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Foreword

The author was Charles Desmond Greaves(1913-88), English-
born historian of Irish national and labour movements. Also a
scientist, musician, journalist, political organiser, orator and wit
born in Birkenhead, his childhood holidays were spent in the
County Down. Throughout his life he identified and worked for the
cause of the emancipation of the Celtic peoples. As a young man he
reached the conclusion that the principle of internationalism
requires the free co-operation of sovereign independent states.
He also believed that classical socialist thinking had tended to
neglect factors making for stable State boundaries. He was an
activist in the Connolly Association and Editor of its journal The
Irish Democrat for many years and together they highlighted the
teachings of James Connolly on Nationalism, Internationalism
and Socialism. Under Greaves's leadership the Connolly Asso-
ciation organised through the Working Class Movement in Brit-
ain for the achievement of a United Ireland. When the issue of
the (then) Common Market appeared; Greaves was a vehement
opponent to joining this body. The re-printing of this pamphlet
and text of Consultative Conference held in 1985 on "National
sovereignty and defence of the Nation State” on the centenary of
Greave's birth and the seventy-fifth of the Connolly Association
is timely, given the so-called "neo-liberalism” i.e. imperialist
times that exist.

Tony Donaghey

General Secretary of the Connolly Association
August 2013
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Introduction

It is an honour to be asked to write the introduction for
the timely republication of two articles by C Desmond
Greaves on the centenary of his birth.

The National Union of Rail, Maritime & Transport
Workers (RMT) is a democratic organisation and is
formed of a community of transport workers. The union
is organised on a national basis because, as Greaves
: outlines, democracy is based on community and the
nation is the highest level of community at which it can operate effectively.
RMT believes that public ownership, decent social services, and peace and
friendship between peoples require both democracy and sovereignty, and
our internationalism is based on free cooperation between sovereign peo-
ples - not on the rules of the market. RMT supports our sister unions around
the world and especially in the European Union for public control of their ser-
vices and democratic control of their countries. Increasingly this is directly
connected to the fight for national sovereignty.

For this reason, RMT supports an independent and united Ireland, and cam-
paigns for the withdrawal of Britain from the European Union. These policies
are not forgotten following our Annual General Meetings but actively pursued
through our affiliation to and support for democratic organisations in Britain
such as the Connolly Association and the Campaign against Euro-
federalism.

As Greaves highlights: “the activities of big business more and more prove
incompatible with the most elementary forms of democracy" and "national
independence is one of the most important forms of democracy”. EU diktats
privatising our national infrastructure, destroying British manufacturing and
attacking workers rights originate in the think-tanks of monopoly corporations
and are implemented through the EU institutions which are the antithesis of
democracy and accountability.

Our fight for the advancement of democracy at home is complemented by
struggling against the EU and all other forms of national oppression, and |
believe that these two pieces by Desmond Greaves are more relevant now
than ever and are essential reading for every person struggling to build de-

mocracy in Britain.
Bob Crm

Bob Crow
General Secretary
National Union of Rail, Maritime & Transport Workers
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The National Question
Socialism and Nationalism

Lecture given on 23 June 1968 during a Discussion Conference
at Marx House, Clerkenwell Green, London

I hope that nobody will complain that the title of this conference was
misleading. The concepts socialism and nationalism are not strictly compa-
rable. Socialism is a definite system of society in which both production
and appropriation proceed in common, but where personal consumption
is related to personal contribution. By extension the word applies to the
movement and doctrine of those striving to establish such a system. Na-
tionalism, on the other hand is not a word that defines a system of soci-
ety. It can only define a sentiment, doctrine or movement. As we will
use it today it will refer to the aim of securing national independence in
its broadest sense, an aim which is democratic but not inherently social-
ist. I thought it would be useful, on the occasion of the centenary of the
birth of James Connolly, a Marxist thinker who made such important
contributions in this field, to make a general survey of the way in which
these two concepts have been related at different stages in the history of
the movement. The Communist Manifesto of 1848, the founding charter of
scientific socialism, has about a dozen references to nationality and na-
tionalism. That most widely known and quoted is the aphorism with
which Marx and Engels replied to critics who accused them of wanting
to “abolish countries and nationality”. They replied “The working men have no
country. We cannot take from them what they have not got”.

You will recall how the first section of the Manifesto deals with the revo-
lutionary role of the bourgeoisie, constantly revolutionising the means of
production, breaking down all the social barriers of feudalism, in the
pursuit of an ever-expanding market which becomes the world market.
This is how the subject of nations and nationality is first introduced. I

will quote:
“To the great chagrin of reactionaries it has drawn from uno_'er the feet 0;
industry the national ground on which it stood. All old-established natlonaf
industries have been destroyed or are daily being destroyed ... In place 0
the old national seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have intercourse In every
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direction, universal interdependence of nations. The intellectual creations of
individual nations become common property. National one-sidedness and
narrow-mindedness become more and more impossible, and from the nu-
merous national and local literatures there arises a world literature.”

and again:

“The cheap prices of its commodities are the heavy artillery with which it
batters down all Chinese walls, with which it forces the barbarians' in-
tensely obstinate hatred of foreigners to capitulate. It compels all nations, on
pain of extinction, to adopt the bourgeois mode of production; it compels them
to introduce what it calls civilization into their midst, ie to become bourgeois
themselves inone word it creates a world after its own image."

It is quite clear from this that it is capitalist economic development
which does away with countries and nationality, and not action by com-
munists.

But there is more to the riposte than a "you as well". The Manifesto notes
the unevenness of the process. Capitalism makes the country dependent
on the town, it makes "barbarian and semi-barbarian countries dependent on
civilized ones, nations of peasants on nations of bourgeois, the East on the West".
Thus capitalism invents its own special form of national oppression.

Now wherever the capitalist mode of production is established, it neces-
sarily gives rise to a proletariat. The growth of the proletariat in num-
bers, organisation and class consciousness is described, up to the point
where it can challenge the bourgeoisie for the position of ruling class.
The whole strength of the proletariat is seen in its unity and organisa-
tion. Shall this unity and organisation stop at the state frontiers upheld
by the bourgeoisie? Shall the proletariat, who’s basic: defence mechanism
is the elimination of competition within its own ranks, come to the aid of
the bourgeoisie in furthering competition across state boundaries, or
when the bourgeoisie is engaged in political or military struggle with
another bourgeoisie? The reply is, of course, that the interests of the pro-
letariat transcend these frontiers, and it is precisely this first enunciation
of working-class internationalism which was read by contemporary phil-
istines as the “desire to abolish countries and nationality”. It was in relation to
the competition of the bourgeoisie that the working men had no country,
for bourgeois property was the substance of bourgeois nationalism and
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the proletariat possessed none. It had already been made clear that, to
quote again:

“Though not in substance, yet in form, the struggle with the bourgeoisie is at
first a national struggle. The proletariat of each country must, of course, first
of all settle matters with its own bourgeoisie”

The second section, on Proletarians and Communists, emphasises prole-
tarian internationalism from the start:

The Communists are distinguished from other working class parties by this
only:

1. In the national struggles of the proletarians of the different countries they
point out and bring to the front the common interests of the entire proletariat,
independently of all nationality.

