"(9)

Marx points to the decline in the trading nations, such as Holland,
and of the great trading cities like Venice and Genoa. These cities
were replaced by the industrial centres of Europe, just as Wexford,
Waterford, Galway and even Cork have declined vis-a-vis Dublin,
Belfast and more recently Shannon in Ireland.

There is one major conclusion we can draw from this section of
the article: Until production itself has been subjected to the do-
minance of capital, it is not possible for capitalism to be the
dominant mode of production in a social formation. So while mer-
chant capital may be highly developed this does not mean that the
capitalist mode of production is dominant in that country.

The Rise of Industrial _gapital

So far we have examined the process by which the early form
of merchant capital appropriates a part of the surplus produced in the
society as a whole. This, we hawemphasised, happens inside the
sphere of circulation where no value is created.

~ In this Section we will look into the process through which
capital dominates the process of value-creation itself. In order to
be ablg to do this, capital must dominate production and thus bring
under its service the key element which is the source of value -

(8) Capital, vol. III , p. 336
(9) Capital, vol. IiI, p. 333
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Labour Power. When labour power is domj

Sl L A A : omi iiot
fransformed into a commodity. It is bought a':'?:ilt:iy Ca%xltal it gets
by the capitalists. And this is precisely what happe o - e market
dependent direct producers are separa P e (e ek

: ted from the;j
duction. They are now forced to sell t o e e D
capital. hemselves into the service of

Labour in use creates value : i
capitalist class must control the co;'nd?tioozdsel:ntgeiosggt \{atue the
carried out and they must control the fruits of that labou . ?["1{ oy
do by a violent and systematic process of expropriation r‘b. hl’s}:hey
the producers on the land get wrenched from the land \;Jitg wt .
to the means of production , the dispossessed masse; of th:uc ac(;ess
51§ie are forced to move and enter the service of capital, In Ir:Il““’l ;y—
this process was carried through the centuries through f'a.mine e\;‘a .
and starvation. .. .dispossessed peasants were forced to leave ’the :
land and~emlgra.te and sell their labour power to the capitalist classe
pf Amerlca, Britain and Australia. The weakness of industrial ca ita?
in this country distorted the process of expropriation and was alwiys
geared to emigration. Until the middle sixties emigration remained
at a very high level.

n W‘hat the ggpitalist system demanded was a degraded and al-
most serjv11e cond1t1on_of the mass of the people , the transformation
of them into mercenaries and of their means of labour into capital "

. The land was transfomed in many countries into gra&xlt?s) plains,
in England for sheep for the woolen industry, in Ireland for cattle and
the beef industry. Many other parts of the world, from South America
to Africa and the West Indies underwent the same type of change.

: The savagely dispossessed became the labourers of the capital-
ist system, producing not for their own needs but for the benefit of
the bosses, turning their sweat into profit. And it is this tendency

of capital - always to expand and to increase the scale of operations
under its control that drives the merchants and landlords to invest

in industry and thus shift the system of exploitation from the rule of
the landlords and merchants to the rule of industry, commerce and
banking. The need to increase the amount of capital at their dispo-
sal necessitates accumulation - the drive for more profit carried
through, what Marx calls, " the grossest acts of violence ! .

From the time that such expropriation takes place to the point
whereby the masses of the countryside are transfromed into wage -
labourers there is a time gap. It is during that period that the capital-
ist State has to introduce legislation in order to facilitate the trans-
ition and pacify the conflicts arising between the different fractions :
of the bourgeoisie. ( 11) It is during this period that the State intro-
duces ! legal ' methods and means for the gigantic insertion of the
dispossessed peasants into the wheels of industry.

(10)Capital. Vol. 1. P. 674. Lawrence & Wishart. 2 B
(11) For further discussion of this, see Ripening of Time no. ‘”W“"
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Production of surplus value - who gets 1t ¢

i y ¢ the source of profits of the ('upi(a'list
We will now look at <

class : the extraction and appropriation of surplus value ins

sphere of production.
The conditions under which labour power becomes a commodity

can be summarised as follows:

a. The possessor of labour must be 1free! to sell his/her
labour power - the labourer cannot be a slave, owned
by another. ; 7

b. The possessor of labour power must have nothing to sell
other then his/her labour power. :

c. The possessor of labour power must receive r,he‘ means of
subsistence in return for labour expended. In this way
production will continue and the system survive.

These conditions do not arise in a natural way but as the p;‘od-
uct of specific historical developments, characteristic of the capit-
alist mode of production. The surplus produced by the labourer is
immediately the property of the owner of capital who pays a money
wage. The entire product of labour power is controlled by the capit-
alist who sells it and realises a profit. This is the surplus value
apppropriated by the owners of the means of production.

The value of labour power, as with any other commodity, is
determined by the costs of producing it. The cost of producing labour
power is the subsistence needs of the labourer and those(ghe lives
with.The wage of the labourer is the level of subsistence ~ but the
labourer produces more than the means of subsistence in one day.
Thus (s)he works part of the day for the capitalist producing surplus.

It is the control over the whole process of production which
enables the capitalist class to control the surplus value.Commodit-
ies are valued on the amount of socially necessary labour time which
goes into their production. These commodities embody the surplus
value produced by the labeurer. The capitalist class will always try
to increase the amount of surplus value produced in a working day
and thus reduce the amount of time the labourer works to produce
the equivalent of his/her subsistence. This is what lies behind the
constant drive for higher productivity.The capitalist will reinvest
a part of profit earned, in order to expand production and increase
the amount of capital (s)he controls.

quustrié}l capital, then, is capital directly in relation to lab-
our; capital wl'n.ch inside production extracts surplus value.Only a
?;:tissutgaiZ?aixsg? isprplus value is transformed into the profit of
il rivgse differ\ea‘zl alist 3 while other parts of it are the source of
i gl su: lcapltals. The industrial capxtahst_cor;tr‘ols the
e Vs tEeuia\;: u? - altlhough the entire .capxtalxst clas§
oy S of surplus value extraction and to retain

" The capitalist wh

; o produces surplus value, w >xtracts
unpaid labour direc p , who extracts

tly from the labourers and fixes it in com-

{T}llzd&;tgs xf, indeed, the first appropriator, but by no means
tmate owner of this surplus value. He has to share it
14

with capitalists, with landowne ‘

A : rs ete, 1

ions in the complex of social productio:f]oSufur“iu — funct-m-

fore, splits up into various parts, Its fregmegt:sf:lall?oe:r:!;?
1ous

forms, independent one of the oth
s St
merchants' profit, land ete, (12;‘, g o, b g

The later form of Merchant Capital

Merchant capital in the sphe i i ;
c?‘pital volved i e distr;l}bre of circulation does not include
These functions, Marx defines, as part of ¢ ' i
continuing in V.Cir'culation. The’se a(l:tivities };eetp;‘uol(;;sssegfm?:f:?‘;tmn
merchant capital as the social division of labour deveiops b

Once commodities are produced, their sale enables. the next
cycle of production to take place. Thus more commodities are pro-
duced and more surplus value is extracted, The sphere of circulation
concerns fhe' reproduction process of industrial capital and the speed
of reproduction directly affects the rate of extraction of this surplus
Un!es.s commodities are sold the reproduction process is interrupteé
This 1s where the merchant comes'in, ?
funcuo.n of realising the commodities into money by advancing money
to the industrialist to continue production immediétely.

We can now make a number of points Firstl through the division of
labour, the merchant carries out a pé'ﬂ'fsﬁrg';- function of the system
- the realisation of commodity capital into money. Through this, the
merchant makes a profit. Secondly, by shortening the time of eire-
ulation, this directly or indirectly increases the amount of surplus
value produced by labour employed by industrial capital. This raises
the rate of profit. Thirdly, the function of merchant capital lowers
the proportion of C_a-f)n-ﬂ!in circulation to that in productive use. -
This means that the scale of operations of capital is increased and
also the productivity of capital increases.

Where does the profit of the merchant come from ?

We must immediately discard the notion that the merchant
merely adds on an extra amount to the price of the commodity in an
arbitrary way. The profit of the merchant is a distinct portion- of
the total surplus value produced by labour in the service of capital.
Merchant capital is carrying out a function absolutely iﬂdisP‘f‘“bl.
to the realisation of surplus value extracted by industrial M tal 5
in this sense although merchant capital is not in direct rehtlen_}lﬁ
labour-power it makes its profit by appropriating a portion of the sur-
plus created out of the exploitation of that labour powar, i

(12) Marx : Capital Vol . I p. 52%
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ution and transport of commodities,

The merchant plays the specific




above that the profit of the merch.ants

; It wgugd fﬁg?;,ﬁggrcny gflethe equalisation qf the rate of profit in
is governe )’1 e. This would mean that the mdustr@llst would have
the society at arogdi.ties to the merchant BELOW the price of production,
to el Ao commem on the concept of price of production p. 48 of this
{ o fuu]'grg;ir;}erence between the price the ’“G?Chaf}t pays and the
1S,Suf: e .Cee would make up the merchant's prqflt which would obey
m:rlaifrspg; the average rate of profit in the society at large.
1 the costs of realisation would be
while the same costs would be the

i merchant capital. Marx po.ints out that in qeve_
Isfsggec:;i?;l?gtt ;:gduction merchant capital is in a smaller ratio to
industrial capital. Simultaneously, the smal.ler' the total portion of
capital serving as merchants' capital, the higher the turnover of that
capital inside circulation.

One of the advantages of merchant capital in a capitalist society
would be that as the operations of merchants spread over spheres of
production their scope is not restric?ed by the scalg or pemo@ of-
operation of a given cycle of production of one particular capitalist.

Thus, for industrial capita
considered as unproductive (13)

Finally any costs the merchant has ( for example costs of sto~
rage, wages etc. ) must be kept to a minimum to keep th.e overall
costs of the realisation of surplus low. That would explain the attempts
of capital in general to keep the organisation of workers in the ser-
vice of merchant capital as weak and fragile as possible ( 14).

Labour employed by merchant capital would be, under the de-
finitions examined above (15) , unproductive labour. Workers under
merchant capital would not be producing surplus value ; nevertheless
surplus labour would be extracted from them. Their wages would not
be in proportion to the amount of capital / surplus value realised
through their labour. Their work would be necessary, indeed vital,
in order that surplus value is realised and the lower their wages can
be kept the lower the costs of realising the general surplus would be.
One more time what would be great for the capitalist class would be
misery and exploitation for the workers.

( The next issue of Ripen; : ; :
: 3 ! ipening of Time will look at the question
gﬁ\ l:j{\l;mg capital, finance capital and the effects of monopolisation
orms of capital. These concepts will then provide us with the

taat 5 a gy ;
matisozose);a:}?me the era of imperialism in Ireland and the transfor-
of the bourgeois class which came with it.)

(13) See arti :
o Tir:ewr}:.zn |prgdft;4.:txve and Unproductive Labour' Ripening

(14) Thi § 2
Tr:ai::cf&ug;zf((;): the resistance to the development of the Irish
membership fro neral Workers Union which drew a lot of its

the capitalist 1m the employees of merchant capital . Today,
ot o Ly class still reucts very strongly to the spread of
(15) See arti?:tll: ; th'r;;ough these sectors,
on : ; . :
of Time, no, 4, Y!‘DOductlve and Unproductive [.abour! Ripening
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Reflections
on Agricalture

Section 2

' The Irish Industrial Revolution !

- @ reappraisal ( continued )

This article concludes Section 2 of
our essay ! Reflections on Agriculture
- The reappraisal of SF-WP's ! The
Irish Industrial Revolution ! which
began in issue no. 6

< The present and the future

; Sinn Fein - the Workers Party, based on the hist-
orical background examined above ( 46) , proceed to analyse the pre-
sent structure of Irish agriculture and the problems facing the de-
velopment of the " potentials of Irish agriculture towards economic
growth and full employment " (47) . And based on this analysis they
finally put forward their plan for the future.

; The bulk of this work is carried through by the
author(s) of the ! [rish Industrial Revolution ' in Chapter 9 pp. 78-

87. It is this Chapter we are proposing to examine in this part of
our essay.

: SF-WP recognise that " Agriculture is one of the
most important of Ireland's natural resource endowments ' (48).
Ihey estimate that, at present, Irish agricultural resources are
-+ .the exclusive preserve of an ever diminishing number of large
scale commercial farmers...." (49).

%26) : See ! The Ripening of Time ! no.6 pp. 43‘52‘ s
7) : The Irish Industrial Revolution, Research Section, DP‘,;S
(48 Economic Affairs, Sinn Fein ~the Workers! Party k 4.5
(4 : : ' The Irish Industrial Revolution ! - as above P. X
9) : as above p.78 sy
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This situation, according to ?Ft—h\}ipb,ag?ia}i}g::::
i At present, :
3 th of agriculture. At s backwani e
"y p‘otentle! grl‘to“;'al production, they argue, hailjladf 1s g nOV,V«
ko pg d erratic char‘actemsed by violent swings in pro-
1 painfully slow an o gHRCHe Y0
duction from one year to the next.

One can hardly argue against this picture painted
n

! Ir1 ustrial Revolution ' . It is a true
by t.he euthor‘(tS)t%fntg: thlemri};llnsci]tuation i focusse§ fm the concen-
to lx.fe pr‘esendtidl roperty on the one hand and the sx‘mgltaneous'
e P s and downs of production of different agri-
soscobis Nt ShaE P he other. These ' swings ! are, of course,

ities on t 1S . :
zuiturr‘rﬂn(;%mbr;jotgxe mechanisms of the capitalist market under the
eter

control of monopoly interests. A o
It's a picture of a dominated ggmcultum: in a dl\;l_
d as far as it goes, we estimate
and dependent country. A.n ) s 1 : n
?::t this p:rticuler presentation by SF-WP is adequate. Let us

continue . , | A

In pp.80-83, SF-WP examine i detaxl' T}(;e‘ ;
Problems in Achieving the potential 'of Ir‘lsb Agmcu‘ltur‘eTh; an it's
at this point that serious discrepancies begin to occur. ese
Iproblems !, according to the author(s) are :

n_.1. Too many producing units'
2. The Age Structure of Agriculture
3. Land structure of Agricul@ure
4. Cyclical and Seasonal Swings..... L

The author(s) explain :

" By comparison with industrial sectors in which
many commodities are produced by a few or even only one product-
ion unit ( e.g. spirits and cement ) agricultural commodities are
produced by a multiplicity of units ( it is currently estimated that
there are 160,000 farms in Ireland ). This very fact alone makes
planning in the sector extremely difficult since an enormous task of
co-ordination is required to ensure the fulfil ment of agricultural
production potential " (52)

On the seond point, " the age structure of agr'icu‘lt—
ure ", SF-WP argue that about 4% to 5 million acres of land are in
the hands of about 93,000 farmers who are in their late fifties or
early sixties. This, according to SF-WP ! projections ', will pro-
duce a situation by 1986, where

. "....the holders of an estimated 2,500,000 acres
of land. . ..will be aged over 70 years. . .on holdings of less than 80
acres. This land, approximately 4 of all agricultural land in Ireland,

will inevitably go into waste and at best, will be more grossly under-
utilised than at present... " ( 53)

(50)  : as above p.80

&23 t From section headings , as above p.80

: as above p.80
(53) : as above p.81
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On the third point, the question of " |

SF-~-WP provide the reader with the following table of :n:,.:;:z:’:\;mn‘

acreage in unviable holdings " " in the hand

sooeage i s of farmers aged between
Acres Totx Aoivoge
1-15 43,270
15- 30 208,127
30- 50 466,520
50-100 47,337
Total 1,165,254 (54)

So, SF-WP, operating under the i
holding under 100 acres is " unviable agnd uneconor:::w‘s:rgst :rtw
the conclusion that the above acreage, added to another 2,197 875
held by farmers over 70 years of age, will make a body of la;lded
property of approximately 4 million acres which " ...will be
wasted or grossly underutilised " ,

Now this situation , according to SF-WP, is of the
making of

''...the present rulers of our society ( who ) are
immovably committed to a continuation of the status quo in Irish
agriculture. .. .they are furthermore committed to the maintenance
of a large stratum of unviable small farmers locked into their hold-
ings through the lack of job opportunities outside farming..." ( 55)

