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To unite the whole people of Ireland, to abolish
the memory of all past dissension, and to
substitute the common name of Irishmen in place
of the denominations Catholic, Protestant and
Dissenter...

Wolfe Tone.

In so far as national peace is in any way possible in
a capitalist society based on exploitation, profit-
making and strife it is attainable only under a con-
sistently and thoroughly democratic republican
system of government...the constitution of which
contains a fundamental law that prohibits any
privileges whatsoever to any one nation and any
encroachment whatsoever upon the rights of a
national minority.

This particularly calls for wide regional
autonomy and fully democratic local government,
with the boundaries of the self-governing and
autonomous regions determined by the local in-
habitants themselves on the basis of their
economic and social conditions, national make-up
of the population, etc.

1913 Resolution of the Bolshevik Party Central Committee.

There is not, nor can there be, such a thing as a
‘negative’ Socialist slogan that serves only to
‘sharpen proletarian consciousness against
imperialism’ without at the same time offering a
positive answer to the question of how (Marxists)
will solve the problem when (they) assume power.
A ‘negative’ slogan unconnected with a definite
positive solution will not ‘sharpen’ but dull con-
sciousness, for such a slogan is a hollow phrase,
mere shouting, meaningless declamation.

Lenin.



For too long there has been
almost no real discussion on the
British or Irish left about the
impasse in Northern Ireland.
Each group has its slogans, but
there is almost no common
ground even on the basic facts
of the situation. These on the
left who support the Catholic
revolt, and those who do not,
might as well be talking about
two different places.

‘We support the Catholic revolt;
but we are also concerned for
the Protestant workers and their
rights. We have our own ideas
about a way forward; and we
also want to open dialogue and
debate on the left where at
present there is no
communication at all.
That is why we have produced
this pamphlet and other
Workers’ Ireland publications.
This pamphlet is produced by
supporters of Socialist
Organiser and Workers’
Liberty, but we hope in future
to draw in a wider range of
contributors. Send articles of
controversy, criticism or
comment to Workers’ Ireland,
PO Box 823, London SE15
4NA.
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20 Years

Protest as Army and RUC allow Orange march through Catholic area.
Photo: John Arthur (Reflex)

Ireland: the socialist¢

answer

rom the mid-1960s a sizeable
minority of the people of
the USA turned against the war

their government was waging in
Vietnam. They marched,
demonstrated and lobbied to force
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their g to stop the war.

This active opposition of a section
of their own people was a major fac-
tor in making the Indochina war un-
winnable for the mighty US govern-
ment.

Since about 1972 opinion polls
have more or less consistently
shown that half or more than half
the people of Britain do not want
Britain to continue to rule Northern

Ireland, do not want the British i
troops there, and therefore do not
want Britain to continue to spend
British money and lives fighting the
IRA. Influential newspapers like the
Daily Mirror have favoured Troops
Out for fifteen years or more. |
Yet this vast swathe of British
public opinion has had almost no in-
fluence on British government
policy. Why? Many of those who
want British troops out have a
inded British ionali

S|
attitude: ‘let the mad Irish kill each




- other’. The effect of this on British

policy is to license any brutality of
policy, attitude and the

tion to US troops remaining clearly
mphed a positive soluuon, whether
d it ly or

government chooses to indulge in.

welcomed it enthusnasucally — let

And that is the only infl that
the segment of British public opi-
nion which favours troops out has
had on British government policy.
Troops out sentiment is over-
whelmingly passive and cynical. No
powerful movement exists to
mobilise and agitate on the ques-
tion. For nearly two decades the

the Vi take
over. Northern Ireland is far more
complex.

The history of the relations bet-
ween the two islands of Britain and
Ireland is that of England as
predator for centuries, and Ireland
as prey. It is a history of British
ruling-class oppression and ex-

loitation, and of d Irish ris-

organised ‘troops out’

* has consisted of tiny groups of left-

wmgcrs, mostly sympathisers of the
Irish R . Man;

ings for freedom. But it is also a
history shaped and marked by the

of these ’troops out’ acnv:sts are
moved to activity by seeing the
Republican movement and the
struggle of the Catholics in Nor-
thern Ireland as playing a role in
some preconceived scenario of
‘world revolution’ or ‘permanent
revolution’ — a vision which cannot
possibly mobilise broader forces.

“Time To Go’ has achieved a big-
ger involvement of activists than
any similar initiative for some time
partly because it talks of more than
troops out, and through the voice of
Clare Short MP it links troops out
inextricably with a political settle-
ment.

Now conscription in the USA
made the Indochina war a big part
of the lives of a generation, while
there is no conscription in Britain.
The casualty levels in Northern
Ireland are far lower than the rates
of death through violent crime in
many American cities, and
qualitatively below the levels suf-
fered by the US soldiers in Vietnam.
That is one reason why the public
opinion for troops out has little bite
in British politics. But it explains
only part of the arresting contrast
with the USA.

Much more central is the fact that
the troops out majority in opinion
polls is made up of péeople with vast-
ly. different attitudes, from Britain-
first reactionaries to those who
believe that the IRA is leading the
Irish socialist revolution and
vehemently support it for that
Teason. The troops out current is
not so much a current as an
arithmetic sum of people who agree
only negatively — against British
troops remaining — but disagree en-
tirely on positive answers.

For Vietnam the negative opposi-

inter of the peoples of
the two islands over the centuries.
Today Ireland is divided between
two peoples of different and conflic-
ting identities and allegiances. In the
north-east of the island the majority
is, and for centuries has been, the
people who used to be called (by
James Connolly, too) Ulster Scots.
Yes, the existing partition of
Ireland is a brutal outrage against
the majority of the people of
Ireland, a botched, clumsy piece of
British imperialist policy. It sup-
posedly set out to give the Pro-
testants of the north-east self-
government against the rest of the
Irish, but in so doing created a se-
cond, artificial, Irish minority, the
Six Counties Catholics, who are a
bigger proportion of the Six Coun-
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ing class has erected structures such
as partition which have made rela-
tions between the Catholics and
Protestants even more antagonistic
and poisonous.

So Britain is both a bully in
Ireland, and the ally of a sizeable
chunk of the Irish people. British
troops out without a political settle-
ment would mean not a united
Ireland, nor any solution that would
freely be chosen by a majority of
either community, but bloody civil
war and repartition.

It is such complexities which
render the troops out mood in Bri-
tain impotent. The mood for troops
out can only be a contributory force
for a settlement, for peace and
democracy, if it is linked to a search
for positive solutions and to a
discussion of particular proposals.

Yet the lack of positive policy
among those advocating troops out
is as glaring, as obvnous, and as crip-
pling on the left as in the broader
The simple slogan

ties lation than the
would be as a propomon of the 32
Counties of all Ireland.

This way of dealing with the con-
flict between the Irish majority and
minority was only possible because
of the alliance of the Protestants
with the dominant section of the
British ruling class in the early part
of this century.

The bedrock fact, however, re-
mains: a sizeable minority of the
people on the island, the compact
majority in the north-east, do not
want to be part of a united Ireland
under a Catholic majority — and
have been willing to fight against be-
ing forced into it.

The hundred years since the first
Home Rule Bill which Gladstone in-
troduced into the House of Com-
mons at the beginning of 1886 have
demonstrated conclusively that the
Irish majority’s desire for Irish in-
dependence and its desire for Irish
unity are incompatible. On top of
that basic problem, the British rul-

Troops out’, with ‘now’ usually ad-
ded for emphasis, and perhaps the
reassunng footnote that ‘Socialism
is the only answer’, has been the
staple of much of the hard left over
the last 15 to 20 years.

The left has refused to discuss the
real complexities and problems of
the British-Irish relationship. That
is why the left has made so little
headway, has mobilised so scantily,
counts for so little, and has failed
for 15 years to do anything with a
mass vague mood for troops out.

The articles in this pamphlet are
selected and adapted from Socialist
Organiser and Workers’ Liberty to
do two things: to provide facts and
analysis about the real situation in
Ireland; and to discuss the options
and perspectives in that situation.
Before the labour movement and
the left can help solve the tragic con-
flict in Ireland, it must sort itself
out.

Sean Matgamna

Weorkers’® ireland 3



20 Years

Since 1968: what has
happened and why

1. Before 1968: Moves
for reform from above

or four years or so before 1968

Northern Ireland had been shaken

up and destabilised. In October
1968 it blew up.

The British Labour government had
been openly putting pressure on the Pro-
testant sectarian regime in Stormont to
stop being sectarian, to stop discrimina-
tion against Catholics, and to stop
repressing them. The British government
plainly no longer considered the parti-
tion of Ireland to be in Britain’s interest.

The prospects ahead were that Britain
and Ireland would both soon join the
EEC. Relations between Britain and the

years. In 1965
Trade Agreement
British government had the bones of S|r
Roger Casement dug up out of their
grave at Pentonville jail, where
ment was buried after they ed him
in 1916, and returned to lrdand with
much ceremony, as if symbolically to lay
the ghosts of past conflicts. Six County
Prime Minister O'Nn]l visited Dublin
g:dr ‘Taoiseach Lemass visited

The Sou(hem Irish economy was'in its
best shape for a quarter century. On the
surface it seemed to be a time of
amicable cooperation, readjustment and

rational reconstruction. The contradic-

tlon that changed these prospects so
dramatically lay in Northern Ireland
itself, which proved beyond the power
of Britain — or of Britain and the
Southern Irish bourgeoisie together —
to control.

For 50 years Northern Ireland had
been ruled as a ‘‘Protestant state for
Protestant people” (long-time Northern

Ireland Prime Minister Lord
Brookeborough). The Catholics were a
big and threatening hostile minority of
about one in three who had been kept in
the Six County state agamst their will in
1921. Chronic antagonism was therefore
built into the Six Counties state. The
Protestants repressed the Catholics,
organising a sj sectarian part-time
wmg of the police, the B-Specials, to do

The built a solid Protestant bloc, in-
volving all classes from slum Protestants
to horse. Protestants, against the
Catholic minority. Partly for political
reasons, but because there was great
scarcity and poverty, lhey syslemancally

More Catholics were unemployed
than Protestants; run-down areas where
unemployment never dropped below the
Great Depl‘ession level, even-during the
years of the boom in the *40s, *50s and
’60s, tended to be Catholnc areas.

practices and _agreement not to raise
political questions the Six
Counties’ constitution. Trade union uni-
ty was unity of the privileged with the
oppressed on the terms laid down by the

vileged — the status quo in industry
and on the Six Counties’ constitutional
position.

At the top, where prominent people
often were leftists or had a left-wing past
— like, for example, Betty Sinclair, the
Stalinist secretary of the Belfast Trades
Council — trade unions and trades
oonnmls oo\llrl sometimes be got to pass

‘progressive’ or lil rml\mons, but
these were not representative of the
Orange majority of the Northern Ireland
labour movement. Unity in the Northern
Ireland trade unions was a fragile thing.
The threat of a spht un the constitu-
questi present,
stxved off by polmcal pam.lyms and tacit
agreement to avoid splitting issues.

The situation was the same with the

labour movement. In the *60s the

jorthern Ireland Labour Party had a
socialist left-wing in Derry and Belfast.
But it was a Unionist, that is a fun-
damemally Protestant, party. Time and

again, throughout its history, it had
been disrupted by conflicting posmons
on ‘the question’. Always

Politics was largely
politics — Catholic against Promlant
Catholics were cheated of local
democracy: the system long discarded in
Britain of giving business people one
vote for every business premises con-
tinued in Northern Ireland where it hit
the poorer Catholic community. Areas

for the status quo, it attempted to
broaden its support, sometimes By play-
ing down its Unionist character,
sometimes by trickery. In the *40s for ex-

ample, the NILP agitated in the Falls
Road under the Irish tricolour; in the
Shankhill under the Union Jack, and in

the city centre under the Red Hag In-

with big Catholic majorities — Derry Ci-  ¢yitabiy this fell apart, repeatedl
b o i v Sy g, BEZ L, e,
rymandered to give the P il layer. Their privil
Unionist_minority control of the local marginal — but nevertheless lug

council. Because votes went with houses,
Catholic housing was among the worst
in Western Europe.

There was systematic anti-Catholic
discrimination in employment. The
Harland and Wolff shipyard, and the

i i ing works, prac-

privileges. Leon Trotsky once remarked
that the greatest possible privilege is to
have a crust of bread when everybody
else is starving. To have, as part of the
Protestant ruling bloc, a considerably
better chance of a job amongst mass
was no small privilege.

"'E'.A"..
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tically no Catholics. The Sirocco
Engineering Works in East Belfast, stan-
ding in the Catholic enclave of the Short
Strand where there was 70% unemploy-
ment, had four Catholics out of 600
workers in the mid-"70s. As a direct con-
sequence of this, the composition of the
trade unions was titled heavily against
the Catholics.

The unions remained united on day-
to-day trade unionism, on a basis of
tacit of these i y

4 Workers’ Ireland

ism was no surface part of
Northern Ixeland, but basic to it. It was
a society flawed right through along the
lines of the Catholic and Protestant
communities. In the late *60s and early
*70s it split vertically along the lines of
the communal divide, not horizontally
along the lines of class.

This was the problem for Bmaun s
reforming drive in the mid ’60s.
upper-class Orange and Unionist leadcrs
were willing to make timid moves



Demo in Newry after Bloody Sunday

towards reform; the Protestant working-
class ranks became very alarmed that
reform would be at their expense. At

first this was a slow process. Around
1966, Ian Paisley, the most vocal
representative of that alarm, still seemed
an archaic crank. But the first killings
occurred in 1966, when a Protestant
secret army, the UVF, killed a Catholic
barman suspected by them of having
IRA connections.

But at first, in the mid-'60s, the Pro-
testant backlash was limited, and seem-
ed like it could be easily contained, The
Catholic agitation that now got under
way, to add pressure from below to the
British government’s pressure for
reform from above, turned the Protes-
nnt backhsh into a powerful mass

TheCathhcsbenn!owuufor
“civil rights’ — one man (sic) one job,
one man one house, one man one vote.
The Northern Ireland Civil Rights

Association was formed in 1967. It was a
broad collmon led by Republicans who
had renounced the gun — at least for the
moment — green nationalist politicians,

Stalinists, anc

Incvlubiy lhelx demands were taken by
the Protestants to be demands to divide
up the existing jobs and homes.

It is possible that these ‘civil rights’
demands could have been rendered more
palatable to the Protestant workers if ex-
pressed in some way as this: create jobs

building more houses, etc. However,
it is not at all certain.

The implications of the Catholic
movement went way beyond what they
demanded. The fundamental civil right
the Catholics lacked was the right of
self-determination — the fact that they
were an artificial minority within an ar-
tificial state, carved out against the will
of the big majority of the people of
Ireland. From that flowed the possibility
of discrimination and repression in the
Orange sectarian state. It was not nst
ultra-sensitive Unionist politicians il
the Stormont Home Secretary Wnl!n.m
Craig who saw that the logic of any such
mnnly-Cuhohc ‘movement would lead it
straight to -the question of Northern
Irelmd’s constitutional status. The
leaders of the ‘Official’ R:pubhuns,
who were heavily involved in the civil
rights agitation, did see it as the first
stage in a mass ion that would,

2. 1968-9: The
Northern
Ireland state

down breaks

his was the background to the

events of October 1968. Home

Secretary William Craig banned
the civil rights demonstration in Derry,
and the police enforced the ban by baton
charges when it was defied. World TV
audiences saw the Republican Labour
MP for West Belfast, Gerry Fitt, with
blood streaming from a head wound
caused by a police baton. Most impor-
tantly, people in Britain saw it.

From that moment on, the Protestant-
majority Unionist government at Stor-
mont was on the defensive. Northern
Ireland was world headline news. The
pressure for reform intensified. William
Craig was sacked from the Stormont

creasingly

prospect of being ‘sold out’. The Protes-
tant backlash grew bigger and began to
reflect itself inside the ruling Unionist
Party.
One of the main Northemn Ireland
responses to the bloody events in Derry
was the creation of a powerl‘ul move-
ment of students to agitate for civil

rights — People’s Democracy (which
should not be confused with the present
organisation of that name, though the
two do have some links). PD was based
on Queen’s University, Belfast, had in-
itially had many Protestant members.
Outraged by police brutality at home,
they were influenced by the world-wide
student radicalisation of that time,
which elsewhere focused on organising
protests and solidarity with the Viet-
namese against the US Army in Viet-
nam. MosxoftheludznofPDwm

very .provocatively — for civil rights.
The Orange backlash grew. The
Unionist Party went into ferment and
crisis. Prime Minister Terence O'Neill
was a feeble politician nurtured in a
political system in which gentry like
himself could take the loyalty and

when the time was ripe, raise ‘the na-
tional. question’. Protestants tended to
see any movement of Catholics as a
threat to ‘the constitution’.

of the lower orders for
granted. He could not coj

Central to what happened in the next
three years was the incapacity of th
Unionist upper-class elite to carry Lhe

Werkers’ ireland 5



20 Years

Protestant masses with them on reform.
Every Catholic, or. pro-Catholic, action

ranks, feeding the bacl
could control neither the one nor the
other, and the system was ground to bits
between the two. O’Neill resigned in ear-
ly 1969, to be replaced by another
aé—a?my man, his cousin Chichester-

In January 1969 police rioted in
Derry’s Bogside, the Catholic slum area
built’ outside the walls of the one-time
Protestant city of Londonderry.
Catholics erected barricades to keep them
out.

Serious rioting occurred in July. Then
in August the upper-class Orange Order,
th Apprentice Boys of Derry, staged a
provocative march on the walls
overlooking the Catholic slums. Bitter
clashes occurred, which became full-
scale warfare between the police, the sec-
tarian B-Special constables and assorted
Paisleyites on the one side, and the
Catholics of the Bogside on the other.

Barricades were set up, and the
Bogsiders held off the forces of the state
using stones and petrol-bombs. Protes-
tant bigots attacked Catholic areas in
West Belfast, and the same thing hap-
pened there. The Southern Ireland
Prime Minister said that the South could
not “‘stand idly by”’. The Northern
Ireland state seemed about to dissolve
into sectarian civil war. On August 13th
the British Army was moved onto the
streets to stop the state falling apart. It
quickly took control -in Belfast and

The Catholics

Instead of recognising that the system
had to be radically dismantled and
restructured, it left it essentially in being,
tinkering with it. But a process had
begun that would end with the abolition
of Stormont in March 1972, thus depriv-
ing the Protestant majority, whose right
to self-determination the Six County
state allegedly gives expression to, of the
right to exercise that majority in any

set Northern Ireland on a new trajec-
tory, though that was not clear at the

3. 1969-70:

time. The youth in the Catholic areas
had been roused up and radicalised, and
were deflated and disappointed when the
barricades came down in October 1969.
The crisis in the Unionist Party con-
tinued, under pressure on one side from
the British government to reform and on
the other from the Protestant popula-

resigned in 1970, to be replaced by the
tougher, less genteel and altogether less
effete Brian Faulkner.

of the socialists, the
rise of the Proveos

aradoxically, this period saw
the high point of socialism in
Northern Ireland. Most of the
prominent Catholic activists or represen-
tatives were socialists — the exceptions
‘were middle-class civil rights people like
John Hume, and even they allied with
“socialists’ like Gerry Fitt MP and called
the party they set up in 1970 the Social
Democratic and Labour Party. (Mainly
Catholic, it then included some Pro-
testants, like Ivan Cooper MP.) PD
ceased to be an amorphous student
movement in late '69 started
agitating for socialism and on social
i The PD- i

the Arm'i as
saviours — but they didn’t take their
barricades down. The Catholics of
and Belfast had seceded from the
Northern Ireland state, for the moment.
The barricades would stay up, patrolled
on the outside by the British Army arm-
ed with machine guns and rifles, and on
the inside by Catholics armed with
hurleys, until the Catholics agreed to
take them down in October.

This was the first crucial turning
point. The Northern Ireland state had
shown itself to be unreformable. It had
been designed to serve the Protestant
majority and they had a built-in majori-
ty against any change they didn’t want.
The Labour government had to decide
what to do. As well as sending in the ar-
my, it sent in a bevy of civil servants to
oversee the chief Northern Ireland civil
servants, thus seriously iling the in=

Pl MP for
Mid-Ulster, Bernadette Devlin, elected
in 1969, was a revolutionary socialist,
who worked closely in Britain with
groups like IS (SWP) and, briefly, the

L RP). (Today she is hardly
distinguishable from a Republican).

All the leading activists in Derry were
socialists, with the leading role falling to
the Derry Labour Party, led by Eamonn
McCann. In Derry almost all the
Republicans were socialists, and some
were influenced by Trotskyism. Most of
these socialists did appeal on a class
basis to the Protestant workers, before
and after August 1969. Even in its wild
and provocative student days, PD ap-
pealed to Protestant workers to see that
socinllﬁcr.hey had a common interest with
Catholic workers. They all carefully
tried to avoid appearing as Catholics or

dependence of the Northern Ireland
government. That’s all the British
Labour government did.