2. In the various stages of development which the struggle of the working
class has to pass through they always and everywhere represent the inter-
ests of the movement as a whole."

The picture is therefore that of an international movement composed of
national parts. Marx and Engels indeed had some good fun at the ex-
pense of the Proudhonists who wanted to “abolish nationalities in the inter-
ests of the social revolution’, Marx pointed out that they continued to speak
French and wondered if “abolishing nationalities" meant that we all became
Frenchmen!

To return to the Manifesto, it notes that “national differences and antagonisms
between peoples ... are daily more and more vanishing owing to the develop-
ment of the bourgeoisie”. It adds that “The supremacy of the proletariat will
cause them to vanish still faster", and that “in proportion as the antagonism
between classes within the nation vanishes. The hostility of one nation to an-
other will come to an end”.

Note there is no word of the nations themselves disappearing, merely
of differences and antagonisms between them. Of course one can rea-
sonably extrapolate from the bare text. When there are no differences
there will be no nations in the old sense. There will be a united human-
ity. But this is not spelled out here. Not even sketched. Obviously it in-
volves the too remote future. And it is reiterated:
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"Since the proletariat must first of all acquire political supremacy, must rise
to be the leading class of the nation, must constitute itself THE nation, it is,
so far, itself national, though not in the bourgeois sense of the word. "

[ have already remarked on the implications of the bourgeois sense of
the word.

In sections three and four of the Manifesto the different national tactics
required in different European countries are fully recognised. Thus in
Germany the Manifesto recommends fighting "with the bourgeoisie whenever
it acts in a revolutionary way, against the absolute monarchy, the feudal
squirearchy, the petty-bourgeoisie". In Poland the tactic is to support ‘the
party that insists on an agrarian revolution as the prime condition for national
emancipation *. And why such tactics? The answer is simple. It is “in order
that after the fall of the reactionary classes ... the fight against the bourgeoisie
itself may immediately begin."

Marx and Engels did not consider that it was necessary for their purpose
to define the word nation which must thus be understood in its common
or ordinary meaning. Nor is there developed a theory of the origin of
nations, except that implicit in the struggle of national markets in the
formation of the world market. And, notwithstanding references to the
world market, the appeal is essentially to the developed countries of
Europe, for though economically involved in the world movement, Af-
rica and the East had not yet awakened to full political life.

GERMANY - 1848, 1849

It is possible to follow the application of these principles in the writings
of Marx and Engels on the series of revolutions which shook Europe in
the years 1848 and 1849. In general their hopes rested on Germany. This
country was at that time divided into no less than thirty-six states, with
two major capital cities, Vienna and Berlin. The hope was that with the
aid of the proletariat and sections of the petty-bourgeoisie the bourgeoi-
sie would come to power, establish a democratic republic, and clear the
way for proletarian development.

But interspersed among the German regions, and among the regions
conquered by the Hapsburgs in particular, there was a host of smaller
nations and national groupings. Some of these, particularly those af-
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fected by Panslavism, were prepared to support the Czar rather than the
German revolution. The cry was, for example, raised in Prague " Better the
Russian knout than Germany liberty". The view taken by Marx and Engels
was that the victory of the German revolution took precedence over the
liberation of these nations by the aid of the Czar. But it must be empha-
sised that this does not imply opposition to the independence of the
Czechs, Serbs, etc. from the German as a matter of principle. The separa-
tion of these nations, a justifiable democratic demand, must like all de-
mocratic demands, be taken in conjunction with the struggle for democ-
racy as a whole in the concrete historical conditions in which it appears.

For those of you who would be interested to look it up, this question is
referred to by Lenin in his thesis on Self-determination of the year 1916.
It isnota requirement of Marxism that every single solitary demand for
national independence must be supported unhesitatingly under all con-
ditions and at all times. Where democratic rights contradict each other,
the greater must take precedence over the lesser for the time being. The
principle of internationalism thus regulates the requirements of national
independence.

COLONIALISM - INDIA AND IRELAND

Let us now turn to the colonial question.

In his Conditions of the Working Class in England 1844, Engels described
the aim of the English bourgeoisie to become the workshop of the world
with “an ever-increasing number of corn and cotton growing Ireland’s revolving
round her, the industrial sun".In other words England was aiming at an
industrial monopoly and directing her policy to such an end. Neverthe-
less the economic results of drawing foreign countries into the orbit of
capitalism contradicted this aim. In his first article on India written in
1853, Marx described what he called English “swinishness” but warned
that despite all, capitalism was going to develop in India, and then the
conquistadors must look out for themselves. He saw in the mutiny of the
Sepoys in 1857 an expression of popular revolt, describing their excesses
as ‘a reflex of England’s own conduct in India"” where “orture formed an organic
institution of its financial policy”. He took this view while describing the Se-
poys as the "fatted and pampered agents of England".
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Marx followed developments in India for many years. In 1881 he wrote
to Danielson:

"What the English take annually in the form of rent, dividends for railways use-
less to the Hindus, pensions for military and civil servicemen for Afghanistan
and other wars, what they take with them without any equivalent, and quite
apart from what they appropriate to themselves annually within India, speaking
only of the value of the commaodities the Indians have gratuitously and annu-
ally to send over to England, it amounts to more than the total sum of income
of the sixty millions of agricultural and industrial labourers of India. This is a
bleeding process with a vengeance.”

Note here that colonialism is not seen as the imposition of capitalism on
another country. It is the systematic robbery of that country by all
means available, in which pre-capitalist, feudal or slave forms are not
only tolerated but protected. Thus while the destruction of the natural
economy by the extension of the market renders capitalist development
inevitable, it is at the same time delayed and distorted by the power of
the oppressing nation. This was a situation not yet envisaged in the
Manifesto.

It was in relation to Ireland, however, that Marx developed his teaching
on the colonial question. It may be that from the standpoint of world
history this was the most important consequence of the Fenian Rising of
March 1867, the attempted rescue in Manchester the following Septem-
ber, and the consequent amnesty campaign.

