HANDS

OFF
IRELAND:?

“l have already agreed that tlie work being done by the trade unions
is first rate... Mr Jack Jones was in Ireland last week speaking at the
annual conference of the TGWU. What he said there could not be
bettered. That shows that the valued support that the Government
and the country get from the British trade union movement on the
Irish question is first rate”’.

Merlyn Rees, Hansard, 1st August 1976.

“If the socialists of Britain do not recognise and uphold lreland’s
right to secession it is solely because they are in fact imperialists,
not socialists. 1t is ridiculous to cherish illusions that people whe do
not fight for ‘the right to self-determination’ of the oppressed nat-
ions, while they themselves belong to the oppressor nations, are cap-
able of practising socialist policies”.

V.l. Lenin, Collected Works. Vol. 21 p.294
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Preface

The contents of this bulletin were origin-
ally intended for inclusion in the first of
a series of quarterly bulletins on Ireland,

published by the Revolutionary Commun-

ist Group. This was before the split in the
RCG which involved the expulsion of
nearly half of its membership by a major-
ity fraction of its Political Committee
(MFPC). Among those expelled was the
Editor of the Bulletin — Chris Davies; two
other political committee members —
Judith Harrison and Frank Richards; and
the authors of all the articles in this bul-
letin.

.The expulsions were justified on the
.trumped-up charge of ‘chauvinism with

regard to the South African Movement'.
The sole evidence advanced for this was
that a number of the expelled comrades
were against remaining silent at a recent
conference called by the Anti-Apartheid
Movement on South Africa. These com-
rades argued instead that RCG delegates

should be free to combat the reactionary
views presented by speakers from the
platform at the conference — speakers who
are members of the Communist Party of
Great Britain (CPGB). In so arguing the
comrades were going against the majority
faction of the political committee by ref-
using to make opportunist and concess-
ionary overtures to the CPGB The orient-
ation of the MFPC represented a sharp
break with the previous political orient-
ation of the RCG when it openly and
fully attacked the politics of the CPGS
(see the pamphiet — Ireland: British
Labour and British Imperialism). We have
confronted the CPGB politically, because
its reformist and chauvinist politics are

a barrier to the development of an inter-
nationalist current in the working class
and are also a barrier to developing effect-
ive solidarity movements in this country
whether on Ireland or on South Africa.

The expelled comrades have now formed
themselves into the Revolutionary Comm-
unist Tendencyand will be carrying on
the struggle to defend and take forward
the politics contained in the propaganda
published by the RCG prior to the split.

The articles in this builetin have not been
discussed by the RCT since its formation.
They express the political positions of
their authors and do not necessarily rep-
resent the collective opinion of the RCT.
We have gone ahead with the publication
of these articles, despite the split, in ord-
er to further political discussion on the
question of Ireland in the labour
movement. Further details of the

course being followed by the RCT, together
with copies of our reply to the MFPC’s

-Statement of expulsion can be obtained

by sending a stamped addressed envelope
to:

BM RCT, LONDON, WC1V 6XX.

Steering Committee of the Revolutionary
Communist Tendency.

If you would fike more information about
the Revolutionary Communist Tendency
please write to BM RCT, LONDON,
WC1V B6XX.

\
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HANDS

OFF
IRELAND!

Editorial

In 1920, in one of the most militant years
of British labour history, dock workers
assigned to the Jolly George joined in the
Hanas Off Russia campaign by stopping
the shipment of a cargo of arms and equip-
ment destined for the white armies invad-
ing the USSR. The war in ireland, however,
provoked no such response. There was no
Hands Off Ireland campaign. As J.T.
Murphy remarked, "Munitions, troops,
equipment went as usual. Not once did
British Labour hold up a single waggon of
munitions or prevent the transport of a
single soldier, whilst the common imper-
ialist enemy delivered blow on blow’.
(Labour Monthly March 1923).

Then, as now, oppaosition to the lrish war
was muted in the British labour movement.
The Special Labour Party Conference of
1921, while calling for self-determination
for lreland, added the proviso that it must
not become ‘a military or naval menace to
Britain’. in this way, the labour move-
ment showed that it was still bound by
chauvinism — it had not broken with

the idea of defending the interests of its
own national capitalist state. From

such a standpoint, it was unable to
challenge the imposition of Partition on

Irelana or to defend its own interests
in the teeth of betrayal by its leadership
in 1926.

Today as capitalism once more plunges
the world into depression, the working
class is faced with the very same difficult-
ies. It has yet to assert its own interests
independently from those of the ruling
class. The clearest testimony to this
lack of independence is shown by the
general acceptance that both wage
controls and public sector cut backs
have commanded — however grudg-
ingly — in the labour movement. Only
recently, Denis Healey has felt able to
boast that:

"“There is no country in the world where
wage costs are increasing less than they
are in Britain in the coming year”’.

{Industrial Management September 1976).

The British labour movement, one of
the oldest and strongest in the world, is
unable to defend itself against such

" sharp attacks. Setting nation before class

it seeks solutions to the crisis which are
in the national interest. Even as it takes
its f.rst halting steps of opposition to
the public sector cuts, it does so on the

basis of a narrow divisive platform — app-
ealing for import controls and curbs on
capital export so that Britain’s compet-
itiveness on the world market can be
restored.

The nation is no neutral concept shared
by the classes that constitute it. Defence
of the nation means defence of capitalism.
Making the nation competitive means
restoring capitalist profitability. The
national interest and the interests of the
working class pull in opposite directions.

The attitude of the labour movement to
Ireland is one of the clearest expressions
of the identification of the British work-
ing class with its own nation state. There
is near unanimous acceptance of the
right of the British state to occupy Ire-
land with its troops and to enforce what-
ever solutions it sees fit. There is near
unanimous rejection of the concept that
the Irish people as a whole have the
right to work out a solution free from
British military intervention. True the
texpression of this standpoint which the
working class shares with the capitalist
class differs depending upon whether it
is voiced at the Tory Party conference
or at the TUC. The Tories argue unambig-
uously for keeping the troops in Ire-
‘land because it is in the interests of
British capital and the British nation

‘to do so. In this they are merely ex-
pressing the true interests of their

class. The TUC, Communist Party (CP)
and Labour Party (LP)Left on the other
hand,argue for keeping British troops in
Ireiand because it is in the interest of the
Irish people to have them there.

Holding to the concept of the national
interest the TUC and the parties of the
left fear a resolution of the conflict
which would threaten the stability of
the British nation state. Anything which
is seen as a threat to the nation is seen
also as a threat to the working class. And
so, they cannot understand how a British
withdrawal could be in the interests of
the British working class and the Irish
people. Rather they assume that the
continued annexation of part of Ireland
by the British state, given the historical
strength of the British labour movement
can only be of benefit to the Irish as a
whole.

This explains the bond that exists between
the capitalist class and the traditional
organisations of the working class on the
question of Ireland. In the quotation
printed on the front cover, Merlyn Rees
has even felt able to congratulate the
trade union movement for the ‘valued’
and ‘first class’ support that it gives to
government and country ( a change from
king and country!) over the question of
Ireland. Politics, of couse, dictated that
he omit the Communist Party from his



commendation, but by any logic, it ought
to have been included along with the
Labour Party left.

This ‘Broad Left Alliance’ rests its case
for supporting the occupation of Ireland
on a crutch labelled civil war. Itisa
crutch which the capitalists have been
only too willing to embellish with grisly
scenarios about what might happen —

in Ireland and in Britain — if the troops
were withdrawn before law and order
was restored. Significantly, however,
they have not been so forthcoming with
scenarios involving the actual restoration
of ‘law and order’. They have not ex-
plained the extent of the repression that
will be required. They have refrained from
pointing out that it is of such an order
that it can only be carried through when
the national capitalist class in Southern
Ireland has muzzled all oppositon there
and when democratic rights in Britain
have been whittled further away by
repressive legislation. In the meantime,
as long as the ‘low profile’ continues
they are indebted to the Communist
Party and the TUC for peddling the
idea that the British Army can be trans-
formed into an instrument of progress
and peace.