IRELANp,
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For example, a PD leader, Cyril
Toman, who was then a sort of Trot-
skyist, tried to get a hearing from Pro-
testant workers by flying a Union Jack
over his platform! Today Cyril Toman is
in Sinn Fein, and in 1983 was one of its
Parliamentary candidates.

All the socialists made Militant-style
denunciations of the idea that there
could be a non-socialist united Ireland.
Only in a socialist Ireland could the Pro-
testant’s legitimate fears that Home Rule
would be Rome Rule be allayed.
“Neither Thames nor Tiber’, the most
Republican of them said, meaning no
Irish unification apart from socialism.

They roundly abused the ‘Green Tory’
Republic and marched across the border
waving illegal condoms in the faces of
the 26 County police.

By contrast the Republicans were

eclij . Shamed and split by their in-
ability to defend the Catholic arcas in
August 1969, they seemed to count for
little — and anyway the main body of
Republicans were socialists too.

The high point for socialism was the
election of June 1970. The Northern
Ireland Labour Party refused to endorse
Eamonn McCann as a candidate, and he
stood with the backing of the Derry and
Coleraine Labour Partics. He advocated
troops out and socialism, which he
defined as nationalisation of the com-
manding heights of the economy. Mc-
Cann got 8,000 votes.

There were lots of socialists, many of
them Trotskyists of one sort or another.
The problem was that they were largely
confined to the Catholic community. In-
dividual Protestants were socialists, of
course. Though the big student Protes-
tant support for civil rights fell away
very quickly, some stayed — for exam-
ple, Ronnie Bunting, son of a prominent
associate of Ian Paisley, who joined PD




and was reputed to be ‘Chief of Staff’ of
the Irish National Liberation Army
when he was murdered in 1981. But
these were individuals. The Protestant
working class remained impervious to

appeals. -

Sections of it were ‘radicalising’ and
separating off from the traditional
Unionist leaders. But they were going to
Paisleyism. Their radicalism was dif-
fuse, sectional, fuelled in part by fear of
the Catholics in the Six Counties and in
a possible united Ireland.

Any class feeling was smaly confined
within their communal framework. If
they recognised similar people in similar
eondluons to their own across the com-
munal divide, they did not go on to con-
clude that there was a common interest.
Communalism shaped and limited

everything. Northern Ireland’s society
split vertically along communal lines in
1969 and after; and when the Protestant
community spl.u horizontally, it had no
significance for class politics — it was an
affair internal to the Protestant com-
munity. That is the basic tragedy of Nor-
thern Ireland politics in the last 15 years:
that workers’ disillusionment with the
Orange bosses served only to build the
Paisleyite Democratic Unionist Party.

The Catholics and their represen-
tatives — in the first place the socialists
— could and did propose working class
unity. But they could not impose it on
the Protestants, nor even get a dialogue
with the Protestants. It is normally thus
when an oppressed layer moves,
frightening the upper layers.

For example, who can doubt that the
US blacks would, given a chance, have
chosen unity with the white workers in
the *50s and ’60s? Unity wasn’t on offer
on any terms other than the continued
subordination of the blacks. The ’60s
black revolt, with riots and burning
cities, followed, ‘alienating’ white
workers. That was tragic, as were the
parallel events and relationships in Nor-
thern Ireland. But those are poor Marx-
ists who would (or did) therefore con-
clude that our job was to tell the op-
pressed patiently to bear their burden.

Many activists agreed that ‘socialism
was the only road’, but there can be no
socialism without the working class — in
this case, crucially, the Protestant work-
ing class — so that road was not open.

The consequence for the radicalised
Catholic youth was isolation from the
main body of the working class and
working-class movement — and im-
potence. The ground was prepared for
the Provisionals’ campaign by the im-
potence, and by the attempts of the
socialists to avoid the national question.

As we saw , all the socialists, including
the socialist Repubhcans, steered clear
of the national question or renounced it
(some of the Republicans hypocritically,
tacucally) That left the national Qques-
tion and ‘anti-imperialism’ entirely in the
hands of the Provisional — initially,
right-wing — Republicans.

Cyril Toman — the Marxist of ’69,
waving his Union Jack at Protestant
workers so that they would let him talk
to them about socialism, who became

the Sinn Fein candidate of ’83 — sym-
boliss and sums up this tragic ex-

The Republncan movement had come
out of World War II, in which it had
allied with Germany, pulverised and
seemingly defunct. It made a principle
of physical force and of boycotting the
various parliaments “(Dublin, Belfm
London) and apart from that was ‘non-
political’. In fact it reflected the right-
wing cold-war atmosphere of Catholic
Ireland in the '40s and ’50s. It revived
slowly in the post-war period, and in
1956 launched a military campaign of
small gu actions on the Border.

20 Years
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hanged, in 1942 — went back even fur-
ther. They denounced the * oommnmsm
of the mail though

soon petered out and

1962 a formal ‘ceasefire’ was dednred
Trying to learn from their experience,
some of the leading activists turned ‘left’
and began to talk of using social agita-
tion to gain support for ‘!he nauunal
struggle’. They drew on h:

they too called themselves socialists —
democratic socialists. The Provisionals”
prospects did not seem very bright: for
example, J. Bowyer Bell, the author of a
learned academic study of the IRA
published in 1970, dismissed them as a

experiences of left-wing

in the ’30s, when left-moving traditional
Repubhcans met the right-moving
Stalinised Communist Party of Ireland,
and together they created a sort of

relic of the past wh 1d not

keep up with the development of the
‘mainstream.

In fs.ct the Provos grew with

astonishing speed. They recruited rapid-

ly from the Catholic youth.

populist
task was to win national mdependence
(‘the Republic’; for the Stalinists, ‘the
bourgeois-democratic revolution’); then
socialism would come at the next stage.

HoR o
1'!;"’,.;’;4%1.7:

Fianna Fail money helped launch the
Provos, but to explain the development
of their movement as a result of ruling
class divide-and-rule is self-evidently in-
adequate, and no more than a con-
spiracy theory of history. As well to ex-
plain the Russian Revolution as a Ger-
man plot because the German general
staff allowed Lenin to cross Germany in
a sealed train. Fianna Fail wanted to
split and stop the left-wing Republican
movement. They did not want what the
Provos very rapidly became.

Eamonn McCann has described the
Provo’s appeal like this. Whereas
everyone talked about socialism and
‘imperialism’, but had nothing to sug-
gest doing about it in the circumstances,
the Provos could point to the British
soldier standing at the local street corner
and say: ‘There, that’s imperialism.
Shoot it.”
of the na-

In the ’6()s too, the leftward i
Republlcans met Stalinists and were in-
fluenced by them, in the first place by Dr
Roy Johnstone, who went onto the Ar-
my Council.

One product of the Republicans’ turn
to social quesuons was that they became

tmnal question by the left and the of-
ficial Republicans — who consigned it to
the distant future, together with a
socialism that had to wait on the Protes-
tant workers — ensured that the na-
tional question, wl-nch lay at the heart of

involved in the civil rights

They began to disarm the IRA, expellmg
dissidents, benefitting from the
qxgppmg-away of many traditional ac-
tivists.

The events of August 1969 changed
the direction of the IRA too. They were
largely irrelevant during the fighting, the
“Chief of Staff’ Goulding being reduced
to making idle public threats. Militants
were told that the problem was that the
IRA had lent its guns to the Free Wales
Arm;

ln December 1969 and January 1970

split.

position
of the Cathohcs. was raised, when it in-
evitably forced its way to the front, in
the Provos’ initially right-wing version.
The Provos could, of course, also draw
on the Calhohc Republican culture —
songs, tory, ingrained loyalties —
with which the Catholic community was
saturated. In late '69 a staunch old-style
Republican like ex-internee Sean Keenan
seemed a respected anachronism: within
a year or 18 months, people like that
were the centre of a powerful movement
which had taken in many of the
youth eager to ‘shoot im-

e
break-sways were traditionalists. Many,
like David O’Connell, were veterans of
what little action there had been in the
’50s. Others, like Joe Cahill — sentenc-
ed to death but reprieved because of his
age, while 19-year old Tom Williams was

perialism’. One consequence of this was
that the Provisional Republican move-
ment would itself become radicalised,
especially in Belfast and Derry —
though its icalism was wnhm the
limits of one community.

Workers’® ireland 7
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4. 1970-72: Growth of
IRA and UDA. Direct

rule

y early 1970 relations between
Bthe British Army and the
Catholics had deteriorated
badly. The sort of reforms the civil
rights movement had called for had
beel; ru;hed B:n;eo;gﬂ after

A 1969. The S pecis
disbanded, the RUC disarmed. But
things had gone too far. These measures

— especially the disbandment of the'

B-Specials — alarmed the Protestants
but failed to satisfy the Catholics.

tary allies
thern Ireland. z

A major turning-point in Army/
Catholic relations came in July 1970.
Protestants attacked a Catholic church
in the Lower Falls and the Official IRA
shot three of them dead. The Army,
perhaps to placate Protestant anger and
‘keep the balance’ then declared a
curfew on the Lower Falls and a
systematic search of the area for arms.
Bloody clashes followed with the Of-
ficial IRA.

In early 1971 the Provisional IRA kill-
ed three British soldiers and things
began to move towards a military-style
confrontation. But it was still limited.
The decisive turn came on August 9
1971, with the introduction of intern-
ment. Few IRA men were rounded up,
but various political opponents of the
Faulkner Stormont government were,
like PD leader Michael Farrell. If they
had wanted to give the allegiance of the
Catholic community to the two IRAs,
then Faulkner and Tory Prime Minister
Edward Heath could not have made a
better job of it. Now it became a full-
scale Catholic insurrection, with the
Provisional I ining more support.
Bombings and killings escalated enor-
mously. So did the Protestant backlash.

The Protestant UDA was founded in

of

perhaps 50,000 by mid-"72.

This phase ended in March 1972,
when the Tory government decided to
destroy the 52-year old sectarian struc-
tures of Northern Ireland and start
again. Stormont was abolished. The
IRA had gained a tremendous victory.
Everything seemed to be in the melting
pot — and it was. Quarter of a million
Protestant workers struck in protest.
military campaign
decpened and widened the gap between
Protestants and Catholics. It did not
create it. In terms of the basic cause and
effect, the Provos and their campaign
were a product of the Catholic/Protes-
tant division which had rendered impo-
tent the Catholic radicals in 1969 and
afterwards.

Everything was in the melting pot —
but only within the given Northern
Ireland framework. The Tories acted
more vigorously and radically than
Labour had, but they were even less in-
clined than Labour to face the fact that
Northern Ireland was a failed entity, ina
state of latent or incipient civil war — in-
creasingly ungovernable.

In 1972 Protestant barricades went up
throughout Belfast. Catholic barricades
had gone up again in Belfast and Derry
after ‘Bloody Sunday’ — January 30,
when the British Army shot and killed 14
unarmed Cathalics taking part in a ban-
ned Republican demonstration in Derry.

The Provos declared a ceasefire in

id-’72, and the mighty British govern-
ment decided to negotiate with them.
Republican and Loyalist prisoners were
given special political prisoner status.
Provisional IRA leaders — among them
Gerry Adams, now MP for West Belfast
— were flown to London for discus-
sions. Nothing came of it at all. The
British were willing to change the way
Northern Ireland was run, but not to
change Northern Ireland. The armed
mass movement of the Protestants
paralysed any impulses they may have
had to make basic changes. They stuck
to their commitment to maintain the Six
County state. And that meant ‘balancing
‘between the communities.

This balancing led to a breakdown of
the truce with the IRA. Many hundreds
of Catholics had been made homeless by
sectarian intimidation, but when an at-
tempt was made to re-house them in
houses vacated by Protestants the Army
intervened with a heavy hand to stop it,
and the Provisional IRA went back to
the gun. An Official IRA ceasefire in the
;ame period remained in being, and still

oes.

closer to open
in mid-"72. Civil war didn’t come. In-
stead there occurred a hurricane of sec-
tarian mostly of

olics by Protestants, which con-
tinued through to 1974 and beyond. The
British government placated the Pro-
testants by forcibly taking down the
Catholic barricades in July 1972. Ten-
sion eased. The war between the British
Army and the Provisional IRA resumed
fiercely. IRA bombs continued to blast
the centres of Northern Ireland’s cities.

assassinations,

5. 1973-4: Britain’s moves
for reform shattered
by the Protestants

to re-erect a self-g nin;

a fringe group — and William Craig’s
were ing and drilling

Bn‘ta‘m now moved energetically

system in Northern Ireland, call-
ing on the aid of the Southern Trish
government. A series of talks, with
Unionist and Catholic politicians and
with the Southern Irish government,
culminated in the ‘Sunningdale Agree-
ment’ on a new system in Northern
Ireland. The new system would have in-

late *71 and became a mass

So:;"e :
al
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P ring in the Six
Counties and a_loose and rather
powerless ‘Council of Ireland’ would
take account of Northern Ireland
Catholics’ desire for Irish unity. Britain
promised a referendum to determine
whether the Northern Ireland majority
wanted Irish unity. (The referendum was
held in March 1973: of course, the ma-
jority did not want unity.)

The old Unionist Party, for 50 years
Northern Ireland’s monolithic ruling
party, had broken up in 1972. Now the
Unionists fragmented further. The
Paisleyites — now very much more than

and making blood-curdling threats,
while some of their followers were
slaughtering individual Catholics at ran-
dom. The Unionists divided into those
willing to work the new system Britain
wanted and those who were either
against it or thought it could not be car-
ried with the Protestant masses. On the
Catholic side, the pro-power-sharing
SDLP had the electoral support of the
mass of Catholics: Sinn Fein was not
allowed to stand in the elections for the
new Assembly.

On 1 January 1974 the new power-
sharing executive came into being. It was
a coalition of a Unionist minority, led by
Brian Faulkner; the SDLP; and some
{ijn)_' parties like the non-sectarian il

M&ou were ghettoised, accounting for
about one-third of the Assembly. They




shouted, rioted and disrupted the work
of the Assembly To no avail. Thou
the Faulknerites were under chmendous
pressure and had broken election
pledges against power-sharing, the
SDLP Faulknerite alliance held and
began to get a gnf;: on Northern Ireland.
A dramatic shift had occurred, for the
stable mainstay of this regime was the
SDLP. Britain had shifted its weight
heavily onto the rmddlc—class Catholic
party. The die-hard Orangemen ap-
peared isolated and impotent. There was
reason to think that massive government
patronage and a vigorous reform policy
— for which Britain had the resources
and the will to pay — would gradually
rally a sizeable Protestant support
around the Faulknerites. The power-
sharing executive seemed to have years
of life ahead of it. The IRA was still ac-
tive but it seemed to be in decline.

But now the British class struggle in-
tervened. In February 1974 the British
Tory government called an election on
the issue, ‘Who rules, the unions or the
government?’, hoping thereby to gain
the political and moral authority they
needed to defeat the British miners.
Heath lost the election. In Northern
Ireland what was lost was the entire
government strategy.

The Westminster election took the
die-hard Orange politicians out of the
Stormont ghetto in which they had been
confined; it forced Brian Faulkner’s par-
ty to face the Orange electorate they had
tricked in the Northern Ireland election
six months before. The result was a
catastrophe for power-sharing. Of 12
Northern Ireland Westminster seats, no
less than 11 were won by opponents of
power-sharing (the other was Gerry
Fitt’s). The moral authority of the
power-sharing executive was undermin-

ed. It staggered on until May 1974, when
a majority vote in favour of activating
the Council of Ireland provision trig-
- gered a powerful general strike.

The Unionists had already used their
industrial muscle on a number of occa-

In early 1971 thousands of
d and Wolff shipyard workers
had marched to demand that internment
for suspected Republicans be introduc-
ed. In March 1972 a quarter of a million
struck when Stormont was abolished.
(To get an equivalent British figure you
would have to multiply by either 60 or 40
— depending on whether you take the

strikers as a proportion of the Protestant
population or-of the whole Six County
population — to get 15 or 10 million!)

Now, in May 1974, there was a full-
scale general strike. Intimidation by the
A was used to get it going — but it
soon became clear that it had real sup-
port. It was a revolutionary general
strike — for utterly reactionary objec-
tives. The strikers were against the
power-sharing executive and the Council
of Ireland and for a restoration of ‘ma-
jority rule’ in the Six Counties — that is,

Protestant rule. The official Northern
Ireland trade unions attempted to ﬁghl

sions.
Harlan
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6. 1974-80:
sSweating it
out’

t was the decisive turning point
for the period which opened with
the abolition of the old Protestant
home rule Parliament in March 1972,
The British government had proved
unable to face down the Protestants and
allowed its entire strategy of
political reconstruction to be shattered.
‘What now?

The Labour government refused to
admit that this strategy was in ruins. It
announced that there would be new elec-
tions for a Northern Ireland assembly.
This time its function would be to work
out a political system for the province
acceptable to both Catholics and Pro-
testants on the basis of some sort of
power-sharing.

Elections were duly held, and the
Faulknerites, the moderate. com-
promising Unionists willing to work the
system Britain wanted, were massacred.
There followed a full year of discussion,

and manoeuvring in the Convention.
Spectacular shifts took place, for exam-
ple when William Craig — the man
scapegoated by O’Neill for the batoning
of peaceful demonstrators in October
1969, the founder of ‘Vanguard’ and
associate of the Protestant paramilitaries
— came out for a variant of power-
sharing. He was immediately disowned
by his supporters. No deal was possible.
The canny politicians who might be will-
ing to try didn’t dare — and had they
dared then they like Craig would have
been repudialed
had won victory in

y strike, and,

r.hc Army, orgamsed a march back to
work. Only a handful of people turned
up, taking their lives in their hands to
walk behind TUC secretary Len Murray
and local trade union leaders. It was a
fiasco. Nobody who knew the Northern
Ireland labour movement would have
expected anything else when the official
unions came into conflict with their Pro-
testant rank and file. The British Army
was powerless and, maybe, the officers
did not want to act against the strike.
After two weeks the Faulknerites resign-
ed and the power-sharing executive col-
lapsed.

May 1974 — and they wanted victory in
the Convention. There was widespre
fear in the Catholic community that the
Protestant majority would organise
some sort of political coup, declaring a
new government and set a train of events
in motion which would trigger sectarian
civil war. For most of 1975 the Provi-
sional IRA observed a ceasefire. Finally,
early in 1976, the Convention sent a
report to London which demanded ma-
jority rule, not power-sharing, and the
British government dissolved the Con-
vention.

The British government was stuck
with direct rule. The only political struc-
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ture that could be set up in Northern
Ireland would correspond with the
nature of Northern Ireland — with its
in-built artificial Protestant majority.
This put Britain in the absurd position
of justifying the Northern Ireland entity
ande Partition in terms of defending the
democratic rights of the Protestant ma-
jority while it was forced to deny the
Protestant mz]only the exercise of its
majority rights in that Northern Ireland
unit!

But logic didn’t come into it. The
British government sought the line of
least resistance and after the Orange
general strike that meant leaning heavuly
against the Catholics. The IRA was bad:
ly affected by the truces of 1975 — but n
was still a force to be reckoned with, and
now it began to reorganise.

Britain’s policy now was s:ylalled ear-
ly in 1976 when the Labour minister
responsible for Northern Ireland, Roy
Mason, announced that from now on,
convicted Republican and Loyalist ac-
tivists. would no longer have special
status or prison regime that they had had
since 1972. This was the ‘crimin:
tion” pohcy Inevitably |t bore down far
more heavily on the Catholics than the
Protestants. -

At the same time the war against the
IRA-became an intensive war against the
people of the Catholic ghettoes of Derry

Belfast. Thousands of Catholic
homes were repeat searched and
wrecked by the British army. Mason’s
policy was to sit tight, beat down the
Catholics, and make neither attempt nor
pretence at any new political initiative.
Northern d would be forced to
‘sweat out’ its slckness For qum-. a while
it seemed to be working. The IRA was in
serious decline; the flesh fell off Protes-
tant organisations like the UDA and
they shrivelled into not much m:nrs than

Developments were germinating in the
prison camps and jails that would allow
the IRA to gain an unprecedented posi-
tion of pol.mml dominance in the
Catholic community.

For the Republicans did not accept
Mason’s criminalisation policy. Those
convicted after the new rules came into
force in early 1976 refused to comply
with pnson regulations. Tllcy ref to
wear prison uniform, wearing blankets
instead. Mason’s criminalisation pohcy

opened one of the most terrible battles
ever fought for their own dlgm y and
political principles by political prisoners
confronting a brutal and soulless prison
system designed to degrade and
demoralise them. Republican prisoners
spent years ‘on the blanket’. Some serv-
ed out entire sentences and were released
without ever wearing prison clothes.
Slowly support built up outside, but it
was never enough to have any effect.

7. 1980-85: The hunger
strikes of 1980-81 and
the Proves’ turn to

politiecs

he turning point came with the
hunger strikes of 1980 and 1981.
The hunger strike of 1980 was

gangs.
ings became somewhat less frequent.