Already in 1856 Engels had visited Ireland and written in a letter to
Marx:

“Ireland may be regarded as the first English colony and as one which be-
cause of its proximity is still governed exactly in the old way, and one can al-
ready notice here that the so-called liberty of English citizens is based on the
oppression of the colonies. | have never seen so many gendarmes in any
country, and the sodden look of the bibulous Prussian gendarmes is devel-
oped to its highest perfection here among the constabulary, who are armed
with carbines, bayonets and handcuffs."

The liberty of the English citizens was termed “so-called” because they
were no longer, since the decline of Chartism, challenging the vital inter-
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ests of the bourgeoisie. Even at this early date Marx and Engels appreci-
ated the role of the colonial super-profits in making the English workers
accomplices of their rulers in oppressing other peoples, and thus re-
stricting their freedom of action in fighting for themselves.

In November 1867 Marx made his famous pronunciamento on the Irish
question. What the Irish needed was first self-government and inde-
pendence from England, second an agrarian revolution which nobody
could accomplish for them but themselves, and third, protective tariffs to
encourage the growth of industry. Two years later he remarked that this
conclusion represented a revision of his former opinion. He wrote to
Engels:

"For a long time | believed that it would be possible to overthrow the Irish re-
gime by English working-class ascendancy .... Deeper study has now con-
vinced me of the opposite. The English working class will never accomplish
anything before it has got rid of Ireland."

His immediately previous letter to Kugelmann shows that what he en-
visaged was not a revolution in Ireland that would precipitate changes
in England, but rather that the English working class should be brought
to secure the freedom of Ireland in its own interests. This was because
"the English working class undoubtedly throws the decisive weight into the scale
of social emancipation everywhere." He adds: "As a matter of fact the' English
Republic under Cromwell met shipwrecks in Ireland”. Two months previously
Engels had made a profound generalisation upon the whole course of
English history. He wrote: "lrish history shows one how disastrous it is for a
nation when it has subjugated another nation. All the abominations of the English
have their origin in the English pale”. That was to trace the story back before
the time of Cromwell.

Marx fought for his Irish policy on the General Council of the First Inter-
national and established a tradition which was communicated to the so-
cialists of a later period. It influenced the radicals, and bore a somewhat
exotic fruit in the Liberal- Parnellite alliance in favour of replacing the

gnlited Kingdom by a federal kingdom, an arrangement miscalled "Home
ule".
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James Connolly
1868 - Executed 1916

CONNOLLY - 1916

The course proposed by Marx was, of course, not adopted. Instead of an
agrarian revolution made by the people themselves, Ireland got a succes-
sion of reforms. The crisis was self-regenerative and gave rise to the
strange form of capital accumulation based on emigration which is de-
scribed in the first volume of Capital. Land purchase was financed (in the
last analysis) from the super-profits drawn from colonial countries, in-
cluding Ireland itself. The landlords were gradually transformed into
rentiers, the bourgeoisie flourished modestly amid odours of ruined cas-
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tles, and the numbers and organisation of the proletariat increased. But
the reform is inherent in a land settlement carried out in this way was
transferred to the party of the bourgeoisie and bourgeoisified landlords,
and federalism became slowly whittled down to the measure of devolu-
tion. The climateric was when Gladstone turned on Parnell, and his own

party failed to back him.

It was in order to deal with this situation that Leslie and Connolly un-
dertook the further development of the work of Marx. Their conclusion
was that since the bourgeoisie had given up the struggle for national
independence, the working class should take over the leadership. This
was a revolutionary conception, for it implied that the national revolu-
tion, which had for years been considered part of the bourgeois-
democratic revolution, could now be regarded as part of the Socialist
revolution. The relationship between nationalism and Socialism had un-
dergone a profound change.

It is worthy of note that Engels came to a similar conclusion in respect of
Poland at almost the same time. In the preface to the second Polish edi-
tion of the Communist Manifesto, written in February 1892, he declared:

"The Polish nobility was unable either to maintain or to gain independence;
for the bourgeoisie it is, for the present at least, immaterial. It can be
gained only by the young Polish proletariat, and in its hands it is secure.
For the workers of the rest of Europe need the independence of Poland no
less than the Polish workers themselves. "

It is curious that the Polish movement does not appear to have devel-
oped this suggestion of Engels.

Formerly it had been a matter of hastening the bourgeois democratic
revolution, one of whose elements was national independence, by
strengthening the national coalition led by the bourgeoisie. Now it was a
question of the working class taking the lead, attaching to itself the inter-
mediate strata and letting the bourgeoisie follow if they wished. Quite
obviously the end point was not going to be the bourgeois dictatorship,
not without a counter-revolution, but a situation from which the transi-
tion to Socialism was likely to be far easier than from the simple bour-
geois republic.
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It may be asked what had happened to create this change. The answer is,
of course, the transition of the old industrial capitalism to monopoly
capitalism, to imperialism. It is one of the curiosities of history that in
Britain the existence of one of the typical features of imperialism, namely
colonial possessions on a vast scale, served to delay the advent of others,
such as the merging of bank and industrial capital. During the last
twenty years of the nineteenth century the greater part of the world was
carved up between the capitalist states of Western Europe. The profits
were immense.

Simultaneously came the ability of imperialism to bribe an upper section
of the bourgeoisie of oppressed nations and a parallel corruption of an
upper stratum of the working class of the oppressor nation. Against
these two forms of corruption Connolly fought all his life, and when in
1916 he faced the firing squad, Arthur Henderson, leader of the British
Labour Party, was a member of the war cabinet that could have saved
him but did not, and William Martin Murphy, leader of the Irish bour-
geoisie, publicly called on the imperialists to show no mercy.

By the year 1900 practically the entire globe had been carved up among a
handful of imperialist states. The scope of colonialism, and therefore the
scope of the liberation movement, was enormously extended. Moreover,
as the Irish and Polish convergence illustrates, the national question and
the colonial question had begun to merge. The great world front of So-
cialism and national liberation was beginning to emerge, first as a neces-
sity, then as an actuality. The national revolution was becoming part of
the Socialist revolution on a world scale.

Connolly showed how well he appreciated this in his interpretation of
the Basle resolution in Irish conditions. The International Socialist Con-
gress at Basle had announced the pledge which was summarised by the
Bolsheviks in the slogan: “Turn the imperialist war into a civil war against the
exploiters.” The imperialist war was, of course: a war for the re-division of
the world among the imperialist powers. Some were bound to lose, but
all hoped to gain, as the secret treaties showed. Connolly saw in the war
an opportunity for the oppressed nations to strike a blow for their free-
dom. Why should they be handed passively from one aggressor to an-
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other? He determined to turn the imperialist war into a war of national
liberation against imperialism.

Such is the significance of Easter Week 1916. And here are Connolly's
own words to illustrate it:
"Starting thus, Ireland may yet set the torch to a European conflagration that
will not bum out until the last throne and the last capitalist bond and deben-
ture will be shrivelled on the funeral pyre of the last warlord."