Finally, on the fourth point, " the cyclical and
seasonal swings " | SF-WP explain that

' While seasonal swings in agricultural production
are inevitable due to the vagaries of climate and the seasons, the
massive fluctuatiors which occur in the flow of agricultural output
to our factories indicate that next to nothigg has been achieved in
planning to avoid these fluctuations. " (56)

SF-WP also quote the ! Irish Times " which has
argued on this point that the above mentioned fluctuations have gdhct-
ed not only ! our ! factories but also " European rr}ilk processing
plants ( which ) would go out of business if faced with this erratic
milk supply'" . So , not surprisingly, SF=WP conclude that

" Insufficient and irregular supply of raw tqmicll
has contributed to a decline in the numbers employed in agriculture-
based industries " . (57)

>
(54) : Table as avove p.82
(55) : as above p.82
(56) : as above p.82
(57) : as above p.83
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i ¢ art
Solutions proposed by Sinn Fein - the Workers Party

Faced by a serious situation such as this, SF-wp
put forward their plan . They believe that
1" the agricultural resources of the country should

i B - = < 2] ’ ‘I\C s Of [re-
b d toward ng the living standards of the wor r

le gear‘de tot(;roCitisir'gljS;lbs for the unemployed and the 35,000 school-
and an

leavers who enter the job market every year. " (58)

They also believe that "..all the natur‘f’xl} resources
of the country should go to benefit all who contribute by their work
and effort to the country's welfare " . (59)

Under these laudable, if slightly ambiguous if not
contradictory, " guiding lines ", SF-WP supports :

", ..a revolution in attitude to agrjiculture , from
being a sector synonymous with a Iight.fisted and 11ve§tock c’lass to
a modern food industry comprising an integral part of the expanding
national economy, This will involve a change in concept of agr_;cuu_
ure from being primarily a dairy apd cgttle producing enterprise to
that of an industry providing biological inputs to a sophlst}cated
industrial sector engaged in food processing, pharmaceutical and
other chemical manufactures. " ( 60)

: ; The above statement merits serious thought. Espe-
cially as this "' peyo]

; ution in attitude " would go hand in hand,
sedoing to SF-WP, with a process at the end of which " 100,000
iambnéy farming jobs will be lost " ( 61), SF-WP qualify this process

s being a

i cipavalutionass

: Y'new approach to the system of
land tenupe 1 which will ensure th ot

at " potentially productive land
(58) : as above p. 76
(59) ¢ as above p, 78
(60) : as above p, 78
(61) : as above p, 65
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lying derelict and wasted throughout the country " jg pyt
uctive use. (62) Put into prod-

Nowi] thlis particular aspect of the SF
is strangely, to say the least, similar to the planned n i
contained within the EEC directives vt e,

159 and 160, calj :
Farm Modernisation and Farm Retirement Sche’m?:s.ed R i

Accordj
re to be phased out of 'existerzglen?nto
‘ ncy " of Irish agriculture. This scheme
t process of dispossession of small
o the rural population o

. f this country,
particular schemes is that they are
age designed to conceal and hide the

e through a system of selective grants
obtainable only by the large ranchers which are classified as

" Commercial Farms ", Older and smaller farmers are to be " indu~
ced off the land " through " retraining " and other carrots; the land

thus " vacated ' will be passed to the [ and Commission which will
" redistribute it "' among the " viable units " .

farmers; this is nothing new t
The only newness about these
couched in technocratic langu
facts. These Schemes operat

The stated objectives of SF-WP show no real con-
tradiction with the EEC schemes. They both

>mes say DESTROY NON-
VIABLE HOLDINGS ( non-viability , of course, defined in capitalist
terms ) and THROW SMALL FARMERS OFF THE LAND.

At this point it would be interesting to contrast this
aspect of the SF~WP plan with a speech m

ade by Tomas MacGiolla,
President of SF-WP, to the Farmers Defence Association in late
1975 ¢

"' What is immediately required is a scheme which
ming community modernise their holdings and im=-
dard of living. The Farm Modernisation Scheme will
not achieve this, in'fact all the scheme will do is depopulate our rural
areas and force people out of a livelihood. And what is worse, t.hez'e
is no alternative employment available, As we in Sinn Fein said when
the Scheme was first mooted, a major overhaul of the sheme is im=
})erative. The existence of the Mansholt Plan and its central aim of

orcing small farmers off the land was one of the basic reasons for
opposing entry to the EEC. " (63) ;

Now SF-WP have ! revolutioni;gd' thoig' approach.
Gone the opposition to the EEC, gone the opposition to Directives

159 and 160, gone the opposition to the "" depopulation of the rural
areas " . What is left ?

Lets follow the rest of the SF-WP ! proposals ' :

will help our far
prove their stan

i land
"....a system of taxation, such as tax on
( graded according to the fertility of the soil ) be m:;gd;uood. v.08S
& means of ensuring that existing land, both waste in p

'S used more productively " (64)

(62) : as above p.78 5357 e gt

o R v Farmers Defence Association g“%cmmﬁ;. Sk
' The Farm Modernisation Scheme = an%t e ,

(64) : 'The Irish Industrial etc. i as above p.7

2




: ing to the author(s) of ! The
’ uld give, according
3 ral F;re}:;:l::?on 1 , an ’impulse towards a gr;}?wtl}; of ou;put
Irish Indush‘lf around 30% . Such a growth could set el gs:ls of a
gine ordex"' H t substitution . This means that loca industries
process of 1&1_9‘}’1';‘1 producing goods at present 1mporte<(ijoth1§, ‘again
wwlddl?egetsc:eSF}sWP would make a saving of around £ 200 million.
accordin: -Wk, ;
SF-WP also envisage
: V for our Agri-business
. .a centrally important role ‘ :
s .thz Sugar Company and Bord na Mona in conjunct-
'Stat;ithothz research and development function of An Foras Taluntais
ion

and the Departments of Agriculture and Lands . (65).
Finally , SF-WP also have plans for an Industrial
I 5 = 4%
: i i ] productivity improvements,
anning Authority which would contro \ .
ﬁi masnsgive food producing conglomerate pr';oducmg a diverse range of
oducts from the field to the supermar‘lfet (66) ar}d also the promo-
‘t)'rn and "...commencement of production of new lines e.g. exotic
vl:getables.end fruits, wines etc.....in conjunction with the Agricult-

ural Institute. " (67)

It is obvious that all this investment, growth and
productivity planned by SF-WP will produce thgusands of new :]obs.
The target of 60,000 jobs is aimed at.....and if one adds the jobs
Il to be created ! in Meat Processing Industry ( 3,000) , in the bacon
industry ( "only" 1,500), in the Dairy Products Industry (3,000),
in the Preserves and Vegetables Sector ( 3,800), in the Grain and
Animal Feed sector ( 2,900) , in Bread, Biscuit and Flour products
(1,500 ), in the sugar and sugar confectionery sector (2,200), in
the "miscellaneous food sector ( including margarine )'(3,000 jobs )
and finally Drink, Bevrages and Tobacco " increasing at a §lovger
rate " ( 2,200 jobs)....one gets 23,000 brand new productive jobs.
And if we add the agricultural " employees "' expected to increase
by 13,000 , the Forestry Sector which will provide 22,200 jobs and
the Fisheries another 2,000....we finally get a total of 60,200 jobs
bang on target. The SF-WP plan works.....or does it ? (68)

: To attempt to answer this question in an objective
manner, it would be necessary, from this point onwards, to widen
our scope. The SF-WP plans make up a coherent whole... they con=
stitute an integral part of a political strategy of an organisation,
}.ndeed a "' workers Party ', which has put itself forward as a real

alternative " to the three bourgeois Parties in the 26 Cos.

i In this context, technical arguments on whether they
n\:}ﬁi%zowde .fiay 20,000 odd jobs in forestry by 1986 or whether lif
producti possible to increase output by 30% in this or that sphere ©
am“'mm'-:’r:;would.m)t get us very far. Therefore we have chosen an
perspecti route: we will look at the overall projections, choices an

1ves of SF-WP from a working class point of view, in fact

d

(65)&(66)
: as above pp. 78-79
(87) 103 above p.79
)i Al figures from pp. 83-87 of Chapter 9 as well as from

Table in Chapter 8 pp.65-66
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politically. Thus we will try to enter the

reasons behind these choices and project e

ions, A political

In this respect, thi ini
may devi ate sl.ightly from the ot"iginilr:;:lsmo‘;gﬂlrart of Section I
culture. This is only because agriculture is P, e:Imxcle : agri-
of the capitalist mode of production in the 32 Cog'rA part and parcel
cannot be treated as somehow ! separate ! byt bl nd as such it
be seen as constituent part of what is the dominant r would have to
in this country : capitalism. mode of production

>

D. Answering some of our questions :

- Teo reflgct on a political strategy, to think seriously
about an economic plan, is to attempt to highlight the class interests
which inspired it. This is what we propose to do in this part of our
essay.

A superficial reading of ! The Irish Industrial Revo-
lution ! leaves the reader with a definite feeling of coherence, inter-
nal rationality and rigorous ! practicality ! and ! common sense ! ,
There are scores of figures, statistics, detailed arguments about
important technical points. There are of course some lapses, big and
small, but it is apparent that SF-WP have latched solidly onto the
major pre-occupation of the exploited and oppressed masses of Ireland:
lack of jobs and went on to build their plan around the fundamentally i
correct premise that thousands of new jobs need to be created in the ’
next few years. 7

So if one is to "' highlight the class interests " of
the arguments, this apparent coherence and logical down-tHGl‘ﬁ
structure must be laid bare and analysed. The found’atioagof 51”
arguments must be tested and the stated standpoint of ! scientific i
socialism ! must be evaluated. ‘

First point first : To analyse scientifically
not mean to accumulate figures and statistics. Any day of th
one can buy ! scientific ! analysis from the Government
or from bourgeois institutions like the ESRI; so th@ fact |
work in question is full of data does not make it scientific,
proceed : . ;

The main reasoning of SF-WP
obvious : The people need jobs so lets build a plan which ¢ v
jobs. On the basis of the plan accumulate forces at the polit
organisational level ( thus electioneering, the attacks on
Sinn Fein as well as, more and more frequently, on
allies such as the Communist Party of Ireland and the L
This to be done, while gradually setting the GO
State power " through the democratic process *; for
that a plan must have muscle behind it to be impiemefss
time being don't rock the boat, vote SF-WP and hope
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/i : itions and
d argue, will create Lhe conditio o
e med sgfox’* the undertaking of more fun-
lisations of banks and national re-
but that is for ! later ! so it is left

a process, SF~-
rsnt;i};c" ?avourab’le ! circumstance
damental reforms such as nationa
sources and even ‘key mdustrl?s -
completely aside in the ! plan' . . . .

So the kingpin of ! The Irish Industr;e{l Revolution !
overnment power; that fa}lmg, a strong
the hand of Labour !'. This project is so
that only a sovereign government can
And here is where real problems

is State po /er, or at leasﬁ G
enough body of TDs ! forcing
ambitious, inits own terms,
envisage its full implementation.
begin creeping up :

What are the real and practical chances of SF-WP
being a sovereign Government in the next few y?ars " What are the
real and practical chances of SF-WP Dail TDs ' forcing the h‘aI.Id of
Labour ! ? Or was this plan conceived as " t'he price the Cofahtxon :
will have to pay " for SF-WP support " holding the balance in the Dail?

Nobody knows the answer to this last question. But
judging from the inevitable answers one would have to give to the first
two questions one can only assume that this type of thinking, or some-
thing very similar to it, must have dominated the author(s) of ! The
Irish Industrial Revolution ! .

We estimate that if Dail Power was, and is, the
tenet of this grandiose plan, then, inevitably, all its realism beco-
mes little more than a utopia. SF=WP may have other contingency
plans and other means under their sleeve - time will tell. But if all
this work, and all the talk that went with it, projected as it is for
1986, is based on the premise of 6, 16 or 36 SF-WP members
getting into the Dail, then it is high time to classify it.

: Any ! realistic and scientific ! plan, if it is set
agamst.the possibilities of getting control of the State through the
mechanisms of bourgeois democracy, becomes little more than a
fictional work. In the absence of any spelt out strategy to attack
the State th UL @ revolutionary process, all the earthy talk about
jobs, exotic'and 3uch like becomes a gardener's dream .

it Now, g@v'e them their due, SF-WP say that they

ALY y history and tradition. .. .the oldest and most enduring con-
v st | of the working class in Europe"(69) . This a brilliant seli-
fo 1?;1.10" wforthy of a prize. There would be one condition though

r this self-definition to really become a living force : the working
» Never mind Eurc;lr_)e, must be able to grasp the
baih ‘ h w gch this " open conspiracy "' will
b:in;otb;gphetdt?hfrglt' On that point silence reigns. As these lines are
some clarity :illeneral Election votes are being counted. Perhaps
fourth Party faped {7 9;3 o Al iinge ek Ssatly i L e

(69)y : E . ;
(70) szlno(;:?ifn":u.nen in the Foreword to ! The Irish Industrial

3 T'hose.lines were written
h1§tor1pal hindsight it wou
this point more fully. we

the day after the elections. With
ld have been possible to argue
have chosen not to do so.
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1 Le;nin used to say that there is nothi
dreams as long as they are revolutionary. So if <
us, we will engage in a b@t of dreaming oursel;res ::?idzaz be?r with
imagine a situation in which a SF-wp Government or a Gmp to
under the influence of the SF-WP, with a SF-wp ' overnment

: y 1 .
had arrived, through bourgeois elections, into Dow:p ogramme,

NG wrong with

Now the dream machine is turned of
: ; on, th i
in progress and the flrst steps are being taken for the ,impﬁe(:nr:::r;t%s
of the Plan. How will the bourgeoisie react 2 How will the imper:iczl‘
ist powers take it ? Will US, British or German interests sit idly bY;

Concrete and realistic questions:
are forthcoming from the author(s) of the cll:’lém. gz;bh:\l:::ixs&ers
answer such questions, it would be necessary to immediately hold
the dreamy horses back and look at history. Does the working class
in this or any other country have any such experience ? What does
history teach us ? How has imperialism and comprador bourgeois
classes reacted to the attempted implementation of such a Plan ?

Here we are struck by another major ambiguity
in the SF-WP document. There isn't even a whisper of any historic-
al event, success or defeat of the international working class move~-
ment. No reference to history. And even more surprising, how ex-
actly they expect this slagged and vilified Irish bourgeoisie to react.

There is ample historical evidence to suggest that

~ the different fractions of the Irish bourgeoisie are not likely to hand

power to any Government trying to implement such a programme
quietly, meekly and with respect for democracy. The history of our
people is littered with bourgeois atrocities under much lesser threats:
widescale internment in the '50s, the violent gang attacks on the Re-
publican Congress in the '30s or the Irish merchants counting their
profits from grain exports as hundreds of thousands starved to death
in the 1840's or even in 1913.

There is also plenty of historical material on other
States or Governments which have attempted to put into practice a
programme similar to that of SF=WP. It is true that most of them
were military dictatorships of the ! benevolent ' type; say like-the
Peron regime in the '50s in Argentina, the Peruvian junta me;h",'”; 2
sixties, the Nasser regime in Egypt, the recent N'Gouabi regime in
Congo Brazaville, the Boumedienne regime which came into ‘3‘;:
after the 1965 Coup in Algeria. There is also the exmmem@t i
Popular Front Governments in Spain, France and other par " of them
Europe in the late 1930s. And the most recent and wa i kn;;g-ﬂ‘ ;
all : the Popular Unity Government in Chile in the years 1 %

SF-WP could have attempted to draw some ? S
from these real historical experiences. They have u‘!;o} dg‘m “;d

one is left wondering whether they have evaluated their storic
chances or not. 7
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What , in our opinion, characterizes all these above
’

attempts 1s: Their total and absolute failure to transform

a.
bourgeois society.

military or &
bourgeoisie ( 71)

ivesthey

ation and defeat in complete disorganisation. ( 72 )

Many elements wer;al ir;]strlil)mental in this failure
i e that all the above experiences were
and we ?reT?lz;:ugg:Stzg\g/a};‘?:bly, imperialist interference, bourg-
identical. ation sabgtage and capitalist boycott anq pressure. But
e}:ns spicsuelso ’and this is their common chaqactemstxc » @ real
;besr;i; of mas,s participation in decision mgkmg and control which
was, by far, the most important cause of failure.