The ‘Broad Left Alliance’, with the CP

at its head, looks anxiously for a solution
involving neither upheaval nor repression;
a proposed solution that at various times
has taken on the form of support for

a Bill of Rights, for a ‘Better Life for

All’ and for the ‘Women for Peace’. In
putting forward these initiatives, the CP
will of course refer to the excesses of
British Imperialism. But nothing that it
says or does in any way imperils the rule

'of that imperialism.This is most clearly seen

when we consider the question of the
recent peace marches and the way they
were taken up in the labour movement.
The peace marches expressed the anger
and frustration of the middie-class women
of Northern Ireland that the stability

of their comfortable routine, so rudely
interrupted in 1969, had not yet been
restored. Understandably, the peace
marches were greeted less than favourably
in the catholic working class areas,

where the restoration of stability carries
with it the implication of further army
violence and repression.

The capitalist press reacted to the peace
marches with the same enthusiasm with
which it supported the march of the
Leyland wives in 1975. But the true
nature of the peace mosement as a class
collaborationist force became more and
more difficult to conceal. In the working
.class, Turf Lodge district of Belfast in
mid-October a meeting was called to
protest at the murder of 13 year old
Brian Stewart, one of the many casual-

‘repression’.

ties of army violence that month. His_
skull had been fractured by a British army
plastic bullet fired at close range. The org-
anisers of the peace marches, attempting
to cash in on the protest, so incensed local
residents by their presence that they had
to be rescued by local Sinn Fein officials.

Ten days later, an attempt to hold a peace
rally in the Falls Park, Belfast came to a

sudden end when 3,000 iocal residents ven-

ted their anger at what they regarded as a
call for further repression. Even the Daily
Telegraph had to report that the response
to the peace marchers from most of the
by-standers was one of ‘sullen hostility’...
“The pro-1RA March, complete with
swirling republican bands, earned warmer
apnlause than the joint Protestant—
Catholic Peace March’

(Daily Telegraph 25.10.76)

The response of the Communist Party
to the Peace Marches was less honest
than that of the Daily Telegraph.
Acutely aware that its line on lreland

is no more than a left gloss on the gov-
ernment’s own strategy, it attempted
to justify the line by building up the
Peace Movement as a credible, represent-
ative and progressive force in the eyes
of the British working class. It declared
that ‘the opportunity provided by the
new Peace Movement must not be lost’.
(Morning Star, 14.10.76). The C.P.
journal, Comment, went out of its way
to insist that the Peace Marchers were

"against all forms of violence:

*“They see the BritishArmy as a party to

the conflict, as a contributor to the vio-
lence.......... the Peace Movement has not
as the British government would like,
demanded support for the so-called
‘security forces’, it has not supported
the imperialist policy of Peace through
(Comment 16.10.76).

Unfortunately for the CP, however, the
Peace March organisers have done pre-
cisely this. The doves that the CP hoped
to nurture have turned into hawks. Hav-
ing failed to attract the support of work-
ing class catholics the organisers have no
longer any need to pretend whose side
they are on:

“Our attitude to the security forces is -
this. We fully support the rule of law and
untit the Northern Irish community them-
selves evolve their own new community
institutions and form of government then
the RUC and the other security foces are
the only legitimate upholders of the rule
of law’. (Betty Williams and Mairead
Corrigan, Morning Star 14.10.76)

The CP has not understood, and given
its standpoint, cannot understand, that
peace will only come about in Ireland

when the British state ceases its military
intervention. Without this, there can

be no peace, only pacification. Any att-
empt to create the conditions for peace
while accepting the right of the British
state to occupy ireland must involve

an attempt to isolate and weaken those
who are in the forefront of the fight

to remove the imperialist army. What is
put forward in the name of progress by
the Communist Party, TUC and Labour
left is nothing less than a recipe for the
defeat of the Republican movement and
therefore the working class, and the triumph
of the British state in lreland.

Hands Off ireland makes its appearance
at a time when the urgent question facing
anti-imperialists is on what political basis
can a movement be built in solidarity
with the Irish struggle? What is the relatlon
between the struggle to build this move-
ment and the struggle for socialism in
Britain? We argue that the two are in no
way separable. The crisis of capitalism,
its inability to bring about sustained
peace and development necessitates
an attack both on the workers of the
imperialist nations and on the mass of
the peoples in the colonies and neocolon-
ies. For the British working class itis a
question of recognising the ‘common
imperialist enemy’ i.e. its own state. It
cannot be socialist in Britain and imp-
erialist on lreland. And neither can it
come out in support of the Irish struggle
as long as it accepts national interest
type arguments in defence of its own
state. That is the revolutionary theme that
runs throughout this butletin.

\
The article: Lessons of TOM shows how
the only movement that can be built
on the Irish question is one that argues
in the working class against the ideas of
the neutral state and the national inter-
est. Any repressive solution planned by
the British state must take into account
the opposition throughout ireland to
British rule in the north. In the article
The Dublin Government — Partners in
Imperialism we show how the heighten-
ing of repression in the south of Ireland
reflects the' determination of the national
capitalist class to serve and support its
imperialist master — the British state:
The working class no less than the repub-
lican movement will be at the receiving
end of this repressive power.

Other articies on the treatment of polit-
ical prisoners, on torture and on the role
of the capitalist press illustrate the
ruthless manner in which imperialism
impresses its rule on ireland and the
depths of barbarity to which it is

forced to descend to ensure its own
survival.

Chris Davies. December 1976.



LESSONS

OF THE TROOPS OUT MOVEMENT

Jim Johnson

(This article is based on the RCG state-
ment of resignation from the Troops Out
Movement November 1976 — available
separately).

There have been a number of attempts by
the left in the last eight years to build an
anti-imperialist movement in support of
the Irish struggle. The Irish Solidarity
Campaign, Anti-Internment League and
Troops Out Movement {TOM) have all
had an initial impact, only to fall event-
ually by the wayside as a result of their
political inadequacies. The latest attempt,
that of the TOM, was perhaps the most
hopeful insofar as it saw its tasks as taking
its demands into the working class. Basing
itself on the demand — Troops Out Now —
it had the opportunity of concretely argu-
ing in the labour movement the necessity
for the ending of British domination in
ireland. By showing that it was the presence
of the troops in Iretand that maintained
the divisions in the working class it could
have demonstrated the necessity for the
British working class to take up the
struggle against British imperialism. But
the TOM has been unable to show why the
British working class must take up the

. Troops Out Now demand: rather it has ab-
andoned the demand itself. The result
has been a political degeneration in the
TOM and its organisational expression —
a declining membership.

The RCG has consistently argued that the
demands Troops Qut Now and Self-Deter-
mination for the lrish People are not just
demands to be taken up at opportune
moments of the struggle but are central
to the defence of the interests of the
British and irish working class. The occ-
upation of Northern ireland by Brijtain is
maintained because without it the contin-
uance of imperialist rule would be placea

in jeopardy. Repression is a necessary con-
sequence of imperialist occupation. During
the period of the post war boom it was
not possible to transform the Northern
ireland statelet, from its sectarian

nature to a ‘normal’ bougeois democ-

racy. In a period of world capitalist

crisis that becomes all the more difficuit.

The movement for democratic rights — for
self-determination — threatens capitalist
stability and must be put down by rep-
ression:

“Britain cannot afford a Palestinian-type
solution just off her western coast. A quart-
er of a century after we pulled out, there

is still fighting between Jew and Arab, -
which is a major hazard to international
peace. But it is no longer a strategic area
for us. Ireland is and always will be’. (Sir -
Frederick Catherwood, CBIl ex-President
quoted in The Ulster Debate, Institute

for the Study of Conflict, 1972).

The struggle in Ireland for the democratic
right of self-determination is not a struggle
for a gradual transformation because this
is not possible in Ireland. The struggle

for seif-determination constitues a funda-
mental challenge to imperialism itself.