It would be hard to find more graphic expression of the new status of
the national revolution as part of the Socialist revolution. Commenting
upon the rising of 1916, Lenin remarked that small nations which might
be powerless on their own could act as powerful ferments hastening the
course of world revolution. This was Connolly's thought, put another
way.

IMPERIALIST ECONOMISM

Connolly had no great difficulty in convincing his comrades in Ireland of
the need to combine their proletarian demands with the all-important
democratic demand of national liberation. He found it less easy to con-
vert English Socialists, who confused the growing fraternity of the peo-
ples in the struggle against imperialism with the abolition of the state
boundaries established by imperialism for the purpose of exploitation.
To this day there survive sincere Socialists of the old school who are con-
fused enough to believe that the Irish should withdraw their demand for
independence in the interests of internationalism. There are some who
fondly imagine that the international unity of the workers of Europe will
be strengthened as a result of the Common Market. It is as much as to
say we will be united provided we are all put in the one prison.

The classical centre of this argument was Poland. Lenin called it
"imperialist economism”. Economism, as you will remember, was the doc-
trine that it was sufficient for a workers' party to prefer proletarian de-
mands, and that democratic demands were not their business. Lenin re-
plied that this was to leave the stuff of politics to the bourgeoisie. In the
same way, to refuse to challenge the frontiers established for and on be-
half of landlords and capitalists, where they conflicted with the wishes of
the people, was to leave vital questions affecting the lives of the millions
to be decided by imperialism. It is remarkable that such splendid char-
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acters as Rosa Luxemburg should have been associated with this recru-
descence of Proudhonism. The controversy continued over nearly
twenty years, and it was against this background that Joseph Stalin drew
up his celebrated theses on the National and Colonial Question, and
Lenin conducted some of his most profound and thought challenging
polemics, which continued until that stage of the First World War when
theories could be tested in practice.

The theses of Stalin on Marxism and the National Question were concerned
not so much to refute imperialist economism or the new Proudhonism, as to
answer the Austro-Marxists who were trying to divorce nationality from
territory of residence. These had made the fantastic proposal that mem-
bers of the various nationalities inhabiting the Austro-Hungarian Em-
pire should register the nationality they belonged to, and have the right
to elect a national council, irrespective of their place of residence, which
could then conduct “the cultural affairs of the nation”. Stalin showed that the
main concern of these opportunists was to frame a national policy which
would not upset the political integrity of the Empire, and could so leave
the essence of national oppression untouched.

In the course of his refutation of National Cultural autonomy, Stalin was
obliged to attempt a definition of a nation, which he described as:

“..a historically evolved, stable community of people formed on the
basis of a common language, economic life and psychological make-
up manifested in a community of culture.”

Stalin emphasised that it was sufficient for a single one of these charac-
teristics to be absent to disqualify a community from the title of nation.
The national policy of Bolshevism was based on the right of self-
determination of nations, which was meaningless without the right of
territorial secession. At the same time the exercise or non-exercise of that
right was a matter for the nation to decide in the light of circumstances,
the paramount consideration being of course the question of class inter-
ests.

The work of Stalin on the national question was a powerful contribution
to Marxist thought and stood the test of practice in the revolutionary
period that followed to a remarkable degree.
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Less than a year after the Easter Rising came the collapse of Czarism in
Russia. The general principles of Bolshevik national policy were en-
shrined in the slogan for a peace "without annexations or indemnities". Lenin
explained carefully that this meant the undoing of old as well as new
annexations; it meant England's evacuating Ireland as well as Germany's
getting out of Belgium. And it is interesting to note the difference be-
tween Lenin's approach and that of President Wilson's, whose embel-
lishment of the imperialist war was typified in his notorious fourteen
points. At the peace conference it was agreed that no nation seeking in-
dependence should be heard unless Britain, France and the USA unani-
mously agreed to listen. On this basis both Irish and Egyptian claims
were vetoed.

A glance at Stalin's strict conditions will show that it could be a subject
for considerable debate as to whether this people or that possessed all
the qualifications of nationality. Was a people to be denied the coveted
prize of independence because it could not convince an international
jury that it was a nation in the full sense of the word? Who was to de-
cide? Lenin's reply was that in case of difficulty the people themselves
decided if they were a nation or not. He put it this way:

"The theoretical definition of annexation involves the conception of an ‘alien’
people. ie a people that has preserved its peculiarities and its will for inde-
pendent existence."

He adds that the slogan must be "taken as inseparably connected with the
proletarian revolution. Only in connection with the revolution is it true and useful.”
This was in May 1917, and the Bolsheviks were pointing out that an im-
perialist peace could only be an exchange of annexations. Of course, one
should note that this presumes other things equal. As Lenin frequently
pointed out, every democratic principle is open to abuse. I doubt
whether English Socialists would accept the secession of Cornwall from
a Socialist England after the United States had occupied it and secured a
separatist majority while its troops were still there. Certainly the Irish
will not accept an English-concocted nationality for Ulster. But the re-
fusal to accept the abuse of a principle does not vitiate the principle. And
on that principle the Bolsheviks acted and permitted secessions which
involved future military risks.
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Perhaps I should add one thing about the Stalin theses. It is a criticism
which he made himself. In 1925, criticising Semich for underestimating
the importance of the right of secession, he notes that Semich quotes
from Stalin's theses the passage "The national question is a struggle of the
bourgeois classes among themselves."He comments:

"Stalin's pamphlet was written before the imperialist war, at the time when
the national question had not yet assumed world-wide significance in the
eyes of Marxists, and when the basic demands concerning the right to self-
determination were considered to be, not a part of the proletarian revolution,
but a part of the bourgeois-democratic revolution. It would be absurd to ig-
nore the fact that since then a fundamental change has taken place in the
international situation, that the war on the one hand and the October revolu-
tion in Russia on the other has converted the national question from being a
particle of the bourgeois-democratic revolution into a particle of the proletar-
ian-socialist revolution."

Would we be wrong in saying that in respect of this question, Connolly
anticipated the Bolsheviks, noting the beginnings of the change in 1894
and showing his grasp of it the moment the imperialist war broke out?
And may we not think that the Easter Rising in Ireland, which Lenin
used as a test of the validity of his theses on national self-determination
written earlier in 1916, was an important contributory factor in render-
ing Bolshevik thought more precise, just as the Fenian Rising had stimu-
lated Marx? One of Lenin's main points of emphasis was that imperial-
ism had divided the world thanks to the corruption of a small section of
the proletariat into two opposing camps, workers in the imperialist
countries, a corruption which might of course ideologically affect the
majority. We discern it in the two world trade union movements of to-
day. It is still true that a people which oppresses another forges its own
chains. This is the great significance of the national liberation struggle
for the British working class.