While these regimes centralised decision-making
in the hands of a few technocrats, while they all .pus'hec'l for 'growth!
! increased productivity ', ! increased consumption , ' import sub-
stitution ! they were also totally dependent on th.e capitalist frame~
work of society which imprisoned, shaped apd finally destroyed
their choices. And INVARIABLY this gigantic cqntr.adxctmn of_
attempting to build socialism from above, fr‘om‘mm.de the capital~-
ist State and without popular control, ended up in failure and often
disaster for the people.

Workers and peasants, as well as revolutionary
intellectuals, paid with their blood the " small mistakfas n Al
the biological inputs, the downstream industries, the integrated ‘
models ( the all-so- dear hobby horses of the author(s) of the '!msh
Industrial Revolution ! ) ended up in ashes and mass graves while
the ! leaders ! fled to some Madrid, Paris or Moscow refuge. :
Working people lost their lives gunned down by progressive Armies
and democratic Police Forces. And the apparent silence of the
Workers Parties, and of SF-WP , on these questions does not help
any process of clarification at all.

i There is one historical reference in the book and
it confirms our worst fears. Eamonn Smullen, in the Foreword to
the work, defines SF-WP as " the historical product of the French

ir final capitulation or de.feat, be it politica]
comgi.nél?:rlarof both, in the not so friendly hands of the

¢. Their incapacity to accumulate forces |, object-
et out to ei.chieve, but rather their common fate of fragment.
E

3

revolution " claiming that the patrimony of his Party stretches back

to " the iron and heroic period of the Jacobin Republic of Year Il
of the French Revolution " :

(71) : Algeria would be an exception to this. Although in the last
en over ten serious attempts against
medienne the regime has survived.
cteristic is perhaps the most signifi-
hoped that the journal will return to
in the forthcoming issues.
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years there have be

fthe. life of Houari Bou

{72) : Thie particular chara
cant of them all; it is

this particulap theme

{73) : K.Marx Capital Vol. | p.692 ( Lawrence

Marx in a partial com
the 1789 French Revolution said :* TR T

"By a decree of June 14
eoisie declared all coalition of the worker’s t7s9l1, the French bourg-

. : d an attempt agaj
liberty and the declaration of the rights of man 1 o  omP gainst
of 500 livres, together with the deprivation ofnth Punishable by a fine

o 3 4 5 € rights of an actj
citizen for one year. This law which by means active
confined the struggle between wage l;bour and c:;itsatl“::iggrﬂur;s}fn,

its

comfortable for capital, has outlived revoluti
dynasties. " (73) 1ons and changes of

We would sincerely suggest to Eafisn
- < o
his mates to think long and hard about this juicy piece':f' E:llectad
patrimony. SF-WP must resolutely question the
: . an seriousl %3
ted as a "' populist democratic legacy " to which the Party !Lfb:h:v&lua

Working Class can ask its current and would be followers to pay tri-
bute.

If they don't want to end up like those likeable
visitors who go searching for their family roots in the fashionable
antique shops of Dublin town.

Patrimonies aside, we strongly hope that in the
near future, SF-WP provide the working class with a clear political
strategy based on historical materialism. Otherwise the dream "
will be the possible harbinger of another bloody nightmare, We think
that Irish workers and small farmers will know better than trust
this type of politi cs. They at least can look to the 6 Cos and under-
stand its implications. We don't think SF- WP are capable of doing
just that. And for this reason, among many others, their future
looks bleak to us, If they stick to these patrimonies and to this type
of plans they will lose all their best militants and end up as a rump
of no use,le ast ofall to the working class.

—<e
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E. The internal mechanics of the SF—WP__P_I_aP_ <

The reaction and response of an incenscd ';)lo)ur‘g?rolis
haunts the SF-WP Plan; but this is not the.only problem - T =
g 231 sd internal logic of the ! Irish Industrial Revolution ! is
:-Ztlldo:;l\ii?}?c;pitalist common sense through and through.

The projections of the SF-WP Plan stand on three

main stilts :

1. Produce more
2. Invest more and ( as a result )
3. Consume more.

Here is how the author(s) explain their edifice :

: "...the only solution, if our workers are to have ;
increasing real wages, is for a rapid increase in productivity. This
will require investment and large scale rationalisation. " (74)

And they continue : g

" To achieve full employment at the same time as a

rap@d increase i'n productivity ( output of the average worker ) a

vestment must also occur. So the final ion 1
¢ i art of our equation is con-
sumption - how fast must it p .

aims ? # (75)

: So the general rationale ; t itis well
reflected in their plans ety s all there....and it is

" Our plan for the ex

will involve an pansion of consumption goods

increase in the output of the sector by 83 4 . .this
(74) as above pp.63-6-,
(75) as above p.69
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xpansion of output in line with our man hou

exp the r pr ivi
5.6% per annum...will involve the develop producily target of

ment of employment "(76)

in their plan - Investme

3 ] nt
State and productive sectop
work will work harder so
e. And because fully employed
buy more; this will create
«+...and to infinity,

Sound, down to earth politics. What!

So SF-WP are very clear
will increase manyfold, primarily in the
so more jobs will be created . Those at
that productivity and output will increas
people will have more money they will
demand, more jobs, more goods

s the catch ?
We have already dealt with the question it
of political
power; BE =W doca i foresseable chance of impplement-
ing this plan constitutionally. But is this an argument why more and
more people should give their support to SF-WP so that implement
ation becomes possible ?

We do not think so. Not only is the Plan based on a
completely distorted historical analysis, as shown in Issue 6 of The

Ripening of Time, bu; wh.il.e sticking to a solid capitalist framework
it is also totally unscientific and doomed to failure.

Let us clarify :

*1 The question of productivity and increased output :

We feel that an important point must be made at the
outset: the discussion on productivity and increased output under a
system where capital reigns and the bourgeoisie is a ruling class
does not overlap, and must not be confused, with the discussion
of the same issues in a situation of transition to a classless society.

The SF~WP projections are for Ireland today : a divided, underdeve~
loped capitalist Ireland. So many of the contemporary discussions
taking place on the question of productivity under a S_tate;of tho dic-
tatorship of the proletariat would have no direct implication on
the issues at hand. :

What is productivity in Marxism 2

In a capitalist society, productg\nty is " sq;mezm
out more labour in a given time from the working class . (7?}@ 4
Under capitalist production, capital uses machinery to squeeze out
as much labour as humanly possible from the workers. This th :
capitalist does either by giving the working woman or man more
machinery to tend or by increasing the speed of the m )

; The bourgeois class understands this very Nﬁ%
listen to the latest Coalition Government plans : o
" The high proportion of total growth

productivity improvement is a feature of any modor:t‘&ﬂ.'” ¥
capitalist economy - The Ripening of Time ) and mu

(76) as above p.34
(77) Marx . Capital Vok 1 ‘8.388
4




: { high - capital intensity of new projects in
to continue here with the hig high rate of growth in productivity

ing sector. A : : i P :
the ;?ianifz(x:)t;rgvgnt be necessary to maintain our competitive posi-
would, ’

tion vis-a-vis other countries showing similar improvement. "' ( 78)
Let there be no mistake. What SF~WP propose is not
in the slightest bit different. The only difference is l}hat, .SF-W}”D kst
this squeezing out of the workers bones to be more " efficient " ,
And this 'small! difference comes about because the
well that to tighten the screws too hard
lition had predicted an increase of output
ncrease of output in agriculture of

ruling class knows only too
leads to revolt. So the Coa .
for industry of about 8% ....an1
4.7% for the 3 years 1977-80.
Not good enough say SF-WP. Treble §he squeezing
of labour from the poor bastards. Wring out from their sweat 989
in the 10 years 1976-86 in industry and 83% in agriculture in the
same 10 years. (79). This in simple language means that workers
in ten years time will be working and producing twice as hard and
twice as much as they do today. Lovely thought that to contemplate.

Productivity in Ireland has grown considerably in
the last few vears. This is primarily because resistance to speed -
ups and manning level cut backs has been lacking. . .the Unions!'
collaboration on these issues hasn't helped the situation either.
With the threat of redundancies hanging over our heads, workers
have been forced to work harder and harder. Between 1967-73 pro-
ductivity in Ireland has grown by 5.3% overall. In agriculture alone
between 1971 and 1975 there has been a tremendous jump of 24% .
Well up with the SF-WP ! requirements ' . (80)

And what has the result been ?

Higher inflation, the highest unemployment figures
ever, higher profits for the bourgeois class, higher repression and
lots of misery and suicides for the working class. And still the
bourgeoisie shouts that productivity must increase; Fianna Fail in
with a blank cheque will try surely to increase productivity more.
Not great, we are sure SF-WP will agree.

. To take another practical example : in the textile
industry, during 1976, output increased by 17% . At the same time

the industry as a whole threw 15% of its workforce onto the dole
queues., So 15% less workers produced 17% more commodities. ...
one caglialculate the increase of productivity from these figures.

And this"what the bourgeoisie, and SF-WP , mean by ! rationalisation'.

The'textile industry has been spruced up , rationalised. And let usask
the important question .

Who profited from this situation ?

(78)

Economic and Social DeV;?lOPment ( Government pub. )

Sept. 1976 pp. 5 and

{79) Fi :
D) e T oo R o above 9.4

Economic and Social Dev.
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as above Table I p. 7

What class interests did t

he i : g
and output serve ? inerease in productivity

[f increase in productivit .
Y, under ; .
o 7 i o i T e
able to answer the above questions without difficylt
say : ¥. For when they

", ..the only solution, if o
; ¢ ion, ur workers are t i
creasing real wages, is for a rapid increase in productivitoyh’ﬁv(egtr;

They must go and ask the textile i i
real wages have increased....and the other IS%W:l:‘:::i‘lfi\tnhew
the dole will know well what to tell to these SF-WP <';l'm:‘lata.n§s e

It is in this context we must place statements such
as:

"The Civil Se.rvants have been loyal servants of this
State for over 53 years. Their masters seem singularly ungrateful ,
Perhaps the servants should consider changing masters. " (82)

Masters and servants indeed.

%*2 The investment strategy of SF-WP_:

" If we take the average job creation cost of the con-
struction industry, £ 9,150, as being representative of the job cost
in the short term programme, and our new job creation target in
1977 as 50,000 jobs, we estimate that the total additional investment
required will be £ 460m......" (83)

I This additional finance must first be made available
to the economy. This finance is under three headings :
a. By means of temporary import and foreign exchange
controls 5
b. Increased output due to a higher national profita-
bility due to expansionary economic policy
c. Foreign borrowing . " (84)

SF-WP envisage the import controls not on every-
thing but only on " finished consumer articles ( e.g. articles of
clothing )" ..these can be produced in Ireland and SF-WP estimate
that in 1976 these goods were valued at £ 700m.

On the question of foreign borrowing the SF -WP
approach " will be..tomaximise economic independence ! . So they
will "', .raise loans by means of export credit u;rememm% m'»
ing this we will do so on a project by projeect basis" . ( 85) Foreign

(81) ! The Irish Ind. Rev. ' as above pp. 68-69 S

(82) Thomas Mac Giolla Oct 75 quoted in ! The Puhiie:§
and the Profit Makers ! Repsol pamphlet 500 g

(83) ! The Irish Ind. Rev. ' as above p. 125 iy

(84) as above p. 125

(35) as above p.126

31




borrowing will be for ! producti.ve investments 1 . 1" FOI‘Gign bopndil
ing to finance central consumption cxp'endxtur‘.e will be avoided,

which indeed is the preference of lending bodies such as the World
Bank and IMF " (86)

Just how exactly foreign borrowing in the manner
preferred by international money-lenders will be bent to maximise
the economic independence of Ireland is, of course, a well-guarded
secret. SF-WP must have something sneaky up their sleeve there.

Then follows another bom bshell:

I These strategies, since they will involve the re-
structuring of our international economic relations of course will
involve our political relationship with foreign countries in particular
the EEC. This Party strongly opposed EEC entry. Now it intends to
strongly campaign for maximum advantage from the EEC " , (87)

Advanced realism - SF-WP style. Now you know who
will be the ! progressive candidate ' for the European Parliament for
next year!s direct elections.

So, SF=WP will borrow more money. Not a word of
course about what will happen to the huge external debt Ireland has
accumulated over the years. Will they pay up ? Will they write it off?
Don't see - don't know.

There is also talk about an ! austerity programme !
that would reduce imports of non-essential consumer goods and
goods that could be produced alternatively in Ireland "....This au-
sterity programme would raise !....approximately and potentially

£ 1,100 million " (88)

On the short-term there is always the tax on the farm-
ers which will raise £ 100m. ( "instead of the paltry £1.6m. "),(89),
cutting current subsidies to agriculture which "..would achieve a
saving of £ 20m.", (90), an increased tax surcharge on non-agricult-
ural incomes raising an additional £ 50m. ( which means everybody
not working on the land - Ripening of Time ) and, finally, a further
£ 160m. to be raised by means of consumption taxes .

S This is a lovely taxation programme. Now we are
beginning to see clearly who is really going to pay for all this growth.
Now taxation and foreign borrowing cannot really be said to constitute
a very original way of raising cash . And there always remains the
tricky question of what precisely SF-WP plan to do if, say, the
farmers refuse to pay the hundred-fold increased taxation which is
going to hit them, not to talk of cutting the subsidies back by £ 20m .

But this after all is a technical question - there are always ways.
Are there not ?

(86) as above p.126
(87) as above p.126
(88) as above p,126
(89) as above p.127
(90) as above p.127
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*3 The increased consumption strategy :

; ; Whoever talks of consumption in 1977 must talk of
inflation - not so SF-WP . Inflation does not figure even once in 'The
Irish Industrial Revolution ' . Yet planning on prices is such a central
part of socialist planning. SF-WP do not say what they are planni :
to do with the horrific inflation hitting the working class. m%’
can draw his/her own assumptions. SR ke

: SF=WP concentrate on projections for increas
sumption. According to the author(s) : S

"....between 1976 and 1986...consumption will
...to 182.6% of its present level which represents an annual
growth of 6,.2% " (91)

; There is a real question here to be ansv
'IS attempting to increase consumption in any way col i
the austerity programme ! and the ! import controls ' m
above ? And if it is not, would not that mean that all SF-WP ar
advocating is a more sophisticated form of ! Buy Irish ' 2 - which
incidentally they call ! & feudal and reactionary appeal !
€ Dook 7 ?

: No answer forthcoming . Even to the aver
not in tune with " downstream biological inputs “ and such.
;nust be obvious that if a State is curbing imports hile
y trying to boost internal consumption - as SF-WP

?l?c’t if they come to power - that State is geing to be
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i ing to have problems with those

Buone srt:tie:nlsog?s cgome from opening itself out to

: f counter measures; and a State like the 26 Cos State
all kinds o 11y big headaches dependent as it is on exports. Then,
would have rea }3' ! external ! problems, a State 1ncge§sxng_tax§tlon
and Par‘allell to t'siged by SE-WP would have great difficulties in
on the le}:'e bg:;l-lgeoisie to comply but also in finding people with
getting the ey to buy the increased amounts of goods produced.
enough n;«_:nmy austerity and consumptionism don't usually go together;
{:\‘xtc:s::th:\il:al ’questions of this sort are not going to daunt SF-WP.