This has decisive consequences for the
British working class and its tasks in
relation to Ireland. For to argue anything
less than Troops Out Now, to argue for
example for a Bill of Rights, is not only
utopian, in that it attempts to make cap-
ital do what it cannot do, it is also reaction-
ary. For it can only mean a continuation
of British repression with a ‘human-face’.
On the other hand to argue for Troops Out
Now means making a fundamental challenge
to British imperialism. The only way in
which the working class of Britain can

show solidarity with the Irish struggle is
to call into question the power and con-
trol of the state itself. As we argued in
Revolutionary Communist 2:

“There is no permanent solution in Ireland
which does not pose the destruction of
imperialism, of the ruling class in lreland
and Britain"’.

“The necessary conclusion to be drawn was

— and is — that the struggle against the
British state and the struggle in solidarity
with the lrish people are the same. There
can be no question of a real movement
arising on the Irish question which does
not start from this premise. Troops Out
Now makes no sense as a slogan or
demand outside of the open struggle
against British capital itself.

The RCG joined the TOM because it
agreed with its platform — Troops Out
Now, Self-Determination for the Irish
People as a Whole. It is a platform which
at one and the same time provides a

basis for a struggle against national

" chauvinism and against imperialist dom-

ination. It is the concrete expression of
an independent working class standpoint
on the Irish question. Having joined the
TOM, however, we soon discovered that
the movement did not understand its own
platform in a revolutionary way — but
merely saw it as a tactical manoeuvre.
TOM has been only too willing to abandon
its demands when confronted by the
dominant chauvinist position in the work-
ing class, i.e. the call for a Bill Of Rights.
Over the last 18 months it has not mobil-
ised for a single event under the banner

of its platform. Its refusal to adopt an anti-
imperialist standpoint was revealed most
strikingly in the mobilisation for the
Bloody Sunday Commeration Committee



demonstration. Rather than argue the nec-
essity for Troops Out Now it adopted the
tactful slogan ‘End British Involvement’.
By means of this manoeuvre it hoped to
seduce ‘broad layers’ into ‘unity in action’
and force its much sought after (though
never found) war weary liberals onto the
streets. In such events we can recognise
the politics of the Internatinal Marxist
Group (IMG) which has recently argued
that:

““The TOM should not be a socialist organ-
isation appealing only to left-wing groups
and conscious supporters of the anti—
imperialist struggle. It should be organised
on the single issue of Ireland and open to
all those who agree with the TOM dem-
ands. This criteria applies not only to the
LP and CP members but Young Liberals,
republican organisations, trade unions,
soldiers, relatives and cultural organisat-
ions’. (IMG TOM National Delegate
Conference document April 1976.)

Although the IMG are careful enough to
refer to the TOM demands this is no more
than window dressing. Troops Out Now is a
demand with revolutionary consequences.
In today’s conditions it is only the working
class which has a fundamental interest in
supporting this platform. The search for

a ‘broad layer’ must inevitably involve, as
it has done, a dilution of the TOM plat-
form, preventing real opposition to

British imperialism from emerging.

TOM’s pre-occupation with ‘unity in
action’ cannot take up the CP’s proposal
for a Bill of Rights, which is put forward
as the first step to the solution of the
‘Irish troubles’, and the first step towards
self-determination. Irene Brennan, an
Executive member of the CP has expressed
this position most clearly, she writes:

‘real progress for Northern lreland will

lead towards the direction of full Irish seif-
determination. But that cannot be ach-
ieved without building unity between
sections of people in the north and south.
An essential condition of this is the intro-
duction of full democracy in the North'.
{Northern Ireland: A Programme for Action

page 23).

The TOM cannot argue against the CP
because it does not take up the anti-
chauvinist struggle. Unless this is done,
the British working class will not oppose
its ruling class’s domination of Ireland.
The British state cannot play a ‘progress-
ive’ role in Ireland, because imperialist
domination is not a policy, but a necess-
ity for British capital. The TOM is un-
able to explain this, and is therefore unable
to counter arguments which propose
British parliamentary solutions to Irish
problems.

It was for these reasons that the RCG
argued against the TOM Labour Move-
ment Delegation to Ireland. The polit-
ical basis of this delegation can be judged
from the following report:

‘Among the sponsors are 14 MP’s in-
cluding Ms Joan Maynard who says she
supports the delegation because it is
based on the principle of self-determin-
ation for the Irish people and in no way
implies support for TOM or its demands’.
(Morning Star 17.9.76).

Joan Maynard also spoke on the TOM
platform at a meeting held during the
Labour Party Conference and said that she
did not go all the way with TOM. This is
no problem as the TOM does not go ail
the way itself. At this meeting the TOM
banner behind the platform read ‘TOM—
Britain must withdraw’. No mention of
Troops Out Now.

TOM's own propaganda on the delegation
hails it as a ‘positive step towards develop-
ing a progressive policy which would en-
sure a just and lasting solution to the
“Irish problem”. ‘Nowhere is there an ind-
ication of what this policy might be; no
hint that the only ‘progressive policy’ for
the British working class.is the campaign
for Troops Out Now and Self-Determinat-
ion, and that any other standpoint serves
to strengthen imperialism. Even support-
ers of TOM, wise after the event, cast
doubt on the benefits of the Delegation.

“It remains to be seen whether or not
the delegation can have a significant im-
pact in Britain. But if nothing else is
achieved, fifty odd members of the Bri-
tish labour movement have seen some-
thing of the reality of British occupation
of Ireland”. (Red Weekly 30.9.76)

As we have already argued, a movement
cannot be built on the politics of adaptat-
ion. The pursuit of such politics inevit-
ably leads to demoralisation and decline.
Rather than confront this fact, however,
TOM has blamed its own decline on such
bogeys as press censorship.

“The Labour Government, fearing that

the feeling for withdrawal might be
channelled into a mass capaign has taken
steps to counteract the growth of this
mood. It has successfully leaned on

the mass media to suppress news of the
war, hoping that if it goes unreported
people will think it has ceased’

(Troops Out, Summer 1976).

It is difficult to believe that the TOM in-
habit the same world as the British work-
ing class when such arguments are used.
Censorship exists, but not in the form
that TOM imagines. Almost daily. news
bulletins scream out, ‘More violence to-
night in Northern Ireland’ foliowed by

a condemnation of ‘terrorists’ and

so on. In August, the Daily Mail

under the front page headline ‘Rough
Justice’ described a scene in Derry where
soldiers:

‘grabbed six of the rioters, punched
them, clubbed them, banged their heads
against a wall and dragged them off,
bleeding and sobbing to the cells’.

Far from surpressing news of the war
the ruling class when it suits it uses
this type ot propaganda exercise to
maintain its alliance with the working
class. By portraying the defenders of
the Catholic areas as ‘rioters’ and ‘terr-
orists’ it can rest assuted of the support
of the labour movement for their
suppression. |t is precisely this which
TOM fails to understand — the hold

of chauvinism and reformism in the
working class.

The majority of the labour movement in
this country has given its opinion on the
Irish question. 1t has differences with the
ruling ciass not over whether the troops
should be in Ireland but what they should
be doing there. In 1972 and again in
1975 it has called through the TUC
Congress for the introduction of a Bill

of Rights. More recently the TUC has
supported the utopian demand for a
‘Better Life for All’, a ‘better life’ which
would be imposed by the British State.

The fight against such a ‘solution ’ is

the central task. This fight requires a
head-on-challenge to the grip of reform-
ism in the working class. This can only
be done by demonstrating concretely
that the capitalist state can only defend
the interests of capitalism. We have to
be able to show that there is no solution
to the Irish crisis unless British imperial-
ism is defeated. Further there is no sol-
ution to the problems confronting the
British working class unless British
imperialism is defeated. This is the unity
of the struggle of the Irish and the
British working class. The choice is
clear: the opportunist politics of the
TOM and no anti-imperialist movement:
or revolutionary propaganda in the work-

.ing class and the laying of the basis for

an anti-imperialist movement.