NEO-COLONIALISM - SCOTLAND AND WALES

If T were speaking anywhere else I am sure I would at this point hear
somebody interject, "But the British Empire is no more. We have given the
colonies their freedom. How can you talk in such an old-fashioned way? We
have the affluent society because we are living above our income."
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Of course it is true that most of the territory occupied by British imperial-
ism in its heyday is now the scene of independent sovereign states. But
are they free to act independently to develop their economic life as their
people require, without the payment of a financial toll to their old mas-
ters? First, the countries of monopoly capitalism, and remember imperi-
alism is still monopoly capitalism, have enveloped them in a financial
system which they can only break out of by relations with the socialist
countries. This is the significance of anti-communism. It is no more pos-
sible for the ex-colonies than the Labour Left to fight imperialism and
communism at the same time.

Price-fixing is a feature of monopoly. The world price system consis-
tently discriminates against the producers of primary goods. British
workers are familiar with the constant shrinkage in the value of money.
The constant raid on their pay packet they try to balance by fighting for
higher wages. The prices of many primary products are lower than
when the countries that produce them secured independence; and they
have to buy, as the British workers do, at constantly inflated prices. This
is one of the most important forms of national oppression in the world
today.

But of course, it is not just economic. There is constant political interfer-
ence in the internal affairs of the former colonies. Some of them have
frontiers imposed by imperialism, for example by partition. Whether this
is accompanied by occupation or not it is still aggression. Others have
constitutions imposed by imperialism which contain a built-in bias in
imperialism's favour. Others have to provide imperialism with bases.
Others again are threatened and constrained in their policy by bases near
them. Imperial investments constantly rise, and the resources of these
countries are almost as much at imperialism's disposal as they were in
the old colonial days. All this, which constitutes a continuance of imperi-
alism, is now known as neo-colonialism - the maintenance of colonialism by
new means, means which were of course not unknown in the olden days
whenever direct occupation was difficult or inadvisable, but which are
the rule now whereas they were the exception in the past.

The scale on which monopoly capitalism operates today multiplies year
by year. Investments in former colonies in many cases stand at figures
above three times their value at the time of liberation. The activities of
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big business more and more prove incompatible with the most elemen-
tary forms of democracy. Hence the succession of palace-coups and
counter-revolutions, from which it seems even the most advanced capi-
talist countries are not immune. On all sides rises the complaint that the
common man has no say in the control of his destinies. A generation is
beginning to grow up in the imperialist countries to whom the whole
existing structure of society presents a huge question mark.

Neo-colonialism is the supreme proof that the national revolution is now
more than ever an integral part of the socialist revolution. For one thing,
the sole prospect of effective economic independence for the former
colonies rests on socialist measures within their countries. But these
need to be sustained by a foreign policy which brings the support of the
socialist world, which does not impose imperialist conditions.

The imperial profit has increased. But the cost of collecting it has in-
creased even more and it is more difficult since the old colonialism van-
ished. Direct looting is not so easy, to charge people with the cost of op-
pressing them. From this come the immense arms budgets, the world-
wide system of bases, the troops kept abroad, and the distortion of the
imperial economy which these entail. The constantly recurring crises in
Britain, now levelling out into a state of permanent crisis, point ines-
capably to one thing. The policy of neo-colonialism, designed to solve
the crisis of colonialism, has itself run into irrevocable crisis. And that
means the basis for corrupting sections of the British workers is begin-
ning to break up.

It is perhaps in connection with this that the appearance of Scottish and
Welsh national movements must be viewed.

In my opinion the Scottish and Welsh peoples qualify as nations, and are
entitled to self determination, including the right of secession from the
English State. I will not go into the question of how and to what degree
it is expedient for them to attempt to exercise that right

I will ask, however, how is it that these nations have been acquiescent so
long? In the case of both Scotland and Wales it is obvious that their in-
dustries have been developed in a one-sided manner in order to satisfy
the requirements of the imperialist State. For years the famous admiralty
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coals of the Swansea valley fired the British navy. I will say nothin,
about 'the consumption of Scotch whisky among the EmpireYBuci)ldersg
Now, in the crisis of neo-colonialism at the very end of the road Comes.
the.drastic retrenchment and rationalisation The old functions c;f these
regions, as they are fashionably called, have come to an end, and imperi-
a!lsm has nothing to put in their place, except tourist caravans and a few
oil depots.

In the case of Scotland the Act of Union of 1707 came but a few years
after the Scottish merchants had failed in the unsavoury adventure of
trying to establish a Scottish colony at Darien in Central America. From
then on access to the colonies, and thus the prospect of primitive accu-
mulation for Scottish capitalism, depended on the consent of England. A
recent English writer said that when imperialism was able to distribute
its largesse to all its supporters far and wide, Scotland and Wales were
glad to be on the English bandwagon now they were anxious to dis-
mount. That may be true. But while it was the bourgeoisie who got on
the bandwagon it’s the popular masses who are anxious to get off it,
now that they see where it is taking them!

There is little doubt that as soon as political events catch up with eco-
nomic - and of course economic evils have not by a long way fully
worked themselves out - the English people will show a distinct political
turn to the Left. What should be the attitude of the Left to these inde-

pendent movements in the north and west?

If the national revolution is indeed a part of the socialist revolution, may
it not be that these movements have something to contribute to the
achievement of socialism in Britain? But can the leadership of such im-
portant movements be left to the petty-bourgeoisie? Should not the
working-class movement put itself at the head, and combine the struggle
for national independence with the general struggle against imperialism
and for socialism? May it not be that the regeneration of Scotland and
Wales, millions of acres of whose territory is all but desert, can only be
carried out by the Welsh and Scottish peoples themselves, with fraternal
assistance from England? May this road not possibly be the only way to
a real and a lasting union of the people of Britain? I put these points as
questions. Perhaps there are those present who can supply the answers.

[
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At this point one can refer to another of the phenomena of the crisis of
neo-colonialism - the propaganda of race hatred. The Tory racists are
trying to play on the "blind spot of the English working class", by which is
meant their long-standing failure to understand the colonial determina-
tion of British internal politics. Anger is being diverted from the monop-
oly capitalists to the colonial workers who refuse meekly to stay at home
and be exploited any more. But not a one of these would not prefer to
live in his own country if the Tory non-colonialists did not make it im-
possible for him to get a living there. To raise this cry at this time serves
not only to distract, divert and divide, but also to provide the ideological
justification for present and future wars of attempted colonial recon-
quest, such as that being carried on at the moment in Vietnam.