When in 1977 an attempt was made by
Tan Paisley to get a new Orange general
strike over ‘security’ it flopped. The ma-
jority of Protestant workers no longer
felt under immediate and intense threat.
They didn’t respond and since not
enough of them could be coerced, the se-
cond Orange ‘general’ strike was a
fiasco. It had more to do with jockeying
for position among Loyalist politicians
than with anything else.

But the convulsions were not over —
the processes were just hidden from
view. The Provisional IRA reorganised
itself on a tighter cell structure and
geared itself towards what its strategists
talked of as a 20-year war.
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called off before anyone died, t.he
thinking that they had

promised changes. They hadn’t. A new
hunger strike started in 1981, led
by Bobby Sands, officer comma.nd.mg
the Provisional IRA prisoners at Long

e on hunger strike Sands was
elecled MP for Fermanagh-S. Tyrone,
and it was Bobby Sands MP whom Mrs
Thatcher allowed to starve to death in
Long Kesh.

World-wide attention was now on
Long Kesh. Support for the hunger
strikers grew rapidly in the Northern
Ireland Catholic community. It was a
sign of the times that the SDLP did not
dare stand against Sands and, by split-
ting the Catholic vote, deprive the Provi-
sional IRA of a great propaganda boost.
Sands was the ﬁxst to die and ni h

mounted by the Republicans and their
supporters. Communal tensions became
drum-tight.

The hunger strike ended in defeat.
‘Would the support that the sacrifice of
the hunger strikers had won for the Pro-
visional IRA survive the end of the
hunger strikes? They had had such sup-
port before. They had never been able to
consolidate it or put 1( to any use. By
now, however, they had learned some
important lessons. Things had changed in
the Republican movemen(

The right-wing Provisional IRA had
been steadily radicalised throughout the
1970s. The working-class Republicans in
Belfast and Derry were always more
radical than the typical petty-bourgeois_
Sinn Fein supporters in the South.

Steadily their influence grew. They talk-
ed of socialism with some conviction —
though, , without much

followed him. Like the of the

worse, as if it

15 captured leaders of the 1916 rising,
the slow and terrible deaths of the ten
young Republicans in 1981 had a pro-
found effect on Catholic Ireland.

As coffin after coffin came out of the
gates of Long Kesh, the Provisionals
gained massive support. They easily won
the by-election caused by Bobby Sands’
death, in mid-1981. On the other side of
the Northern Ireland divide, Protestants
reacted with great hostility to the giant
Catholic funeral marches and to the very

oould be an affair of the Catholic com-
munity alone. One ‘lesson’ the left-wing
Republicans in the Northern cities learn-
ed in the *70s was to give up on the Pro-
testant workers. Side by side with their
radicalisation went a more and more
clear sectarianism — though in implica-
tion rather than intention — towards the
Protestants.

Arguably much that they did was
always sectarian. But the old guard paid
at least lip service to the ideas and g
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cf traditional Irish Republicanism,
which proudly i

people of Ireland were the Irish nation,
whatever their origins or creed. The 1972
Provisional IRA policy for a_federal
Ireland with a nine county Ulster
adopted when it looked like they would
soon win — was preposterous in some of
us details but it contained the core idea

insisted that the whole

Ireland, or Ireland.

But the Provisionals are a powerful
force in the Catholic community. They
learned from the hunger strike the value
of politics, and have systematically turn-
ed to electioneering. Since 1982 they
have consolidated a seemingly stable
Catholic vote of not too far short of
40%. They define their new strategy asa

ion of the ballot box and the

the P
clar-cul expression of the sectarianism
entwined with the radicalisation of the
Northern Provisionals was their hostility
to ‘federalism’, which they removed
from Sinn Fein’s constitution in 1981-2.
The Protestants must either be con-
ciliated, or you try to conquer them: and
without federalism and the possibility of
‘autonomy, all that the Provos now of-
fered the P

gun — ‘the Armalite in one hand, a

ballot paper in the other’. They aim to

make polmcs, and
struggle. The

helped mmhuly by British favour in the

early and mid-’70s; it has wasted and

cracked in the po‘l)xggal wilderness since

as a minority in a heavily Catholic
Ireland.

The dilemma of the Provisionals
pamllelx that of the Republican socialists
968-70: they are a one-community
movement, cut off from the majority of
the Northern Ireland working class.
They know it is the opposmon of the
Protestants — and ly of the
Prolmant working class — lhat mainly
stands their way. Whereas the
socla.hsls of 1968-70 abjured, lgnored or
renounced the national quesucm, the
Provo radicals start from it and now
they have an ill-defined socialism which
abjures the majority of the Northern
Ireland working class. The Provos of to-

“day, like the socialists of 1968-70, are

therefore impotent to change Northern

and Pro-
testants, to become little more than a
green party.

What is happening politically in the
Catholic community now parallels the
political polansauon and d:ffmnuanon
that occurred within Unionism at the
beginning of the *70s. The Provos’ en-
forced or voluntary abstention from
political action slowed down that pro-
cess in the Catholic community and
allowed the SDLP a virtual monopoly of
Catholic politics for a time. No more —
the weakening of the SDLP, put out to
starve in the no-politics erness after
1976, and the Provisionals’ own turn to
polmcs, has put an end to that. It is
unlikely, however, that the Provisionals
will politically annihilate the SDLP, and
there is pmbably still much opposition
inside the Provisionals to ‘politics’.
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verall, the results of the years ot
otllmloi] are not encourag'mg

from a working-class point of
view. A chasm deep and wide divides the
Protestant and Catholic workers. Bit-
terness which in " the best cir-
cumstances take a gcnerauon or two to
heal has built up.

ite severe crises in the South,
since the ’60s industry there has grown
relatively fast, so that the social contrast
between North and South — which at
the time of Partition was a start division
between a relatively advanced industrial
North and an impoverished mostly
agricultural South = is. gtes:.l diminish-
ed. All this, however, has not generated
a common feelmg of working-class iden-
tity across the communal divide. It
would be a miracle if it did.

Northern Ireland continues in a state
of latent civil war. The British Army
keeps the communities apart, but within
a strategic British fnmework of main-

taining sectarian state
which keeps the Caﬂlohc’Protenant an-

Six
County state when it began to collapse
into sectarian chaos in 1969 — in other
words, to shore up the framework for
the chronic communal antagonism. It
keeps the communities apart by beating
down the rebellious Catholics.

Britain’s policy of holding the ring in
Northern Ireland, tinkering occasionally
with the pohucal structures and beating
down the Catholics as the staple activity,
is stckmg the fires of latent civil war. It
maintains, just below boiling pmn!, the
conditions that could well develop into a
Lebanese-style civil war in Northern
Ireland, with mass communal slaughter
and bloody repartition at the end of it.

The only way out of this situation is to
recast the entire framework. The sec-
tarian Northern Ireland state must be
replaced by a broader framework within

which the Catholic and Protestant com-
munities can learn to live together. The
Labour Party should commit itself to
abolish the Six County sectarian state
and to work for a federal united Ireland
that -will offer the fullest rights,
guarantees and autonomy for the Pro-
testant population that are compatible
with the rights of the majority of the
Irish people.
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Theses on the Anglo-

1. What is the Anglo-Irish
agreement?

‘The Anglo-Irish agreement sets up an
inter-governmental :onfemoe back-
ed np by a permanent secretariat

Belfast — between the London and

blm governments which will jointly

run Northern Ireland. The executive

gowcr stays exclusively in British hands,

ut the political control of the executive

is normally to reside in the inter-
governmental conference.

The Anglo-Irish agreement is an inter-
national treaty registered with the UN,
according to wlnch the British govern-
ment obligates itself to run Northern
Ireland in ayee-sm:’ﬁw;h the 26 County

emerge eamestly to seek and

station- 2,

rish agreement

Anglo-Irish agreement marks a big new
involvement of the 26 Counties in the
administration of Northern Ireland.

Why the Hillsborough
ment

Northern Ircland broke down as a

political entity in August 1969. Catholic

revolt against their second-class citizen-

ship and a Protestant backlash against

the Catholics led to the British Army be-

ing put on the streets to stop sectarian.

fighting (after over 500 Catholic families
had been burned out in Belfast).

Thll Northern Ireland had indeed
broken down was Britain
in March 1972 when the IRA military
umpmsn forced Bnu!l:l fto abolish the

a common

Britain declared itself to hlve to op-
position to a united Ireland if the Six
County majority wanted it, und promis-
ed to legislate for a united Ireland if a
Six County majority decided for it; Ihe
26 County government promised t
respect the separateness of Lhe Six Cmm
ncssolonsunmjontyt.heremtedm

establi a radically new
over
If some form of mutually le
-ﬂ;_-numnelfmuf , then
most of powers Of inter-
eonl‘mwilldevolv:r.o
mwmpmmm
Thgnne:mmteonmsuwuhmeSm-

from the UK in 1922. The Anglo-Irish
agreement is thus a framework within
which British/Irish collaboration can
evolve and develop on a closer level than
for 65 years — if it holds.

3. The Anglo-Irish agreement
and a united Ireland
Moﬁ of the left, following the
blicans, denounces the Anglo-Irish
deal for ‘copper-fastening’ partition.
But this is false. Every 26 County
govcmmcnt since 1922 has in fact
ognised partition and some have
declnred that there can be no united
Ireland without the consent of a sizeable
section of the Six County Protestants.
The Anglo-Irish deal would only
copper-fasten partition if there was
some way of removing partition that the
deal hinders. There is no way to remove
partition unless the Northern Ireland
majority wants it. To try to conquer the
Protestants would not bring Irish unity.

certainly it would lead to sec-

wvernment Britain atumpteddmdlﬁl!ly tarian civil war and bloody repartition.
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b}' replacing m]mty — Protestant-  agreement was the status quo — ie.
sectarian — rule with the UK under
power-sharing. profons;d direct rule.

It won the mljonty of Catholics to e Anglo-Irish agreement works
m bé. poer-sheris w‘l:::r_}lyua ws!au:nedlxehnd,h;tsmﬂbebym

testan - tterment it has caused.
and meﬂ::lm I S
a rity was neva'

Deless st wp, @ 4. Socialists and the Anglo-Irish

powerfnl Orange
n:lsll strike brought it down in May

Aﬁumntntmhduearulebeume
t and the chief task Bri-

!h:ﬁddmdaﬂutmkepub

on hunger strike in 1981 the Republican

movm a degree of Catholic
convinced

point of view — amte nght that the

'.E"'-A...
he
s‘ela"
".S'e:.t

12 Werkers’ ireland

&hnwouhi:ndthelkAsmoltmdbr—
ing about reconciliation between
Catholic and

epnred a number of pom’ble

Anything that would bring about

reconciliation between the two com-
munities in Northern Ireland, and thus
create the preconditions for working
class_unity, should be by
socialists. e Anglo-] agreement
does nothing of the sort.

‘While the Protestants more

alienating
ptotoundly than they have ever been
alienated from Britain, it gives little to

They
options, lll of which
rejected by Tbnmhu One of these
opumwuim joint Tule in the Six Coun-
ties by Duh and London, London

the Protestants and Dublin
the Catholics. That was rejected in 1984
by Mrs

But after over nym of negotiations,
what the London and Dublin govern-
ments came up with was a variant of
power-shanng - pohtlcal power-
sharing while the executive power re-
mained in British hands. As well as that,
itis proposed to create a strong Dublin-

whlch
nonm, would hlve every nght to specla.l
treatment as a minority by way of luvm;
autonomy in its own heartland ar
But Ireland as a whole was ruled by Bn-
tain, and the minority — partly for
If against the

joint com-
mittee, thus dn Britain and the 26
Counties closer tugﬂhn than they have
been since Southern Ireland seceded

st than the

Prolcﬂxnu of all l.rdlnd wcvuld have
been in a united Irel

The Catholic mmomy in the North




'was some 35%, and they were in the ma-
jority in a sizeable part of the Six Coun-
ties — so they were felt to be a perma-
nent threat to the Protestant majority.
They were treated as second-class
citizens, discrminated against and
rigorously excluded from any say in rul-
ing the Six Counties, even in local
government where they were the local
majority (eg. Derry).

They suffered for decades and then
revolted with a strength and determina-
tion that the British govenrment has
found mposslble to quell.

The problem is to find a democratic
framework which (a) takes account of
the legitimate concerns of the two com-
munities in Northern Ireland, of the
wish of the Protestants not to be incor-
porated as an oppressed majority in a
Catholic-majority Ireland as well as the
wish of the Six County Catholics not to
be an artificial mmonty in the un-
ty state, and, (b) allows for reconcilia-
tion and the development of normal
class politics in Ireland.

That framework can only be a federal
united Ireland — in which the minority
areas will have autonomy — combined
with the closes link between Ireland and
Britain acceptable to the Irish majority.

The fundamental criticism of the
Anglo-Irish- agreement from this point
of view is that though it provokes the
Orangeists about as much as a unif
Ireland would, it does not move any way
towards providing a workable
democratic framework.

The majority of the Orange popula-
tion want a restoration of Orange ma-
jority rule. They will resist anything
short of that and anything other than it.
There would be resistance to any at-
tempt to create a democratic federal
structure. But resistance to structures
that actually do take account of Orange
interests could eventually dissipate. By
contrast the Anglo-Irish agreement does
not offer structures within which the
Orangeists can be reconcil

It puts them forever undcr the joint
ultimate control of Britain and Britain’s
inter-governmental conference partner,
the Fenian government which they
believe schemes and plots endlessly to
take out the Six Counties and incor-
porate its people as a helpless minority in
the Catholic state.

5. Prospects
The Orangeists seemed almost
unanimous in their opposition to the
Anglo-Irish ent. Their unity has
begun to shatter in face of the intran-
sigence of Thatcher.
As a section of the Orangclsu go all
to outright illegality, the process of
d:ffuvnmuon within the Omnge ranks
will accelerate. Already the Official
Unionist Party leader James Molyneaux
as said ‘Never again’ after the violence
of the 3 March strike, and the OUP of-
ficially kept away from the illegal
d;monstrauon at Portadown on 31 Mar-
ch.
A two-way separation will occur. A
section of the Orange politicians will
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probably try to reach
with Britain, as Paisley and Mulyneaux
did in late February. Others will go into
militarist occupation. The creation of a
‘Protestant IRA’ is most likely — an
organisation striking at the South.

The majority of Catholics have been
shown in opinion polls to favour the
Hillsborough agreement, and the SDLP
has been boosted at the expense of Sinn
Fein. But the Catholics have in practical
terms gained little, and the Orange
backlash now threatens them with the
sort of campaign of sectarian assassina-
tions that swept across Northern Ireland
between 1972 and 1976. The conse-
qucnoe of the Orange backlash in the

Catholic community is that the IRA will
be boosted as a defensive force.

In the months ahead the prospect is
for a series of fierce clashes between the
police and the Army and the Orange
militants. The RUC will probably be
eroded by the campaign against them in
the Orange community (Lhougll this may
provoke a revulsion which will be part of
the process of polarisation in the Proles-
tant community). In any case the RUC
could hardly cope with the level of con-
ﬂlc! that looms in the marching season

ahea
Therefore the British Army will be
drawn more and more mtohpohoe work
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Out of the sectarian civil war that is a
clear possibility in this situation can
come neither a united, nor a democratic,
and still less a socialist Ireland.

7. Civil war

The fundamental threat in Northern
Ireland is of sectarian civil war — which
would lead to a bloody repartition, com-
plete and fix the division in the Irish
ple for perpetuity, and probably boost
clericalist reaction on both sides of the
new border. Compared with that, the
carnival of reaction which accompanied
the 1920 partition would seem mild and
moderate.

One consequence of the vicarious
Irish nationalism so widespread on what
might be called the orgamsanonal}y f:n-

against the P
in 1969 and after when the Army did
police work in the Catholic areas where
the RUC had c to be

choate but i
that the danger of sectarian civil war is
not properly appreciated. It filters

suggests that ths will further poison the
already very bitter relations between the
British government and the Protestant
community.

The chances that Britain, caught bet-
ween the two communities, will just pull
out, are probably very small. The conse-
quences, including the very likely spread
of Catholic/Protestant conflict to
British cities like Glasgow, are far too
grave for any British withdrawal in
response to the new situation. Britain
will try to tough it out.

6. The Republicans

If any benefit to the Catholics can be
claimed from the Anglo-Irish agree-
ment, then to the Republicans’ military

campaign belongs the credit.

The tragedy is that the cost of that

campaign in terms of the deepening of

the ancient gulf between the two com-

munities is immense — and it has not yet
pﬂl

The revolt of the Catholics was a just
revolt, its channelling into this sort of
military campaign the product of the
domination of a particular political

lition. Today the dilemma of the
IRA lies in this, that if the military cam-
paign were to stop then the pressure for
change would stop; and if it goes on now
lhen it is the pyromaniacal activity of
petrol on a fire that may anyway

be uncontrollable.

The temptation to ‘detonate the Pro-
testants’ and use them against Thatcher
must be great. After all it was the Pro-
testants who wrecked power-sharing in
1974. But no good can come of it.

through the i as ‘the
socialist revolution’, ‘the permanent
revolution’, or as a little local difficulty
which the good guys would win.

We must fight this irresponsible and
light-minded attitude. In the period
ahead it will otherwise isolate the left
from serious and sober-minded labour
movement militants who will rightly
recoil from the prospect of sectarian civil
war.

8. The left

Most of the so-called Marxist left is
politically subservient to Sinn Fein.
They relate to Ireland through romantic
populist spectacles which allow them to
avoid seeing the horrifying spectre of
communal civil war that looms behind
events there.

In their reaction to the Anglo-Irish

eement most of the left have surpass-
ed themselves, focusing on the alleged
surrender of Irish sovereignty and failing
almost entirely to see anything new. The
writers and readers of publications like
Socialist Action and Labour and Ireland
must be mightily surprised by the recent
events in Northern Ireland.

On Ireland the left needs urgently to
rearm itself with working-class Marxist
polifics.

Troops Out

The single isolated slogan ‘Troops
Out’ has come to be the mark of a
sizeable part of the left in the last
decade. It has become something of a
fetish, isolated from the rest of a
socialist or democratic programme on



20 Years

Ireland.

We are for Irish self-determination,
therefore for troops out. But Socialist
Organiser has repeatedly criticised the
slogan mongering use of troops out as if
it were a self-sufficient programme.
Right now troops out without a political
settlement means — for a certainty —
sectarian civil war and repartition. It
means not self-determination of the
Irish people as a whole, but the dog-eat-
dog destruction of any chance of unity
of the Irish people as a whole.

Troops out is not a political pro-

gramme, but only part of one — and it
can be part of more than programme.
Plain troops out tomorrow means sec-
tarian civil war — troops out with a
political settlement means something
radically different.
. We are in favour of British
withdrawal but as part of a political
solution which actually allows Irish self-
determination: and that can only mean a
solution which leads to some form of
federal Ireland within which Protestant
and Catholics will not, immediately Bri-
tain goes, have to set about determining
how they relate to each other by sec-
tarian civil war, perhaps even on the pat-
tern of Lebanon.

‘We do not say ‘we support troops out
only after a federal Ireland has been
agreed’; we say ‘a serious movement for
troops out among the Irish working
class, let alone the British working class,
can only be built as part of a programme
for actually realising Irish self-
determination.’ In a sense this is condi-
tional support for British withdrawal —
but withdrawal is not a fetish. And it
does not mean that we take any respon-
sibility for the British troops. They but-
tress an untenable status quo and they
serve British governments — Labour
and Tory alike — which over the last 17
years (and now again with the Anglo-
Irish agreement) could not have acted
very differently if they had been
deliberately trying to make sectarian
civil war inevitable.

As the Orange mobilisation develops,
sections of the soft left will probably
start troops against the
Orangeists or advocaung their use. We
do not back the Orange bigots, but we
do not back the troops either. We re-
main the party of irreconcilable opposi-
tion.

10. The Catholics

The Northern Ireland Catholics re-
main the chief victims of partition. They
are likely now to be victims of reac-
tivated Orange murder gangs. In the
event of sectarian civil war they will be
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the most i in
Belfas

thle we advocate a democratic solu-
tion to the Protestant Catholic conflict,
and reconciliation and working class
unity as a basic immediate policy for
Northern Ireland, in face of sectarian
conflict we must stand with and defend
the Catholics.

I1. Socialism

The unspeakably bitter spectacle of
the workers who live in the run-down
Shankhill area of Belfast in murderous
conflict with their Catholic working-
class neighbours in the run-down Faﬁs
area sums up what capitalism, British
rule and the activities of the " Irish

is and petty is  politi-
cians have done to Ireland.

The massive 25% unemployment rate
among people who often lack the means
of life above the bare necessities is a fur-
ther indictment of that system.

The Irish working class, Protestant
and Catholic alike, needs socialism —
that ‘the workers should join together
and take power from the capitalists.

We do not counterpose future
socialism to the just struggle of the
Catholics now, nor pretend that a divid-
ed Irish workmg class can miraculously
make a sudden leap from the terrible
reality of today to socialism.