The revolutionary road, if it is not to
emulate the progress of the TOM, must
be built on the firmest foundations. That
Is why we speak not yet of a movement
but of building the basis for a movement.
By this we mean the propaganda work
that trains a growing vanguard around
the central questions and answers of the
trish struggle. The arguments 1o stress
are: (1) the impossibility of general re-
torms in this period {2) the necessity for
the British army to stay in Ireland if the
interests of British imperialism are not to



-

suffer a crippling blow and (3) tne corres-
conding necessity to challenge the nation-
3! interest arguments that reformism anc
social democracy feed on. If this stage s
skipped, if the kind of propaganda we
nave been arguing for is not prioritised,
no movement will emerge on the Irish
guestion except as-a transitory response
to army activity. The RCG has begun
this work:

In Revolutionary Communist No 2 we
have shown through a materialist analy-
sis of the Irish question that the very sur-
vival of British imperialism is at stake

in the Irish struggle.

We have published the only comprehen-
sive critique of the Bill of Rights posit-
ion and the reformist arguments of the
CPGB in our pamphlet — ‘Ireland —
British Labour and British Imperialism’.

We have argued in trades councils and in
trade union branches for the initiation
and sponsorship of labour movement
bulletins as a forum of debate on the
Irish question.

The reaction of TOM and the radical
left to the development of the only

materialist analysis of the Irish question
has been absolute silence. Their react-
ion to the only systematic critique of the
dominant position in the labour move-
ment has again been silence. When we
raised the question of producing propa-
ganda in the labour movement through
the initiation of bulletins, the TOM and
the radical left attempted to silence this
too. in Hackney Trades Councit TO\
supporters joined with the CP in block-
ing the proposal. In Battersea and Wands-
worth Trades Counpcil, the IMG moved an
amendment that the bulletin should be a
‘general labour movement oullietin’, 1.e.
one that did not have British imperialism
in Ireland as its central theme. In Wands-
worth Treachers Association. members of
the Workers’ League and the CPBML vot-
ed aganst a challenge to the chair when

the motion calling for a bulletin was ruled

out of order. The chair justified this
ruling on the grounds that it would give
the Association a bad name to support
the bulletin in the light of the bombing
campaign in Britain.

The revolutionary significance of the

Irish question inevitably divides those who

are prepared to wage a principled struggle
against British imperialism and those opp-

ortunists who prefer a cosy relationshiop
with the reformist left. in leaving TOM

we call on all those who agree with our
standpoint on lreland to support Hands
Off Ireland, and to ensure that it achieves the
widest circulation 'r the labour Movement. T°
months ahead will be crucial in testing

out any undercurrents of revolt in the
working class on this question. The fail-

ure of TOM must not be seen as a demor-
alising blow but as the spur to building a
genuine anti-imperialist movement in the
future.

TROOPS OUT OF IRELAND NOW

SELF DETERMINATION FOR THE
IRISH PEOPLE

FREE ALL ANTI-IMPERIALIST
PRISONERS OF WAR.

RCT; We need equipment urgently for our
new office; especially filing cabinets, chairs,
and lighting equipment. If you can help out
with cheap offers please contact us andwe
will collectRCT,BM RCT, London WCIV 6XX



Tne state of the southern lIrish econ-
omy was well characterised recently by

a decision of the EEC Commussion to
declare it a ’‘disaster area’ The Finan-
cial Times headline: ‘From Golden Boy

to Deadbeat’ (11.9.76) sums up how
the world crisis of capitalism has
shattered all possibility of southern
freland emerging from the economic
abyss to which imperialism has hist-
orically consigned it. Recent reports
from the National Economic and
Social Council and *he Economic and
Social Research Institute confirm

this picture. The government has
had to borrow heavily from inter-
national bankers to cover successiye
budget deficits. and inevitably the
working class are bearing the brunt of the
recession. Infiation i1s double that in
Britain and still rising. The true level
of unemployment, according to the
Financial Times is about 18% or nearly
one in five of the labour force.

Predictably, the ruling class has not
hesitated to attack workers for not
accepting further cuts in living stand-
ards. The Prime Minister, Liam Cos-
grave, has had the following to say:

‘“Those who would pursue such a
course of action (reject the proposed
National Wage Agreement — Ed) would
bear a heavy responsibility for the pur-
suit of narrow sectional interests at
this time which would tear our society
apart’. (Irish Times 1.7.76).

And more recently, the government’s
economic ‘plan’ has referred to the
‘selfish attitudes and actions on the
part of sectional or minority groups’.

The ranting and raving over wage

levels are of course common to the
capitalist class of all nations. What

is particular about the Irish situation
is the severity with which the world
crisis is affecting the country and
the extent of the wage cuts which
are necessary. The uneven develop-
ment of capitalism has stamped var-
ious parts of the world as economic-
ally advanced or backward. Capital-
ism cannot reverse or overcome this
disparity but inevitably tends to rein-
.force it. This is the meaning of the
imperialist epoch, an epoch which is
characterised by a conflict among
advanced nations for the exploitation
of the weaker economies. At times of
crisis the conflict and exploitation
express themselves most nakedly.

Ireland is, despite the development of
recent years, an economically back-
ward country where the industries
‘controlled by national capita’ st in-
terests are disintegratino they are

THE DUBLIN GOVERNMENT

Francis Burke

opened up to international competit-
ion. Recognising this, the capitalist
class has had no option but to sub-
ordinate its own direct interest to
those of foreign capital which is off-
ered massive concessions to arrange

the efficient exploitation of Irish work-
ers. The national capitalists play the
role of junior partners and share
accordingly in the profits extracted.

This dependence on foreign invest-
ment places the southern Irish ruling
class in a contradictory position. The
running of its
ability to exploit its own working

Cidss iS the owbjeclive 01 every national
capitalist class. But for the lIrish capi-
talists to challenge the domination of
foreign capital would be a slippery
and dangerous path, with every likeli-
hood that it would be trampled
underfoot by those who had most to
gain in resolutely opposing imperial-
ism — the lIrish working class.

Awn econnmy e the

For the lrish ruling class there is only
one possible strategy to follow. To
stay firmly in the saddle it must crush
that class whose interests are most
irreconcilable with its own — the work-
ing class. As yet however it is in no
position to carry this through to a
successful conclusion. The trade union
movement is organisationally strong
with a tradition of militancy un-—
equalled in developed capitalist coun-
tries. Recent months have seen the
unions reject the 1976-77 National

Wage Agreement, an eight-week bank
strike involving serious damage to

Irish capital and a multitude of un-
official strikes. In contrast to the 4%%
rise negotiated in Britain, the pay
agreement in Southern lreland would
have meant an increase of 13%. Even
the trade union bureaucrats have felt
obliged to respond to the prevailing
militancy with fighting talk. The
gneeral secretary of the ICTU for in-
stance has had the following to say:

"There is no possibility of the Irish
trade union movement agreeing to a

course of actionwhich can only result
in a steady decline of wages and the
advertisement of lIreland as the place
where cheap fabour is available’.

(Irish Times 22.1.76)

But whether the trade union move-
ment agrees or disagrees, this is what
the maintenance of the capitalist
system dictates, as the Dublin govern-
ment weil understands. In the recent
period it has pursued a course of ideo-
logical pressure on the one hand and
threatened confrontation on the other.
Rising unemployment is blamed on” the
unions while simultaneously legisiat-
ion is introduced to begin to curb
their power. The Bank Remuneration
Act intorduced to freeze the pay of
bank workers and the provision for
classifying certain strikes as subject

to the notorious Offences against the
State Act indicate that the Govern-
ment will not baulk at open confront-
ation when the opportune moment
arrives.

Although the militant tradition of

Irish trade unions stands in favour

of the working class, struggle on eco-
nomic issues alone will not allow it to
defend its living standards. High un-
employment is already sapping some of
the militancy. The bank workers’
strike was defeated. The unions have
now accepted an interim settlement as
a prelude to further talks on a nation-
al wage agreement. If a political alt-
ernative is not taken up by the trade
union membership, the government

will succeed in driving down wages
through unemployment, ideological
pressure and later open coercion. The
only effective defence of working

class living standards at a time of
crisis lies in the growth of political con-
sciousness welding together the work-
ing class in a party based on a rev-
olutionary commitment to overthrow
capitalism.