MONOPOLY CAPITALISM -
NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE AND DEMOCRACY

I have by no means begun to exhaust the possibilities of the subject we
have chosen today. I have not dealt with the role of various classes in the
national struggle of our own times. [ have not dealt with: the question of
socialist nations or the future of nations as such; or the future of interna-
tional relations under earlier and later stages of socialism, when an im-
mense back-log of problems will remain left over from the imperialist
epoch. It may well be that the final merging or amalgamation of nations
may be postponed generations by the necessity that the oppressed
should forget the days of their oppression, and the oppressors forget
that they ever oppressed. The fullest and freest development of every
people is essential for the future.

I have not discussed either the question of relations between socialist
States, whether there are any contradictions between them, and what
these may consist of. This falls only on the edge of our subject, and I
merely mention it in closing. Or the future of language - do we expect to
see the fairly early emergence of a world language, or the rapid develop-
ment of translation by computer, or maybe progress in both directions?

I suggest that while we are not oblivious of the future, we should stick to
the present. In our day the supreme task is the elimination of monopoly
capitalism, the basis of all modern imperialism. This is a task that masses
of people, not only of the oppressed nationalities, are rapidly becoming
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conscious of. Why should countless millions of people take orders for the
sake of a figure in an account book - for that is all it is to them? Why
should we be ruled by people who, however smart, self-confident and
superficially knowing, get every single thing they have by the purchase
of labour-power, including that of scientists, accountants, aye, and La-
bour politicians, as well as of engineers, plantation workers and copper
miners sweating in Africa? National independence is one of the most
important forms of democracy. It is playing, and will play, a decisive
role in the dethronement of the parasitic class which had no more inter-
est in the British or French workers than an economic army of occupa-
tion. The freedom of all nations to develop without external interference
but in growing mutual collaboration by which the national divisions that
separate humanity can be transformed from elements of misunderstand-
ing and antagonism into components of a world culture that preserves
all that is valuable from the past.
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CONSULTATIVE CONFERENCE

National sovereignty and the

defence of the Nation State

Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London WC1
Saturday 30th November 1985

There are two immediate reasons for holding this conference:

1.The presentation of the Dooge/Spinelli proposals for further Euro-
pean integration, with their perspective of complete federation,
implication for foreign policy, and proposed military provisions
that threaten Irish neutrality. Whilst these proposals have not yet
gained general acceptance, they continue under discussion and
powerful interests are pressing them forward. The matter must
not be allowed to go by default.

2. The culmination of protracted secret discussion between the Brit-
ish and Irish governments on the subject of Anglo-Irish relations
and the future of the six counties of Northern Ireland, with possi-
ble implications in the fields of foreign policy and security. It is
regretted that the necessity of awaiting an announcement has de-
layed the publication of this paper.

The purpose of the conference is not to seek agreement on specific
points of policy, but to assist the process of policy-making through the
examination of some of the general questions relating to nationalism
and internationalism in the light of democratic principles.

Some of our English friends have expressed surprise that it should be
left to an Irish organisation to initiate discussion on these subjects. The
Connolly Association is the oldest Irish organisation in Britain, and
moreover the only one that has always approached the Irish question
from the standpoint of internationalism, ie it holds that it is the interna-
tional duty of English Labour to work for Irish independence. It is more-
over specially concerned with the attempted “Gleichschaltung” of Ire-
land by NATO, in which European embellishments fail to compensate
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for converting the island into an off-shore military base. And of course
the issue of national independence is probably more alive to the Irish
than to any other people.

Theory

There has been a tendency for discussion of the subject of this conference
to become entangled in questions of theory. It is not to disparage theory
to hope that this will not occur today. The academic mind is addicted to
abstractions which, like fire, are useful instruments but dangerous when
out of .control. For example what is a nation? Clearly it is a species of
human community characterised by objective features. But there is also a
subjective element, frequently the product of very long history.1No two
nations are alike. We are therefore dealing with a variable category with
uncertain boundaries. But if mathematicians can achieve their admired
intellectual triumphs through the manipulation of "imaginary quantities”
one would think by definition could not be proved to exist, then humble
politicians can be excused for not having a pigeon hole for everything.

In their interesting book subtitled “Socialism in a world of nation
states”2 Messrs Jenkins and Minnerup comb history for an explanation
of the recent emergence of what they call "neo-nationalism". Here is their
conclusion:

“Nationalism as a political programme to fill a void left by capitalist con-
servatism and proletarian socialism, is the common denominator of our
analysis in all three sectors of the contemporary world.”

This "void" arises they say, from the "absence of bourgeois or proletar-
1an leadership of the popular-(petty-bourgeois, peasant, working class)
aspirations for political economic and socio-cultural emancipation”.

There used to be an old tag to the effect that nothing can come out of
nothing. Theory can no doubt manipulate absences and voids. Practice
deals with presences and actualities.

Imperialism

In the eighteenth century Africans were kidnapped and hauled off.as
slaves to the plantations. In the nineteenth century it became the practice
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to enslave them in their own countries. The change arose from the devel-
opment of investment imperialism. The labour force had to be kept at
home to work the invested capital. Investment capital was owned for the
moat part by industrial/financial monopolies based on developed coun-
tries. On their behalf the imperialist states partitioned Africa, divided its
territory among them, and periodically fought over the division. As well
as spheres of profitable investment the colonies served as markets for
manufactured goods and sources of raw materials.

This arrangement, the colonial system, proved unstable. Political inde-
pendence movements freed one country after another, though the terri-
torial limits imposed by imperialism were usually maintained. A series
of nominally independent states was established. But their sovereignty
was usually restricted in the interests of the foreign monopolies by im-
posed constitutions, unequal treaties and military pressure. The colonial
system continued, frequently with little modification, under the auspices
of domestic interests in uneasy alliance with the former colonising state.?

The word "neo-colonialism" was invented by the late Mr R.P. Dutt to de-
scribe this arrangement. Viewed from the standpoint of the developed
countries it has been called "neo-imperialism". It subsisted between the
USA and her Latin American quasi-protectorates for many years before
it became the general modus of imperialism. For imperialism it certainly
is. The forces of occupation may have been withdrawn, but the land, sea
and air bases are there, the rapid deployment forces at the ready, and the
various dirty tricks departments available to stage a coup or blow up a
ship as may be required. The "white man's burden" has evolved into in-
ternational gangsterism.