But we need socialism, and a move-
ment that fights for socialism as well as
for a democratic solution to the
Catholic/Protestant conflict.

Socialist
Organiser

debates

Daisy Mules — Sinn Fein

back of what the British left are
thinking about Ireland and about
the issues that concern us in Ireland —
and obviously also concern you in Bri-

n.

First, I’ll deal with the Anglo-Irish
Agreement. Judging by the actions it has
triggered, this eement signed by
Thatcher and Fitzgerald on November
15, 1985, could be deemed a momentous
step forward. However, our attitude is
that it is nothing of the sort.

Acclaimed internationally, approved
by Irish establishment parties, and op-
posed with growing vehemence by the
Northern Umomsts — surely the Agree-
ment cannot at bad? But it is.

The Agreement is a setback for all
socialist forces in Ireland, and their sup-
porters in Britain who have been work-
ing for Britain’s disengagement from
Ireland, and for Ireland’s right to self-
determination as a whole.

The Agreement does not offer
anything new. In it, Dublin recognises
that the Northern Uruomsts have a right
to veto Irish unification. And the two
governments announced the setting up
of an inter-government conference in
which Dublin’s role will be consultative,
and which will look at ways of improv-
ing Dublin’s cooperation on the security
front, as well as reforming the Northern
state, prior to devolving some sort of
power back to an acceptable administra-
tion there.

It is very useful for us to get a feed-

So what exactly are the objectives of
the Agreement? One of its prime aims
has been widely and accurately described
as the defeat of the IRA. It proposes to
achieve this by a mixture of reforms in
the North, supposed to erode the sup-
port of the IRA and Sinn Fein, and in-
creased collaboration by armed forces
both sides of the border.

This was seen specifically when
Dublin ratified the European Conven-
tion on the Suppression of Terrorism.
Until then, only four other EEC coun-
tries, including Britain, had done so.

This will further reduce the already
frayed right to political asylum in the 26
Counties. At the moment, as some of
you are probably aware, there are great
moves going on to renegotiate the ex-
tradition treaty between the United
States and Britain.

The Ulster Defence Regiment remains
— whose members have time and time
again been found guilty of assassinating
innocent Catholics. Only recently, four
UDR men were convicted although they
were not given a specific sentence.

The Royal Ulster Constabulary,
whose members have been involved in
‘shoot-to-kill’ tactics against na-
tionalists, beating in detention centres
and recruiting of paid perjurers for mass
trials, will not be disbanded. Non-j; -jury
courts are here to stay despite mention-
ing that they might do away with them in
the future.

The so-called reforms which we were




told to expect have not happened — ex-
cept one. I am not sure if you are aware
of this, but in the North, if you were
born in the 26 Counties, you have no
right to vote in any election apart from a
‘Westminster election. The one conces-
sion that has now been given to us is that
those who were born in the 26 Counties
can now vote in any election in the Six
. Counties.

It is intended that these reforms be
presented as a result of the agreement,
and a vncmry for the SDLP, in the hope
of wooing nationalist voters away from
Sinn Fein.

However, the thinking that underlines

_~ this part of the agreement 'is that the
IRA and Sinn Fein thrive on the misery
of Northern nationalists — as is often
said by the SDLP, the Catholic hierar-
chy and the Dublin politicians.

Unemployment breeds violence, they
say. Hence the recently agreed US finan-
cial input, and the possible financial
back-up from the EEC which will
presumably be used to create jobs. Sinn
Fein says that unemployment breeds
demoralisation, apathy, ill-health,
alcoholism, domestic violence against
women and children, drug taking. But it
does not breed pohu activism.

Far from thriving on misery and
deprivation, Sinn Fein works hard
through its advice centres, trades unions
and local campaigns to help bring about
change.

In the meantime, while Dublin waits
for an auspicious moment to pass some
reforms, the Dublin government will be
expected to carry out its duties, as spelt
out by the agreement. Consulted about
the North, it will share responsibility,
but not power, with Britain. And it will
be expected to shoulder a great burden
of the massive military and judicial
operations aimed at containing
republican resistance.

Already the cost to the tax-payer in
the 26 Counties of maintaining partition
is £53 per person per year, while the
equivalent tax to the British tax-payer is
a mere £9.

Thatcher has the Dublin government
over a barrel. She has got the Fitzgerald
government to accept responsibility for
part of Ireland over which it has no
power. She will make them pay for every
crumb of reform that may be brought
about by increasing their collaboration
with the British Army, the RUC and the
Northern judiciary. Furthermore, the
Unionist veto has been recognised in a
legally hmdmg agreement.

Why then has this Dublin govern-
ment, which calls itself a nationalist
government, signed such an agreement?
Indeed, why is it supported by Northern
middle<lass nationalists like the SDLP
leader John Hume?

The first reason is that they feel
threatened by the emergence of Sinn
Fein as a credible political force since
the 1981 H-Block hunger strike. The se-
cond is that the constitutional parties in
the 26 Counties have no urgent desire to
achieve Ireland’s reunification, and self-
determination, as this would radically
change the balance of power and the

conservative nature of Irish polmcs.

As for the SDLP being the ‘respec-
table’ middleclass nationalist alter-
native to the IRA, it will always be
assured of a little place in a devolved ad-
ministration at Stormont. In fact, our
belief is that if it had not been that the
Assembly was dissolved there recently,
the SDLP were actually preparing to re-
enter Stormont.

‘Why are the Unionists opposed to the
Agreement? After all, the aim is
defeating the IRA, and it plans to enroll
Dublin’s help for lhat purpose.

At the turn of the century, Unionism
represented economic power and in-
dustrial wealth. But since the Second
World War, especially, things have
changed. The linen mills are no more.
Most of the heavy engineering industry
has been. nationalised and needs large
subsidies to survive. Unionists with their
naked bigotry and their decaying
economic muscle are no longer an im-
portant partner for Britain’s policy in
Ireland. They are, however, a sizeable
minority in Ireland as a whole, and
heavily armed.

Unionists presently feel jilted by Bri-
tain, deliberately kept away from the
London-Dublin talks. They were told on
November 15 that Dublin’s opinion
would be listened to before London
decides how to administer the Six Coun-
ties. That was enough.

Assurances that Bnmn 's sovereignty
over the North was intact were not
listened to. Reaffirmation of their con-
stitutional guarantee was ignored.

Any move in the direction of Dublin
was seen by the Unionists, not so much
as a slippery slope to a united Ireland,
but rather as yet another sign that their
bargaining power was on the wane. But
the days of unchallenged Unionist rule
in the Six Counties are no more.

In 1986 the interests of Unionism are
narrower than the interests of Britain.
Unionism today is not so much about
the Union as about partition. It is parti-
tion that has secured a permanent
Unionist majority in the Northern State
for 64 years. It is partition which has
kept the benefits of industrial develop-
ment away from nationalist areas, with
the result that many Unionist areas of
the North enjoy a lower unemployment
rate than in Britain, while in nationalist
areas 40-80% unemployed are not un-
common.

It is those marginal privileges that
working class Unionists want to
preserve, more than the Union Jack or
the link with Britain.

The idea of an independent Ulster
comes from working class loyalist
groups, like the paramilitary UDA.
Even repartition has been mentioned —
anything rather than lose this corner of
Ireland where they rule supreme.

Furthermore, unemployment and
other figures show that 14 years of
British direct rule have failed to erode
Unionist domination significantly. Only
Irish independence could hope to end
Unionist power.

All this talk of reconciling the two
traditions — Unionist and Nationalist
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traditions — within the Six Counties, is
therefore a smokescreen. Unionism and
nationalism are two diametrically oppos-
ed political viewpoints. And the people
who hold this can only be reconciled
within partition if one side, or both,
abandons its ground.

It is obvious that both London and
the Dublin government will be expecting
Northern nationalists once again to
knuckle under. Crumbs of reforms will
be thrown at them. Republican
‘troublemakers’ will be interned, pro-
scribed, censored or otherwise disposed
of. And British interests in keeping
Ireland under control will have suffered
not one bit.

‘This is why the present British govern-
ment is trying to stabilise the Six Coun-
ties, and normalise North/South rela-
tions, while establishing closer links with
Dublin. Like its predecessors in 1971
and 1973 it would prefer a 32 County
statelet, rather than the present
powderkeg. For this it must seduce the
Irish nationalist middle class, appease
the Unionist monster, and_eliminate
Republican resistance. The first objec-
tive has been reached. To achieve the se-
cond it hopes to deliver the third: the
defeat of the IRA and Sinn Fein.

But Unionist opposition is not just
caused by IRA actions and Sinn Fein’s
presence in the councils. It is mostly
about losing their supremacy. This could
be Thatcher’s first miscalculation. The
second is about defeating Republican
resistance.

‘Whatever its future holds, it remains
that this Agreement is a step backwards
for Irish nationalists — and for all those
that want to see the development of a
free, independent, united and socialist
Ireland. Socialists and progressive peo-
ple everywhere must oppose the Agree-
ment as another attempt by Britain to
consolidate its hold on Ireland under
cover of peace and reconciliation.

They should not be confused by the
support given by the Irish nationalist
middle class to the Unionist veto.

In the final analysis, Britain’s colonial
stranglehold on Ireland can only be
broken by a process of decolonisation.
Peace and stability can only be establish-
ed within a framework of Irish national
self-determination.

The inherent weakness of the
Hillsborough process is that it is not
geared to these objectives. On the con-
trary, it is geared towards thwarting the
attainment of these objectives. And for
this reason, as for many of the other im-
ponderables, it is doomed in the long-
term to failure.

Workers’® ireland 15
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point from that of Sinn Fein. I do

not start out with the idea that Irish
nationalism is a fixed star. I have a dif-
ferent standpoint in judging this agree-
ment and everything else about Nor-
thern Ireland: what best serves the in-
terests of the Irish working class? What
will help create the possibility of work-
ing class unity and therefore of a
socialist solution in Ireland, North and
South?

So I start with that different perspec-
tive and I also have a somewhat different
analysis.

‘What I want to do today is deal with
four different things: why the Anglo-
Irish Agreement has come into being;
what it is; what its prospects are and,
finally, what is wrong with the Anglo-
Irish Agreement from a socialist — as
distinct from a nationalist — point of

Ihavc a somewhat different view-

VIeW.

For like Sinn Fein I also conclude that
we should reject the Anglo-Irish Agree-
ment and oppose it, but for reasons dif-
ferent from those of Sinn Fein.

‘Why the deal? Because the Six County
state broke down in 1969. It had existed
for 50 years as a Protestant-ruled state, a
state dominated by a Protestant com-
munity making up about two-thirds of
the Six County population. For fifty
years that had one-party rule.

The Protestant community lorded it
t; jcally over the Catholic one-third
of the Six County population, reducing
them to second-class citizenship, keep-
ing them down because they felt
threatened by them. That system broke
down in 1969.

It broke down initially when the
Catholics began to demand an end to the
various forms of oppression and
discrimination against them and that in
turn created a big Protestant backlash.
In turn the Protestant backlash quickly
escalated to the point where, in
mid-1969 there were serious attempts at
pogroms in Belfast and Derry.

There were pogroms in Belfast where
some 500 houses were burned down in
August 1969. That led to the British Ar-
my having to go into the streets — ‘hav-
ing to’ from the point of view of the rul-
ing class, to stop the situation becoming
uncontrollable.
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Now that meant that the Six County
state had broken down. But Britain did
not admit that the state had broken.
down. The troops were put out to con-
trol the streets and they formed a sort of
tight scaffolding to keep the state from
collapsing. Britain allowed the Protes-
tant Home Rule government to continue
‘in Belfast until March 1972. But in fact
from the point where the troops took
over control of the streets in 1969, Nor-
thern Ministers had senior British civil
servants assigned to understudy them
and act as commissars over them.

So to an important extent Britain took
a very big share of direct rulership as
early as the middle of 1969.

‘But that did not solve anything. True,
Britain began to push through serious
reforms. Against it is important to
understand what happened.

If you look at how Northern Ireland
was destabilised after 50 years it was in
the beginning the result of the British
government giving insistent signals to
the Northern Protestant regime that it
wanted reforms. Britain wanted reforms
because in the 1960s Britain had long
ceased to look to partition for any
benefits. On the contrary, Britain was
‘moving closer to the 26 Counties which
had been growing in importance as an
economic partner of Britain.

Britain and the 26 Counties signed a
Free Trade agreement in 1965. Both Bri-

not been carved out, there was still a
powerful and compact Protestant-
Unionist minority — it is a natural
minority — in an area of north-east,
Ulster, in the nort-east of the Six Coun-
ties. The point is that the Six County en-
tity made the problem of how the Trish
majority and minority relate to each
other more intractable and in no sense .
was it a democratic resolution of the
conflict. ;

From the Catholics’ lack of self-
determination came the Catholic revolt’
— and that revolt has to this day remain-
ed unquellable. The IRA had been vir;
tually non-existent in 1969, during th¢
pogroms, and what did exist calling itsel] i
the IRA had disgraced itself. But with af}
astonishing speed a new IRA wag,
created. Initially it was very right-wing,
an avowed right-wing split off from the;
old IRA. The Provisional movem
wga_,s to be quickly radicalised in the earl!
1

0s.

The new IRA initiated and developed;
a military campaign within a matter of
18 months after the British Army took
to the streets in.mid-1969. The Catholi¢
revolt became unquellable — it took the
form of a series of bombings in the cen-,
tres of towns and killings of soldiers and.
personnel of the Six County state.

This in turn led to an intensification
of the Protestant-Catholic polarisation.
The result of the Provo campaign was
that in March 1972 Britain abolished the
Stormont regime.

Now it is important to keep in mind
that Britain — through all the zig-zags
of policy since 1969 — has always had
the intention of politically restructuring
Northern Ireland. If you see it simply as

1d-fashioned, bone-headed i bl

tain and the 26 Counties were
to enter the EEC, which they finally did
in 1972. Britain wanted to get rid of the
embarrassing backyard police state that
Northern Ireland had been for most of
the previous 50 years.

That led to the pressures on the Nor-
thern liberal Unionists — such as they
were, and there were not too many of
them and they were not very good as
political leaders. And it encouraged the
development of the Catholic Civil Rights

t. e unpr dl
vigorous campaigning of that movement
led to the which 1

ting i

sequence of events
have already described, it in
the British Army taking over in 1969,
with the job of creating a scaffolding
within which Britain could remodel the
Six Counties.

But Britain taking control in 1969 did
not stop anything. Lot.:;‘of Catholics re-

British imperialism or British col-
onialism, I think you miss the point of
what has been going on, you misunders-
tand the dynamics of what’s been going

on.

Since 1972 Britain has always had the
objective of reforming Northern Ireland
from above, to stop things getting com-
pletely out of hand below. ‘This, of
course, is a central pattern in Irish
history, things being done from above to
stop the revolt from below. That has
been Britain’s goal.

When they abolished the Protestant
Home Rule parliament in March 1972
there was an enormous Protestant
backlash against that. The UDA, a mass
Protestant militia, was formed and at its
peak in 1972 it had between 30,000 and
40,000 members. There are about a
million Protestants, so to get a British

i you would have to multiply

mained
especially the youth in Derry and
Belfast. The Catholics may have march-
ed in 1968-9 for one man, one vote; one
man, one house; one man, one job and
basic civil rights. But in reality the root
civil right they lacked was self-
determination. Their troubles grew out
of the fact that they were an artificially
carved-out minority in an artificial state.

It is important to keep in mind that
the Six Counties and its majority and
‘minority are artificial. But it is also im-
portant to be aware that even if the ex-
isting Six County entity had
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that figure by about 60!

It was an immensely powerful
Protestant-Unionist mobilisation.

Britain tried to replace the home rule
of the Protestants by power-sharing, in
which the Catholic middle class, through
the SDLP, was co-opted into the system. !
And Britain succeeded for a period in
doing that. In 1973 and the beginning of
1974 they set up the power-sharing ex-»
ecutive. )

The real strength of that executive lay
in the SDLP, the Catholic constitutional
nationalist party. They were the
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bedrock, the real power in that ad-
ministration through which, in partner-
ship with minority Protestant politicians
led by Brian Faulkner they ruled for the
first five months of 1974.

destro;

in May 19'74 The general strike was got

gomg to some extent by coercion at the
, but it became a genuine ex-

,pron of the Protestant dissatisifac-

3 \tmn and bitter anger at the whole situa-

| Thnl general strike was an immensely

| powerful demonstration of the latent

1power of the Protestant working class.
- Unfortunately it was the use of revolu-

state. i
one of the most powerful and successful

stitutional nationalist parties North and
South of the border. For a year they
deliberated in the so-called ‘New Ireland
Forum’, and finally they produced a
series of proposals for a settlement wnt.h
Britain. They presented their ideas as a
series of options, listed in declining
order of preference. Their first
preference was for an immediate move
towards a unitary Irish 32 County state.
Their second o] lI‘puon was an Irish federa-
tion, or a confederation, which is even
looser than a federation. Their third
preference was some form of joint Irish-
ush _rule in the Six Counties.
response of Mrs That-
cher was made during a notorious press
conference where she banged the tahle,
ticked off the various proj
dismissed them: ‘‘That’s out, that’s sout,
that’s out.” But not long after That-

cher’s “‘out, out, out’ speech serious
began between

Lexperiments to get a new power-sharing
|executive and then gave up.
The form their giving up took was

‘ithat the British Labour government

thereafter swung round to a policy of
defeating the IRA, and this quickly
became an intense repression of the en-
tire Catholic community.

It was the Labour government which
withdrew political status from convicted

“Irepublican prisoners conceded by the

Tories in 1972. That led to the protests
round the prisons which culminated in
the hunger strikes of 1981. By the end of
this whole process in the early 1980s you
had the powerful Catholic build-up
behind the republican organisation, Sinn

‘ein.

In 1983 Sinn Fein got 12% of the
whole vote, about 42% of the Northern
Irish Catholic vote. That meant that Bri-
tain had failed — and failed dangerous-

. Britain’s policy after 1976 of beating
own the Catholics had quietened the
Protestants for a long time: since the
ritish state was doing it, the Pro-
testants felt that they dldn 't have to do
much themselves, and they were relative-
Iy quiet.

4 An attempt by lan Paisley and the
UDA to get an Orange general strike in
977 failed resoundingly.

The political rise of Sinn Fein
idhreatened to eliminate the constitu-
ifional nationalists who had been the
“mainstay of the power-sharing attempt
“of the mid-1970s.

But of course Britainhadn’t abandon-
# the idea of recreating a new set of
litical structures in the North of
land, it had merely believed in the
mid- 1970s that it had to let the thing
gweat itself out for a period of time.
Now the political rise of Sinn Fein

1. Adlhreatened to close the door on all sorts
n1d

deals for the forseeable period ahead.
As a result of that threat, various

“people began to act — not only were the

British very alarmed, the Southern
bourgeoisie were alarmed too and they

“rganised a get together of all Irish con-

uegothdons Britain and
examples of a general strike in the Southern g wlnch after a
history. smashed the power- year prodlu:ed the Anglo-Irish deal.
sharing executive. So the fundamental reason for the
{" After that, Britain tried a number of

Anglo-Irish Agreement was that the
breakdown of the Northern Irish state
threatened the stability of the whole
island and of parts of Britain too. From
that stemmed the vigorous activities of
the constitutional nationalists around
the New Ireland Forum. The immediate
goal was to save the SDLP from political
oblivion or at least from being
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Anglo-Irish Agreement break down.
But nevertheless, as it stands, what it
isis an international treaty whceby Bri-
tain has agreed with Dublin that they
will jointly set up an inter-government
conference to oversee the running of the

how to run Northern Ireland, to earnest-
ly seek agreement before acting. In other
words, it amounts to an international
power-sharing agreement with the 26
Counties sharing with Britain a serious
degree of political control of the Six
Counties. It seems to me that’s a very
important development.

It’s not exactly full power-sharing, it’s
not what the New Ireland Forum asked
for, because the Executive is entirely in
the hands of Britain. Nevertheless, in
real terms it is a high degree of power-

2.

There are a number of parallels to this
sort of development. I think that what
the British and Irish bourgeoisie are do-
ing is trying to set up a framework that
can evolve and allow the creation of new
structures.

Both governments claim sovereignty
in Northern Ireland. If you look at what
they have done in the Anglo-Irish deal,
they have agreed to leave the question of
sovereignty alone. They haven’t formal-
ly left it alone, there are various forms of
words floating about, but in practice
they’ve decided to leave the whole
business alone.

The procedure reminds me of two
things and I am going to make two
parallels. Firstly with the way the
English natural scientists of the 17th
century dealt with the religious dogma
that was still formally very much part of
the English state and to which they were

the goal
was to find a basic solution that would
allow the IRA to be quelled and to have
its base of support gradually undermin-
ed and removed.