In developing this consciousness, the
working class will be brought face to



PARTNERS IN

IMPERIALISM

face with the inability of its own
ruling class to offer concessions or to
introduce reforms. Economic control
lies elsewhere than with the national
capitalist class. As the Financial Times
bluntly put it:

"...the lIrish government is far from
being able to control its own economy
as the external value of its currency
and even the interest rates that it

can obtain here (in lreland) are large-
ly under British influence’.
(Financial Times 11.9.76)

The economic struggle of workers in
ireland inevitably comes up against

the domination of the country by
international capital. This is the power
that stands behind the Irish state. Brit-
ish capital is the key element of this
power in that the British state has

been historically charged with over-
seeing capitalist interests in lreland.
As the crisis develops further the eco-
nomic struggle in lreland will only be
taken forward if it is linked to an
anti-imperialist programme — one that
simultaneously confronts the irish
state and British domination.

The threat of such an eventuality is
well recognised by the ruling class
and it underlies its determination first
of all to eliminate the most immed-
iate threat, the Republican Movement,
before taking on the trade unions and
the labour movement generally. A
minister in the Dublin government,
Conor Cruise O’Brien, has spelt out
his plan of reaction as one parallel to
that pursued by Major-General Eanes
and the laders of the Portugese Soc-
ialist Party in strangling the Portugese
revolution:

‘....it is only orudent to work on
the assumption that the coming year

Chronology
of repression
1976

February: After his death in Wakefield
prison, arrangements were made to fly
the body of Provisional IRA hunger striker
Frank Stagg to Dublin Airport. The Gov-
ernment refused to let the body be fiown
to Dublin and diverted the plane to
Shannon. The remains were buried in a
grave prepared by the Government and
purial in a repubhican plot was not
allowed. Having posted armed quards at
the grave for several weeks, the authorit-
ies then covered the plot over with con-
crete.

April: At 7.30 a.m. on the 7th April,

the Special Branch carried out a series of
raids in Dublin. 22 people were arlzsted

— mainly members of the Irish Republic-
an Socialist Party (IRSP). 15 reported that
they were deprived of sleep and food and
were kicked and beaten. Doctors later
confirmed the injuries. The majority were

later released without charges being brought.

A demonstration called by Provisional Sinn
Fein to commemorate the 60th annivers-
ary of the Easter Rising — an event comm-
emorated by the Government itself in pre-
vious years — was declared illegal by the
Government. Civil servants and state
employees were threatened with loss of
pension rights if they attended. 33 people

— including a Labour member of the Dail
— were fined for participating in the
meeting.

June: Noel and Marie Murray were senten-
ced to death for alleged murder of an off-
duty policeman. The defendants declared
themselves to be opposed to the state and
refused to participate in their mock trial
by a Special Criminal court. They were
sentenced without a jury and the only ev-
idence was ‘confessions’ extracted undér
duress by the police. The accused were
not present for two thirds of the pro-
ceedings.

July: The Supreme Court allowed pro-
ceedings to begin against Hibernia and the
Irish Times for contempt. The offence was
to print letters criticising the conduct of
the Special Criminal Court in the Murray
case.

September: The lrish current affairs jour-
nal, Hibernia, appeared with two blank
pages where an article naming RUC off-
icers involved in torture of republicans in
the north of Ireland was to have been
printed. lIrish Times Ltd. had refused to
print the article for fear of legal action.
The article has now appeared without the
names of the officers.

October: The Financial Times (18th
October) reported that the government had
instructed the RTE state broadcasting
authority to ban the Provisional and
Official IRA and the Provisional Sinn

Fein from all radio and TV programmes.

The Times {Ist October) reported that
the government planned a new, no-jury
Special Criminal Court to deal with the

backlog of cases. Since the Court was
tirst opened to deail with political offenc-
es in May 1972, there have been 772 con-
victions in 1,042 cases. The Times also
reported that part of Curragh military
camp has been converted to a prison lay-
out as part of ‘contingency plans for an
increase in Provisional IRA prisoners.’

These are actions withihc the southern
government has taken over the past year.
The government has now at its disposal
the recently passed Criminal Law Act
and the Emergency Powers Act.

The Criminal Law Act

t Gives the army the right to arrest and
detain ‘suspects’.

t Allows the colsure of buildings believed
to be used for ‘unlawful’ or-ganisations
for 12 months at the request of a police
chief-superintendent.

t Allows prison warders to search prison-
ers, their relatives and legal representatives.
T Increases the sentances which the
Special Criminal Court {which sits without
a jury) can impose for membership of an
‘unfawful organisation’ from 2 to 7 years.
t Creates new offences such as ‘obstruct-
ion of government’ and ‘usurpation of the
functions of government’.

The Emergency Powers Act

+ Allows the police to detain suspects
without charge or reference to a court

~for 7 days on the word of a police

chief-superintendent.

T Allows the Government to declare
an indefinite State of Emergency, which
makes it impossible for the government
to contravene the constitution.



may be one of increasing danger in
which the security of the State may be
challenged from various quarters. | bel-
ieve the Labour Party under any such
conditions which may arise will be no
less determined in the defence of dem-
ocracy that are our Portuguese comra-

des.’

{Speech to the Clontarf Constituency
Council of the Irish Labour Party).

This ‘defence of democracy’ requires,
it seems, the suspension of democracy.
The repressive legislation recently in-
troduced in southern Ireland involv-

ing the suspension in part of the con-
stitution was hailed by the Daily Tele-
graph in August as the most draconian
in any ‘democracy’.

As with other underdeveloped capitalist
countries, repression is nothing new in
Southern lreland. The Offences against
the State Act 1939, the wages stand-
still order and Emergency Powers Act
of 1940, the reintroduction of in-
ternment in 1957, all testify to the
ruthless determination of the national
capitalist class to crush opposition

to its rule. This ciass established

its dominance in 1922 through the
use of unbridled terror after the Brit-

ish army had handed over control
"to it in the South. 10,000 republic-
ans and socialists were interned, over
50 were executed without trial, and
all revolutionary groups were banned
as treasonable in the following decade.

It is such an onslaught which the
capitalist class is preparing for again
in lreland today, as it is buffeted by
the storms of the world capitalist
crisis.  The ruling class is banking on
the British army holding the north
thus ensuring the Dublin government
a free rein for the impositon of a re-
gime of outright reaction. As the Tory
spokesman on lreiand, Airey Neave
frankly admitted at the Tory Party
conference:

‘It is not surprising that the Eire
government is anxious to make sure
that the troops stay in Ulster.

The Tories recognise what is at stake
in lreland but no such clarity yet
exists in the working class. If it did,
if the questions of oppression and class
solidarity were understood above the
media’s presentation of a battle be-
tween bigoted sectarians, the response
from the working class would have
been clear — for the immediate with-
drawal of troops and solidarity with
“he Irish people against oppression.

The British press and imperialism;

Daniel Lennon & Majella O’Hare

Daniel Shaw

The British government and press con-
sistently claim that the British army

is in lreland to keep the peace. Yet in
mid-August, British troops committed
two murders without the slightest
provocation. The murders resulted in

the deaths of three children who hap-

pened to be nearby when one of the
ishootings took place. We are reproduc-
-ing the facts in these cases — the cases
of Daniel Lennon and Majella O'Hare
‘— not because we believe that the
murder of unarmed civilians is any-
thing new to the conduct of the
British army in lIreland. We do so be-
cause we beleive that British workers
must above -l ‘know the truth about
Ireland today. This is especially imp-
ortant when the truth shows that the
British army is not ‘keeping the peace’
at all, but is in fact carrying out a
murderous campaign in order to main-
tain the domination of British capital
over the lIrish people. It is especially
important when it shows how the
army propaganda machine works and
how the British press covers up the
traces which the Army leaves behind.