Finally another point comes for‘}:h f in the S:'_\g/p éplan
i APPENS. The State taxes the farmers hundred-
?vledrythm&él;ls;l;’ ﬁp. The Plan increases productivity...workers obey.
1?h .S.t;t.e curbs imports. .. .equivalent~ goods are produced her'.e,
N ¢ uestions asked...no answers provided. No class struggle in
e:ic?ence at all here; iust economistic projections and pronto success.

capitalist countries whe

Chile, in the years 1970-73, did pr‘ovi;ie a real and

i i i italist society
ivi ortunity to examine what happens in a capi :
&;le:gr:zgsures, such as the ones eqv1saged by SF-WP, are introdu-
ced ! from above ! . Let us summarize:

While the reign of capital continuegl, the Pqpular
Unity Government of Chile increased public spendmg - mainly on pro-
ductive projects. This is exactly what SF-WP have in mind :pour
investment into the construction, forestry, the energy sector, fishing,
Aer Lingus, ESB and Irish Steel Holdings. (92)

The Popular Unity Government had to borrow money:
the Chilean bourgeoisie opposed that and cut the thrust of new invest-
ment short. What is going to happen in Ireland ? An open question
mark - no answer by SF-WP.

Then the Popular Unity froze consumer prices. NO
WHISPER on that by SF-WP. If prices are not controlled inflation
will soar as it in Chile when prices were let go in the later stages.
No policy put forward by the author(s) of the Plan. And there is the
question of printing money without gold and foreign reserves back-

up - something the Popular Unity Govermment was forced to do. SF-
WP estimate that

"...with Central Bank External Reserves standing at
a level ( £800m. approximately ) which is more adequate than most
overseas countries, scope exists for borrowing in the form of a certain
reduction in the reserve level...." (93)

The Coalition , on this question, had said :

"....as existing foreign loans involve the repayment

of £4'00r'n'. between now and 1980, it is hardle possible that we 'could
add significantly to this level of commitment by further borrowing

(91) as above p.71

as above pp, 124-5
as above p,126
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abroad, even if this were desiarble in itself, Exter

; n ]
well in excess of our external reserves, Foreign | al debts are now

way obliged fo Tend us money......" 194) enders-are in no"

With 24p. in the £ going to re
pay loans
all tax revenue mortaged abroad, the Coalition, themse?cgs <2:l'91% o
of foreign borrowing, seem to be making more sense, ., .even i;mmm
slightly. Anyway, another open question there. :

Assuming borrowing ! works !
increases in the country that would mean that t?:;d acy‘i:lr:;n:}a:::d s:ﬁ“s
the classes will increase. Question : how does this benefit thorw?onki
class ? If the profits of the bourgeoisie increase say on the same n:?
as wages, which is in itself highly improbable, with no control of
prices envisaged..... how is this process, and why, beneficial to the
workers ? The answer is that IT IS NOT.

. What happened in Chile at such a turning point was the
following : as prices were frozen at the beginning, the bourgeoisie
unable to increase its mass of profits through the mechanisms of
production turnsits attention to the exchange and circulation mecha-
nisms of Chile. Thus the continuous series of transport strikes, the
gigantic lorry drivers' strikes, the hoarding, the black markets.
The people of Chile responded by their independent distribution str-
uctures which were called JAP s.

Do SF-WP feel that there is any possibility of a simi-
lar type of situation in Ireland ? Not a word. Vote they say for the
largest fourth Party and everything will be taken care of. Will they
protect the working class and the small farmers from the wrath of
the bourgeoisie ? Will they organise the people ? Will they arm the
people ? Will they fight against the bourgeois Army ? Not a word.

We say that in such a situation, if prices are froz’en» X
the bourgeoisie will react violently. At that point the outcome will
depend on political and military questions not economics. If, on
the other hand, prices are let float inflation will multiply ten-fold
and the standard of living of the workers will get destroyed. No
reference to such eventualities by SF-WP. Are they being ‘careful'
not to frighten potential allies ?

w4 Finally, the 6 Counties

Now this is a burning question. The SF-WP Plan is
about Ireland; the name of the bookgi(s1 the IRISH Industrial Revolu-
tion. In this context, any self-respecting democrat, P_"@J"“‘ b
person, republican, socialist, communist and many hb‘;" 8 MI; B0
at least, expect the 6 Counties to be treated as full and in RRR
part of Ireland. Not so SF-WP.

; For them, " Northern Ireland "is "‘detﬁned as a N-
gion within the United Kingdom " . In their analysis ' Northern |
land ! gets 4 pages out of a total of 151 and it's not even 'S

(94) Economic and Social Developme"‘g as above P ’% : “ﬁé
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as part of the main text for it has been relegated to an Appendix. (95)

The SF-WP analysis, according to the author(s), has

identified in " Northern Ireland H

i, . ..that the role of the multi-nationals has been
ive in that foreign non-British investment over
the past five years was the only factor compensating for jobs lost in
the private retarded bonemic saetor ..M { 96)

In that sense, for SF-WP, ! progressive advance lies
lly on the side of . _the multinationals, of whom the instru-
the Ministry of Commerce, the ‘Nor‘thern Ireland Finance
n and the ICTU Northern Committee. " (97)

We can't exactly guess how the ICTU Northern Commi-
ttee feel about being called " an instrument of the multinationals " but
blunt as it may be we think that this statement is despicable.And in
case there is any ambiguity on the SF~WP position on this, let us
quote them fully :

! Foreign industry means a progressive industrial
base, explicit imperialist control and a vast work force which in
times of crisis is open instantly to the argument for state socialism!
Well, this quote (98) must win the prize of this amazing plan :

At a time when unemployment in the 6 Cos is at its highest since
1932, when the working class is more divided than ever, and the
prospects are really dim this celebration of " explicit imperialist
control ' has something really ominous in it. The author(s) of these
lines must have been really tickled recently when Carter suggested
that US investment in the g’Cos must hit a new peak. A progressive
industrial base ? How reactionary can one get ?

It's for the reader to assess the unmistakable class in-
terests of the above position. To help in this process we see it as apt
to quote from a statement made by the Army Council of the Irish Re-
publican Army in early 1972 - after all just over 5 years ago :

objectively progress

unequivoca
ments are
Corporatio

e ! Consistent with our ultimate objective - a Democratic
ol(:ll‘GhSt Republic ~ the tasks that the Army Council of the Irish Re-
publican Army sees for all revolutionaries to be engaged in are :

* North and South continue to expose and fight the many
facets of British Imperialism, direct and indirect;

* To fight the establishment's attempt to sell the Nation
to the monopoly capitalists of the EEC......etc etc 1t
(99)

The leadership of the Workers! Party has changed views

radically over the last 5 years, has it not

(95) Appendi | :

(96) asppabno(&: ;:) 1-~'rl}8‘e Irish Ind. Rev. ! as above pp. 148-151
L97)  as above p. 150

(98) as above p. 151

(99) Repsol no, 3 1

The IRA sé)eaks in. 30
3

F. Conclusions

e e S e o

We will stop here . There are i

£ 3 A Questions
touched odn. There are ;\})G)lxtlcal ambiguities we have n:: :::: i
attempted to examine. We may come back to these issues i
e 2 o es in future

ur conclusion, having studied and discus

above document amongst the members of the editorial co?ie:chtb:e
in an objective and sclent}ﬁc manner always within our limyitatio;s
is that the SF=WP Plan is not in the interests of the Irish worki .
class and sm all far;mers. We are fully convinced that the class inrg;
terests of this project are not those of the workers.

Indeed , we believe, the class interests i
SF-WP Plan are those of the petit-bourgeoisie, especil;lelhy"ﬁ gl:
new and ! modernist ! fraction : technocrats, middle managers etc
who are closely allied with the growth of monopoly capital in the g
32 Cos. These are the people SF-WP, so crudely, attempt to include
into the working class in the second last page of their book :

" Being guided by the Leninist principles for determi-
ning classes, we must include in the composition of the proletariat
the category of wage earners which is growing most rapidly, techni-
cians, qualified engineers, scientists, teachers etc...." (100)

We admit that these are the interests SF-WP repre-
sents. But to even attempt to cover up a complete fabrication by
referring themselves to Lenin, or to " Moscow's respec ted journal
! Questions of Economics ' " is, in our opinion, utterly and totally
despicable. o

Let us ask the SF-WP ideologues to consider the follo-
wing quotation from the Communist Manifesto : 3

1" In countries where modern civilisation has become
fully developed, a new class of petit-bourgeois has been formed,
fluctuating between proletariat and bourgeoisie, and ever renewing
itself as a supplementary part of bourgeois society. " (101)

We estimate that's in that class that we must locate
the political and economic interests of SF-WP and those of ! quali-
fied engineers, scientists etc. !. In the new petit-bourgeoisie wh
can, at times, function as a class ally of the proletariat but could
also turn against it in terror and violence.

The new petit-bourgeoisie has an external relation to

production. It doesn't produce surplus value...s0 w!ule it qm”m 4
surplus value , it hasn't got the faintest idea whepa comﬂw‘ :

SF-WP do not understand surplus value = the: ward.1a e} SREEARE i
even once in their book. SF-WP do not understand exploitation =

the concept does not appear even once in their book .

(100) ! The Irish Ind. Rev. ! as above p. 150 o
(101) Marx/Engels ! The Communist Manifesto ! |

p.64
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The preoccupation of the new petit-bourgeoisie is how
to control that surplus value produced by the workers...so their
engulfment on the question of State contrql and State ownership and
of course, State socialism. The State which they hope one day to
control. The capitalist State which provides the daily bread and
butter to the SF-WP leading figures anyway.

And it's this basic drive behind their perspectives
which must be grasped , if we are to objectively evaluate the class
interests of SF-WP. So when they say that they are part of the
Jacobin tradition, the bourgeois terror of the late 18th century , we
have to agree with them. But we must be permitted to say that the
Irish working class of 1977, and all and every worker anywhere in
the whole wide world, can do well without any meddling with this
type of "' open conspiracy ! .

’

For as Marx used to say

" Petty bourgeois socialism aspires...to cramping
the modern means of production and of exchange within the frame-
work of the old property relations that have been, and were bound
to be, exploded by those means. In either case it is both reaction-
ary and utopian., " (102)

Freo subscription offered to the reader who sends

us : ‘
plete}:; .beSt caption for the above photo. No insults

(102) ' The Communist Manifesto !
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as above p.65

Reflections
on Agricalture
Section 3

Ground Rent

Marx, in Volume III of Capital, devotes ten chapters to a
detailed examination of ground rent. There is no ambiguity in Marx's
work that ground rent is a social relation which must be scientific-
ally grasped and understood BEFORE any serious attempt is made
to analyse the development of capitalism in a social formation.

In this Section III of our essay, we will examine a limited
number of aspects of the question of ground rent. (1) We will focus
on a general definition and explanation of the two forms of ground
rent: differential ground rent and absolute ground rent. We will
then examine the place of the two forms of ground rent, as social
relations, inside the Capitalist Mode of Production, as well as in-
side pre-capitalist modes. We will illustrate our arguments with
examples from Ireland and thus set the tone for Section IV of our
essay, which will examine the historical co-existence of different
modes of production in the 32 Counties.

Our arguments are based on a number of guide-lines, alr-
eady outlined in the Introduction to this present essay. Wy must:
keep firmly in mind the reality, that if and where capitalism has
developed in an unequal fashion, as is the case in Ireland, this is not
due to a supposed 'unwillingness' of the bourgeoisie to ¢ wlw its
system of exploitation and domination. The bw!jgeﬂl_clm g b
variably been conscious of its economic and political mﬂwi:h

have usually acted in a manner conforming to those interests. 0 =
accuse the bourgeois class of an intellectugl incapacity of o
ing its exploitation is to do them a really big favour.

There is, of course, historical evidence to m
the bourgeois class does at times attempt to curb the dev
of capitalism. Marx shows how the German bourgeoisi

on the destruction of the rule of the feudal junkers Lﬂ :

o SR

(1) : In Section IV of this present essay, due to appear
of The Ripening of Time, there will be a se
led ' Land and Capital ! where the question
be further analysed. 39



State in 1848. (2) One could also argue that the French bou'pswmsw
practised widespread anti-population policies after the Paris Com-~
mune in 1871 and thus indirectly curbed the dgrvelopmci.n't_ of the sys-
tem. But the overriding factor in those h{storlcal conditions for the
German and French bourgeoisie was the fear of social revolution.

Is there any historical evidence to suggest thqt r}}c Er}glish
ruling class voluntarily curbed the development of capitalism in tbe
32 Counties? Is there any evider}ce that Fhey attempted suc.h a policy
in England or in Scotland? And if there is, were t.hqse policies the
answer of the ruling class to a fear of social revolution?

Or, were there any political and economic barriers to the
development of capitalism in the 32 Counties which played a far more
important role in the underdevelopment of Ireland?

These are the fundamental questions we will strive to ans-
wer, It is towards the examination and understanding of these
'barriers' that we have developed our analysis of ground rent and
landed property in this present Section.

We believe that the answers provided to these questions
determine the type of politics, the strategy and tactics and the
organisational forms under which the popular classes will fight
their present anti-imperialist and anti-capitalist struggle. In the
answers to these 'historical' questions lie the seeds of future defeats
or victories for the exploited masses of Ireland.

So these questions assume an importance far greater than

an academic interest. They become burning questions which dogg-
edly demand answers.

<

A. What is ground rent ?

. Ireland is & country where Marxism and [eninism has never
unue managed to gain a strong foothold inside the popular masses.
S a result of this, important Marxist concepts, such as ground rent

le:m:l b::rplu§ value, h§ve been completely hoovered up and annihilated
y rgeois economic and political sciences.

For most people toda
the ! small amount of money

or insurance companies, Gr

y to talk of ground rent is to refer to
' house-owners have to pay to landlords
ound rent is seen as a relic of the past.

In Marxism, gr ; ; {
relation i Whic’hgl :n\;nd rent is a general and widespread social

work and live on the land. '%'ohr;gs WRacerime wealth fram people }Nho

; urplus created by direct producers and it is
eppropriated by a specific fraction of the bourgeoisie : the landlords.

(2) : See particularly ! The Civil Wa

as Engels ' ' The P r in France ! by Marx as well
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easant Question in France and Germany ' .

is in this precise sense that we will define ground
iitoi’“ ic form_in which the realisation of 1 a'ldedgpr‘operf&::ka:s%
[ This cconomic Torm landIords concretise. Their economie 5
tical power ; and as such ground rent would include all sorts of pay-
ments landlords receive by virtue of their property monopoly :
rent, tithes, annuities etc etc.

Ground rent can be expropriated by landlords under differ~
ent forms : as labour, in kind or as money. L.M.Cullen argues, for
example, that even by the end of the 18th century " in much of C'ork
and Kerry the rent continued to be paid in kind " ( 3). But whatever
guise it takes, ground rent remains an economic relation dominated
by those who own landed property.

Marx devoted 200 long pages to ground rent in Vel.IIl of
Capital. He argued that in 1860, in Ireland, the amount of ground
rent appropriated by landlords was three times higher than the com-
bined profits from all manufacture and all professions. (4) There
is not a hint of a doubt that the appropriation of ground rent played a
tremendously important role in the development of capitalism and
the bourgeois class in the 32 Cos. Rents extracted in Ireland rose
according to the following pattern , between the years 1672 and 1880:

1672 : £ 900,000
1687 : £ 1,200,000
1720 : £ 2,000,000
1770 : £ 6,000,000
1815 : £12,000,000
1860 : £14,000,000
1880 : £17,500,000  (5)

The economic importance of these figures is evident . We
will examine the specific implications and the r-elangci importance
of this situation elsewhere.(6) . What is equally significant though
is the implications of this economic relation forthe social and politic~
al life of the country. L .M .Cullen makes the point that : 3

"...rents did pose a problem for the tenant and, i‘n;om
as rents were remitted to England, for the economy as a wbog., T
problem in paying rents - or in remitting them to absantg?ﬁ* 10
not lie simply in the amount, but in the fact that through ini

: dpad 1 L2
harvest failure the surplus in agriculture was...reduced 7

- formally exi:
Marx points out that "....ground rent...iormauy S
without the existence of the capitalist mode of PPO@W”Y‘M

' ; 4 since 1660 p.82
(3) :L.M.Cullen' An Economic History of Ireland &mﬂi )
(4) : Marx : Capital Vol. [ Table p.g56 ( Lawrence &” g

4 ’or ¢
CH)" Hmat figures from L .M .Cullen ( as above ) g;g':;dtht

1860 figure obtained from Marx, Vol. I p.b: v
1880 figure obtained from ' The Land Q‘_;_e:tu;n _ 4,
Irish Economy 1870 - 1903 ' by B.L.Solo % ' i

: See article on the emergence of the Irish
this issue.