So that’s the why. What is the
agreement? 1 think it is rather more
substantial than comrade Mules says. T
think it is a sort of political power-
sharing agreement between Dublin and
London. And it is enshrined in an inter-
national treaty which is binding, solemn-
ly binding.

lmemauonal treaties, of course, have
limited force. If you have a dispute in
Britain under the British law you have
recourse to the courts and ultimately to
!he power of the state to enforce your

legal rights. In international treaties
there is no such state power to appeal to
and such international treaties as the

obliged to conform. The way
they dealt with the fact that England was
still a state where you had to believe in
the established church and all its doc-
trines, the way they freed themselves to
really explore nature was by declaring
that of everything in nature God is the
first cause, but there were then many se-
cond causes. By paying lip service to
God as the first cause, they managed to
leave God alone on the sidelines and get
on with the empirical exploration of-

reality.

1 think that the British and Irish
bourgeoisies have done something like
this in the Anglo-Irish Agreement. They
have pushed the question of sovereignty
aside and they are trying to get on with
groping their way towards mew struc-
tures

The second parallel is with the EEC.
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Twice this century Europe has been con-
vulsed by wars, world wars which were
fundamentally rooted in the fact that the
nation states of the advanced European
countries were a fetter on the needs of
production, the need to unify the Euro-
pean economy. On two occasions Ger-
many tried to unify the European
economy by simply conquering Europe,
but that failed. Germany was defeated
and at the end of World War 2 Russia
was able to threaten to dominate

nationalist party. It will not act on prin-
ciple, it will act opportunistically and it
may act in a way that will destroy the
new Anglo-Irish treaty.

‘What’s wrong with the deal? From a
socialist as_distinct from an Irish na-
tionalist point of view? Even if you hope
(as the ruling class, I think, do) that it
can eventually lead to the evolution of
new structures which will supersede the
old structure and the old relationships,
even if you can hope for that, it’s still a
very long-w‘rm prospect.

Europe.

How did the proceed?
After the war they very urgently needed
to unify the European economy but they
were stopped by all the various na-
tionalisms. So what they did was to
begin in 1951 by creating something call-
ed the Iron and Steel Community which
allowed the steel and coal industry, both
German and French, to be unified and
to escape from the normal fetters of the
nation state. This led to the creation of
the EEC in 1958. The EEC has largely
eliminated the _economic boundaries
separating the European states, which
are now more thoroughly integrated
iz':onomically than the 50 states of the

S

A.

1 think that what is being done in the
Anglo-Irish deal is to attempt to develop
in the same way, to grope towards new
structures, leaving insoluble questions of
sovereignty alone.

One final thing about this that we
should note is that they have made pro-
vision for a joint Southern Irish and
British, and probably eventually Nor-
thern Irish, parliamentary committee,
which_could actually develop into a
powerful intra-parliamentary link bet-
ween Britain and Ireland, by far the
closest political links since the 26 Coun-
ties seceded from the old UK in 1922,

The prospects of the Anglo-Irish
Agreement so far seem to be quite bright
from the ruling class’s point of view.
Thatcher and company show themselves
to be pretty firmly committed to the
deal. So far they’ve stood up for it with
impressive  determination. From the
point of view of the two ruling classes,
the real weakness of the deal if you ex-
amine the two pillars on which the deal

must stand or fall — the British
bourgeoisic and the Southern Irish
bourgeoiesie — is in the South of

Ireland. Fianna Fail will most likely be
the new government there in a year or so
and it is not at all clear what Fianna Fail
will do about the Anglo-Irish Agree-
ment. [t may try to renegotiate it, it may
even scrap it.

Fianna Fail is not an honest bourgeois
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the grinding poverty and
the built-in sectarianism in the North
continues. Meanwhile the various
repressions continue. Meanwhile mass
unemployment is starting to bleed the
South once again, after a 15 year inter-
ruption.

Apart from that, it is an undemocratic
way of dealing with the problem, par-
ticularly with the Catholic-Protestant
relations in Northern Ireland. It seems
to me therefore, that is is not a solution
that socialists can support.

However, I think it is very important
that we should understand it for what it
is — a series of quite subtle moves by the
ruling class which, -if ‘it sticks, can
perhaps evolve and create new relations
between Ireland as a whole and Britain.

Now that, if it survived in the long,
long, long term, can bring some benefits
but I don’t think we can support it in the
hope of benefits in the distant or
medium distant future.

John Bloxam

ecently an editorial in

Republican News warned of the

danger of sectarian civil war.
The result of such a war, the editorial
concluded, would not be a united
Ireland, but bloody repartition. Daisy in
her contribution suggested that the idea
of repartition exists in the Loyalist com-
munity, but in the cold light of day they
would drop it very quickly. If that is her
view I think it is under-estimating it, and
the Republican News editorial was more
accurate. Could she explain in more

detail Sinn Fein’s attitude?

Martin Thomas

t's quite common on the Left in
Britain to hear people describe the
Northern Ireland P as

winning them over, or at least a sectiol
of them.

‘Whether or not conquest is desirable
it seems to us that, given the relationshif®
of forces, it is not possible. The Pr
testants could hold at least a part of thf"
north-east of Ireland — throi
pogroms against Catholics living th
and so on. Therefore you have to loo}
towards winning over a section of t
Protestants, particularly the workin l:
class, politically. I'd like to ask wha"
Sinn Fein’s ideas are about that task?

0
. $r
Daisy Mules ;

hen Paisley made his verire
aggressive statements abod
civil war, we analysed that &

J

%
a result of the power struggle going of°
among the Loyalists. Peter Robinscnle‘
being seen by the harder line Loyalists &
a potential leader, so somehow Paiself”
had to regain ground. Also Paisl
wanted to scare people.

After the divorce referendum, he i
mediately backtracked. He said th
now there was no need for a civil w

their denial of divorce as a civil right th
Irish unity was not possible.
There’s been a lot of publicity
Loyalist attacks on the RUC and
UDR — mostly the RUC — houses a
homes. But they’ve also been attackin;
Catholic homes, especially in places lig;

similar to the pogroms of the ea
seventies.

families have had to move out beca
of Loyalist attacks on their homes.

So that possibility of civil war
always there. But in our analysis it cef
tainly isn’t going to happen at the m
ment. And Britain won't allow it to

pen.

Paisley and the other Unionist leadegi,
are very well aware that the Anglo-Irif
Agreement does not erode their ri
In fact it entrenches their rights in
ways. It actually states that the Loyali
veto will always be upheld.

Repartition isn’t a real possibility, i
our view.

What are we going to do to win ov
Protestants politically? There’s no
that Sinn Fein is going to win oW
Loyalists by political argument whil
their supremacy is guaranteed to
by the British government. So long

‘paper tigers’; to say that the Anglo-
Irish deal is entirely in their interests,
and they just don’t understand what’s
going on. The analysis that Daisy gave is
a lot more realistic.

That raises a question. If the Protes-
tant backlash is a response to a serious
shift in the policy of the ruling class, that
same backlash is going to exist against
any movement towards a united Ireland.
How should socialists and republicans
deal with that?

There are two theoretically possible
answers. First is that you look to con-
quering the Protestants by physical
force: the other is that you look towards

their y s
won’t listen to any discussion or ta
They won’t even talk to John Hume.
‘We think a basic requirement for anj
talks to develop is that the Unioni
guarantee is taken away. Then they wi
engage in discussion. But until then, i
should they talk to us? !

Tony Dale
aisley talking about civil W
does highlight the danger of}
Paisley is softening up compar

to many others in the Loyalist cam
With people like Robinson taking co




ofn of the mobilisations it increases the

Il S not a question of crystal ball gaz-
— will there or won’t there be a sec-
ian civil war? To recognise the
ibility, as Sinn Fein do, is more
fious than many on the British Left.
the British Left much of the response
the Deal has to say, ‘Well, it’s
really affecting the Protestant peo-
, or threatening the link with Britain’.
ere’s a tendency to see the Protestants
puppets, just as dupes, and not
zogmse that their reaction to the Deal
ws the extent to which they are an in-
rzpendent force.
reien‘sy said that the Anglo-Irish Deal
gthens the Loyalist veto. Yes, it’s
odt written into it that the Protestants
 ‘gould be consulted and so on, but the
upyalhsts want themselves alone to
n'ycide what happens in the North. The
s takes that away; it says that what’s
g to count is what we think in Lon-
clen, and what our counterparts think in
nblin. It’s taken away ‘Protestant self-
s termination’, and that is an important
lh‘\ange.

hfte Keenlyside

t worries me when people describe
the relationship between Britain and
Ireland as ‘the last vestiges of colon-
sm’, ‘imperialism’, etc. To me that
Tk doesn’t make sense.
'€BBritain derives very little benefit from
ark maintenance of its rule in Northern
land. I don’t know the exact figures,
Ol [ suspect that more money goes into
WSland than comes out of it. Most in-
stries  are heavlly subsidised. In a
rxist sense, it’s a strange imperialism.
itain got out of colonies where it
in a better position to extract profit.
n’t know what it gets out of Ireland.
‘e situation can’t be explained with the
sic analysis of imperialism. If you try
explain it like that, you miss a lot of
ts.

e Protestants have got every reason
Alifbe wary of deals like the Anglo-Irish
greement. At the end of it, the project
or Britain to establish a relatmnshxp
th Irish capitalism like that it has with
Sy other capitalist country: an inter-

OV€The project for both the British and
hiksh ruling classes is to normalise the
fuation. That does mean doing away
this ‘odd’ situation in the North. At
hes end of the day, it's in the interests of
1KStish capitalism to have a united

and.
at’s not to say that the projecl will
ced. It will fail because it’s a solu-

WDaisy said — and it struck me as very
ang isn’t much
lihood of a sectarian civil war. And
reason she gave is that Britain
“puldn’t allow it. Now, whatever the

ts and wrongs of using the slogan
oops out’, on its own, we’re all agreed
t Britain’s involvement in Ireland
t end. What if we’re successful —
morrow? Then the thing that will pre-

" vent civil war will be removed.

It’s
strange for people fighting British im-
perialism to look to it to prevent civil
war.

Liam Conway

aisy said there wouldn’t be a

civil war. 1 think it’s true that

the Anglo-Irish Deal won’t lead
to civil war, because it doesn’t threaten
the union between Northern Ireland and
Britain. Butif you look at history, civil
war has been most likely when the Union
was threatened.

On the question of Protestant
supremacy, I think it’s wrong to
with the Protestants as a whole unit in a
supremacist sense, or to talk about them
as if they were only the Protestant
leaders and not ordinary Protestant peo-
ple as well. Socialists have got to cut
through Protestant — and indeed all —
leaders and look at the root of the Pro-
testants’ fears.

‘And of course there are plenty of Pro-
testants suffering unemployment as well
as Catholics. We have to look not just at
their social concerns, but other concerns

too.

The Protestant minority in the whole
of Ireland see themselves as having a
separate identity. It’s a working class in-
terest, that they feel a separate identity.
It’s not just a concern of their leaders
who are duping the Protestant workers.
Looking across the border at the South
reinforces their ideas.

I’d like to ask why Sinn Fein dropped
their commitment to federalism, which
goes some way towards creating a
framework in which the working class of
both communities can have their identity
satisfied. It would create the possibility
of the unity of the working class to
create a socialist Ireland.

Niall Power

irst, on civil war. Nobody would

underestimate the very real danger

of civil war. But I do detect a
certain double standards when some peo-
ple on the British Left discuss this ques-
tion.
We call for an end to apartheid and
one person, one vote in South Africa.
There is the distinct possibility that the
granting of those things would lead to
civil war — not just between whites and
blacks, but between blacks and blacks: a
distinct possibility. But that doesn’t lead
us to water down our support for the en-
ding of apartheid, or for one person,
one vote.

I fail to see why we should water down
our support for one person, one vote in
Ireland, either.

Second, on the sincere — I presume
— call for workers’ unity in the North.
Comrades, as much as you may wish for
that to happen, I can assure you it simp-
ly won’t happen while Britain remains in
Ireland. If you doubt that, I suggest you
go to Ireland, get more informed of the
mentality and the material privileges of
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the Protcstants — workers included.

You won’t break thmugh to any form
of working class unity while Britain re-
mains there.

A majority — a majority — of the
Irish working class wants to see Britain
out of Ireland. Why don’t you support
that majority clearly and unambiguous-
ly, without wanting provisos about par-
ticular forms of unity with one signifi-
cant minority in a particular part of the
country?

Third, I would like to ask SO for more
information about federalism. John
O’Mahony mentioned that federalism
was one of the proposals coming out of
the Irish Forum Report. Is that a form
of federalism that you would support?

1 think Britain would like to leave
Ireland, but it also needs to protect its
interests. It does have financial interests,

it does have industry, not only in the
North but also in the South. The British
taxpayer may be losmg from it, but the
British capitalist isn’t.

And the military interests need to be
protected, in the sense of American
bases in the north of Ireland. A united
Ireland — and certainly a militarily in-
dependent one — would threaten those
quite seriously.

And ideologically, Britain isn’t going
to be forced out, like Vietnam was forc-
ed out of Vietnam.

Martin Thomas

don’t think any of us are saying

that it’s an easy, straightforward

task for socialists or republicans to
address themselves to Protestant
workers. We’re not saying, like Militant,
that if you talk about working class uni-
ty enough the Protestant workers will
flock round and everything will be love-
ly. We understand that it is difficult
almost to the point of impossibility even
to get a hearing, let alone to get them to
agree with you.

Nevertheless, if you analyse the situa-
tion realistically, you come to the con-
clusion that that difficult task if the key
task. To say that it’s difficult is to say
that progress in Ireland is d)fﬁcult.

It’s not just a because we’re fan-
tastically concerned with the rights of
the Protestants, though I think we
should be to a certain extent. It’s also a
question of realistic calculation. Even if
we said that the Protestants don’t have
any rights at all, they nevertheless have
force. As Daisy put it, they’re a substan-
tial minority, concentrated and heavily
armed. They have the force to prevent
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Ireland being united.

Even on those grounds you have to
address the problem.

Daisy’s answer is.a sort of two-stage
theory. At one stage there’s nothing you
can do, politically, in relation to the
Protestants. Your efforts should con-
centrate on putting pressure_on the
British government so that it will
the acts of the British Parliament that
say that the Northern Ireland Pro-
testants can maintain the Northern
Ireland unit as long as they wish. Once
that has been done it will be possible to
talk to the Protestants and create unity.

There are two problems with that sort
of two-stages theory. First, the Pro-
testants have two vetoes. They have one
veto written into legal Acts of Parlia-
ment; and they have another veto
secured by their own force.

Part of the legal veto has been taken
away, Direct Rule has been imposed. A
veto on relations with the South has
been taken away.

How have the Protestants reacted? By
becoming more willing to talk to their
fellow workers? No, on the contrary,
you’ve seen a hardening of the Protes-
tant sectarianism over the past 14 years.

Taking away the legal veto won’t
automatically make the creation of class
unity easier. In fact, the immediate
result might be to make it more difficult.
That doesn’t mean we should oppose
taking away the legal veto; it means that
we have to couple it with other political
demands.

But how do you get the veto by force
taken away? I can’t see any reason why
the British government should be able to
actually take that veto away. It seems to
me you need some degree of class umty
I’m not saying we’re not interested in a
united Ireland unless it is created by a
united working class. I'm saying that
practically, it won’t happen

Niall said: you won’t get a united
working class until you have a united
Ireland. Youw’'ll get a united working
class after a united Ireland. You can see
the force in that argument. But if you
analyse the situation the opposite also
holds: you don’t get a united Ireland un-
til you’ve got a united workmg class.

Does that mean the whole situation is
impossible? It means it’s very difficult.
It means you can’t rely on the two-stage
theory. You have to be trying to create a
united working class, or at least a par-
tially united working class — you’re not
going to win over the entire Protestant
working class — at the same time as you
fight for a united Ireland.
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hat’s happening in the Loyalist

community? What are the

prospects for its opposition?
It seems to me that if Ian Pmsley is being
forced into posturing — like his call for
action on the streets and so on — it’s an
indication of the strength of the Loyalist
opposition. Paisley has dominated the
Protestants since 1970 and his party has
been increasingly dominant since 1979 or
so. If he’s forced to posture, it shows the
strength of the Loyahst opposition.

Civil war isn’t just morally bad
because people start butchering each
other. The point is that the political set-
tlement that would come out of it would
be repartition. So there are political
reasons as well as moral ones to recoil
from the prospect of civil war.

It’s not a question, as Niall said, that
we don’t recognise the right of the Irish
people to determine their own future.
But there’s a difference between
rocogmsmg that right and realising it. To
put it starkly: the political force that can
create a united Ireland doesn’t exist at
the moment; it has yet to be created.
That’s one of the reasons why a united
Ireland seems so distant.

Sinn Fein’s struggle, justified as it is,
is limited. It’s limited geographically,
and also physically to 10% of the entire
Irish people. It’s also politically limited,
but that’s another discussion. Its con-
tinued struggle at best can defend the
Catholic community. But all it can do is
maintain the stalemate, and push and
prod the British government into at-
tempted reforms.

Support amongst constitutional na-
tionalists for the Accord is partly, as
Daisy said, due fo their fear of Sinn
Fein. But it also concedes something to
them that’s new. It concedes that the
Southern Irish government has got a say
in the affairs of the North.

But also the Republican movement is
vulnerable to that kind of strategy. The
idea of reforming the Northern Ireland
state continues to have some weight. The
alternative — a united Ireland — seems
remote and distant. That’s a problem we
have to confront.

The British and Irish governments are
trying to create a framework that will
break the stalemate — in their interests.
That’s exactly what we have to do. We
have to create the force that can achieve
a united Ireland.

‘We have to break from conventional
Catholic Irish nationalism, and return to
traditional Republicanism — uniting the
Irish people.

John Bloxam

iall complained of double stand--

ards. But there’s a difference
between the kind of civil war you
might see in South Africa on the one
hand, and Ireland on the other. It’s a
dlfference for example of a situation like
the Lebanon — two working class com-

munities slaughtering each other, with
no progress coming out of it; and a
situation perhaps like Spain.

Civil war in South Africa bea
necessary to unite the whole
country and allow the working class to
fight for its own demands. Civil war in
Ireland would be different. And that’s
what the discussion is about. Everyone
here supports the struggle for a united
Ireland. But if there is a civil war, which
would mean repartition, that would cer-
tainly not be an on the situa-
tion, and could well be a step
bacl ds.

That’s our concern in talking abom
civil war and repartition. Daisy said she
doesn’t think there would be repartition.
’m not quite sure why she thinks that.
There are two arguments, I think. One'is
that the Protestants aren’t strong
enough to organise their own state out-
side of Britain. I just don’t think this'is
the case. They’re strong enou%h
numerically and armed enough to do it.

The second is that a Protestant state
wouldn’t be economically viable. But'it
doesn’t depend upon cold economic
calculations. I can’t assess that. It
depends upon a political drive, which
would be very strong.

Comrades have pointed quite rightly
to the problems of creating working
class umty But they’re missing the point
— it’s a problem, it’s been tried before
and failed so it’ll have to wait for:a
united Ireland...this just ignores the |-
points that have been made here.

We’re not saying that we’ve got all the
answers. We're trying to address the
problem. That’s important. The com-
rades haven’t explained how a united
Ireland is going to happen outside of
some kind of unity.

John O’Mahony

ou can’t measure the threat of

sectarian civil war by Paisley.

What comrade Mules said
about his motivation — the infighting in
Unionist ranks — is quite right. But ]
it is an old joke that Ian Paisley is a bit
of a ‘fake right’. He’s a demagogue.
You can’t measure the threat of civil war
by Paisley’s manoeuvrings. 3

The basic thing is that even today,
even with the Deal, the Protestants think
they can rely on the British state — it's
their state, they identify with it. So long
as it’s there, they don’t have the motiva-
tion to organise themselves for sectarian
civil war, or rather for a war to carve out
their own area of Ireland, to create their
own state.

But given their heavy concentration,
particularly in Antrim
don’t see any reason to doubt that if!
they feel fundamentally threatened they
will resist, and sectarian civil war will be;
a real part of the situation.

‘We should beware of logic chopping.
It’s fine to point out the contradiction in
comrade Mules’ argument — that Bri-
tain prevents civil war, etc. But it’s also
absolutely irrefutably true. It’s true that
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if Britain left without a political settle-
ment the Protestants would try to sort it
out in their own wa;
In Britain we have to insist all the time
that the Six County state is an artificial
. entity, and shouldn’t exist. But that idea
also contains a potential lie that Leftists
:can tell themselves: the lie that no Pro-
testant majority state is viable or con-
ceivable. In reality there is such a con-
ceivable state — smaller than the present
one — that could emerge out of a sec-
tarian clash.

1t is inconceivable that the Catholics
|« could win. I don’t think that subjugating
| "Protestants ls desirable, but in any case
I :it wouldn’t happen.
1 agree that in the current situation,
working class unity is not possible.
However, the idea that you will only get
it after a united Ireland is simply nonsen-
. -sical. You will not get a united Ireland
unless you find some way of uniting the
Irish people; you will most likely get a
repartitioned Ireland as a result of the
Provo war. So it’s a vicious circle.

