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- a comment by the Belfast Branch

Normally, the name of a revolutionary Socialist organ sation is comparitively
unimportont. Normally, proposals to change such an orgsrnisation's name would not
merit the writing .nd ori: tirg of an intern:l ducumert. But the circumst:nces ~attend-
ing Cmrd. proposal for changing the name of the Revolution~ry Marxist Group
are not nor-al and.they should not be so if the Group is to pl-y - decisive role
in the comiig Irish Revolution.

It is easy to understund the background of the proposal. The f-ct is thet our
progr.mme of wction is being executed too slowly. This relates particularly to the
morele of the Dublin. comrades, Constituti: @ the 1:rgest of the Group’s br-nches, and
veing situated in the centre, they bear the lion's share of resprrsibility tfor manzg-
ing the propaganda activities at the centre of our strategy. The second issue of the
M:rxist Review his now been produced, though rather late, but the Group is still
walting for the first of our series of pamphlets. The Belfast Br-nch is prep-red to
help cut in the wvroduction bgt, inevitably, Dublin must be:r the brunt.

Part of the reusen for the delays is the Dublin conmrzdes' inexperierce in the
lorge sc.le _roduction of publications. . cert:in amount of error is bound to occur,
typing not dcne, keys misl.id ete., But the import:rt thing is not to panic over these
mist. kes but to make sure they ure ntt repeated. There is pno re-son why they should not
be overcome:; the BICO produced 2s much 2s we ~re trying tc do with a smaller membershiyp.
It is worth tokirg o lesson from BICO on one matter -~ its sheer doggedness. ’

While the Belfust Brunch has no mystical veneration for the Group's present
title we would o mosse chanding it unneccecrstrily. Over the oast decide, the moin-
stream of I[rish Trotskyism, of which we =re the present manifestation; h s climrged nanes
at the rate of once every two years. Undoubtedly this is on expression of the debility
that hos efiected our movement in this cou try =ord prevenied us from pleying a role
worthy of cur potenticl. Before we ch-nge the Group's n-me, therefore, we must be
satisfied beyond all re-cson-ble doubt a) that our present n-me is a mositive hindr-nce
and b) that the 2lterr tive provosed is wn inprovement.

W ile the first point is a re conable smresumption in this case, the second,
it the proposal thit the name should be 'Republicarn!' rather than 'Revolutiorary!
Murxist Group is not. The change would be an ill-conceived way to prove to Repub-
lic.nes thot we re on their side. The nrme 'Revolutionzry Mi.rxist Group', it is sug-
gested, tends to nlienate Republic.ns from us while ‘Republican larxist Group' ploces
us in the revclution r y traditicn of the country. Both these arguments con be dis-
proved but the basic objection is that the propesed title is non- Marxist. In the
prictice of theory it is impossible to have ~ "Republic:n" Marxist Group just ns it
is impossible to have a "Social-Democroatic' or "Syndiecalist" Marxist Group. linrxism
is the highest development of working class theory knowr to huminity. Reprblicongsm
is superior to muny other forms of ideoloy y produced by undeveloped working clneses,
Norietheless, it is the irherit.icy of one such class; it is a odtit-bourseois ideo-
logy, albeit one based on workers rother then students, sm=ll businessmen etc.
The Republicun ideology has,. therefore,to be fought, ~lthcugh the 2im is not to smaush
it but to tr.nscend it. '

But, comes the cry, that is wh .t "Republic n Marxist Group" really me-ns: that we
sre trying to transcend Republicanism into Morwism, This may be what 1t means to
those who know our politics but it is not whrt it means in itself: to an outsider
it will op enx that we are a bedy trying to synthesise Mirxism =nd Republic nigr:
(i.e. debase HMurxism). This is whnt it me~ns ¢rumintic:lly ~fter all.If it is diff-
icult now to talk to people =s the "Revolutionrry Morxist Group” it will be diffic-
ult for quite other ressons to talk te them under the title proposed. If we did 50
we might get a better immedi:te re reuction but we will find we hove to spend much time
subsequently derying our Republicanism except for those aspects of it that ~xre far
better expressed in Mirxist theory. In addition, our task will be mnde more diffic-
ult by our riv:ls; we don not need to be prrticuleorly skilled Mrrxists to foresee
what the BICO, LWR, SWM, IYS et 211 will do to co-fuse people as to our noture under
such = nome.

P.T.0.
such & noame,
P.T.0.



Republicanism is the traditional ideology of the Irtsh revolution, but the history
of the Irish revolution has little to recomment it, compesed as it is of failure and
half successes. This is particularly clear to us in Belfast. We have seen the Kevin St.
bpmbs blow away Stormont but we can't see them doing very much beyond this - except,
periaps, causing Britain to sign a negotiated independance with the UDA, The Provos
correctly recog ised that Northern Ireland wpuld be ended hefore it would be mended -
which p ts them above Gardiner Place for acumen, but having recognised that they did
not know what to do about it except send in bigger and better bombs. We are tryirg to
lead the Republicans away from this and place the struggle for national unification
under Marxist le-dership. This will not be done by compromising with Republicanism
formally or otherwise.

In the fairly near future it seems likely that as the state machines, North and
South, hamuer the Republicans they, or at least large sections, will move in the directior
of Social Democracy or economism, In that case the name "Republican Marxist Group"
will be a hindrance to gaining their understardin., What will we do then? Do we change
our name - to "Socialist Workers' Group"?

But perhaps the most unhistorical argument that has been given in defence of the
proposed name change is the reference to Conrolly., We are reminded that in his person~” =
attempt to set up a viable Sociulist -Party in Ireland he declared the name to be "The
Socialist Republican Party," thus passing, as we are told we should do, into the \
"workers' revolutiorary tradition” etc. It is worth remembering that he did this more
than three quarters of a century ago, in the days of the Second International, in
1896, two years before the Russian Social Democr -tic Iabour Party had been formed,
six years before Lenin wrote What is to be Done?, and 22 years before the RSDLP
(Bolshevik) renounced its name and became the CPSU. Comrolly was acting as a pre-
Leninist and in any case nevér suggested that Marxism per se could be synthesised with
Republicanism.,

Therefore, the Belfast Branch of the R.M.G. opposes the proposal tc change
the name of the Group from "Revolutionary" to"Republican" Narxist Group because:

1) It is a form of opportunism grounded in defeatism; we have not yet seriously
begun to implement our strategy, so we canrot soy a change of naome is necessary for
its success.

2) The name "Republican Marxist Group" is an atfempt to win Republicans "on the
cheap™.

3) The proposed new name gives an entirely wrong idea of our task; that of
subsuming the valid parts of Republicanism ( and of other aspects of the Irish working
class experience) within Marxism rather than it inplies in synthesising Republicanism
and Marxism.

If, as is generally agreed, Conrde expectation of a move towards gre-~ter
repression on the part of the state powers, North and South, is going to be Tulfilled,
we cam.ot expect a mass influx of politieal cadres; we may even expect pressure on
the comrades in the Group to defect. If this is to be combatted, now is the time to do
so. In conclusson,  then, we declare our opposition to the proposed name change and,
unless an outstanding new name is sugiested, we would advise our Dublin comrades . to
forget about the name and concertrate on the work.

Belfast Branch, Revolutionary Marxist Group,
23rd January, 1973.
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