LT L.M.Cullen, cited above p.45
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without the tenant himself being an industrial capitalist, nor the type
of his management being a capitalist one. Such is the case , eg in
Ireland. The tenant there is generally a small farmer. What he

pays to the landlord in the form of rent frequently absorbs not me-
rely a part of his profit, that is, his own surplus labour, ( to which
he is entitled as possessor of his own instruments of labour ) but
also a part of his normal wage, which he would otherwise receive
for the same amount of labour...." (8)

In this context the precise role played by ground rent must
be grasped in detail. Otherwise, it would be impossible to develop
a materialist analysis of the economic and historical development
of Ireland - and especially the countryside. This we will attempt to
do in this Section of our essay. We will not deal with the relative
importance of ground rent today...this will be examined in Section
V, in the Conclusions to this present work.

ROk ROk K

Starting from the initial definition outlined above i.e. that
ground rent is an ! economic realisation of landed property ! | three
points emerge immediately:

Firstly, " grqund rent presupposes the existence of landed
property, the ownership of certain portions of our planet by certain

indivic}ua}s " (9) . Ground rent without the existence of landed pro-
perty 1s incongeivable.
Secondly, "all ground rent is surplus value (10). This would

realisatic;];xhu:fﬂlyénzggmsely because ground rent is an economic
oy s p'ropl;ar'ty its extent, in other words how large
Bihe vor it b:xt . .thy ng means determined by the actions
Social b s b h i}rl‘a er by the independent development of
would mean that o the recipient takes no part " :11). This

: al ground rent would increase or decrease not as a result
‘who would maintain rents high or low,
; on the co
rent would be detgrm’ined by mgrtv}rc‘ngl’u::}tlsa‘:?osns,
olitical conditions, technic-

So, with th .
and analyse’the rolee§? fomba i

. Ritial:pointa.in mind, we can now proceed
capitalist moq

rou . 5 i
e of ppoduitio:.d rent, as a social relation, inside the

(8) ¢ Marx {
b -0

(9) ;:Aal"t VI. MRS Vol It Chapter XXXVII - Introduction to
: Marx -y,

* @s above p, 636
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olute ground rent

Marx's work on ground rent outlines tw i
which ground rent appears inside the capitalist ronxor:l:u;ff c;r::;uz;xider
Differential ground rent is , by far, the most common form of )
ground renf. Marx's analysis of differential ground rent covers 100
pages in Part VI of Vol.IlI of Capital ; then comes one final chapter
on the second form : absolute ground rent, inpp. 748-772 of Part V]
in Vol .III .

A superficial reading of Marx on this question may prompt
the reader to make a parallel between differential and absolute ground
rent on the one hand and absolute and relative surplus value on the
other. Such a parallel would be misleading.

Absolute surplus value is examined by Marx in Part III of
Vol. I of Capital ; it is seen as the most central concept in Marx's
analysis of the capitalist mode of production. Absolute surplus value
is the major innovation of Marx and, as he says many times, it is
the ! iron core of capitalism ! . Relative surplus value cannot be
understood and examined without a thorough grasping of absolute sur-
plus value first. Thus Marx's order of presentation : absolute
surplus valu€ and then relative surplus value. (12)

This is not the case with differential and absolute ground
rent. Marx in fact insists that there is no such direct connection
between the two distinct forms of ground rent. He underlines the
fact that differential and absolute ground rent arise from different
circumstances :

" Qur analysis has revealed how the market value....em-
braces a surplus profit for those who produce in any particular sphe-
re of production under the most favourable conditions. ... .A surplus
profit may also arise if certain spheres of production are in a pasn—
ion to evade the conversion of the values of their cpmmo@xtxes into
prices of production, and thus the reduction of their profits to the
average profit. We shall devote more attention to the further.modx.-
fications of these two forms of surplus profit in the part dealing with
ground rent. " (13)

We will argue that these two distinct forms of surPIU"S pro-
fit produce two corresponding distinct forms of ground rent. " Those
who produce under the most favourable conditions " would be Proglaﬁlng
differential ground rent and those who are "...in a position to 4
the conversion of the values of their commodities into prices of pro=-
duction " would be producing absolute ground rent.

Now let us look into the two different forms of ground rent
in detail -

2 ¢ surp. ue
(12) : For a full discussion of relative and absgiutﬁ i h&i 4 '
see Ripening of Time no. 2 p. 45 and no.4 p. 1> '

: Marx Capital Vol. III pp.198-99
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*] Differential rent appears in a very ge'n.er'al 'mannfzr 1}1’1 arll &
spheres of production where ! favourable conditions .nqlte t 1‘0 \:{1>t-
ence of a surplus product posmbl'e. T}_m conversion of 'thlb sur plus
product to surplus profit would give rise to a differential rent.

When the sphere of production in qggstion is agr‘iculture) :
we have a situation where ! favourable conditions ! , such as fertility
of soil, modern machinery and other factors bring about a situation
of surplus profits for the sector. Inside these varying conditions of
production in agriculture we can then locate the material source of
differential ground rent. This rent is appropriated by the landlords

who control landed property ; it is in this context that we can e.xplain
the earlier definition of ground rent as being an economic realisation
of landed property.

Ernest Mandel, in his book ' Marxist Economic Theory ! puts
it thus : " For differential ground rent to appear, the selling price of
agricultural products must ensure the average profit even on capital
invested in the least profitable land. ( 14)

If the favourable conditions necessary for differential ground
rent to appear undergo changes, or if they simply disappear, then
differential ground rent tends to zero as well. This situation came
about many times.....for example, Sir William Petty's ! Treatise
of Ireland ! describes a situation in Ireland in 1686 when prices of
agricultural produce fell so sharply that rents tumbled from 3s 6d
an acre to 2s 6d an acre while the purchase price of land also went
down from as much as 14 years' rent to 10 years'! rent. (15) A simi-
lar situation also occurred during the last quarter of the 19th century
as vast quantities of pampas and prairies came under cultivation with
increasing modern techniques. This simply destroyed the favourable
conditions reigning in wheat producing regions. That coupled with the
improvement of the means of transport which made a reduction of
freight charges possible precipitated a situation where wheat prices
tumbled from 0,60 gold francs a bushel in 1860 to 0.05 gold francs
in 1910, (16) This collapse of prices led both to a fall in the price
of land and to the abandonment of all cutlivation on the less profitable
plots of land. In France, between 1875 and 1900 the ! value ' of rural
property was reduced by 35% on average. (17)

=°=2d Absolute ground rent, on the other hand, is a very specific
S 7t an ok of gitound rent, While differential rent. for sxarie
ple, appears in all spheres of production and not only in agriculture,

(14} . fé&mgelzuj Marxist Economic Theory ! Merlin Press
Eig) : Quoted by L .M. CULLEN as above B. 22

: Nougaro and Oualiq ¢ Evolution d X
(17 et du Transport depuis 150 &:‘C;n 1 2 S.olrgznerce » fu Credit

2 A. Gax‘igou - Lagran 1 % 3 !
ge ! Product ;
rurale ' p.66 ( Quoted by E. Ma:\jgl%gmco‘e g
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Marx does not give any indication of absolute ground rent being appa-
rent anywhere but agriculture.

Absolute ground rent, as already noted, arises in situations
where certain spheres of production, in our case agriculture, is in a
position to evade the reduction of profits to the average rate of profit.
This would imply that somehow certain conditions prevail inside a
sphere of production which hamper the development of competition. ...
for competition, in ordinary circumstances, would bring ab.out an
equalisation of the rate _of profit. So, a‘bsoluye ground rent is the
result of a surplus profit accumulated in agncultu.re due to tl}e fact
that competition between other spheres of production and agriculture
is hampered so that an equalisation of‘the rate of profit does not
operate. Now this is a very special situation and deserves a careful
examination.

Absolute ground rent was an unknown quantity fqr' the class -~
ical economists. Ricardo for example, while fully conscious of the
importance of differential ground rent, }}ad always cons.xdered absolute
ground rent as impossible. Marx, very influenced by Ricardo on the
question of ground rent, did not break out of the Ricardian fr.amewoerk.
until 1862. In a letter to Engels , dated June 18th 1862 he writes (18) :

" .By the way, I have finally managed to see :‘llear_into[
i itty questi it's been quite a while since
his shitty question of ground rent....it's ;
Lald blackypr‘emonitions in relation to the correctnes|s of Ricardo's
theory and I have finally discovered the bluff. i G4
Nearly two months later, he continues in another letter :

" The importance of theoretical solutions on thg l‘ev'el of:ﬁh_eo-
ry alone has become apparent when one observesd stat;stx}i:ixlaentsheo ::m
1 te ground rent w -
for 35 years now the existence of absolu 1 ‘
ticiansy( influenced by Ricarqo ).tr‘y by ‘fo‘r‘c':ed“an(dltgeg%u)cally weak
abstractions to demonstrate its impossibility

This ! theoretical ! discovery of Marx was'cou.plecifagﬁggigiv:m' :
ed by a simultaneous discovery of the concept of Vpiu;:lelz S
This discovery sets the foundations of the gntxrel o .arries uagions
where the relation of price of production with value ¢

the entire Volume.

PRSI S S SRR A

; - P.Ph.Rey
(18) : Free translation from letter in Frenchsulu;\t:gpgiop
in his book ' Les Alliances des Classe / -
(19) : as above Wi
(20) [.etter ol 9th Auqust 1862
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i i it is necessary to introduce a short and summa-
rised oé:lx'tr}:;so?ol\lAnatr"xl'tslcsiiscover‘v and its implications for the quest-
I f absolute ground rent. Otherwise, if the concepts of value and
10n o f production are not clarified and carefully gr‘asped, absolute
pmce;rep:t would remain meaningless and incomprehensible, This,
Zgg::ding to Marx, was the question Ricardo was never able to grasp -
thus he never managed to understand and explain absolute ground

rent.

The value of a commodity in Marxism is determ.ined by the
amount of labour spent in the production of that _comnlodlty. The ge-
neral formula regulating the value of a commodity is : L
In this formula, ¢ stands for constant capital and is the'part of ca-
pital which passés from the means of production into the commodity
( for example cost of machinery) ;v stands for variable capital
and is the sum of wages distributed through the process of production
of the commodity ; finally s stands for surplus value extracted
from the workers through the given process of production . To give
a numerical example, if the value of constant capital going into a
commodity is, say, 100, the sum of the wages distributed 40 and
the surplus extracted another 40 , then the value of that particular
commodity would be V ( for value ) = 100+40+40 = 180.

Under capitalism, different spheres of production, say mining
or engineering or textiles, develop unequally. This inequality reflects
itself in different capital and wage structures inside those spheres,
We call organic composition of a sphere of production the relation
of constant capital to variable capital of that sphere : c¢/v. In the ex-
ample above the organic composition ( ¢/v ) of that particular sphere
of production would be 100/40 = 5/2 = 2509 .

‘Unequally developed spheres have unequal organic composition
of capital. For example in the modern and advanced sectors of industry
constant capital, c , tends to be high for a lot of investment has been
poured into machinery . That would make c¢/v high and would give
a_h_xg_;h organic composition of capital; for example, in Ireland, the
pharmaceutical sector would be a sphere of production with a high

organic composition of capital, The opposite would be true of a more
traditional sector like shoe manufacturing,

i Afs capitalism dgvelops, as the employers invest more and more
lrtl\;mg or higher profits, investment in machinery grows an awful
ot taster than investment in wages . That would mean that the organic

:Nlth thesg concepts in hand, Weé can now proceed to look into the iron
aw of capitalism : the tendency of th

The rate of profit is caleulated by the formula: s / ctv .

» S, out of the work-~
ant cry for highep . Thus the ever const-

the amount of

Higher productivity means inevitably one of two things:
either workers get thrown out of jobs and the remaning ones are for-
ced to produce harder ( at which case the sum of wages paid by the
employers, v, gets smaller and the rate s/ct+y gets bigger ) or more
advanced machinery gets introduced which while raising the amount
of ¢ also increases s,so the rate remains intact . Inside the formula
s/ctv , there is also another important rate : s/v which is the rela-
tion of extracted surplus value over wages distributed and is called
the rate of extraction of surplus value.,.it is in fact the rate of
exploitation of the workers.

If we set the two formulas together ( s/ct+v and s/v ) and
follow our original numerical example we get the following situation:
If c=100, v=40 and s=40, then the rate of profit would be s/ctv i.e.
40/100+40 = 40/140 =2/7 =28.57% . The rate of extraction of surplus
value on the other hand would be s/v =40/4Q =1=100% which in simple
words would mean that workers in such a situation would be worlgng
half a working u? order to reproduce their wages and half a working
day for the boss.

Now if we follow the employer with the above progigctive capa~
city , after the cycle is complete he would get corpmodxtxes of t'otal
value c + v+ s = 180v . Of that 180v 40 would be his surplus whwh
would be realised in the market and will come back to him as p;-of;t.
Assuming none of the profit is wasted in the next cycle our capitalist
would have 40 units to invest. Lets assume now that he invests 30
of his profit into machinery and raw materials and 10 into laboqr.
That would make ¢ = 130 v=50 and if extraction of surplus remains
constant s would go up to 50 as well. During the second cycle ‘though
his rate of profit would be : s/ctv = 50/130+50 =5/18 = 27 % gg;w‘x_'\_
1.57% from his original rate.

. . . - . - S . atist!

t is at this precise point that a crisis confror}ts our capit
His ratIe of profit down he must act : and the only ghmg he;han dc;s
here is to’attempt to raise the rate of extraction high enough so ok
to offset the 1.57% fall.....and this he can do by either Nu::ag
rate of extraction high enough or by laying people off so a'st ddom{ °pw
the total sum of his wages paid. And finally it must be potm etion iy
in order for the fall to be offset the rise in the rate of qx:l:t b
surplus value must be way above 1.57% for a mere equiv
would not offset the fall.

Some would argue at this point that m}ts tﬁiﬁ"ﬁf&mﬁ&
profit to fall is offset by big monopolies by the sl he mass ol aed

: e ihrd that t
mass of profits they make. Whl!e it is true v
in a sphere of production may rise while the rate ofE ompettion that

falling, the capitalist market with all the ?‘?T-EF‘ZOGT?L ive for high
it encompasses sets strict limits to this situation. 4

: : dumping, price
profits brings about over‘pr‘OdUthfm: mcreas:tdci‘i:“f:f’w‘ m,thﬂ
undercutting ....all observable in the curre : italism is not

¢ < 1
the tendency of the rate of profit to fall is fa sﬁailgis:y&;:sm is frag
able to destroy. It is an objective factor of why the o R

and consistently unstable.




To go back now to the organic ‘composit?on of capi.tql mention-
ed above, the implication of low or high organic co-mpc_)suvxon. for th.e
rate of profit of a sphere is direct and crucial. Tradl@c;tlal :a(ictors
of the economy, having low machinery and raw material costs Cou.pled
with relatively low wages, would tend to have a low ctv , thus a high
rate of profit : s/ctv. On the other hand more modern sectors would
have a lower rate of profit beca.u.se their constant and variable capital
are very much higher than traditional sectors.

This is perhaps best demonstrated by the fact that thejr_west_
ment flow of capital is from the advanced sectors to the tradxtloné}l
ones and not vice-versa. [t is capital from the most modern multi-
nationals which pours into and " modernizes " the backward
manufacturing sectors in the 32 counties,

Marx explains this in the following manner :

"....capital withdraws from a sphere with a low rate of profit
and invades others, which yield a higher profit. Through this incess -
ant outflow and influx, or, briefly through its distribution among the
various spheres....the average profit in the various spheres of pro-
duction becomes the same, and values are, therefore, converted to
prices of production, " (21)

Thus we have arrived at the concept of price of production.
If capital flows free of barriers it would tend to equalise the rate of
profit between different spheres....in fact Marx argues that an
average rate of profit would tend to be established. In a situation
of an average rate of profit value (c+ v + s ) and price of production
would coincide. But in unequally developed spheres of production
which have rates of profits either higher or lower than the average

the price of production of that sphere would be either lower or higher
than values.