You won’t get a united Ireland by~
" Catholic conquest of the Protestants.:
The Catholic half-million in the north
could not conceivably conquer the Pro-
testant million. It’s

federalism. On that basis you could at
least talk to some of the Protestants.
You could create small groups of united
workers on that democratic basis.

In reality that’s one of our differences
with Sinn Fein. We would accept !hal
the Protestants are a legitimate
minority. They are not just a pohnml
minority that can be said to be pro-
imperialist or ‘unionist’ — though they
are unionists. I’m not too sure of the
precise definition though I wouldn’t
balk too much at calling them a national
minorif

lreland’s problem is that there’s a na-
tional minority, but instead of that
minority relating rationally and
democratically to the Irish majority, the
whole thing was snarled up by the in-
tervention of the British ruling class in
the artificial form of an artificial parti-
tion — which created a bigger Catholic
minority than the Protestants would
have been in the whole of Ireland.
got to look at that ratlonally.
as mlahsts, and also as
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some notion of federalism, recognising
that there had to be an attempt to ac-
commodate the Protestant minority.

It was very late in the story. History
might have gone differently if that pro-
posal had been part of the ongmal
Home Rule Bill of the 1880s. It wasn’t.
1921 was very late in the affair, and
there have never been many Protestant
takers for the idea as far as I know.

But the point is to have a basic

that will allow

One of the problems with Sinn Fein is
that to a considerable extent it’s come to
reflect the northern Catholic minority
and to a serious extent to break with

that

the Catholic population in the South

would mobilise to try to do it. It’s just
not possible.

Out of that we derive the notion of

‘ combining our propaganda for a

socialist Ireland and for British

* withdrawal with some sort of democratic

solution — a democratic version of

Socialist Organiser stands for
workers’ liberty East and West. We
aim to help organise the left wing in
the Labour Party and trade unions to
fight to replace capitalism with
working class socialism.

We want public ownership of the
major enterprises and a planned
economy under workers’ control. We
want democracy much fuller than the
present Westminster system — a
workers’ democracy, with elected

Subscribe!

aspects of

workers to talk to workers and allow
socialists from either community to
assure people from the other community
that they respect their identity and do
not glropose any form of sectarian or na-
tion:

for example in its of
federalism, which it advocated for a
decade.

Federalism isn’t something SO has
just thought up. As long ago as 1921 the
political leader of the Republicans who
were soon to be in arms against the Free
State government, De Valera, adopted

representatives recallable at any
time, and an end to bureaucrats’ and
managers’ privil

Socialism can never be built in one
country alone. The workers in every
country have more in common with
workers in other countries than with
their own capitalist or Stalinist rulers.
We support national liberation
struggles and workers’ struggles
worldwide, including the struggle of
workers and oppressed nationalities in

1don’t think that just because we’re in
Britain we can accept a self-denying or-
dinance that we have no right to do or
say anything but simply reflect
stralghtforward Provo Irish na-
ism. I think it’s far too complex

for that.

Socialist Organiser

the Stalinist states against their own
anti-socialist bureaucracies.

We stand:

For full equality for women, and
social provision to free women from
the burden ework. For a mass
working class-based women’s
movement.

Against racism, and against
deportations and all immigration
controls.

For equality for lesbians and gays.

For a united and free Ireland, with
some federal system to protect
rights of the Protestant minority.

For left unity in action; clarity in
debate and discussion.

For a labour movement accessible
to the most oppressed, accountable to
its rank and file, and militant against
capitalism.

We want Labour Party and trade
union members who support our basic
ideas to become supporters of the
paper — to take a bundle of papers to
sell each week and pay a small
‘contribution to help meet the paper’s
deficit. Our policy is democratically
controlled by our supporters through
Annual General Meetings and an
elected National Editorial Board.
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Daisy Mules

hat hasn’t really been touched
on is why Britain wants to stay
in Ireland. It is an economic
reason, which no-one has touched upon.
Seamus Mallon and Fitzgerald, when
the Anglo-Irish Agree:
actually touched on it. Mallon indicated
that he would be willing to negotiate an
end to Free State neutrality if he felt that
would end the Northern Irish political
deadlock. So Britain is there for
strategic reasons tied up with NATO.
If they think they can ‘bargain with the
26 Counties for an end to their neutrali-
ty, they’ll do so. There’s already been
moves towards that; Fitzgerald is
already talking about it.
‘When I said Britain wouldn’t allow 2
civil war, I meant at present, within the
partitionist _state. If the troops are
removed, some people say there would
be a civil war. We would like to believe
— and maybe it is an illusory belief,
but we’ll have to wait and see — that if
the troops are withdrawn, Britain
declares its intention to withdraw,
withdraws its military presence and
hopefully eventually its economic
this will force the Protestant
working class to open dialogue with
Republicans. That is our belief.

that’s what we would want. Some of us
try it through trade union work, where
we’'re meeting Protestant working class
people. But most of the unions have
clauses in their constitutions disallowing
any discussion of political matters — by
which they mean things to do with
Ireland; they don’t mean talking about
the war in South Africa or Nicaragua.
They simply mean talking about the war
in Northern Ireland.

Until the ICTU removes that constitu-
tional bar on discussing politics, there
will be no discussion. But in unions an

trades councils where we can discuss, we
do raise these issues.

‘ederalism. When Sinn Fein did have
a policy of federalism, it certainly didn’t
encourge unionists to talk to us, or en-
courage the Protestant working class to
do so. 1 don’t think federalism would
create more discussion.

Sinn Fein dropped it because we saw it
as a sop to the Loyalists and we felt it
was weakening our positions. We also
felt strongly that it wouldn’t in the long
run create a socialist Ireland and that’s
what we are trying to do.

Hillsborough

comparison of the Hills-

borough agreement with the

Sunningdale agreement of

1973 reveals both the factors of continuity in

London and Dublin policy, and the shift in
tactics represented by Hillsborough.

At Sunningdale in December 1973, a con-

ives of the British and

The veto gives Pr
whether you like it or not, or you think
that they’re not supreme. They’re not in
the sense that they are unemployed, as
ublicans are, though not to the same
extent. You just have to look at Harland
and Wolff, and Short Brothers, which
employ a total majority of Protestant
working class people. Republicans don’t
have that input into the job scene.

You can see that from the majority of
the trade unions, from the NICICTU
committee in the North, which is totally
controlled by the Protestants. That’s
because they’re in work. Not
employment, but in any case whether
they’re in employment or not, they still
believe they have that supremacy.
‘Whether or not reality says otherwise,
they still believe that. While they do, and
while their veto enshrines that belief, as
it does, there’s no way they will talk to
Sinn Fein or Republicans. They won’t
even talk with the SDLP.

To suggest that this is what we should
be doing is cuckooland stuff. Come over
to Ireland and try it for yourselves. It’s
not going to happen.

I’m not saying that flippantly. Ideally
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ce o
Irish governments, the SDLP, and the pro-
power.sharing Unjonists of Brian Faulkner,

power-sharing
governments, and there would be a ‘Council
of Ireland’ to link the Six and 26 Couanties.
Both London and Dublin made declarations
about their own basic positions and commit-
ted themselves to respect the traditions and
interests of the other side.

According to the ‘Sunningdale Communi-
que’ of 9 December 1973, 26 Counties
Taoiseach Liam Cosgrave ‘‘continued to
uphold the aspiration towards a United
Ireland. The only unity they wanted to see
was a unity established by consent.””

The formal text put the 26 Counties’ posi-
tion like this: ‘“The Irish fully

ac-

1974 before the Council of Ireland could
come into existence-

The Council of Ireland planned at Sunn-
ingdale was to have been a substantial affair,
approximating to a confereace of Northern
and Southern Ireland.

““[The] Council of Ireland would be con-
fined to representatives of the two parts of
Ireland, with appropriate safeguards for the
British government’s financial and other in-
terests. It would comprise a council of
ministers with executive and harmonising
functions and a consultative role and a con-
sultative assembly with advisory and review
functions. The council of ministers would act

‘unanimity, and would comprise a core of
seven members of the Irish government and
an equal number of members of the Northern
Ireland executive, with provision for the par-
ticipation of other non-voting members of

e Irish government and the Northern
Ireland executive or administration when
matters within their departmental com-
petence were discussed.

““The council of ministers would control the
functions of the council. The chairmanship
would rotate on_an agreed basis between

i and

cepted and solemnly declared that there could
be no change in the status of Northern
Ireland until a majority of the people of Nor-
thern Ireland desired a change in that
status.”

For its part the British goverment commit-
ted itself to a united Ireland if a majority in
the Six Counties wanted it. “The British
government solemnly declared that it was,
and would remain, its policy to support the
ishes of the majority of the people of Nor-
thern Ireland. The present status of Northern
Ireland is that is is part of the United
Kingdom. If in the future, the majority of the
people of Northern Ireland should indicate a
Fish to become part of a United Ireland, the
British government would support that
wish.””

‘A referendum had been held in March
1973. With most Catholics abstaining, only
6,463 electors voted for a united Ireland out-
side the UK, while 591,820 voted for Nor-
thern Ireland to remain part of the UK.

Sunningdale t00 was to have led to a ““for-
mal agreement incorporating the declaration
of the British and Irish governments [which]
would be...registered at the UN", but it was
Killed off by the Orange general strike of May

of the Irish G
of the Northern Ireland executive.
““The consultative asserbly would consist
of 60 members, 30 members from Dail
Bireann chosen by the Dail on the basis of
proportional representation by the single
fransferable vote; and 30 members from the
Northern Ireland assembly, chosen by that
assembly and also on that basis. There would
be a secretariat to the council, which would
be kept as small as might be commensurate
with effi ciency in the operation of the coun-
cil.

“The secretariat would service the institu-
tions of the council and would, under the
council of ministers, supervise the carrying
out of the executive and harmonising func-
tions and the consultative role of the council.
The secretariat would be headed by a
secretary general.

“‘Following the appointment of a Northern
Ireland executive, the Irish government and
the Northern Ireland executive would
nominate their representatives to a council of
ministers. The council of ministers would
then appoint a secretary general and decide
upon the location of its permanent head-.
quarters. The secretary general would be




directed to proceed with the drawing up of
plans for such headquarters...

““In the context of its harmonising func-
tions and consultative role, the Council of
Ireland would undertake the important work
relating, for instance, to the impact of EEC
membership.”” (Britain and Ireland joined the
EEC on 1 January 1973).

What role would Britain have? ‘It would
be for the [Dublin government] and the Nor-
thern Ireland assembly to legislate from time
to time as to the extent of functions to be
devolved to the Council of Ireland. Where
necessary, the government  will
cooperate in this devolution of functions...”"

The Council of Ireland never came into be-
ing because the majority vote at Stormont in

May 1974 by of the p h:

might have had certain functions devolved to
it; the intergovernmental conference has all
the power in Northern Ireland that Britain
has and it is a government in Belfast which
might have certain powers devolved to it.
Sunningdale looked fto an all-Ireland
framework and was scuttled by the Unionist
refusal to work it; Hillsborough depends on a
British/Irish framework. Sunningdale pro-
vided for the setting up of a Parliamentary
tier of deputies delegated from Dublin and
Belfast; Hillsborough provides for a
parliamentary tier made up of Dail deputies
and Westminster MPs.

1f the Unionists can be persuaded to share
power with the SDLP, much of the power be-
ing shared by Dublin will devolve to a Belfast

executive o activate the Council of Ireland
part of the agreement triggered a Protestant
general strike which wrecked the whole agree-

ment.

Sunningdale was -designed to build up-
wards from ground-level Nationalist-
Unionist agreement in Belfast towards a
Council of Ireland; Hillsborough aims to get
a government acceptable to com-
munities going again i Belfast, but it does
not wait for it. Sunningdale depended on
agreement between two Irish governments;
Hillsborough depends on agreement between
Dublin and London. The Council of Ireland
was a rather tentative framework which

Is an independent

home rule But that may not
happen, or not for a long time yet.

The essential feature of the Anglo-Irish
deal, compared with the approach tried at
Sunningdale and embodied in the power-
sharing_executive of January-May 1974, is
that it does not depend on agreement between
the Northern Ireland communities, nor on
any agreement between a representative
elected body in Northern Ireland and the
Dublin government. The big two in Dublin
and London have dealt directly with each
other, acting ‘in loco parentis’ for the two
Northern Ireland communities. In a sense
they have repartitioned Northern Ireland,
recognising each other’s spheres of com-

Northern Ireiand

the House of Commons debate that

the logical end of the road down
which the Unionists’ refusal to accept
Parliament’s endorsement of the
Hillsborough agreement propels them
ends in a Unilateral Declaration of In-
dependence — or anyway some form of
an independent Northern Ireland.

The present Six Counties entity would
split apart if it were ‘independent’. An
independent Protestant state of north-
east Ulster could not come into existence
without repartition, either repartition
supervised from above by Britain and
the 26 Counties, or repartition by way of
civil war. Any unilateral declaration of
independence by a provisional govern-
ment in Belfast would — if they could
make it good against the British govern-
ment and its army — inevitably involve
repartition by civil war.

Just as there are Provisional
IRA/Sinn Fein supporters of a unitary
32 Counties state who know it could on-
ly be achieved by way of bloody sub-
jugation of the Protestants, so there are
supporters of an ‘independent Ulster’
who would accept that it could only lie
at the other side of bloody civil war and
repartition. They would pay that price
— if...if a Protestant state of north-east

ically viabl

l ohn Hume and others warned in

social . level. Economically Northern
Ireland is massively dependent on Bri-
tain — so much so that many Southern
politicians now believe that the 26 Coun-
ties cannot afford unity with such an
economically weak and feeble Northern
Ireland. There has been a_dramatic
reversal in the relative economic position
of the Six and the 26 Counties. The facts
and figures speak for themselves.

In 1911 the contrast was between the
industrialised north-east and the
underdeveloped, mostly rural, South.
Ulster had 48% of all Ireland’s in-
dustrial workers and Belfast alone, 21%.
Only 14% of the workforce in the 26
Counties was in industry or commerce.

By 1961 40% of the 26 Counties
workforce was in industry and com-
merce, and 25% in industry alone. The
South had become a predominantly ur-
ban, industrial economy. Since the 1960s
manufacturing for export has increased
sharply in the South. The 26 Counties
are now more industrial than the Six
Counties: 29% of civilian employment
in the South is in industry, as against
27% in the North. And the South’s in-
dustries are generally more advanced.

A full 40% of manufacturing jobs
have gone from Northern Ireland since
1970. Unemployment is now 22%. Since

Ulster could be le.
The fact is that it would not be viable
at anything like its present economic an

F had more jobs to start with
they have been worse hit, but still
unemployment is twice as high for
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munal — which is also territorial — in-
fluence.

Power-sharing has now come to mean
power-sharing between Dublin and London
because it has been shown to be impossible
between the communities in Belfast. If it is
eventually paralleled by power-sharing ‘on
the ground’, well and good. But it does not
need to be, for now. The deal does not de-
pend on it, It will not collapse without it.
Anglo-Irish power-sharing can survive
without Protestant-Catholic power-sharing.
It is by no means to be taken for granted that
a common British/26 Counties approach will
collapse even if the Protestants do make Nor-
thern Ireland ‘ungovernable’ for a while.

possible?

Catholics as for Protestants. 25 years
ago living standards in the South were
on average scarcely half those in the
North; now EEC figures reckon the pur-
chasing power of income per head in the
South at only 2% less than the North.

Take what has happened to Derry and
Carrickfergus. Carrickfergus is a town
of 30,000 people, mostly Protestant, not
far from Belfast. In the past it has been
one of the islands in the Protestant ar-
chipelago of industry and comparative
prosperity within the long-depressed
economy of Northern Ireland. But it has
been devastated by the slump. The syn-
thetic fibre plants owned by Courtaulds
and ICI have been closed, wiping out
5,000 jobs.

In parts of Derry unemployment
among heads of households is 70%.
Derry’s shirt factories for long employed
women and girls, producing a substan-
tial role reversal because there were
many more men than women
unemployed and the men looked after
the house and children. Now even the
shirt factories have closed. Courtaulds
abandoned Derry in 1981, wiping out
over 1,000 jobs.

Over half the population of Northern
Ireland is directly dependent on_the
British state for its income, either
because they live on social security or
because they work for the government.
(25,000 of the new jobs created in the Six
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Counties since 1970 are in the police and
military: this is a large factor in the
maintenance of the Catholic-Protestant
unemployment differential). Northern
Ireland receives a net subsidy from Bri-
tain of about £1.5 billion a year — a
quarter of Northern Ireland’s total in-
come. Without this subsidy Northern
Ireland living standards would plummet.
And the position from which Nor-
thern Ireland would plummet is that of
the area with the worst poverty in
the EEC, except only Calabria in
southern Italy. About a third of
households in Northern Ireland have a
weekly income of less than £75.

After a civil war in which there would
be forced population movements, com-
munal slaughter, and the hwmg-off of
some Catholic areas to the Republic,
there would almost certainly a
Protestant-controlled area in north-east
Ulster in which an independent Orange
stale would be viable polmca]ly,

turally and in ving a common
agreed national identity. But unless it
could keep British subsidies, or find
altemauve subsidies, it would have
socially and economically
below the worst level in Europe. Accor-
dmg to economist Norman Gibson,
writing in ‘Fortnight’ magazine, living
standards would be cut by 25 to 50 per
cent.

Those are the hard economic facts
that inhibit the growth of support for in-
dependence among the Six Counties’
Unionists, alienated though they now
are from Westminster.

Dates and
events

The 1960s: the South reopens its
economy to the world market; Britain
moves unﬂously towards reforming
the North.

1959 New foreign investment law in
South gives big subsidies to investors.
Start of an influx of foreign capital.
1965 January: Northern and Southern
prime ministers meet. December Anglo-
Irish Free Trade Agreenx

1967 Northern lreland ClVll Rights
Association formed.

1968-72: The Catholic revolt explodes:
ﬂw Nonlnrn Ireland state breaks

I%B October: Civil rights march in
Derry banned and attacked by police.

1969 Constant conflict between police
and Catholics. Battle of the Bogside to
keep the police out of the Catholic areas
of Derry. Catholics burned out of their
homes in Belfast. August: British Army
takes control of the streets.

October: Catholics in Belfast and

December 1969-January
Republican movement _splits
Official and Provisional wings.
1970 July: Army curfew and house-to-
house search in Catholic Lower Falls
area of Belfast. August:
Democratic and Labour Party formed.
1971 August: Internment without trial
intre Catholics and radi
arrested. Big increase follows in Catholic
alienation and armed activity by both
Provisional and Official IRAs.
September: Ulster Defence Association
— a mass-based Protestant paramilitary
group — formed.

1972 January: Bloody Sunday. 14
marchers on a peaceful Republican
demonstration in Derry shot and killed
by British Army. Barricades go up in
Catholic areas of Derry and Belfast.
March: Northern Ireland’s home-rule
parliament abolished. 200,000 Protes-
tant workers strike in protest. Previously
monolithic Unionist Party breaks up
over the following year.

into

1972-6: Britain seeks a solution
through reform but is beaten back by
Protestant militancy

1972 May: Official IRA ceasefire
(which proves permanent). June: tem-
porary Provisional IRA ceasefire. July:
secret talks between Provisionals and
British govemment Late July: ‘Bloody
Friday’ — nine killed by Provisional
IRA bombs in centre of Belfast. Opera-
tion Motorman: army takes down
Catholic barricades in Derry and

ast.

1973 December: Agreement drawn up
by London and Dublin governments and
Northern Ireland moderates at Sunn-
ingdale for power-sharing in Northern
Ireland and a ‘Council of Ireland’.

1974 January: Power-sharing ex-
ecutive set up. February: Big victory for
anti-power-sharing Unionists in

election

Social”

“Northern Ireland.

and ‘sweat out’ the Catholic revolt.

1976 March: ‘Political status’
withdrawn for Repuhl.icm prisoners (it
was introduced in 1972). In protest,
prisoners refuse to wear prison uniform
and wear blankets instead. ‘Ulsterisa-
tion” policy: local forces strengthened,

strike for greater ‘security’ but it fails.
British government found guilty of in-
human and degrading treatment of
prisoners by European Commission for

Prisoners refuse to have cells
cleaned in ‘dirty protest’ against removal
of political status.

1979 Paisley tops the poll in Euro-
election, and four Palsleylle (DUP) MPs
elected to Westminster.

1980 October H-Block prisoners go
on hunger strike for political status.
Strike called off at Christmas on basis of
expected concessions.

1981 March: Second hunger strike
begins, led by Bobby Sands. April:
Sands is elected MP for Fermanagh and
South Tyrone. His agent, Owen Carron,
is elected after Sands’ deav.h in May. Ten
pn(s;);ng die before hunger strike ends
in

1982 Sinn Fein successes in local elec-
tions. SDLP proposes ‘Council for a
New Ireland’ with Southern Irish par-
ties.

1983-9: Sinn Fein consolidates its
‘political’ turn, and London and Dublin
seek a new solution through reform
from above.