In general the process of neo-colonial exploitation is threefold. Interna-
tional loans are expended, developing infrastructures designed to facili-
tate foreign investment. These loans must be serviced and the investors
paid their dividends. The exports designed to provide the necessary re-
sources face adverse :terms of trade. The result is that many neo-colonies
have built up mountainous debts that present an ever-increasing danger
that massive defaults will shake the financial stability of the capitalist
world and even spark off a series of revolutions. The resultant low-wage
economies in turn offer a threat to the standards of workers in Europe
and the USA.
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At the beginning of the century each imperial power tended to invest in
its “own” colonies - British South Africa, French Equadorial Africa etc.
With the end of direct rule this exclusiveness was progressively eroded,
particularly as a result of the immense expansion of American invest-
ment which has exceeded and so to speak enveloped the rest. The role of
neo-colonialism in the development of transnational finance has not, so
far as I am aware, been exhaustively investigated. That it has played a
significant part need not be doubted. By the same token, notwithstand-
ing the continuation of inter-imperial rivalries, the possibility that a neo-
colony, or combination of neo-colonies, might strive to play off one im-
perialism against another, has contributed towards the somewhat rickety
solidarity of neo-imperialist political organisations such as the EEC,

and the military treaties by means of which the USA endeavours to rule

the seven seas. Without the so-called "third world" the so-called "first

world" would not exist. The two are the sides of one coin and to confine

attention to the. developed world is to exclude all possibility of compre-

hending it..

Britain and America

The decline of British influence in world affairs and the transfer of its
imperial hegemony to the United States is one of the outstanding fea-
tures of modern history. The process has been steady and relentless, and
British governments have blamed everything .but their own policies.
Britain ceased to be the “Workshop of the world" in the eighteen seven-
ties, but made up for her loss of industrial competitiveness by .means of
colonial tribute. The result was a process advancing parasitism. By 1914
her strongest industrial competitor Germany felt able to challenge her
imperial monopoly. The first world war exhausted the two main com-
batants with spectacular consequences. The Japanese secured a place in
the sun. The USA achieved parity.# And the establishment of the Soviets
removed one sixth of the world's surface from the imperial system.

The rulers of Britain dedicated themselves to the overthrow of the Bol-
sheviks. When direct intervention failed they adopted the "Munich" pol-
I¢y of building up Fascist Germany and encouraging an attack on the
USSR which they hoped would result in the mutual destruction of two
enemies. When Hitler instead signed a non-aggression pact with the
USSR it was because he was unwilling to tackle the Russians with the
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British and French armed to the teeth at his rear. The defeat of France
removed this danger and the non-aggression pact was torn up, with re-
sults we know. Britain, that had hoped to emerge virtually unscathed
and able to dictate terms, suffered severe destruction and was trans-
formed from a creditor to a debtor. The USA was the winner and stood

in the place Britain had hoped to occupy.

The British problem was clearly expressed by Winston Churchill. Here
was a vast territorial empire, containing investments built up over many
years. But the country was no longer able to hold it unaided. Churchill
accused Roosevelt of trying to destroy the British empire but added "But
we know and you know, that without you we cannot survive”. This was the
birth of the "special relationship” with the USA. It was Churchill who
initiated the "cold war" in his Fulton speech in which he called for a capi-
talist crusade against the USSR. He hoped that an America embroiled
with the Soviets would be more dependent on Britain. He was hoist by
his own petard. Throughout the years British imperialism has survived
under an American umbrella, displaying at the same time rivalry and
dependence, every revolt being quelled by appeal to common anti-
Sovietism. And stage by stage she has been compelled to relinquish one
position after another to the USA, while sustaining a military expendi-
ture that ruled out the re-equipment of industry, exerting only a mar-
ginal influence on American policy and handing her territory over to the
Pentagon as a forward base for the third world war. When this process
reached the appropriate point the USA forgot about the "special relation-
ship" and found Britain a "role in Europe"” where the belittling process
continued.

It is interesting to note that the late Joseph Stalin did not expect this
process to continue to its logical conclusion. He expected an effort by
Britain to break free from American tutelage, and it was presumably
with this in mind that he favoured the notion of transforming the British
empire into a voluntary association of free peoples, where Britain woul_d
nevertheless still occupy a vital position.s It is of no practical use, but ﬂf Lt
of interest to speculate whether Britain would be worse off today if in-
stead of fighting rear-guard actions in Malaya, Cyprus, Kenya, Aden etc,
she had felt the "wind of change" early enough and carried out voluntary
withdrawals. Certainly no such alternative presented itself to the mind
of Mr. Attlee's government. His reaction was to develop the atom bomb.
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The European Economic Community

In 1973 the Norwegian writer John Galtung disclosed the prescription to
which the EEC was dispensed.¢

“Take five broken empires, add a sixth later, and make one big neo-
colonial empire out of it all."

This is fair comment. The Rome agreement of 1975 regularised relations
between the EEC and former colonies and semicolonies throughout the
world, and the pamphlet issued by the Wilson government in favour of
Britain's remaining in the EEC, contained a map .of the world with the
EEC dependencies marked. It was almost as if the old empire had been
got back! And indeed were there not confident predictions of a Euro-
pean third super-power confronting the Russians and America on equal
terms? These were of course dreams. The EEC countries were already
committed to the USA, on whose military strength they relied for the
security of their far flung investments. Any attempt at independent ac-
tion would come under stern scrutiny as breaking the imperialist front
and aiding the USSR.

The establishment of the EEC gave an immense impetus to the growth
of transnational companies, which became the typical expression of im-
perialism of the late twentieth century. A company might have its head-
quarters in London, Paris, Bonn or New York. Its assets were spread
throughout the world. In its board room decisions were taken that de-
termined the lives and livelihoods of millions who had no say in them.
Assets were moved about the globe like pieces on a chess board. Wealth
was concentrated in the hands of unaccountable dictators. These often
disposed of funds greater than those available to independent states.
The transnationals flourished under EEC rules, and EEC policy deci-
sions usually facilitated them.

During the referendum campaign the anti-EEC pamphlet warned against
the destruction of the British steel and coal industries. The same man
was brought in to butcher the two of them. In the case of coal EEC policy
Was to discourage mining in Europe and instead to import from the
'third world" where coal could b produced by cheap labour working for
subsidiaries of the transnationals. The destruction of the. British coal in-
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dustry is now in full swing, and people who used to buy Welsh steam
coal are now being offered South African anthracite, another reason why
HMG are soft on apartheid. Nationalised industries are the teeth of eco-
nomic resistance. It is not surprising that when they are "privatised" care
is taken to bring in foreign capital. The EEC is in short, an. institution
designed to minimise interference with the operations of transnational
big business.

Behind the whole neo-imperialist system stands the military alliance
NATO, and its antipodean counterparts. It is ostensibly designed to
"contain Soviet expansion” - code language for keeping neo-colonies in
the system. Sending American troops to Grenada is not expansion: send-
ing Cubans to Angola is. Without doubt the US militarists would like to
achieve military superiority over the USSR. It might, they have sug-
gested, then open its frontiers to penetration by transnational companies.
But it is a purpose fraught with risks. Many Americans are opposed to it.
There is an America we hear little of, whose industries are being de-
stroyed, whose communities are being uprooted by the agency of trans-
national companies operating there. NATO and the arms race serve the
interests of imperial America, the influence of the generals and the prof-
its of the armament manufacturers - the military industrial complex.