~ Prices of production are calculated by the following formula:
Price of production ( P)=1(ctv) + (ctv) x Average Rate of Profit.
In other words, price of production would equal the cost of production
(c + v_) plus the cost of production multiplied by the average rate of
profit in the economy as a whole. So in our mathematical example

followed from above price of production ( p ) = ( 100+ 40) + ( 100
+40 ) multiplied by the average rate of pr-or;it. ;

From this would follow that for t iti i
et . raditional sectors the price
of production is UNDER their value; on the contrary the price of pro-

ducti is hi i
nstr:.ot: ?f modern sectors is higher than their value. Let us demo-

In a situation of average rate of profit being 20%

) 80c + 20v + 20 . Rate of profit = 20/100= 20%

Value = 120 Price of product = 120
Rate of profit = 20%

Value = 110 Price of product = 120
Rate of profit = 20%

Value = 130 ppice of production=120

1) 90c + 10y + 10s

III) 70c + 30v + 30s

{21) Marx Capital Vol, I p. 95.6
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This difference between value and price of production is the
core of the Marxist explanation of absolute ground rent, Unless the
difference and the variation between the two is carefully grasped
absolute ground rent cannot be possibly examined and understood’.
It is based on this point that we will then argue ,

According to the tendency for the equalisation of the rate of
profit this difference between price of production and value would
tend to diminish as the always present ebb and flow of capital takes
place. BUT if capital faces an external force which it cannot over-
come completely , then in those spheres of production where this
'external force ! operates the equalisation of the rate of profit
will not take place. That would mean a constant difference between
the price of production and value.

We argue that agriculture is such a sphere of production; the
existence of landed property is the external force that ‘capital has to
face . And because it is a sphere with low organic composition of
capital, its price of production, as we have argued above, would be
continuously lower than the value of the agricultural products.

And in this situation between unequally developed spheres of
production, we can now trace the continuous existence of surplus
profits. It is this continuous capacity of agriculture to be able to
exert enough constraints on capital so that its prices of produ.cnon
remain low enough , which brings about constant s_urplus profits to
agriculture..... and it is those surplus profits which are then trans-
formed into absolute ground rent and expropriated by the landlords.

To finally summarise what has been said so far : Marx's
discovery of the concept of price of production coincides with his
discovery of ground rent. Ground rent, and equclally absolute '
ground rent, has its roots in the capacity of agriculture to keep }t:h
prices of production consistently lower than the value of the a_gt;ucu f-
ural products. Therefore, in a sphere of low organic cgmp«.)sxt O“lnzd
capital, such as agriculture, if the flow of capital can be c‘o‘fl‘st::hich
by an external force, there arises a situation of §urplus pr;:fl i
are expropriated by those who control that specific external force.

As a result of the above, it would become clear the:hm s;:ﬁl;_a
sphere as soon as this ' external force ! disappears th?lt gusl’d o
tion would change. .. .the equalisation of the rate of pro ld :ent S
to operate once more and the existence of absolute groun
become really problematic.

R W

Based on the above assumptions Marx attempteg to ::il::l‘;y
Strate the existence of absolute ground rent not only ¢ ::l;;ems and
but in reality. And it's at that specific point that ne‘t; geath i
complexities appeared. In fact by the time of Msar){t would be impor-
chapter on ground rent was still not complete. So 1 of ground rent
tant to look at the concrete situation of the existence
a bit closer :

2 i the
As soon as the demand for agmcultur};al fel‘:dd::;;;?e';' i
selling price of those products would have t ender the condition that
well. This re-arrangement would take place u
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the land structure in the country in question wo}:zlc.! havepto ;‘et?]1<i1n
constant. If new fallow or unused land is brought ln:)o u‘.,;: ad Ia A
precise moment the re-adjustment. of prices yvould i]o te 1'. (;1 : :act,
as already mentioned in p.44 of .thls essay, if enough new a'n M’f %
brought into cultivation prices will not rise but, on the contrary, fall.

Now this series of suppositions would apply to a soc;’al form-
ation dominated by capitalism and it‘would assume thf:t no investment
takes place in any sphere of prodvuctxon unless a profit equ‘a! to the
average rate of profit can be arrived at. Under thqse condltioqs, and
this a basic hypothesis of Marx and all other classical economists,
fallow or unused lands will not be invested in unless they can bring
at least a rate of profit equal to the average rate of profit.

So while ground rent would exist in a society, as soon as demand
for agricultural produce rises the selling price of agricultural commo-
dities would rise and that would enchance the possi bility of further
extraction of surplus profit. But it is at this precise moment that
problems appear. Marx says :

" A slight increase in market prices bringing them above the
price of production will be sufficient to throw new lands of the less
fertile category into the market ' |,

But if this happens prices would not rise. . . . .so the situation
in agriculture would be one of rising new investment and falling prices
rather than the opposite. A curious situation which would seem to
undermine Marx's assumptions on absolute ground rent. For it must
be obvious by now that if investment rose and prices fell absolute
ground rent would tend to disappear.

Marx accumulated an amazing amount of statistics on Ireland,

India and China. But. by the time of his death he had still not answered
the above contradiction. His theoretical demonstration of the existence

o o\ntZ};aStirrlate that the only possibility of furthering Marx's con-
analysis of st}oleu € ground rent is squarely based on a historical class
what we pro Cotun:irygde, In our case of the 32 counties. And this is
ence of 4 dpose fo © 1n the next Section of our essay. In the coexist-
iove oert o) Capitalism with the pre-capitalist modes of production,

¢ = s ¢
located and examined, © the ambiguities present in Marx can be

( to be continued in issue 9 )
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The public image of the fishing industry is “
huge cluster of interwoven parts and concepts.su?h as fish
markets, processing plants, harbours, boat building, net .
factories, national fishing limits, loans and grants, Business
and Finance, profits, romance, inv?stments, ac.lventurg and
tragedy at sea. Sifting through thu_s maze of impressions, we :
search for the main link in the chain of e)‘cplou:mg akfesozl."zh-
and supplying a need to the consumer, we find th(_e wor utlgisl
erman, the man in the forefront of the Fask of w:mmmg i
resource from the sea despite difficulties social and phys
ical, hazards economic amd personal.

It is almost impossible to find a sansffcgog Wl
answer to the question why a fish?rmat.\ choose§1th:r;gition
first place. Many would be following 1n a f§m1 y o loy:
more would see it as an acceptabh’e altt'aman;rg t:o:pezs ke
ment, and some would see it as a job with go P’t ot
becoming an owner of their own boat. Im fact, mt)o B 3
as a career in itself, but as a stepping Stones PRt
desirable position. The romantic or aglventut:ucame.r. oo
also play some part in selecting fishing 8;e FPisheries Dep~
this aspect is used to a large degree in t i coadian
artment advertisements to attract boys to the Chatsshai
scheme for fishermen. It is interesting to note

) ;
¥ g in the department's
were 1,500 applicants for thirty places 1: boregrgres <

H two ou
last training group. However, only a recent Survey,

leavers considered fishing as a career mlicanu o
and this would lead one to expect 120 app

e want, and
Could this be the ratio between what yOU::eP:?’;igh m;ﬂlﬂ‘
what they will accept, in the present st ; ;
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When a man settles into a job on a fifhing boat,
he finds some aspects difficult to get u§ed to. Fhe lo?g'and
uncertain hours, the primitive and sometlwes'unegessarll)
laborious methods of work, and often thellndlfference of the
skipper-owner who started the same Vay himself, but seldom
tries to improve the working condltl?ns as pressures to meet
the cost of running and paying off his boat w111.take most of
his attention. However, if he can develop an attitude of
accepting these drawbacks, they may be more than balanced
by a job that can be very satisfactory, ?nd up to the last
few years could be very well paid, even if the hours arc
about twice that of most jobs ashore. Also, an almost unique
kind of comradeship and a feeling of belonging to a separate
rather special group of people who are inclined to remain in
their own groups even when asiore on social occasions. Very

few leave fishing, and those that do seem to come back,
despite the changes for the worse that have been creeping
into the industry over the last 3 or 4 years.

The reasons for these changes are twofold - first
the severe escalation in the price of crude oil in 1973 turned
the whole economics of fishing upside down. The running ex-
penses, which up to then comprised about one tenth of the
average returns, have now become from a fifth to a quarter,
despite an approximately threefold increase in the price of
fish. Since the crew is given a share of the net returns when
these expenses are deducted, this amounted to a savage cut
in pay at a time when inflation was eating into the buying
power of his money anyway.

Secondly, the fish stocks were coming under
increasing pressure from bigger and more greedy fleets from
Holland, Germany, France and East European countries who
were also under pressure of increased costs and were being

exc}uded from traditional grounds by countries extending
their fishing limits.

Herrings, the species the Irish fleet depended
on for about 75% of their income, decreased alarmingly over
.the years 1972-75, and they have now become 80 scarce that
only tye modern, large sophisticated boats can fish them
economically. The effect of this for most crewmen was that
the day of the 'big lump' was over, and he was now large-
}y dependant on 'white'fishing which required steady slogg-
INg to earn a week's wages, and seldom produced a 'big'
wage, though it sometimes deteriorated to a level where
t;ebarzly covered expenges, and left nothing to divide at
frome:hQOE the uee?. This meant he was dependant on a 'sub'
¢ - owner. This, together with the usual time lost
o:et;o ad weather meant that 'subs' would be deducted
wageaewgzzzu:ei::‘a:nd :e w:s’ghu? o i ey

custome ig' week to make thi
appear better, Most fishermen, bein optimi i
remember the good weeks and f;rget %hepb:mLSts' e
most of them were inclined to have an inf?a:::sid:: Ezaiheir
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mind of their true earnings.

This was now changed for many of them because of
higher operating costs and falling stocks. Consequently
they were taking a new look at the job as a whole and were
comparing it with working conditions ashore. It became clear
to many of them that there was a great need of crew members
organisations, to try and have some control over the things
that affected their job conditions. Earlier attempts to
organise ‘a Sharefishermen's Association were revived with
some success, but it soon became apparent that it was diff-
jcult to keep such an organisation going because of tye
fragmented and itinerant nature of thg job, In fact, }t had
started to disintegrate when some of its members got in con-

tact with a trade union and attempted to sell the idea
fairly =snccessfully to the general membership. Thus, -the
Nationa! Fisherman's Branch of the ITGWU was borm. With it

came a new awareness and a new unblinkered look at the crew-
man's working situation. Stripped of its aura of romance and
adventure, and compared in purely social and monetary terms
with ashore jobs, it looked like a transplant from fe?dal
times. Pay on an hourly rate is lower than'for unsklllgd
female workers onshore before equa} pay. S?Clally, the time
away from home was no longer than in some jobs a§hore, but
what made it worse was the uncertainty of when time off
would be available.

For the single crewman, it meant no regular
attendance at social or other activ%ties = thxs_may be
why crewmen seldom seem invo%veq in matters or mJ..xd
socially with people outside flsh1ng.‘?or the ?arrgg e
crewman, it meant extra pressures on his relationship wi
family - his time off is so irregular.

Of course, fishing had become more intensive 1n_;h:1
sixties. Low interest loans, and generous graats, were ;?al al -Q
for new boats, and a new class began to emerge, th? ilcbu:wztio
skipper, who moved out to their new house on the hil ; G
moved away from their crews insofar as few of them now ] gaiés
in the work of discharging fish or mending nets. In :anyhighc:’
it meant they put on extra shares, that 1s,'t:ey ;oger:ing
proportion of the total earnings. After a nig t o_Ob et
fishing, the crew would start the long labor10:§ Jer ok
charging the fish and mending the nets = the skipp )
would go home for a sleep.

However, the crewmen accepted this = thgsz:;:y
getting a few more crumbs from the table, and szm:hanged when
might be skipper owners too. But the whole SCE.!nh an unprece~
the higher costs and falling catches, along wit e
dented increase in the cost of new vessels, m§k:2w find 5‘@’9
of a skipper-owner far less desirable. Cre?menharder for less
sclves in the position where they are Yorkl:7tﬁnugh scarcity
money = more boats are chasing fow?r flsh.‘ s by’inff'
has improved the price of fish, this 18 Fnation ;
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easing running costs. No real attempt at Conservatl?n 18
evident at the moment. The hassle over the doc%aratgun of
unilateral measures against trawlers over 110 feet is really

i ing i > 1 problem.
nly diverting attention from the rea :
i, A PLAN TO CONSERVE FISH STOCKS TO PROVIDE TH? :
MAXIMUM NUMBER OF JOBS FROM A SUSTAINABLE CATCH

The present argument is really ab?ut who %f going
to get the biggest share of the spoils ravaging the fish
stocks. When the grounds are denuded - and the only argument
at the moment is who is going to do it - the people thh‘tho
capital will invest in something else, and rhe crewmen will
be left with skills that there is no demand for, and with
very little chance of becoming employed elsewhere. Without
being strongly organised to affect copservuriﬁn measures,
the main issues facing crewmen now, like pensions, minimum
pay, sick pay, holidays, unfair dismissal, vtv.: would become
academic, and all he will have to worry about will be
redundancy payment.

All this has made the fishing subculture break up
and owners are finding they have more in common with fish
merchants and other employers, while crewmen find their only
salvation lies in joining up in larger groups of workers to
get the muscle to protect their interests. There is much
interest awakening among crewmen in the wider economic
implications of their position, and one of the interesting
ideas that have come forward is that smaller boats using
less destructive methods of fishing, and working more social
hours, would provide about six times the number of jobs for
the same capital cost. This may not produce millionaires as
the present system has, but if it worked it would solve most
of the problems, and certainly deserves further investigation.
New thinking is needed at 5 national and E.E.C. level if
crewmen and the fish he depends on are not to become an
extinct species. His survival as 2 worker is of no interest
to other sections of industry, so he will have to rely on
his own efforts,

Paddy Daly, May 1977
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Inlmﬂ“c‘lnn The tasks of an analysis

In Ripening of Time no.s 3 and 4 we attempted to analyse
the rise of the State in the 26 counties. It was assumed that there
existed a bourgeois class in Ireland for whom a State was essential
to control and dominate the other classes in the social formation.
We now begin an analysis of the emergence of the bourgeois class
in Ireland and its struggle with other social classes.

It is not possible to examine the bourgeois class ! as a
whole ! or ! in general ! and then apply that schema to this or that
society. Nonetheless, theemergence of the bourgeoisie through
history in many countries of Western Europe, like England, France
and Holland, as well as in the United States, has been the basis of
an ideal(ised) model of ! bourgeois society ! which still exherts a
powerful ideological influence in the minds of the bour
Therefore, even though in reality it may correspond to s aotn
historical situation, Marxists must

be able to first grasp the
general model

» in order to investigate what lies behind it.

Soci.al classes exist only in struggle ; and class struggle
takes place in different conditigas inside specific social formations.

'In Ireland, these condions have differed crucially from those of the

[ gegeral mod.elA' ; even though it is in terms of this model that the
rish bourgeoisie now wants to understand itself. The Irish conditions
have been more aki

¢ . in to the situation in countries i b
big capitalist metropol Soe dempisiy

: €S...a situation often seen in terms of the
controversial notion of underdevelopment .

i The bourgeoisie conceives its
ising force, the spearh

g e.lf tg be the universal modern-
; Ol progress in the world. In Irela d,
E::taasr; 136?‘1: t}’lBth cle_?turly, De Valera in the 1930s an(;‘(ia(::;r‘
: e politic i 1 ] i
drive. In the 1970s ﬁrstethexpr‘es.smn e o
O'Donohue allocated this
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Ireland was a colony ; today it is a divided and dominated
country . The formal political independence of the 26 counties has
not - and could not have - meant a real economic and political so-
vereignity. On the side of the bourgeois class , this situation has
brought about a particular make-up of the bourgeois power bloc :
big landlords whose weight was and still is very substantial,allied
to a comprador big bourgeoisie, whose own economic base in the
country was weak and who functioned chiefly as a commercial and
financial intermediary for the penetration of imperialist capital.
We will argue that the bourgeoisie in Ireland remained weak and
unable to assert its domination either over other social classes or
indeed over imperialist capital - this as much historically as today.
It is on this particular situation that we have focussed the present
essay.