1983 Gerry Adams elected as MP for

West Belfast. SDLP attends the first
meeting of the New Ireland Forum with
Southern parties. In the South, abortion
is made constitutionally illegal after a
referendum.
1984 May: New Ireland Forum pro-
duces a report with three options — a
umtary Irish state, a federal Ireland and
‘joint (London-Dublin) authority’ over
Forum report is sup-
ported by US and British Labour Party,
but Thatcher replies ‘out, out, out’ to
the three options.

November: Anglo~lm

985 Anglo-Irish talks pmceed

ecutive. May: General strike by Ulster
Workers’ Council brings down Ex-
ecutive.

November: Over 20 killed by bombs
in pubs in Birmingham. Provisionals

condemn the bombing but say it was
probably done by Provisional IRA
volunteers. British government rushes

"lEI.Au..
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through P of Terrorism Act.

1975 February to autumn: truce bet-
ween Provisionals and British Army.
May: New British initiative — Constitu-
tional Convention, supposed to design a
new form of power-sharing. Dominated
by Loyalists who will settle for nothing
less than restored Protestant majority

e.
1976 Convention shut down by British
government.

1976-82: Britain tries to hold the ring

the year. Orange marches
through Catholic area in Portadown are
re-routed. November: Anglo-Irish Ac-
cord signed.

1986  January: 13 Westminster by-
elections due to Unionist resignations in
protest at the Accord; Unionists lose one
seat to SDLP. March: One-day Protes-
tant general strike against Accord.
Violent clashes between RUC and Pro-
testants.

Over the summer: further clashes bet-

ween RUC and Protestants when
Orange marches are re-routed. Hun-
dreds of Catholics forced to move house
because of sectarian attacks.
1987-9 Protestant  activity against
Anglo-Irish deal subsides, but Pro-
testants still refuse to cooperate with the
deal. Few reforms result from the deal,
and Northern Catholics’ support for it
wanes; but the deal remains in place.
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ocialists in Britain frequently

talk as if the Protestants of

Northern Ireland simply do not
exist. The classic example is Socialist
Action’s headline reporting Sinn Fein’s
electoral success in 1983, which an-
nounced that they had got ““42 per cent
of the vote”. In fact it was 42% of the
Catholic vote, the whole of which is
about a third of the Northern Ireland
electorate. This headline was not an ac-
cidental slip, but typical of a whole ap-
proach.

In fact the Protestants have been cen-
tral to the Northern Ireland crisis. It was
the Protestant backlash against Britain’s
policy of reforming Northern Ireland in
the *60s which generated the Provisional
IRA; it was the Protestant general
strike, not the Provisional IRA cam-
paign, which wrecked the power-sharing
experiment in 1974. It is important,
therefore, that the Left is clear about the
Protestant/Catholic conflict in Nor-
thern Ireland.

The Protestant community in Nor-
thern Ireland is a distinct community
with its own history, culture and
psychology. If it existed in its own
distinct territory it would have all the
features Marxists recognise as making
up a nation. It does not have a distinct
territory — there is a major Catholic
community even within the Protestant
heartlands. Therefore it is not a fully
formed nation.

any case, because the Protestant
and Catholic communities in the North
of Ireland are so intertwined, there can
be no question of full ‘Protestant self-
determination’. Our slogan for Ireland is
self-determination for the people of
Ireland as a whole. But within that we
need a democratic policy for the ques-
tion of the Protestant minority.

The tragedy of Irish society, and
specifically of the Irish working class,
lies in this: that the divisions among Irish
workers stand as an impenetrable barrier
to socialism and a socialist revolution
which would bypass those divisions;
while at the same time the decayed state
of capitalism in Ireland, and the
decrepitude and feebleness of the divid-
ed Irish bourgeoisie, has so far ruled out
a democratic rearrangement of relations

20 Years
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to develop.

Bolsheviks

here can be no socialist revolu-

tion in Ireland without the unity

of large sections of the Catholic
and Protestant workers. There can be no
democratic solution in Ireland — that is,
no solution offering the best, clearest
conditions for the free development of
the class struggle — without democratic
relations between the majority
(Catholic) and minority (Protestant)
community. Socialists should therefore
support the maximum democratic
rights for the Protestant minority com-
patible with the rights of the majority.

As a general principle, Marxists
favour regional or provincial autonomy
for markedly distinct areas within a
state, together with the most decentralis-

possible local government. The
Bolsheviks put it like this:

“In so far as national peace is in any
way possible in a capitalist society based
on__exploitation, profit-making and
strife, it is attainable only under a con-
sistently and thoroughly demacraiic

0 1

constitution of which contains a Sun-
damental law that prohibits “any
privileges whatsoever to any one nation
and any encroachment whatsoever upon
the rights of a national minority.

““This particularly calls Jor wide
regional autonomy and.  fully-democratic
local government, with the boundaries
of the self-governing and autonomous
regions determined by the local in-
habitants themselves on_the basis of
their economic and social conditio ,
national make-up of the Ppopulation,
etc.”” (1913 Resolution of the Bolshevik
Party Central Committee)

Within Ireland our slogan for the Pro-
testant community must be: autonomy
and local self-government of that com-
munity’s own affairs to the furthest ex-
tent compatible with the democratic
rilghts of the majority of the Irish peo-
e.

Such a proposal for a united, indepen-
dent Ireland, and within it a measure of
self-government for regions, and within
those regions maximum local autonomy
for towns, districts, etc., can offer both
majority and minority the maximum of
democratic guarantees possible without
infringing the rights of the other com-
munity. The Catholic majority of
Ireland would have the rights of a ma-
St K jority within all-Ireland politics.
working class unity  Catholic minorities in mainly Protestant
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Orangeists burn effigy of Thatcher

between the two communities of Ireland
(within the Six Counties and between the
North-East and the rest of Ireland)
which would allow
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regions. would have the
locaf. goveru et :qwn/d:smm
autonomy, “th
tees (couns, bills of rights, appeal .
procedures, inspectorates, penalties
against sectarian practices) of the federal
government. Likewise Protestant
minorities in mainly-Catholic_regions.-
The concentrated Protestant minority-in
the North-East would have the
safeguard of regional institutions. So far
as formal democratic constitutional pro-
visions can ever antee anything, this
proposal would protect the rights of
both Catholic majority and Protestant
minority, while allowing neither to op-
press the other.

‘The precise details of such an arrange-
ment will be worked out by those who
will live within such structures. A federa-
tion of two regions — the four heavily-
Protestant counties and the other 28 —
with local autonomy within each reg!on.
eg. for the: Belfast Catholics, is one.
possibility. The parts of the federation
would have roughly the same relation to
each .other and to the federal (all-
Ireland). government as the states in the
USA have to each other and to the US
federal government.

Short of military conquest or driving
out the Protestants,  there is no other
conceivable form of united Ireland than
one that allows such autonomy.

Bourgeois _green nationalism and its
petly~bourgco;s spin-offs - can never
unite: .the .people. The sectarian
Catholic nature of the Southern state
has reinforced partition and ‘the com-
munal: divisions. Indeed: it is by no
means. certain that a socialist Ireland
could: dispense, with such federal ar-
rangements. The divisions are profound
— cuitural, psychological, historical.
eement between Catholic
and Protestant workers to cooperate in
fighting for socialism would not mean

. that. these differences between the sec-

e ¢onstitutional sl?ona;
of

rzvolu!wmrypefspemve £

- would~ be” an’ ‘gppressed
mmomy from. the beginning.- Lenin
5 struggle hagamst (he

‘éonfines us to-a perspective of
reform. Reform' demands within the
*révolutionary programme are weapons
for the mobilisation of the masses, in-
cluding (as’; in this case) the reconcilia-
tion of Zdivisions within the working
class.”

The socialist programme for Ireland is
workers’ revolution. That requires the
unity of the working class North and
South, Protestant and Catholic, and the
building of an all-Ireland revolutionary
party: that can combine the struggle
against- British. imperialism and for the
unity>of Ireland with an all-Ireland
workirig-class . struggle for socialism.
Reforms -and democratic dumnds dre
not counterposed to the workers’ revolu-
tion: “on the contrary, they are an ir-
replaceable part. cf the work of lcadmg
the working class towards.it. « -~ -

Republicanism and

and
nation and'no lolerauon of the striving
for privilege on the part of the oppressed
nation”’, should guide us also on the
relation between communities and
groups within a nation.

In_the event of a working-class up-
surge in the South which could appeal to
the Northern Ireland Protestant workers
on a class basis, the consistently
democratic element in our programme
would in no way limit us or hold us
back. On the contrary, its advocacy by
revolutionary socialists and Republicans
would help prepare the way for a
socialist solution, in so far as it was suc-
cessful in placating Protestant fears of
being. mcorporated as a minority into a
state like the existing green-nationalist,
Catholic-sectarian 26 Counties.

Against ‘self-

determination’ for
the Protestants

figre isa!radieal _difference

Green nm“- betweeh the ‘propésal above, for

rom the point of:¥i regional ,and .local autonomy

9 within_a umnited d, and;’the pro-

Irish Republicanisayaiid working: ;%ln}o a:se] astitionist Nor-

class politics, thi chioice’ “**thern Ireland state, elz‘her iridependent

made about the Northern Ireland Pro- orr ruled by Wmminsur. The ‘right to
festant populuunn is either to accept its of - the

existence and its nght to existence or else
to try to-drive it out or suppress it by
force — to ‘undo the conquest’. As long
as 200.years ago, secular and democratic
Irish Republicanism adopted the former
pohcy, and Wolfe Tone expressed it

hus:
“To. unite the whole people of
Ireland, to nboIlsh rhe memon/ of all

mrnumty does not .make sense. There
is'Mo terrifory naturally suited to the ex-
ercise-of such ‘self-determination’ y
. ‘Protestant state’ would entrap and op-
press a large Catholic minority, as the
Six Counties had” done for over 60
years, Copcretely, now, ‘Protestant self-
determination’ would mean restoration
of Stormont (the Northem Ireland

tions of the Irish people were i
ly eliminated.

. nloeratle ‘OIIIII‘S

he proposal for local autonomy
s a democratic proposal — it is
part of a transitional programme
for Ireland. . “The Fourth Interna-
tional,” wrote Trotsky, ‘‘does not
d:scard the programme of the old
‘minimal’ demands to_the degree to
which these have preserved at least part

past

common_name of Inshmen in place of
the dennmmatians Catholxc, Protestant
and Dissenter...

This is the irreducible basic principle
of secular Irish nationalism and
Repubhcamsm. and , of course, a
basic * principle of Irish socialism.

ything less is inevitably a lapse into
sectionalism, communalism,: ‘Catholic
nationalism’ and revanchism. To try-to
define-away the Protestant . community
with acpolitical tag which dismisses them
as  ‘pro- -imperialists’ is to abandon

of their vital,
it defends the democratic rights and
social-conquests of the workers. But it
carries_on_ this__work _within the

It stands nearer to the
programme of King James’s Dublin
Parliament of 1689, which made
of Protesant

property, than to Wolfe Tone, whose

oft-quoted words (above) marked the

decisive break with that mainly-Catholic
tradition.

Green nationalism can only propose
to replace the present oppussed half-
million Catholic minority in the North
with an oppressed one-million Protes-
tant' minority in a united Ireland. If a
united Ireland bore any resemblance to
the existing 26 County state, then the

in 1972) and/or
repartition. It would not be a democratic
snlutlon, clearing the path for class

¢, but a sectarian solution bitterly
dmsnve for the working class.

o constitutional il-
lusions

the Protestants in the North-East

go on as usual, discriminating
sogially against Catholics. In so far as
such discrimination. is a matter of local
(or,. in a federal Ireland, regional)
govemment patronage, etc., would
outlawed. Formal democratic. constitu-
tional guanmm can never, of course,
guarantee anything if the conflicts of
. real social forces dictate otherwise.
essential purpose of the proposals above
is not as advice to the powers-that-be,
but as part of a socialist programme
around which Irish socialists and
Republicans could assemble a real
united working class force, capable of
bcmg a real material guarantee

all sectarian discrimination.

Federalism could not mean letting
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The left

This means banning those -whose

embodied in_the so-called MacBril
inciples, of igning to

religion allows divorce (P
Jews) from having itbecause the religion
of the majority does not allow it.

Lie No.8: The matter is 3 straight one
of majority rights. The majority wants
ine ce and unity, and that’s it.

Apply that argument to the old United
Kgngdom when Ireland was still part of
it!
majority was heavily against
Home Rule for Ireland. For democrats

jalists that did not exhaust the
question — because the Irish claimed,
and therefore had, a distinct identity,
separate from the ‘majority. They rebell-
ed in the name of an‘identity which they
considered higher than the UK majority.
The  principle of self-determination
meant that the Irish minority in the
had the right to secede.

“The minority within Treland has rights
too. Consistent democrats concern
themselves with minorities and minority
rights as well as ‘majorities. Ireland isa
single entity only in a geographical
sense. Geography is not politics. James
Connolly said it very well: ““Ireland
wit.h‘out her people means nothing to
me”

1t is no sort of progress to free half 2
million Northern Catholics from oppres-
sion by making one million ‘Protestants
into a minority which is, or feels, op-
pressed. The Northern Catholics are
right to fight against oppression. But
doubling the number of ‘those who feel
oppressed is no answer.

‘Lie No.9: The Protestants reject Trish
unity because they want to preserve
economic privilege over the Catholics in
Northern Ireland.

In decades of mass poverty and
unemployment an informal system grew
up in the 6-County state of eserving cer-

jobs for Protestants and
discriminating against Catholics. Fear
that in a United Ireland they would lose
the protection such discrimination gives
them is a big consideration with Protes-
tant workers.

Of course socialists oppose such
discrimination. We advocate a trade

it paign against it. But many

discrimination while _still feeling
themselves different from the rest of the
Irish and without ceasing to fear and re-
ject @ United Ireland. Defence of
privileges is not the only consideration

ide
P p! get US
States and companies to disinvest from
Northern Ireland unless there is full and
immediate equality. Disinvestment will
not_help

Jess than a demand for the immediate ex-
pulsion of large numbers of Protestants
from their jobs and their replacement by
Catholics. That is what it must come

ween the two sections of the working
class in the Six Counties. The resulting
antagonisms within the . factories could
paralyse the working class there for a
generation. ¢

Instead of this ‘economic warfare
against the Protestant working class vic-
tims of Northern Ireland’s wretchedly
inadequate economy, socialists should
demand that the root of job discrimina-
tion 'be cut by a campaign for shorter
work hours and public works to create
more jobs. If a campaign to redivide the
existing jobs can only be poisonously
divisive, 2 campaign to create jobs might
help unite the Six Counties’ working

class.

Lie No.10: Troops out without a
political settlement will lead to a United
Treland.

No it won’t! It will inevitably lead to
sectarian civil war and bloody reparti-
tion. On a number of occasions the Nor-
thern Protestants have shown
themselves willing to fight rather than let

themselves become a minority in a .

d.
Lie No. 11: 1 British troops withdraw
without a political settlement, then the

fight.

Irish Protestants fought all-Ireland
and the densely concen-
trated Northern Protestants finally settl-
ed for a fall-back position: partition.
They allowed the disbanding . of the
B-Specials’ in 1969 — to have them
replaced by the. UDR. They allowed the
abolition of Belfast home rule (in 1972)
—to see it replaced by the direct rule of
the British state, which they regard as
theirs. They fought the 1973 power-
sharing agreement, which included ten-
tative links with Dublin through a Coun-
ql of Ireland, and in May 1974 they
organised a powerful general strike
which defeated the government.

Even today, _dmpitz the Anglo-Irish

for P workers in opp a
United Ireland, or even the main one.
Preservation of their own felt identity
and tradition, and refusal to submit to a
majority they consider alien, are central.

Socialists should reject the approach
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which they detest, the Pro-
testants still think that the British state is
their state. Threaten to put them as a
permanent minority in an all-Ireland
Catholic-controlled state and they will
certainly resist, guns in hand. Northern
Ireland has the most heavily-armed
civilian population in Britain, and pro-
bably in Europe.
Lie No.12: ~Any Protestant state in
Ireland would be artificial and unstable.
The present Six Counties is an ar-
tificially carved-out entity. Its borders
were drawn to engineer a Protestant ma-
jority in an artifically large area. It hasa
Catholic majority in large areas outside
the Protestant heartlands of Antrim and
Down. British™ governments have im-

plicitly recognised that ‘Northern Ireland
is not a tenable or viable political unit by
imposing direct rule almost continuously
since 1972; local self-government wo

figment of British policy. ‘When the par-
tition of Ireland was being discussed,
one option was an area of four counties.
The proportion. of Protestants - would
have been much bigger, and the Catholic
minority much smaller.

Today such a smaller Protestant state
is still possible. It is what ‘would emerge
from a civil war between the Catholic
and Protestant Irish.

After a sectarian civil war the Protes-
tant area would be smaler, but it would
exist. de Valera and other
Republicans long ago abjured the idea
of trying to unite Ireland by force,
because they recognised that it could not
work. It would result not in the removal
of the Border, but in shifting it north
and east — and making it permanent.

'Lie No.13: I there is a civil war it will
be a small, controllable one.

‘And what if it is not small and not
controllable? Who would control it —
British troops, UN troops, 26 County
troops — or a combination of all three?
In fact it would be small and con-
trollable only if there was no serious
threat to subjugate the Northern Irish

‘majority.
“Lie No. 14: The Catholics would win a

civil war.

‘Would they? And is it desirable from
either a Wolfe Tone Republican or a
Socialist point of view that the Catholic,
Protestant conflict should be ‘resolved’
in this way? What would the resultant
Ireland look like after the conquest of
Ireland’s Protestant-Unionists by the
Catholic majority? Why should
think that

all — if the resources of all Catholic
Ireland were mobilised and concentrated
on the task. That would be no small,
quick civil war! The idea that the
Catholics would win is the idea that all-
Catholic Ireland would mobilise to sub-
jugate, the Protestants. The idea is ab-
Surd. In fact, Catholic Ireland would not
‘mobilise — it has given scant support to
the revolt of the Catholics in the Six
Counties over the last 20 years.

Lie No.15: Civil war can be avoided
or minimised by British troops disarm-
ing the Ulster Defence nt and the
Ulster Defence Association before they
leave.

Such disarming would pitch the
British Army into full-scale war with the
Protestants. It would mean vastly more
British troops, and for an_indefinite
period ahead. It would be 1798 again!
The British withdrawal would be very
slow-and bloody, if it ever came at all.

Lie no. 16: What matters most of all is
to see the British government defeated.
Defeat in Ireland will shatter, or very




seriously weaken and destabilise, the
British government.

Britain has liquidated the greatest em-
pire in history with few domestic convul-
sions. It withdrew precipitately from In-
dia, Palestine and Aden without
domestic crisis.

But it can’t survive defeat in Ireland?
Ireland will be the last straw that breaks
the camel’s back? The idea is stupid
beyond belief!

Britain would gain from a withdrawal
from Ireland as long as that withdrawal
led smoothly to a united Ireland and not
an Irish civil war which could well
spread to parts of b

The idea that the defeat of the British
government matters more than anything
that happens in Ireland is also British
parochial nationalism of the most
shameful and irresponsible sort. The na-
tionalism is back to front, inside-out,
negative, but the indifference to Ireland
brands it plainly for what it is.

Lie No.17:
Ireland, therefore the British left has no
right even to discuss Ireland.

A million Irish people insist that they
are British. Therefore, the “principle’
does not hold. In any case, Britain is in
Ireland. For the left to deny itself the
right to freely discuss the possibilities,
will not change that. And the argument
is a fake, because it is used to favour
Sinn Fein’s minority Catholic Irish na-
tionalism against other equally Irish —
and even equally Republican — alter-
natives — alternxﬁv;s 'r‘ep;mnling tlhe
very big majority of the Irish people.
Standing open-mouthed, lighted candle
in hand, before the altars of Irish
Catholic nationalism, the left simply ex-
cludes itself from rational discussion.

Lie No.18: Sinn Fein is not only a
mublh-, but also a socialist organisa-

There is a current of political activists
in Sinn Fein who would be at home in,
say, Socialist Action or Briefing in Bri-
tain. They sometimes talk to the British
left. But they are not the bedrock Sinn
Fein. Look at how quickly Sinn Fein
dropped its commitment to a woman’s
right to choose to have an abortion
(adopted against the will of the leader-
ship at the end of the Ard Fheis in 1985
when many delegates had left; thrown
out at the Ard ﬁms in 1986).

Sinn Fein’s ‘socialism’ is for export
now and the future, maybe, where

d itself is concerned. Right now it
is concerned with ‘the national struggle’.
ause Sinn Fein is drawn exclusively
from the Catholic community, and does
Dot even try to reach out to Protestants,
it is not a Republican organisation in
Wolfe Tone’s sense. Tone aspired to
unite Protestant, Catholic and Dissenter
under the common name of Irish. Any
lesser objective is not Republicanism
but communalism of one camp or the
other.

Lie No.19: Socialism is the answer.