The facts relating to the first murder
are the following:

On 10th August Daniel Lennon, a
member of the Provisional IRA was
shot dead by an army patrol while
driving through Andersonstown, West
Belfast.

* The car went out of control and
crashed into a crowd of civilians on
the pavement, killing three children
and severely injuring their mother.

As Lennon’s companion climbed
from the car he was hit three times
by shots from British soldiers, despite
the fact that he was directly in front
of the injured Maguire family.

* Instead of calling an ambulance —
which arrived only atter some 25 .min-
utes — the soldiers concerned them-
selves with hauling Lennon’s body



from the car and seizing an Armatite
rifle from the back seat.

* A British army spokesman immea-
iately issued & statement that shots
had been directed at them from the
car and that they themselves had
fired only in response to this action.

Now let us see how this incident was
used by the British press to discredit
the Republican Movement, each paper
reporting details which contradict the
accounts given in the other papers.
The Sun (11.8.76) stated that the inci-
dent arose when the army, suspecting
an attempted ambush, ‘deliberately
broke cover to draw three gunmen out
of’ a butcher’s shop in Andersonstown.
The Times (11.8.76), however, contains
no such exciting stories about attemp-
ted ambushes. More simply, the troops
were fired on in Andersonstown, re-
turned fire and gave chase when two
‘gunmen’ drove off in a car. They then
‘opened fire on the gunmen as a rifle
was seen at the car window’. In the
Daily Maii report ‘an army Land—
Rover patrol raced out of nearby bar-
racks’ after ‘'troops spotted a Provis
ional IRA gunman jumping into a

car after sniping at soldiers . Lennon’s
companion, we learn, was carrying a
gun when he got out of the car. In
the other papers, however, it is stated
that the soldiers took the gun from
the car. The Morning Star for instance, who
devoted a mere seven sentences to the
story, taken from the Royal Uister
Constabulary, stated that Lennon's
companion fired from the other car
before the army retaliated, and that a
loaded rifle was found in the car.

In point of fact, however, no shots
were fired from the car. They could
not have been for the simple reason
that the gun found in the car was a
dismantled Armalite, as the report in
the lrish Times of 14.8.76 makes
clear. Lennon was thus murdered in
cold blood, and the deaths of the three
children blamed on him and his organ-
isation. By this murder, the British
army helped to create the conditions
in which the ‘Peace Marches' could
gain strength. The British Government
has seen these marches as a vital aid
to its sustained attempt to isolate and
destroy the Republican Movement be-
fore turning on the catholic population
as a whole. The British government
was prepared to use all means —includ-
ing murder — to encourage the ‘Peace
Marches’.

The British army’s next step was to
shoot and kifl 12 vear old Majella
O’Hare on her way to church in Bally-
moyet, Co. Armagh, at 11.45 am. on

Sunday, 15th August. At 12.15 p.m.
the army issued its first statement:
gunmen had opened fire on an army

patrol and a 12 year old girl had been

hit; the army had not returned fire.
The ink had scarcely dried on this
statement before Betty Williams, leader
of the middle class ‘women for peace’
had denounced the IRA using the
army account of the shooting to whip
up support for the 'Peace Marches’.
But there were too many witnesses to
the shooting, including Majella’s fath-

er, for this story to stand and so

just atter 2pm. the army issued Its
second statement, to the effect that a
gunman had opened fire on the Army
patrol and it was ‘believed’ that the
army may have returned fore. This
‘beliet’ had become certain by 3.30
p.m. the time of the army’s third
statement.

Such a swift retraction of its own lies
i unusual for the army press office.
Its main function is to whitewash
army terror and to dish up fabricated
versions of events when army shootings
take plac.e If a retraction is unavoid-
able, it is usually delayed long enough
to ensure that the original story is
given full coverage in the British press.

But this shooting came at a pohtically
sensitive time just when the 'Peace
March’ organisers were capitalising on
the deaths of the Maguire children.
Thus the army had no option but to
admit the facts and a soldier has now
been charged with manslaughter. This
should not be taken too seriously,
however. Of all the soldiers indicted
for murder or manslaughter in recent

- years, the only one jailed was freed

on appeal. Signiticantly, none of the
press, with the exception of the Sun-
day Times, reported the army’s chop-
ping and changing of its story. This
is not surprising. To do so would be
to undermine the credibility of its
own reportage which is often nothing
more than verbatim accounts dictated
from the army press office.

Inadequate and distorted reporting of
events such as those described above
have been the stuff of British press
coverage of the war ever since the
troops went in in 1969. Take for
example two deaths which occured in
1971. On 3rd September Angela Gall-
agher was killed by a bullet which
had been aimed at a British army

patrol in Beltast but had ricocheted
off a wall.  Both wings of the IRA
denied responsibility. Three days later
fourteen year old Annette McGavigan
was killed by a British army bullet
aimed, according to the army, at a
sniper. The differing emotional con-
tent of the headlines used to announce

these two deaths reveal the bias of the
press very clearly:
The Times: 4.9.71. ‘Baby
girl shot dead as
wave of terrorist
firing sweeps

Belfast’.
7.9.71. ‘Girl of
14 shot in Lon-

donderry brings
Ulster toll to
100 dead’

4.9.71. 'IRA bul-
let kills baby in

Daily Telegraph:

Belfast'.
7.9.71. ‘Girl 14,
shot in IRA—
Army battle’.

Daily Mail: 4.9.71. 'IRA gun-
man kills baby’.
8.9.71. ‘Girl

. shot dead in gun

battle’.

Daily Express: 4.9.71. 'IRA in

Street terror:
baby shot dead’.
7.9.71. ‘Girl of
14 killed in
Derry cross-fire’.

(E. McCann, The British Press and
Northern Ireland, Northern lreland
Socialist Research Centre, 1972.)

These comparisions show us that bi-
assed reporting does not happen as a
matter of chance. Rather it is a neces-
sary aspect of the imperialist war.

The job of the army is made that
much easier when the full scale of its
repression is obscured. In the last week
of September the Northern lreland

Civil Rights Association reported no
less than four shootings of innocent
civilians by the British Army. In the
cases of Jim Campbell (shot whilst
duck shooting near Crossmagien) and

a lorry driver shot at an army check-
point in Co. Tyrone, the army has
‘apologised’. They have not yet apolo-
gised for shooting a 23 year old woman
and 18 vyear old Sammy Lynch —
both shot in their cars for no apparent
reason. The use of such methods of
necessity involves press distortion. News

is presented in a form which will

gain the support — or at least the
acquiescence — of the working class
in the oppressor country. Only in
certain circumstances (as today in the
south of lIreland) will direct state
censorship be required. In most cases
the thousand threads of ideology and
finance which bind the media to the
needs of its ruling class will ensure
that, as in the two cases examined
above, the press will oblige its cap-
italist masters.



British ‘peat:ekeeping’- British Torture

Phil Turrer

When torture and barbaric treatment of
political prisone s is exposed in Chile,
Brazil or South Africa the voice of the
British labour m vement is often heard

in condemnation of the brutalities of
political repression. On the third ann-
versary of the coup in Chile in September
this year, many trade union banners were
seen on the streets of London and Glas-
gow, showing oppaosition to the Junta.
Even such figures as Jack Jones of the
TGWU — Whose record in support of
wage restraint is well known — have
added their names to the list of opp-
onents of the Chilean regime. But the real
nature of their internationalism is to be
seen when torture is practiced, not only
in South Africa, or Chile, but by the
British state in a British colony, such as
Ireland.

This is the importance of the recent
Strasbourg case, where the European
Commission of Human Rights found the
British state guilty of torturing Republic-
an internees. A detailed report of the
proceedings has revealed that ‘interrogat-
jon techniques’ used at a British army
barracks in 1971 (apart from the routine
beatings and ill-treatment) included tech-
niques of sensory deprivation. These were:
covering the head with a thick, black hood,
deprivation of sleep for several days,
forcing victims to stand against a wall
supported only by the finger-tips, and
subjecting them to continuous ‘white
noise’ from a machine specifically des-
igned to induce disorientation in its vic-
tims. There can be no doubt that this is
torture. lts effects are permanent. Vic-
tims have suffered severe depression
nightmares and hallucinations. Several
have since suffered serious physical ill-
ness. One has died of a heart attack.
These are typical side-effects of the
‘traumatic neurosis’ produced by this
method of torture.