The consequence of this particular situation on the side of
the dominated classes was on the one hand the permanent numer.ical
and political weakness of the working_; class relative to the massive
weight of a subjugated peasantry while on the‘oghe‘r hand ?he quite
I particular disposition " of the petty bourgeoisie in both its trgdx—
tional and ' new ! fractions in relation to the State, republicanism,
culture/language/tradition and nationhoogi in general. That aspect
of the situation we will examine in later issues of the journal.

soksioioRIckilok dotoRckIR ok

The struggle of bourgeois, proletarian’or_ other residual
pre-capitalist class forces makes up a qoptrad;ctmn_, Each part of
that contradiction is  itself of a non-unified cpntre_,dxctory make-up.
So when we analyse one pole of that con:tradictxpn , in our case to:lh‘zt,
the bourgeoisie, we analyse it not on}y in relation to _thg clasacisn“ -
it dominates, and by which it is dominated, but also in its own r
nal complex set-up.

Inside the bourgeois class as a whole, industrial, merchant
and banking fractions exist as warring.fractxons. It mf thesoE frachomlmd b
that impinged on Ireland from the outside - _above all m;m& pg el
and it is these fractions which are now arising and reproducing
selves within Ireland.

In the article entitled ' The Break-up of capital ;f“éﬁ‘g'ﬁpg
sent issue we have presented a more dqtm_led treetm?'nt e
me ptation of the bourgeois class. It is inside the e:: 13’ gl
period in England and inside the pre-capitalist modes : produc
in Ireland that we can trace the roots of these different ware mﬂ
bourgeois fractions.

We will argue that the specific d°mm‘n°n:: g:}m:w
England has brought about a situation that thf‘°§’gh tthe e e,
and extension of the capitalist mode of pr‘oducuonl, — o ot
with all its warring fractions, developed not really “”auyy‘i ‘many
two. These two are of course linked together htstoﬂimc genc
complex and contradictory ways. Our account of the’u«h‘#\, )
the development of the bourgeois class in Ireland wil e

b7




distinguish and separate bourgeois fractions jwhose bu;is gf accumu-
Jation is Ireland, but which remain an extension of capitalism in
England, from those whose basis of accumulation is also Ireland,
but are a product of the specific development and taking root of
capitalism in Ireland.

ok OISR AAIR AR A

PISISIR 33 23

Modes of production exist not alone but in co-existence.
Elements of different modes of production, for example lqndlo_r'ds
and industrialists exist alongside each other. They are united in their
common drive for further exploitation and profit and they are in
conflict and competition precisely because of that same drive. Hence,
we will argue that a bourgeois class includes fractions, such as land-
lords, not directly the product of capitalist reproduction, but even, if
temporarily, in opposition to that reproduction ( This point is more
fully discussed in Ripening of Time issue 3 pp. 7-8 and will also be
taken up in issue 9 of the journal. )

An account of the Irish bourgeoisie will have to separate
distinct modes of class struggle and locate them historically. While
in ' model ! capitalism struggles between the bourgeoisie and land-

lords have preceded those between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie,

land struggles between the agricultural labouring classes and the
landowners have also played a crucial but still not fully understood
and explicated role. In many countries the land struggles are written
out of the history of the bourgeoisie as it understands itself. They
are only beginning to be examined by Marxist historians, economists
and sociologists ( see for example Captain Swing by D.Rude and E.
Hobsbawm, the works of M .Marini and Anibal Quillano in South
Amcriica, P.Ph. Rey's excellent work on the Congo etc. ) An under-
standing of the particularly crucial role of the land struggles in

{rc:(and - historically and today - must also be a major part of our
ask.

kRN ARkl AR AR Ak

Acsle sheate siond st
3 ARAIAORAS o

All history is the hi
the bourgeois class i

produce itsglf. This

1story of class struggle. The history of
s the history of its struggle to maintain and re-
» in Ireland, can be said to have been often un-
ast and very precarious today. To analyse this

1ains ahead of us, in Ireland .
1.1 s ggg_c.)_dlsation in ' Imperialism . the
pitalism. This 1s Turihor elaborated by Nicos
sses in Contemporary Capitalism ' . The brilliant

. ation by Perry Ande g
el it ; erson of pre-bourgeois Europe
n' Lineages of the Absolutist State ! Bed Siven us alsogaddit,ionalp

Periodisati s baras P g
tion of owner:;)l?'lsa“}?n’ that is using eriteria such as the concentra-
e d‘lp', the extent of the socialisation of labour. the
vision of labour and the extratction of sur‘p,lus value,
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enables us to analyse correctly the changes in the mode of production
and hence locate historically the organisation of the bourgeois class
in relation to other social classes. ( See also the discussion of this
problem in Ripening of Time no. 3)

¢ Feste stexle e steslesle
Rk TR A

SRR ANRAK Aokl

Thu‘s the task of analysing the historical emergence of the
bourgeoisie in Ireland inyolves, like any other materialist research,
a return to and a reworking of the fundamental theoretical categories

of revolutionary Marxism, It involves in fact a contribution to the
completion of the task which Marx himself left unfinished ; the task
anticipated in the final incomplete chapter on ! Social Classes ! in
Vol. Il of Capital. We shall proceed by small steps in an attempt
to begin this work.

The Take- 0ff




Pre - Cromwellian period

l. Through the last quarter of the 16th Century in Ireland, the
British colonialists carried out a twenty year protracted process

of destruction, through which the entire economic and social org-
anisation of the country was annihilated and the mass of the popul-
ation reduced to a state of abject poverty. This period of system-
atic destruction dismantled the social structures of thfz Clan sys-
tem and transformed the social relation between the different layers
of the Clans. (1) i :

The plantation policy of the British, during the 16th Century,
was a policy of 'surrender and regrant' by which all land held in
Ireland (including commonland) was to be surrendered to the Brit-
ish administration and regranted as land 'under title from the Crown!,
In most areas, the chiefs and upper layers of the Clan system were
given title to the land while the mass of the people were turned into
tenants or labourers, without the customary right to use the land.

The granting of the land title to the chiefoften ensured his loy-
alty to the new rulers - the English landowners - while the ancient
tradition of allegience to the chief blocked widespread revolt against
the 'chief cum landlord!. The colonialists had managed to use the
hierarchies and customs of the Clan system to their own advantage,
while simultaneously destroying its social structures and its econ-~
omic bgse. The lessons of the colonisation of Ireland were well used

in the later expansion of British capital across the globe.,

There is, however, evidence to demonstrate that the Clan sys-
tem was already on the decline

In England, at the same time imi i
» @ simila
place - the wealth and prosperi Foodd St byl

: erity of the 15th Centur transfor-
med into poverty and miser b Y was tran .0
lengthy period of transiti Y or 1 snd ol the 1.6th Century. This

(1) The ; Wt e
; is:ue l::.sgitfe{]r“h:ngilts decline is looked at, in more detail, in

J pening of Time, apt;j : 1 o
elopment of Capitalism in [reland ', PP, lgle A T

(2) The process is examined more closely in the section of the

artcle 'Reflect; i i is i
il ;e:t(':t.logs. c:\z;’.9 /-f\fg.mculture' » In this issue, called
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" The forcible usurpation....was generally accompanied by
the turning of arable into pasture land, beginning at the end of
the 15th and extending into the 16th century....But at thatsame
time, the process was carried on by individual acts of violence
against which legislation, for a hundred and fifty years fought
in vain...Town and manufacture increase as ... little occup-
iers of the land are reduced to the state of day-labourers and
hirelings." (3)

The wars raging in the Irish countryside continued
for 20 years ; the lower layers of the clan society, the herdsmen
and the freemen , were crushed but land remained in the hands of
Irish lords. The herdsmen and the freemen were now transformed
into ' new ' tenants who through their unabating resistance forced
their continued protection by the old customs of the clan system, for
example the right to a lifetime on a piece of land.

" The beginning of the century was marked by a com-
plete breakdown of the economic life of the country, afte

plete breakdown of the economic life of the country,
after which the industrial organisation had to be built
up anew from its foundations. The last quarter of the
sixteenth century witnessed a devastating war in [re-
land, in the course of which property of all kinds was
deliberately and ruthlessly destr‘oyed. . . The whole of
Ireland was impoverished and laid waste. "' (4)

The social structure of th: country had besn rt:g:;;f:-
ely transformed through this period. The economy was des
fanc}l/ gradually rebuilt on a new basis. For gxample, under .the Sflfi?re-
system agriculture was mainly around hunting and the .regtm;gto Ay
stock. This produced a situation where exports were l.xm; t‘: i
and hides. However, the new settled ( sedentary ) agricu .tr: .
emerged after the destruction, and tbe cottage 1ndustmest1 remghlations.
with it, was based on a completely different set gf prope:;l’zmt e
This new type of economy gave rise to an expanding m?};'s el i ,
involved in the export of beef, butter, wool and y;rn. nlzmg ” %
capital was still controlled by native merchaxgs. nlél{;\o i lomyearms,
of commerce took place : during the period 1630 to i
Irish shipping increased hundredfold. (5)

But this existing trade was turned to thfeac ?:gtd:e;p:ldmm
exclusively. There was very little internal trade - ;'ch remained in
by a 1495-law forbidding trade between Irishmen tw flthe ity 11
operation well into the seventeenth century. MtosT!?B only commodity
towns were ports, dotted around the Irish coast. The lack of invest-
with a substantial domestic market was tobexclco-a kots . the lack of
ment into agriculture, the absence of interna ": :e land were far more
tools and equipment meant that grazing and pastu
dominant than tillage.

J 6/680.
(3) K. Marx. Extracts from 'Capital'. Vol. 1. pP 676/

i in the 17th
i : ic History of Ireland in t e
o gz;s:yo.non‘&xf Kelley. Clifton. 1972. P, ,3-

(5 as above. P. 111,
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very prevalent as a response to the many
gh English Parliament to forbid the ex~
to those countries the British Empire was
hich had been an important outlet for

Smuggling was
pieces of legislation put throu
port of products from Ireland
at war with, such as Spain, W
native merchants.

Industry was very weak during this period. Qapital i.n-
flow into manufacture had not yet ta.ken place. Raw wool, linen freize,
brewing and tanning were the main industries and for the most part
wepe carried out by scattered independent producers or small work~
houses. Money lenders existed and robbed the people of a large
amount of surplus and, according to O'Brien, the average interest on
£ 100 was £ 40, over a very short period. (6)

As the 17th Century moved on, it was clear that the destruct-
ion and rebuilding had not succeeded in subjugating the mass of the
population to the complete rule of English landlords and merchants.
Native lords still held sway and were in fact growing more power-
ful under the newly imposed system of property relations. The huge
rents extracted remained in the hands of these native lords, as they
had been given title to the land. The small but growing amount of
trade was also controlled by native merchants.

The first half of the seventeenth century witnessed a growth in
@he amount of small scale industry, mainly cottage~based and in
increase in thg lgvel of output of the tenant farmers and agricultural
labourers, This increasing wealth was becoming a great attraction
to a new and growing class in England. Violent conflict had broken
out in England between the feudal lords, on the one hand, and the
?::ét'&(:lmorp?}fglali.sed glentr)f'in alliance with a growing industrial
B g e r;ufmg lc ass mengIand, on the other hand. Ireland
ful merchants emdolcaa dimlgt % hthIS o i The.ex‘tr‘emely i
e s C: or lsl'w © were investing in industry gave
g i thgn’;we. 1an invasion of Ireland. The feudal lords

rrival of Cromwell with a whole new era of

destruction and more violent plantion was the effect of this in Ireland, |

Il. The plantation

confli[c\tssk;nginfs glany times through Irish history, the internal

i Irelandsz g gave a certain amount of space for the discon-

e o be channelled into rebellion and revolt. It was
nner of smashing this revolt, that Cromwell arrived on

the shores of Ire]
tiOf\/R‘etzonStr'ug?i and. The 14 year war that followed and the destruc-

. wereet ?&ltltle of the Boyne, while the interests

with the feuda] st g otally overrun. The chief/landlord sided

ltaneously the def S 1n many instances, and their defeat was simu-
eat of the native lords in Ireland, with the peasant

(6) as above, p. 67,
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and labouring classes the cannon-fodder for both. i :

for dominance in England by different fractions of X?};fﬁ; scthrusgsqlea
were reproduced in Ireland, there was no equivalent inside the count
of the rising industrial-manufacturing fraction of the ruling class e
in this country. The landlords and merchants continued to hold pow=
er and in the decades which followed any attempt at the development

of industrial capital was quickly blocked by the strong interests in
England who wanted no competition from an Irish manufacture, .

o

The result of the Cromwellian wars was massive-scale depop-
ulation and desolation. It was a war waged mainly against the native
lords in Ireland, who were driven from their lands, executed, dep-
orted or banished to Connaught to lord the less fertile lands of the
West. The Cromwellian slogan of 'To Hell or to Connaught! was no
idle threat.

This plantation policy differed sharply from the earlier system
of 'surrender and regrant' and was carried through by the direct
plantation of English landlords and tenants into Ireland. The fact
that the earlier system had not succeeded in fully crushing the people
was a lesson well learnt, Cromwell did not depend on pieces of pap-
er and legal niceties - if subjugation by law did not work, then....
annihilation would.

English records of the time put the economic value of this
destruction at £32 million pounds, the equivalent of over 32 years
of total rent extracted from Ireland., The majority of the population
was massacred; William Petty in his!Treatise on Ireland' estimated

the population at 600,000 natives and 300,000 settlers at the end
of the wars. (7)

The extreme state of misery and desolation, the result of fam-
ine and plague brought about through the wars, are well-documented
in Prendergasts' book 'The Cromwellian Settlement of Ireland' :

" Ireland now lay void as a wilderness. Five-sixths of her
people were perished. Women and children were found daily
perishing in ditches, starved. In the years 1652 and 1653, the
plague and famine had swept away whole countries, that a man
might travel twenty or thirty miles and not see a living creat=
ure. Man, beast, and bird were all dead or had quit those
desolate places...it was so rare to see either smoke by day
or fire or candle by night....Thousands of Irish lay daily
starving for want of food. " (8)

: The wars and the plantations transformed every aspect of soc~
ial life in Ireland. English landlords replaced the native lords. Of
the 8,000 Catholic landlords, all except 26 were dispossessed by
Cromwell and his administrators. About 500 were !compensat

with small amounts of land in Connaught - of those who declared
loyalty' to the new administration. In all, only one-seventh of the
land area remained in the hands of native landowners.