The answer to what? Yes, socialism is
the only answer to the chaos and cruelty
of capitalism, which underlies the ten-
sions in Ireland — but only the working
class can make socialism,and the Irish

working  class cannot miake socialism
while it remains grievously divided by
the national/communal conflict.
ialists need answers to that conflict,
and collective ownership of the means of
production is not in itself an answer.
Even if the working class could take
power despite its crippling divisions,
once in power it would still need a policy
for dealing with the divisions in the Irish
people. Such a policy could only be that
of the 1917 Bolsheviks for dealing with
national and communal divisions: con-
sistent democracy, the fullest possible
freedoms, limited only by conflicting
claims, for peoples and fragments of
peoples to join or leave existing states,
or to set up states of their own. In
Ireland now that could only be some
form of autonomy for the mainly Pro-
testant areas in a federal united Ireland,
which would probably have to establish
closer links with the British state which
the Protestants still identify with.
There are many other ideological lies
the left tells itself, but these are the main
onu.nenunhmtlhelen’spolky
on Ireland has no grip on reality.
The first thing British socialists must
lo is understand the Irish-British ques-
tion. We must stop telling ourselves
ideological lies, and look at reality
squarely. Otherwise we will never change
it,

The Bill for withdrawal which Tony
Benn put to Parliament recently is
modelled on the Bill for wi

The left :
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the single slogan ‘Troops Out’. “Troops
Out’ is only one part of a settlement. On
its own, without the rest of the settle-
ment, it would bring disaster.

It would achieve none of the desirable
things its sociali i

g
worse than exists in Ireland now. After
sectarian civil war would come reparti-
tion and great bitterness between the two
resulting Irish states, within which the
forces of reaction and religious bigotry
would surely have been much
strengthened.

The only way out is through the crea-
tion of a free United Ireland, within
which the Protestant-majority areas
would have regional autonomy. Ties of
some confederal sort between that
United Ireland and Britain would give
further guarantees to the Protestants
that this solution aimed to do away with
the oppression of the Northern
Calh&ﬂakym not to replace it by mak-

from Palestine. It would be worth the
British left’s while to reflect on what
that Bill led to ‘on the ground’ in
Palestine. When the British state ab-
dicated in Palestine, Jews and Arabs set
about making war on each other, vying
to control roads, hills and towns. A
similar thing would happen in Ireland.
Nothing is more certain.

‘We must stop making a fetish out of

ing e a new
minority.

The programme of a federal United
Ireland is not a magic solution to be
presented to Westminster and Dublin —
but it is the only solid political base on
which ' a united Catholic-Protestant
workers” movement can be built and can
give answers to the national and com-
munal conflicts which- are torturing
Ireland. ]
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ﬁore Loyalist

Geoff Bell wrote this

polomlc:almtdn-rﬂde

‘Lies the left tells itself’.
here is nothing wrong in re-

assessing Marxist P
butvhuethilhulcdSociﬂis(
ufuumispn‘mlllrexn-
ciseiswnwudistothzothcrsideof
the dividc.'rhixis,illumndinan
‘article by Sean Matgamna.
This is entitled ‘Ireland: lies the left

tells itself’. A more fitting headline
would have *Ireland: examples of

been
the lies the right tells itself’. For what
hudnow?sqedm@uﬂrayg
a impressionistic analysis is
m% stands four square Wwith
the opinions of the British ruling class.
old that there would bea

dosowp.-remlyis
beeaueoh.he‘poweronheonnceis's
on ound’, and it is this

Catholics.

Not only do we have a series of views
which suggests the role of the British ar-
myist.okecptwosdsofmd lies
apart, we have an additional reactic
bonus. This is that Protestants in the
nunhoflrdnndareguiterighkwmﬁst
any attempt to submit
of the Irish majority because they are
British, have always considered
themselves they are f

tionalism’ which is alien to them and
their ‘traditions’. These politics of Sinn
Fein are also

'Scot
Irish’ or “Ulstermen” (sic). Even today
the majority of orthern Irish Pro-
mmsreject!heview'.haltheBriﬁsh
parliament has the right to tell them
whnwdo.Thcya!sotoywiLhud-
vocating an independent Ulster (the
UDA)mU‘lstul:saBriﬁshdominionin
is .

Fein republicanism is different from that
of Wolfe Tone is ant ‘historical illiteracy.
Sad to say, but in fact the examples of
anti-Protestant | sectarianism in_Wolfe

has often had a rather right wing and
chdkdd:m't,bulsinnl’eininword

alists

Irish
tionalists they are most likely to be
fonndintheSDLPinﬂlznonhmm-
na Fail in the south.

 The attempt to justify the of
Bgiﬁshuooplinthcncnho Jreland by
raising the spectre of the Protestant

Anglo-Irish j exam-
ple of the limited capability of the ‘Pro-
testant backlash’.

In seeking to minimise British respon-
sibility for the situation in Ireland, in
mﬁaﬁu that, for the good of the
Tri ,Briﬁshuoopsmus!suy,inpain-
ting the ists’ more ‘British’ than
they paint themselves, Socialist
Organiser ends up ling for exten-
sion of both Loyalist ‘rights’ and the
British presence.

The advocacy is for Protestant self-
mk—inothuwords,amtdetdnwn

ian headcount. This

d Britain’.
lnmh:twords,ﬂﬁtsinmthe;omhof
Ireland. Wave the Union Jack and pass
the ammunition.

Marxism or €atholie

chauvinism?

from the it P
Wolfe Tone which, contrary to Sinn

'.!l-A..g
The
Socialis¢
AIIS'Qr ;

John O y replied.

1f it was worth - Geoff Bell’s
whihtorespondto‘nymidn.thm
t doing properly —
spemlly.patnpl,ﬁvmthnhgmdl
are an_lrish “Protestant’ and an Irish
“Catholic’_arguing the ‘wrong’ way
round, andthnun'th-v,ehppaed
vetyominﬂ\ehnloﬂysn.
ltisuhxmehedidn't.&nhewedy
Wsmmue.l-hhunuheresymd
m.umayulpi!,mdnm
toomptdﬂuﬂy—uifgxﬂdedbythe
hjmnmnhfmfﬂmnmabﬁs-

ed 0 keep fath with heretics.

Hemt—pwhandgoesoﬁatms..
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Even if he were. right that. ‘Northern

tant minority,

from the 17th century? You could throw
thepednntrybnckinh‘ufwe. He
equates British pation’ (of Ulster)
with colonisation: so was the uncolonis-
ed (or unsuccessfully colonised) part of
luhnsl never «British-occupied

‘Geoff Bell further argues that the Pro-
Stish T they



in 1965 when they made their Unilateral
Declaration of Independence? Some no-
tion of development and dialectics
would help here, Geoff.

He uses strong words without in his
text justifying their use. I am on “‘the
other side of the class divide””. Yes I am,
if vicarious Catholic Irish nationalism is
the working-class side; but if it isn’t, on
what side of the class line are Geoff Bell
and the others who ‘forget’ Marxism
and a large part of the Irish working
class, and embrace Catholic nationalism
garnished with misleading (and, in the
circumstances, irrelevant and even
deceptive) socialist phrases and aspira-
tions. :

Geoff Bell tries to damn what I say by
association. I staiid®‘four square’’, he
says, with “‘the opinion of the British
ruling class”. If trug, that literally means
that I support the status quo. Of course,
he means that I recognise that the press-
ing and irreducible problem is the divi-
sion among the people who live in
Ireland.

Is it true or isn’t it? That is the ques-
tion. Geoff’s best approach to an argu-
ment here is a quibble about whether the
Protestants think they are British or not
“‘in the sense that term is understood in
Britain’’. For sure they don’t consider
themselves Irish in the sense in which
that term is understood in Dublin!

He translates what 1 say into the
language of crude British chauvinism:
Britain “‘keeps two sets of mad paddies
apart’”. He then contradicts himself in
the next sentence by angrily accusing me
of saying that the Protestants are
anything but mad to resist being reduced
to a minority in a Catholic-dominated

e.

Geoff Bell goes in for rewriting
history, too. He writes that ““the troops
went onto the streets in 1969 because the
loyalist security forces had been
defeated””. Some of the Protestant state
forces were beaten back in Derry in 1969
— but the resources even of the Six
County state were not exhausted; and
l.hif Orange forces had not been beaten in
Belfast.

Geoff insists that “‘the examples of
anti-protestant sectarianism in Wolfe
Tone’s 1798 rising were much more
commonplace than in the present IRA’s
campaign’. Which ‘“Wolfe Tone
rising” is he talking about? There were
at least three disparate movements in
1798. Indeed there was sectarianism in
the risings. But there was no sec-
tarianism in the programme of Tone’s
United Irishmen, which counterposed to
existing and old divisions the goal of
replacing the denominations of “‘Protes-
tant (Anglican), Catholic and Dissenter
(Presbyterian)’’by the common name of
Irish. There is sectarianism in the pro-

gramme of the Provisionals' — whichisa -

programme for the majority to incor-
porate the minority into a unitary state,
leaving them no protection if the majori-
ty choose to override them. -

If Gerry Adams had any serious

aspirations towards Wolfe Tone’s .

politics, would he go around zin_Nor-
thern Ireland -parading hi: igi
creed, as when he publicly ex;

escape from assassination by his going to
Mass regularly? Sinn Fein has “‘resolute-

ly’” opposed sectarianism in words,
especially in words for export. Deeds are
another matter.

“If there are present-day catholic
Irish nationalists’’, writes Geoff Bell, **
they are most likely to be in the SDLP"’.
Read the papers, Geoff. In the spate of
elections triggered by the Uniomists in
March 1986 to have, in effect, a referen-
dum on the Anglo-Irish Agreement,
Sinn Fein — which opposed the Agree-
ment — proposed a common front to
the SDLP, which supported the Agree-
ment. This common frpn‘t‘ co:xld only be

Teligious.
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i from the C in
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You might remain on Marxist, inter-

nationalist ground, and oppose con-

federal links between Ireland and Britain.

use a process: of necessary separa-

do its

heali work. Northern

on the basis of Catholic g,
as the gleeful John Hume pointed out.

You could — though I don’t especial-
ly want to — make a case that, taken all
in all, what they do as well as what they
say, the SDLP, despite being a narrow
communal party, is nearer to Wolfe
Tone Republicanism than the Provi-
sionals are.

Geoff Bell cites ““The failure of the
loyalists to defeat the Anglo-Irish Agree-
ment” — which has little practical con-
sequence for them so far — to argue that
they would be no ‘real threat to
catholics in the event of British
withdrawal”. So they would not try to
hold on to what they have? They would
not resist incorporation into an all-
Ireland Catholic-majority state? Draw
comfort from that sort of reasoning if
you can, Geoff. I take it as ‘proof that
you can’t face the facts.

One of the strangest reactions to the
Anglo-Irish Agreement was that of Peo-
ple’s Democracy, the Irish group linked
to Socialist Outlook. Criticising even the
Provisionals for softness on the Agree-
ment, they denounced the Dublin
government for betraying ‘the 1937
Constitution’ — that same Constitution
which contemporaries, including at least
one writer in the ing Trotskyist
magazine of that time, the New Inferna-
tional, denounced as clerical-fascist in
tendency. (To this day the Irish Senate is
chosen on the basis of the Catholic cor-
poratism dominant in the ’30s).

In the same vein Geoff Bell throws
back his ears and gives out an angry
philistine bray at the idea of some reviv-
ed — confederal — link between Britain
and Ireland. What does he think of that
dirty old West-British shoneen Karl
Marx, who came late to support for
Home Rule and then disgraced himself
by arguing that “‘after separation may
come federation’*?

We have to raise the issue of con-
federal links between Ireland and Britain
because over 100 years of political strug-
gles have shown Irish unity and Irish in-
dependence to be incompatible. In a dif-
ferent historical and political world De
Valera tried to come to terms with- the
problem in 1921, when he came out for
‘external association’ with the British

Empire; primarily as a means of keeping,

a common framework between the Irish
majority and-minority. For the same
reason he was privately against Ireland’s

tion had not had enough time to
ing ang o

Ireland cuts across all that. The truth
here, though, is that the ruling classes
have been twitching to re-knit links.
Under the Anglo-Irish ment provi-
sion is made for a British-Dublin-Belfast
Interparliamentary Committee, which
draws the two islands closer than at any
time in 65 years.

Why should the Marxists take their
stand on absolute independence — an
Wdependagce that has nothing more to
give the Irish people, and the drive for
which helps prime a sectarian civil war?

C ion polls tell us that a big majori-
ty in Catholic Ireland does not want, or
radically fears, a united Ireland. Elec-
tion results tell us that in the North the
Provisional Republicans have the sup-
port of_lléltlﬂ_e more than one Catholic in

ce. Their support in independent

helandisnﬁniscule—hulhantwopex
cent in elections.
. Of course, moods can change and sw-
ing, and in Ireland they do tend to swing
according to what we call ‘the politics of
the last atrocity’. Opinion swung fo the
Republicans after the Gibraltar killings
and the Milltown massacre, against them
after the two soldiers were spectacularly
killed at a funeral, and so on,

But in the last 20 years those shifts
have not changed the rocky underlying
facts of communal antagonism, nor
altered anything fundamental. 20 years
of the IRA’s war have resulted in
stalemate and stasis.

The lesson of the last 20 years is the

have shown the linked aspirations of the
Irish majority for independence and for
unity to be incompatible.

The Irish minority, define them how
you like, will not have a united Ireland,
and, if they are thrown entirely on to
their own resources, they will fight to
prevent it. Of course, in the past sections
of the British ruling class stirred up and
used that Irish minority, playing the
‘Orange card’; but the minority had to
be there in the first place tqge 50 used. It
is still ‘there’ now that the British ruling
class is united in policy for Ireland as it
never was between 1885 and 1922, and
no section of that niling class has any
use at all for the Irish:Proty nis:

The British-designed Pértition put a
proportionately bigger Catholic minori-
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ty in the ‘Protestant’ state than the Pro-
testants would have been in an all-
Ireland state. The Northern Catholics
were oppressed because they were seen
as a threat. The consequence has been
the prolonged Northern Ireland Catholic
revolt and the partial destabilisation of
the state system established in 1920-22
by the British and the different sections
of the Irish bourgeoisie.

It is necessary to support the half-
million Catholics in their opposition to
the unjust settlement of 1920-22; but it is
no solution to force one million Pro-
testants into an all-Ireland state against
their will and leave them fecling as the
Northern Ireland Catholics do now. The
Leninist policy for situations like this is
long-established and very much to the
point. As Trotsky summarised it: *“In so
far as the various nationalities, volun-
tarily or through force of necessity,
coexist within the borders of one state,
their cultural interests must find the
highest possible satisfaction within the
framework of the broadest regional
(and, consequently, territorial)
autonomy, including statutory
guarantees of the rights of each minor-
ty”.

1t is absurd to say that Partition helps
either capitalism or imperialist domina-
tion of southern Ireland today. But if it
did, socialists could still not dismiss the
legitimate claims of the Irish minority.
In such conflicts between communities
— in Ireland, in Palestine, in Sri Lanka,
or anywhere — Marxists recognise that
all the antagonists have rights and seek
working-class unity across the divide on
the basis of conciliation and justice.

The idea that there are good and bad
— or ‘imperialist’ and ‘anti-imperialist’
— nations or countries comes from nar-
row irredentist and populist nationalism
(sometimes in Maoist or other versions),
not from Marxism, Leninism or Trot-
skyism. These are the Marxist policies
for Ireland: -

* Consistent democracy,

» Conciliation,

« Defence of the oppressed Catholics,
© Guarantees for the Protestants who
fear oppression by the Catholic Irish ma-

jority,
© Working-class unity on a programme
of democratic rights,
e And on that basis a struggle for
socialism. In the language of the Trot-
skyist movement: a programme of
democratic and transitional demands.
My Workers’ Liberty article spelled
out the false ideas and assumptions
which — I believe — bewilder the far left
and turn them into cheerleaders, usually
ignorant cheerleaders, for Sinn Fein.
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Geoff Bell has written books and pam-
phlets which codify the dominant ideas
of most of the *hard left’ about Ireland.
How does he respond to my systematic
listing of arguments against those ideas?
Take them point by point.

o Southern Ireland is not a neo-
colony, and in any case, with most
foreign investment in Ireland Ame‘rican

© The existing Six County state is in-
deed an artificial, unviable entity; but
nevertheless a viable Orange entity is
possible if Northern Ireland’s ‘borders
are moved north and east, shedding the
mainly Catholic areas. Such a new ‘Nor-
thern Ireland’ would be the certain result
f sectarian civil war. It was recognition

of
of this fact that led De Valera and other
i i li to

and German, not a British
Geoff Bell is silent about this.
© Northern Ireland is not merely
“British-occupied Ireland’, unless the
desires of the Six County majority count
for nothing. Geoff Bell’s only relevant
comment is to quibble about the I
of time Northern Ireland has been linked
to Britain.

« Ireland is one island, but plainly not
one people. To pretend that Ireland is
one unit is a to confuse geography with
society, nationality, and politics. Geoff
Bell pretends it is, but defend the
pretence he does not.

rule out violence as a means of uniting
Ireland. They knew it could not work.
\g‘::t makes you think it could work,

ff?

o The Protestant community organis-

, threatened, and armed to stop a
united Ireland, and settled reluctantly
for Partition in 1920-22. They smashed
the Power-Sharing Agreement with a
general strike in 1974. The Anglo-Irish
ment remains intact, and Protes-

tant opposition to it is ineffectual; but it
has not had much real effect yet. Nor-
thern Ireland remains under the control

o It is not just bigotry or i it
which motivates Protestant resistance to
a united Ireland. The laws of the 26
Counties impose Catholic morals even
on those who reject them, banning
divorce for example. Geoff Bell is very
contemptuous about this argument. He
ignores the Protestants, and implies that
they should be ignored by claiming that
the Provisionals are not in any way sec-
tarian and that Protestant resistance to a
united Ireland would not be substantial.

o To pretend that Protestants are only
concerned to protect their job privileges
is to ignore the distinct history and
insistently-proclaimed distinct identity
of the Six County Protestants. Geoff
Bell is positively heroic in his determina-
tion to ignore it!

© Marxists cannot see the issue as just
Irish majority rights. No majority —
neither in Northern Ireland nor in all of
Ireland — has a right to—eppress a
minority community. We are concerned
with minority rights, too — with consis-
tent democracy. Geoff Bell’s pro-
gramme is not that of a Marxist, but of
an adoptive Catholio—lriih r_mlionalisL

of the British g which, despite
everything, the Protestants consider
their own.

If the British state abdicates, leaving
the Protestants the choice of incorpora-
tion in a Catholic state or resistance,
they will resist. At the very least a pro-
portion of them equal to the IRA’s pro-
portion of the Catholic community will

resist.

At the Socialist Organiser summer
school in 1986, Geoff Bell admitted that
civil war would probably break out —
but he said he thought it would be a
small, controllable civil war. What if it
isn’t controllable? Who will control it?
Southern Irish troops? UN troops?
British troops? The common demand
that Britain should ‘disarm’ the
Orangeists before going implies that we
rely on British troops to control the civil
war; it also implies not fewer, but more
British troops, and for a long time to
come!

© Troops out without a political settle-
ment will not lead to a united Ireland,
but to sectarian civil war and bloody
repartition. It will not lead to self-
ination for the Irish people as a

He is, rightly, with the se-
cond, artificial, Irish minority, the Nor-
thern Ireland Catholics; but, absurdly,
he is indifferent to the concerns of the
much bigger basic Irish minority, the
Protestants.

o The Orange veto depends on the
threat of Orange resistance. It is not
something Britain grants. It has been
coupled since 1976 with a Catholic veto
over internal political arrangements in
Northern Ireland. That Catholic veto is
based ultimately on the armed strength
of the IRA. My argument on the Orange
veto makes Geoff Bell indignant. He
does not, however, try to refute it. Why
not?

o Britain does not gain economic ad-
vantage from Northern Ireland (yes or
no, Geoff?), but pays out £1.5 billion a
year.

 Far from giving overall military ad-
vantages to Britain, control of the Six
Counties has deprived NATO of the 26
Counties for 39 years. True or not, com-
rade Bell?

whole. It can only set the Protestants in
motion to secure their self-
determination — against the Irish ma-

jority.

1 would be happy to be convinced that
this nightmare is not the certain conse-
quence of troops out without a political
settlement. Geoff Bell seems sure that it
will not be, but the only reason he cites
for his sureness is that the Protestant
resistance to the Anglo-Irish Agreement
has been limited.
© The thin veneer of left activists who
form one facet of Sinn Fein’s public face
make it a socialist organisation only for
those who want to be convinced. Sinn
Fein is confined to the Catholic com-
munity; its leaders, like Gerry Adams,
publicly parade their Catholicism; it has
no interest in the Protestant community;
its policies leave it no possibility of even
talking to the Protestant community;
some of the IRA’s killings are scarcely-
disguised sectarian acts, and all of them
are seen by the Protestant community as