The British government has not attempted
to deny that it practised these techniques
on internees. Instead, the tortures have
been presented by the state and its press
simply as excesses which occured in the
past. Merlyn Rees, then Secretary of State
for Northern Ireland, accused the Dublin
government of ‘raking over the past’

in bringing the charges and the Guardian
said that:

“Dublin will be guilty of torturing Northern
Ireland if it goes on force-feeding the Prov-

isionals with propaganda’.

(Guardian 3.9.76) »
The press faithfuily reprinted government

statements which claimed that the sensory
‘deprivation techniques had been aband-
oned and that ‘action’ had been taken ag-
ainst those responsible for their use. The
Times leader of 9.9.76 went so far as to
point out that the Strasbourg findings
did not put Britain in the same league as
‘Greece, Brazil, iran, Argentine’. By
trivialising the tortures and relegating
them to history the British state hopes
to descredit those who are pressing
the charges and to preserve the image of
its army as a ‘peacekeeping force'.

The ieal facts of British torture in

treland are a little different to those pre-
sented in the British press. The tortures
took place at the same time as intemment
was introduced. By imprisoning hundreds
of Republicans without trail and carrying
out controlled experiments in sensory
deprivation the army hoped to intimid-
ate the catholic population. The British
army is not a peacekeeping force at all
but is the last resort of British imperial-
ism in its attempt to continue its political
domination over the Irish people. It is
prepared to use any methods to cru sh

the minority who resist that domination.
Torture is just one method which the
_British state has found necessary to

beat the republican section of the
population into submission.

Since British imperialism has already
found it necessary to use torture, there

is little doubt that it will find it necesary
to use it again. The Irish Times 4.9.76.
printed a Ministry of Defence statement
"which admitted that British soldiers were
“still receiving training in sensory depriv-
ation techniques. The army has refused
"to state what ‘action’ it has taken against
those responsible for the tortures, but
the European Commission report indicates
that several of the torturers have in fact
been promoted at a very rapid rate. Such
facts made ridiculous any claim that the
tortures were excesses in the past.

in fact, for Irish workers, these revelations
are nothing new. Torture and ill-treatment
of Republicans are day to day events in the
North of Ireland. They are reported every
week in the Republican and Irish press.
The Northern Ireland Civil Rights Assoc-
iation has stated its intention of taking
more cases to the European Commission.
We fully support the pressing of these
cases. The more evidence is produced

of British torture the clearer it will be

that torture is a way of life for a ruling
class which hypecritically claims to stand
for the defence of ‘democracy’ and
‘humanity’ in lreland.

The British left, however, has failed com-

pletely to grasp this central point — that .
torture is the necessary consequence of
British occupation of !reland. Left Labour
M.P. Tom Litterick has shown this failure
in a letter printed in the Manchester Even-
ing News, where he discusses the question
as if it were merely a matter of shame for
the British people:

“The discomfort of the British people at
the indictment of the European Commiss-
ion of Human Rights is particularly hard
to bear because we were not allowed to
know what was being done in our name.
The torture was done in secret and we hear
of it in shame..... Freedom of information
to replace the Official Secrets Act will re-
store not onty our right to know but our
right to be responsible for the suffering
we may inflict on others’. (Manchester
Evening News 8.10.76).

Right wing commentators of the capitalist
press have no such feelings of ‘shame’
and see the situation more clearly than
Uitterick can, as this Daily Mail article
shows:

“This kind of interrogation was not plea-
sant, but it was necessary and nothing to
be ashamed of”’. (3.9.76).

Tom Litterick clearly believes that torture
is unnecessary in a socieity in which dem-
ocracy and accountability are the key-
words. But his argument is incapable of
confronting a state which sees torture as a
necessity to defend its interests in Ireland.

The Communist Party has gone further
by demanding that the British state
discipline its torturers and mend its
ways in Ireland. General Secretary
Gordon McLennan has commented:

AWe condemn the torturers and the polit-
icians who have covered up for them. But
condemnation is not enough. The policy
from which this foulness springs has to be
ended. Repression, discrimination and
deprivation must be replaced by peace,
democracy and better living standards’.
(Morning Star 3.9.76)

But to point out that the government has
sanctioned torture and then to demand

in the same breath that it introduces
democracy shows the utopianism of the
Communist Party’s arguments. The fact
that torture has proved necessary for
British imperialism shows that it is in-
capable of providing democracy and that
the presence of the British army can solve
none of the problems of the irish people.

Tom Litterick and the Communist Party
have failed this test of internationalism.



FREE ALL ANTI-IMPERIALIST
PRISONERS OF WAR!

1. Political status

Hugh MacGirillen

‘When the first boy or girl is
sentenced after March 1st, will you
march after us until we pull the
town down? It might not all be
down yet but by God, if it's nec
essary it'll come down, stone by
stone’. (An Phoblacht, paper of the
Provisional Sinn Fein, 9.8.76).

That remark by Maire Drumm, for-
mer Vice-President of Provisional Sinn
Fein, who was murdered by Loyal-
ists last October, earned her three
weeks detention at the hands of the
British administration in Northern
Ireland. It demonstrates the determ-
ination of the Republican Movement
to resist the ending of special categ-
ory status for political prisoners in
Northern lreland and to oppose the
brutal treatment meted out to repub-
lican prisoners in jails in Britain and
in southern lIreland.

At present there are over two thous-
and prisoners held throughout Britain
and Ireland for taking part in the
anti-imperialist struggle.. Most of
these are held in Northern lIreland
(Long Kesh now holds more people

than at any previous time} and the
vast majority are Republicans drawn
from the catholic working class. Some
40 of the prisoners are held for no
other offence than attempting to esc-
ape from internment.

Special category status for prisoners
convicted of offences committed for
political reasons was introduced by the
Whitelaw administration in June 1972
following a hunger strike by Republi-
can prisoners in Crumlin Road Jail,
Belfast. The political significance of

this concession is that it constitutes

When ‘its own’ ruling class is found guilty
of torturing a people which it oppresses
it is not enough for the labour movement
to be critical of the methods used. It must
understand that torture is a necessity —
not for the ‘British people’ but for

British imperialism — and take its stand
clearly on the side of those who are
fighting for their liberation. Only from
this standpoint will it be possible to
mobilise on the question of Ireland the
same degree of opposition that questions
such as Chile have aroused in the labour
movement.

a recognition by the British State
that the struggle in Ireland is to free
the country of British domination.
This made it very difficult for the
British state to deny the political con-
tent of Republican violence. In con-
sequence, much propaganda effort over
the succeeding period has been put in-
to portraying the Republicans as
‘criminal lunatics’, ‘thugs’, ’‘sectarian
madmen’ etc. A successful present-
ation of the IRA as a criminal gang
would remove the politics from the
national liberation struggle, isolate the
Republicans and make it easy to
dress up repression as ‘peace-keeping’.

The capitalist press, especially in Brit-
ain, has done its best to downplay
the political nature of the struggle
and to present it as a question of
‘law and order.” The hypocrisy of
such a claim was graphically revealed
by a recent article in the Starry
Plough, paper of the lrish Repub-
lican Socialist Party. This showed
that between September 1973 and
May 1975, charges of assauit, malic-
ious wounding, murder and attempted
murder were brought against 46 mem-
bers of the security forces, resulting
in 19 convictions and no jail sent-
ences. It hardly needs to be added
that the capitalist press did its best
to hush up these incidents. Clearly,
neither it nor the capitalist state is
in any position to set itself up as
arbitrator of what is criminal and
what is political!

As part of the strategy of ‘depolitic-
isation’ i.e. denying the political con-
tent of the struggle, special category
status for prisoners in Northern Ire-
land charged with offences committed
after March 1st 1976 is being ended.
In an effort to defuse the opposition
that is building up to this step, there
has been no attempt as yet to rem-
ove special category status from those
charged with offences committed
before this date.
administration felt confident enough to

implement the new proposals decisively.