(7) William Potty * "Treatiss of Treliad quoted in G. O B!'iﬁnngp‘"nc |
) J. Prendergast : 'The Cromwellian Settlement of Ireland' vlﬂﬂ G
P. 307/8.. London. 1870. p. 197 ‘

SR SRR

(9) Butler : 'Confiscation in Irish History'
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guet in 1881, described the adminis~
tration of the plantations. The 'adventurers', he argues, advanced
£200 in Ulster for 1,000 acres of land, in Connaught £300, in Mun-
ster £450 and in Leinster £600. The new lords were either the sol-
diers of Cromwell or the landowners of England. The English lords
in Ireland who fought on the winning side got land under the plantat-
ions, but in general there was a huge increase in absenteeism as
vast areas of land were now controlled by English landlords living
in England. During this period, absentee landlords controlled about
a quarter of all land under rent
While native landlordism had been destroyed, the tenants and
labourers were taken on by the new lords in many areas.Trans-
plantation did not replace the working population. Those who were
found guilty 'by trial' of fighting against the Crown were executed
but many other became the tenants and labourers of the soldie ¢
turr}ed-landlords. The tenants still demanded the customar 'rs}:
to life-long leases on this land and for a short period this dy' _— (E
was not challenged. It was laterto be met with the violence L;néllxn
penal laws which fixed short leases and excluded Catholics ? oy
many areas of economic life, such as trade and the profe i
‘By the end of the wars, no native shipping remai dSS}I?}l;lS.
angxlggtmerc}::nté:aplital of the pre-war period was ito?aell; de:t:c)»(;
. it was the English merchants (riding on h fi -
being drawn from the Engli g HEE REGH S
ol L e s:h:lzor‘r;:zses) took control over Irish trade.
b < went into decay....Dublin was in
' All the old Irish inhabita i
whatever trade continued tgtzeW:;‘:P;ié‘éVsn rom. the. lanERLAe
factors on behalf of English merchants 'r'h( ]\}’)6)15 Soncueae Py

W : ;

vec;c;cislswggczl}:ec;)‘virjed the midlands, were razed to the ground, the

i % oo ;:dl(—?g mdufstr-y were destroyed. Tillage had al,l but

’
e o ) res of crops had been burned and livestock
Onc j

dismantleillz:c;‘?i;}s]? whole economic life of the country had been

in England. The fouroy_ed B lame By the qrowing Dourgecia fione
owing 40 years was a period of rebuilding the

economy and the i
i social st
conditions. ructure under new rulers and under new

Engels in a letter to Jenny Lon

continued in issue 9

(10 i
) G. O Brien. quoted above, R. 113
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Some comments on the book of Raul M anglapus: Ehih'ggjnegs the
Silenced Democracy,-Marvknoll, New York: Orbis Rooks 1976.

Raul S. Manglapus, founder of the Christian Social Mpve-
ment in the Philippines, is now a self-exile from the Marcos dictator-
ship and has recently been granted political asylum by the U.S. &
government. In 1954 under the Magsaysay administrati on, he was
appointed Undersecretary of Foreign Affairs; later he became
Secretary of Foreign Affairs. He was elected to the Senate in 1961,
and to the Constitutional Convention in the seventies.

In his book, Manglapus assails President Marcos for killing
democracy in the Philippines by imposing martial law on September
21st, 1972. He exposes how Marcos manipulated the Constitutional
Convention , rigged the results of referendums, arrested and im=-
prisoned thousands who opposed the dictatorship.

Manglapus also chides the U.S. government for not qoming
ime. He points out

out with an official disapproval of the Marcos regi 0l
that the World Bank and the U.S. multinationals are also giving
‘ticises the !'special relationship'

Marcos enthusiastic support. He cri ?
imposed by the U.S. on the Philippines, and traces these to the imp-
erialist outlook of Theodor Roosevelt, who declared that it was the
'manifest destiny' of the U.S. to expand its power and trade through-
out the world. Manglapus then appeals to the U.S. government to
officially disapprove of the Marcos regime, and withold military and
economic aid from it. He lays his hope o PELG
whose high ideals enshrined in the American Constitution, &
are violated by the government policy of concern for !stability
profits!, and of supporting the Marcos regime that suppresses i

rights of the Filipino people.

ng the repressiveness and de=
d in criticising uS government
the book by M anglapus

~ In spite of its value in expo si
ceptiveness of the Marcos regime, an
policy towards the M arcos administration
suffers from some basic mistakes.
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to as Philippines democracy in 1972
i i ot a government

was no real democracy at all, 51(;10;6 ltt}:zasei)lpelaer"l.yllt’l A%y Si;n g
Iof the people, by the people, and tor L1 d top bureaucrat

ent ruled by landlords, big businessmen, and top : s
gﬁi)’:g:cqient to U.S. interests enriching themse lves 1in offlcehand
suppressing the Filipino masses. M anglapus _fé}llb‘. to bgln?h?ll& tSat'
subsequent to the military takeover of the Phlhppmefs ; y the U.o, 1n
1898-1901, the U.S. systemat‘lgall'v t ook control o t1e‘e}<ionorr}¥rfj
politics, and culture of the Philippines. The Payne-Aldric Ialg)m 4
Act of 1909, and the Underwood-Simmons Act‘ of 1913 passed by the
11.5. Congress in 1913 tied the Phxl%ppmes economy to the U, S.,
making it a source of cheap raw métema.ls, a ready market for manu-
factured products, and a place of high yield mvgs.tmlert })ece_iu.se of
cheap labour. The U.S. also took control of Phlhpplpes 'pohtlcS,
installing an American Governor-General, and allowing in 1907 the'
representatives of the local exploiting classes, !:he_landlords aqd big
businessmen, who were quick to betray the Philippines' Revolution,
and to join the bandwagon of the new colonisers to set up the
Partido Ederal (later the Partido Progresista) and the Partido Nacio-
nalista to give a semblance of free elections and democracy. Filipinos
(called pensionados) were sent to the U.S. for training in order to
run the colonial bureaucracy. Manglapus fails to bring out that Philip=
pine politics and 'democracy' were a creation and instrument of U.,S,
policy. Upon the so-called granting of independence in 1946 and there-
atter, it was therefore easy for the U.S, to impose !'special relations!
with the collaboration of the bureaucrats to whom the government of
the Philippines was turned over .

What Manglapus refers

Manglapus is therefore naive in appealing to the U.S. govern-
ment to withdraw support from Marcos, since it is the U,S. that con-
trols Pl:xilipoines politics and has decided to have Marcos and the dic-
tatorship to serve its own interests. The support of the U,S. control-
led World Bank, and the U.S, multinationals, should awaken
Manglapus out of this naivete’. Moreover the recent decision of the
Carter adrqzmstration to continue giving military and economic aid
to Mapcos in spite of the U,S. State Department's admission of the
violation of human rights by Marcos should dispel any such illusion.

A second basic weakness of the Ma is i
st a ba nglapus book is its lack
of faith in the Filipino masses. In speaking about the Philippine

thhzv%ls;ti%n;%p}?egp &&&fnglaguj fhails to mention Andres Bonifacio,
230 ounded the i
Filipino masses L el ¢ ofﬁiatlgunan and, supported by the

: ’ ndependence against Spain.
ek e HRAR hlgh.l}’ of Emlhq Agumaldo, the ilustrado who
adershldp of the Phlhppines Revolution, had Bonifacio
Ba’t:n then compromised with the Spaniards at the
iy c;]‘??ceptmg 400.,QQO dollars, agreeing to go
e o ing on the Filipino revolutionaries to lay
+ Aguinaldo was again naive enough to trust Dawey

and the Americans a S
allegiance to the USnd 13487 .. Mpon iz ¢apture, took the oath of

pact of Biak-na-
into exile, and t

Itis .
was also corrfgzgevdvorftb tellonpiart the Christian Social Movement
of intellectuals, mostly from the landlord class-
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es and businessmen, who, however, were kept out of politi powe '
Nacionalista and Liberal Parties who r~ex;or~espentleldc‘l )

by the i
qu, more powerful landlords and businessmen who had the ts}:;:;nmsu:
of the U.S. government and U.S. multinationals, '

It is therefore not surprising that in referring to the
opposition to the Marcos regime, Manglapus also fails to nmzr&s:nt
growing resistance of the Filipino masses: the strikes of the workeprs
and the determined opposition of the slumdwellers to eviction and
demolition, the increasing armed struggle of the peasants. He refers
only to the opposition of the Church to martial law. Even here, he is
inaccurate, ingresenting the whole church as opposing martial law
In November 1976, the bishops issued a statement, int.
stating that there was division within the hierarchy regarding their

| stance towards martial law and they, the 17 signatories, categoric-

ally came out against martial law even if the others (more than
70 other bishops) either cooperated with M arcos or refused to take
a stance against the martial law regime. Among the priests and
nuns, only a small minority really joined the masses in their
struggles. Some of the so-called progressive Bishops and religious
like the ilustrados of old, easily give in under pressure, compro-
mise with the dictatorship, and try to stop the people struggling
through to the end. All that Marcos has to do is play on their fears

of communism and give them a few paltry concessions to maintain
their Church interests. (In January 1976 amidst mass arrests of
workers, slumdwellers, and students, and the deportation of two
Italian missionaries serving the workers and slumdwellers -Frs.
Luigi Cocquio and Francos Alesso - Archbishop Sin of Manila

called a meeting of priests and sisters, and announced that Marcos
had agreed to not issuing a decree allowing divorce, to the deferral
of payment of realty tax on Catholic schools, and to the tax~free =
entry of equipment for the Catholic Church's Radio Veritasy

PRI

While failing to recognise the Filipino people's will to
struggle for national independence and liberation, Manglapus hopes
that the Philippine Armed Forces will turn against Marcos. It
appears that Manglapus places his hope on the U,S, government to -
withdraw support from Marcos and , with the help of Church dissent
and the collaboration of the Armed Forces of the Philippines, over=
throw Marcos and restore 'Philippine Democraey!. Subtly implied,
of course, is that this restored 'democracy! should be led by = =
politicians such as ex-Senator Benigno Aquino and Raul M
pus. (The author of the forward to the book, Harrison-m
clearly suqgests that Manglapus should take the place of Ma
Such a government, having the support of the people, Mangla
suggests, is actually better for the U.S., for it will be more
gr;]d ?"fff?cnve in preventing the growth of @mmunism in

Ulippines, Marcos after all, says Manglapus, has 'dec
ovz":;fts' in his inner circle and, t o pt‘es‘af“\!‘fh'i\
milrt rown, will readily hand over the Philippines

ttary bases - to the Communist powers.,

. For all his idealism and good will, M
of naivete’in his view towards the U,S. gover
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le his faith in the American pcopéc 1’?
] g -king in faith towards the
th he appears to be sadly lag,' ' '
Fp'??il;)sii‘glose(;gfe. In the meantime, the Filipino masses wage their
resolute and protracted armed strugg!e agg{nst the U.S.-backed
Marcos dictatorship, convinced that liberation cannot come fr*pm the
u.S. government, but from their own resolute struggle unto final

victory.

interests in the U.S. Whi

M anglapus' Book

ome Comments on V¢ i '
us in his book seem to be:

The main points of Manglap '
(1) Philippine democracy in 1972 was imperfect, but it possessed
within itself the capacity to straighten itself out. (pp. 9-10).
(2) Marcos is the executioner of Philippine democracy - he imposed
mertial law on September 21st 1972, manipulated the Constitutional
Convention to approve the transitory provisions which legalised his
dictatorship, arrested oppositionists, controlled the press and the
judiciary. ) :
33) The reasons given by Marcos for declaring martial law are
without basis. The Communist movement 1s no threat at all : the
Muslim Independence Movement would have been agreable to some
concession on autonomy but was pushed to armed resistance by
Marcos! insistence that they surrender their household arms. The
Christian Socialist Movement (which Manglapus headed) was only
presenting a hopeful alternative peaceful revolution (pp. 28-30).
(4) The real reason for the imposition of martial law was Marcos!
ambition to stay in power.,
(5) The American Chamber of Commerce, the World Bank, and
g‘ultmatmnals, (or giant U.S. firms) , approved of this killing of
emocracy (for stability and profits) while the U.S. government has
GOth“x,:?li::y sor; of official disapproval of martial law. In fact,
idiy l':ilipino ;};;l)le?:?til;}?tess for Marcos, and this is used to suppress
(6) The root of this kind of atti
_ attitude seems to be
by McKinley and Roosevelt when the same abitio
?;)d#?mlztgt:ion were the policy of the U,S
ias kind of atti R R g '
ideals of Washington. Jofteec ©) is however cortrary to the high
of 'the great American De:;:‘li?n’ and the conscience of America, or
(8) His main appeal : ¢
'beacons of respl ti Se'ems to be to the American people to become
u.s. gover‘nm:n‘tl ;on f?)r‘. the whole world: he appeals also to the
o officially disapprove of the Marcos dictator—

shi 1 ;
approvel wip Military aid. He also believes that this official dis-
P e e, ge internal forces of peaceful change to move

d off a chaotic explosion ( i
B.,. 56},
George C, Lodge's proposal to help 'engines o)f c\{lv:;g:a'h?nrtif:rs -

developing nati
ons : Sy
federations, the m, democractic peasant organisations, the labor

7S dWr;r:ovements for peaceful social liberation (CsSM
han two groups: the Catholic

nited group resisting martial law,

ippines ("it is no longer their

'manifest destiny!
n for trade, profit,

veral sincere and dedicated Marxists

d for his own interests could easily
e Communist camp,

M
g oreover, Marcos has se
18 inner circle (p, 26) an

deliver the Philippines to th
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Dublin, 7.7.77

Dear Ripening of Time,

The article on Domestic Labour and Social Classes in
number 6 is exciting and highly relevant in the fight against
the expropriation of relative surplus value. It bites at
the insidious meaning of cliches and myths attached to the
role of women in capitalist society, especially in Ireland.
This is very important to counterpose the ideological oppress-—
ion of women at the same time as showing the ideological
oppression that women perform in socialising workers and
future workers into capitalist relations of production.

At the same time, there appear to me to be glaring theor-
etical discrepancies in the article.

Firstly, surely it is commodities and not surplus which
circulate in the sodety by the purchase of goods and services
etc.? Otherwise, how could there be 'theft of the surplus
from the working class'?

Secondly, 'social welfare payments serve the same function':
As what? To circulate commodities? Yes. Sure. But if they(social
welfare payments) are designed to 'maintain the labourer
and his/her family at less than subsistence level', while the
wage, i.e. the value of labour power defined as the 'vatue bf
the means of subsistence necessary for the maintenance of the
labourer', then the wage and the social welfare payments serve
different functions, and thus the domestic labour which uses
both serves different functions in these particular cases.

For me, both the definition of the value of labour pcf:wettfs
enhanced, and the apparent lack of homogeneity in the function
of domestic labour for capital is explained by the quote from
Wage Labour and Capital: “the cost of productlon'Of simple
labour power therefore amounts to the cost of existence and

reproduction of the worker . The price of the cost of pro= G it

duction constitutes wages. Waaes so determined are called the
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1 ike ce inati of
inimum. This wage minimum, like the dete rr'm.mgun.u ;
wage m.lnlmuf‘comodities by the cost of production in general,
= price of ¢ t RS, oF. pTs A pas
;h(spnot hold good for the single individual, but for the
doe :

-al. Individual workers, millions of workers, do not get
St’nel;? L‘o be able to exist and reproduce themselves, but the
& 4 ; Bl e W ot
s of the whole working class level down, within the fluct
wages

4 T % "
uwations, to this minimum.

Thirdly, I regard as controversial and inaccurate the crude
/ ; . oy 9 e A S
economic determinism of setting 'bourgeols’ women against work

ing class women. It is certainly no way to build class alliances.

But primarily it inaccurately rests on the assumption that
2 woman who marries a bourgeois herself joins the class uf.hm'
husband. The oppression of women as women is concealed behind

the exploitation of workers by emplovurs.. be they husbands of
women. 'In demanding birth control, working vlm;:a.wnmcn and
netty bourgeois women are asking what the bourgeois woman z}l-
l't'(id\',/ has, the right to control the rate of reproduction of

labour power.'

No woman in Ireland has already the right to control the
rate of reproduction of labour power. 'The bourgeoisie obtain
their annulments and Mexican divorces, using contraception and
yes, even sterilisation and abortion.' Under what degrading

and illegal conditions? The women of the bourgeois class
do not 'hire other women or services to do domestic labour,
rather than touch it themselves, unless they themselves own
the means of production, which is rare, and uncharacteristic
of the capitalist mode of production. Their husbands are
hirers. Don't judge a woman by what her husband does and is.

Fourthly, and continuing from the last point, the alli-
ance of the working class and petty bourgeoisie must not be
sought at the expense of the other oppressed groups under
capitalism. Not only are women per se written off as an
oppressed class, which they are, but also the children of
tr)e l')ou%-geoisie. The paved way ¥rom the cradle to the univer-
Slty’ 1is not the path of gold inferred in the article. They
cannot be discussed as 'potential employers and rulers of
othgr classes' so Presumptuously and prejudicially. The
article, to me, does not 'recognise that women exist', :

:u.t Eather that l?ourgeois women and working class women
xist, As a Marxlst-Leninist, I think that it was a mistake

to subsume the oppression of women within the oppression of

Timothy McCarthy
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