+Only on September 14th was the first
prisoner, Kieran Nugent sentenced to
three years under the new rules. For
refusing to wear prison clothes, Nug-
ent has been held naked in solitary
confinement. Before long, if the Brit-
ish state has its way, many other
republican and republican socialist

Nor has the British ~

prisoners will be receiving the same
barbaric treatment.

The concessions involved in special
category status — freedom to wear
one’s own clothes, more facilities for
correspondnce, weekly visits and food
parcels from relatives, association with
other political prisoners, the right to
refuse penal work and to engage in
handicraft and educational- activities —
meagre though they are, are well
worth defending. They have been
fought for also in southern lreland
where the harassment and intimidation
of prisoners, particularly in Portlaoise
Jail, leaves no doubt as to the vic-
iousness of the Dublin government in
its treatment of Republicans.

The British state rivals the Dublin
government in viciousness. Hunger-
striker Frank Stagg was starved to
death rather than be given the right
to transfer to a jail in Ireland. in
Albany prison in September, republic-
an prisoners who barricaded a corr-
idor to protest at the brutal treat-
ment of a comrade were almost torn
apart by prison warders, encouraged
no doubt by the acquittal of the
Winson Green prison officers. Four
were hospitalised; one — Sean Camp-
bell — had a broken arm, broken
leg, two broken fingers and fractured
ribs. In Brixton, republican prisoner
Patrick Joseph Hackett, who lost a
ieg in a recent explosion has been
subjected to constant humiliation and
abuse. Noel Jenkinson, republican
and active trade unionist, framed and
sentenced to 30 years for the Alder-
shot bombing died in October in the
security wing of Leicester prison
allegedly of a heart attack. Permission
for an independent autopsy was ref-
used at the inquest, just as the right
to appeal against conviction had been
denied him 4 vyears earlier. All this
testifies to the hypocrisy of the Brit-
ish definition of crimipal behaviour.

The British left has failed to support

politically the case for the retention
of special category status, as wit-
nessed by the minute turn-out on the
demonstration held in support of this
demand on August 22nd. it was left
mainly to the Republican Movement
to protest and demonstrate. This is
just one more example of the pres-
ent impotence of the labour move-
ment in the face of British imperial-
ism’s continuing plans to inflict it-
self on lreland. The point that needs
to be driven home in the British
working class today is that the struggle
for lIrish freedom entails support for
the freeing of all anti-imperialist pris-
oners and support for the campaign
to defend political status.



2, Speech at Lincoln’s Inn Field

Address by Chris Davies , Lincoin’s Inn Fields, London, 22nd August, 1976,
following the demonstration on political status organisec .y Provisional Sinn Fein.

Comrades,

_ We in the RCG have marched with
you today to show our solidarity for
the struggle that is being waged to
defend political status. The whole
strategy of British imperialism over
the last two years in Ireland has been
to obtain a breathing space for itself
before commencing a new assault. This
,was the reasoning behind the so-called
‘low profile’ of the last period — a
low profile that did not stop the army
of occupation from engaging in plan-
ed setective assassinations such as that
of Peter Cleary and others. The intent-
ion was to isolate the Republican Move-
ment and to incorporate the middle
class politicians of the SDLP into the
six-county state machine. The attempt
to remove political status is the cul-
minating point of this strategy and we
for our part recognise the importance
of the campaign against this and .
«pledge our full support on the basis
of the slogans we have used on the
march today: Free all anti-imperialist

political prisoners — Troops out now.

ror us in Britain, the major task is
to lay the basis for building a move-
‘ment in the working class in solidarity
.with the struggle of the Irish people.
_And here we must admit that the pro-
gress made in this regard has not been
good. There is not a single trade
union banner for instance on the dem-
onstration today and there has only
been a minimal turn out of left organ-
isations. It is clear that although
there is much talk of the unity and
indivisibility of the struggie of the' work-
ing class in Britain and that of the
irish people, the understanding of
what this consists of and how it
should be argued for is far from com-
plete.

_We in the RCG have consistently

argued that the question that must be
posed in the working class is the
‘question: Why are there British troops
in lreland? And the answer we give
to this question, an answer that clar-
ifies the relation between the struggle
of the lrish people and that of the
working class in Britain, is that Brit-
ish troops are in Ireland because the
consequences of their withdrawal would
be a catastrophic blow to the interests

British plan for Ireland.

of British cavital. It is the presence of
British troops that sustains the sect-
arian orange statelet and that perpet-
uates the divisions in the Irish work-
ing class. At the present moment in
lreland, there are 200,000 men and
women unemployed, the highest perc-
entage of unemployrhent n  Europe.
In the coming period, as the world
crisis of capitalism deepens further,

the Irish working class will be asked
to bear the burden of this crisis

_through lower wages and worsening

conditions. But if this is' to happen
and if imperialism is not to suffer

a defeat, the presence of the British
army is essential.

it is this point that we must consist-
ently argue in the British working
class. The presence of the army in
Ireland is not a policy for British
imperialism; it is a dire necessity if it
is not to suffer a major defeat. In
this regard we must offer some words
of fraternal criticism to the previous
speaker who spoke of ‘getting through
to the thick skulls at Westminster’.
This we believe is a misunderstanding
of what is required. It is not at the
politicians at Westminser (whose thick
skulls do not prevent them from see-
ing that it is in the interests of their
own skins to keep the army in lre-
land) but at the British working

class that we must aim our propa-
ganda. It is clear that the British
working class, influenced by centuries
of chauvjnist propaganda, does not
yet understand what is at stake in
treland. In 1971, 1972 and again in
1975, the TUC has voted overwhelm-
ingly for a so-called ‘Bill of Rights’
or, to put it bluntly, for vet another
It is the dom-
ination of these ideas, vigorously supp-
orted by the reactionary arguments of
the Communist Party of Great Britain,
that we must make our central target
in Britain. We must point out that
far from it being possible for the
British state to bring democracy to
ireland, the world crisis of capitalism
dictates the exact opposite. lreland, in
common with other oppressed nations,
will have to have less and not more
democracy as long as it remains under
imperialist control.

Once this point has been grasped by
a wider number of those on the left,

the way ahead will be cleared for
building a real movement in Britain

in support of the struggle in Ireland.
But it must be understood that there
are no short cuts in this task. There
has been a temptation in the past to
argue that all that was necessary was
to build on the ‘disillusionment’ with
the war that was allegedly growing am-
ong the British people as a whole.
This is a dangerous argument. Those
who are disillusioned will want to

see an end to the war. And there
are two ways in which wars can be
ended. |f the survival of British
capital depends, as it very well may,
on avoiding a defeat in Ireland, we
can be sure that it will use any mood
of disillusionment that exists to justify
a further round of massive repression
in the hope of a 'final victory’.  This
is what the bourgeois press is now
clamouring for. In a similar way, those
arguments that stress the ‘cost of the
war’ to the Briush taxpayer do noth-
ing to clarify what is at stake Such
arguments strengthen the hold of chau-
vinism in the working class and dis-
credit the supporters of immediate with-
drawal in the eyes of many left wing
people who are confused by the Bill
of Rights arguments.

The central task in Britain is to take
up the dominant arguments that have

.prevented in the past and still prevent

today the building up of of a real
movement in solidarity with the lIrish
struggle. These arguments boil down
to the belief that it is possible for
imperialism to be turned into its opp-
osite without overthrowing it, that it
is possible for the imperialist army to
be neutral and that it is possible for

the ‘British state to allow democracy
in lreland.

For our part, we in the RCG have
made these arguments our main target
poth in our pamphiet Ireland — British
Labour and British Imperialism and in
our constant propaganda in the labour
movement. We welcome all discussion
on our approach and on the way
forward to building up support in
Britain for the struggle of the Irish
people.

As the slogans on our banners have
read today:

No British Plans for {reland — Troops
Out Now.
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