Freedom - an interlude

Establishment politicians speak of the "free world" which we understand
include South Africa, Turkey and Chile. What's free about it? Free enter-
prise? Most people's enterprise is not very free. They go to their work
every day and do If unemployed they are free to draw benefit. The con-
clusion? Free enterprise is only available to those with sufficient funds.
The greater the funds the greater the freedom.

Should capital be free from all restraint? Most people, even ardent capi-
talists, will say no. But who can restrain it? The only force ultimately
strong enough is the state. While it will always favour one class rathf!r
than another it will have to respond to the interplay of interests within
the community. If you are running a vast transnational monopoly, with a
stake in every country, you may be tempted to say: “If it weren't for
these elected governments, I could do just what I liked.”
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Democracy

"Freedom" is a much abused word. So is “democracy”. Strictly speaking
the latter means government by the people. It could exist in its literal
sense in a city state whose entire population could attend a meeting,
though obviously the entire population could not sit in permanent ses-
sion. This dilemma is solved through representation.

What is surprising is how small a part representation plays in the con-
duct of proclaimed "democracies". In Britain the head of state is a heredi-
tary monarch. The demand for national representative institutions in
Scotland and Wales is virtually ignored. The upper house of the legisla-
ture is part hereditary, part appointed. The judiciary and magistry are
appointed. The executive is appointed, and certain sections, for example
police, army, security forces, have protection from interference by repre-
sentatives. The legislature is elected, but not for a fixed term. Representa-
tives who do not fulfill their mandate cannot be recalled. The party form-
ing the government is under no legal obligation to carry out the pro-
gramme on which it was elected. Virtually all positions in the legislature
are in the Prime Minister's gift. Parliament is bound by treaty to accept
as legislation thousands of directives sent from the EEC commission in
Brussels, though there is machinery by which a veto can be imposed- (by
the government) on decisions gravely prejudicial to national interests.
Radio and television are restricted in their coverage of election cam-
paigns, and candidates are limited in their expenditure. Otherwise the

mass media are free to interfere to their hearts' content in the electoral
process.

But alongside the formal democracy of periodical elections, there are im-
portant civil rights such as access to representatives, freedom of expres-
Sion, assembly and organisation. These are all under threat. At the same
time there is a central point from which the vital interests of the state can
be looked after. And there are national armed forces by which those in-
terests, if necessary even sovereignty itself, can be defended. The Dooge/
Spinelli proposals would abolish the veto and compel the British Parlia-
ment to accept any orders Brussels might give. They also propose to de-
PTive national governments of the right to form foreign policy, and the
ultimate aim is a European army which could compel nations to remain
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in the EEC by force of arms. Under such arrangements Irish neutrality
would become impossible.

Anti-national brainwashing

In this discussion paper we have adopted the principle of examining
actual things as they are, avoiding abstractions and theorisations. If
there is to be social change in Britain, and unless there is social change in
Britain there will be no change in the bi-partisan- imperialism of the
main parties to former colonial countries like Ireland, then there will
have to be an enormous advance of democracy. Democracy is the key to
progress. And as James Connolly put it, the principle of democracy
must function nationally before it can function internationally.

It is not surprising therefore that the opponents of democracy have for
the past thirty odd years concentrated their attacks on the principle of
national sovereignty. Whereas before the war children were taught na-
tionalism was a good thing, now they are taught that it is bad. Soon after
the British House of Lords (in 1960) decided that Irish sea bases would
be useful in time of war, newspapers were deploring the national con-
tent of Irish education which preserved opposition to partition and sup-
port for neutrality. A concerted effort was made to infiltrate the educa-
tional system and control the media.

Professor Herbert I Schiller has exposed the role of the news and adver-
tising agencies run from the USA. “National sovereignty” he said “is t.he
dirtiest expression in the American language””. All advertising agencies
in Britain, but one, are American controlled. And it was logical that
when the USA wished to use national territory for war-purposes they
should tell the inhabitants not to keep it for themselves. If the six coun-
ties were to be maintained for strategic purposes the inhabitants of the
twenty’s it would be less insistent on recovering them if they could be
got to believe that nationalism was out of date. A certain learned profes-
sor has recently been publishing articles denigrating practically every
national struggle the Irish ever engaged in. It is easy to get books pub-
lished de-bunking Pearse, watering down James Connolly, describing
1916 as a terrible mistake, and claiming opposition to imperialism 15
based on psychopathology.
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Within the labour movement there are sections that decry the national
independence struggle as a diversion from the task of getting socialism.
They really mean talking about socialism. For there is scarcely one pro-
gressive step decided on by a Labour Party conference that would not
involve the defiance of the EEC and flouting its rules. Tremendous pres-
sures would be applied. But up to now there has been no European army
to enforce the will of Brussels. It is time that the labour movement de-
clared national sovereignty to be one of the fundamental elements of de-
mocracy. The British people have a fight for sovereignty on their hands.
Sovereignty for the Welsh and the Scots (if they want it, and it is up to
them) stands in no sort of opposition to this. And as for the Irish, they
will go on fighting for it, until the majority of the Irish people rule the
whole of their country.

Notes

1. | have met Welshmen who insisted that Wales was “part of the British
nation”. Welsh historians have suggested that this is national not
non-national in origin a folk memory of Romano-Britain with its em-
peror in London. See “Haxen Wledig in the Nabinogion™, which
shows nostalgia for this period.

2. The book has the somewhat odd title Citizens and Comrades and the
subtitle better indicates its contents. Despite some obscure theoris-
ing the authors conclude: “Far from being the dark source of all mod-
em evil the nation state actually represents the pinnacle of human
achievement in the field of political emancipation’”.

3. The first colonial country to be brought under neo-colonialism was
Ireland, the six counties being kept in the old relation.

4. An example of this is the Washington Naval Treaty, 1921.

5. J. Stalin. Economic problems of socialism. p.38. 1952.

6. Quoted in A Coughlan, The EEC, Ireland and the making of a super-
power.

7. Herbert |. Schiller. New modes of cultural domination, Dublin 1977.
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Ireland

C Desmond Greaves School greavesschool.com

People’s Movement people.ie

National Platform nationalplatform.org
Peace and Neutrality Alliance pana.ie
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Other publications

Social Europe is a con
Introduction by RMT general secretary Bob Crow

Contributions by
Brian Denny, Alex Gordon, Linda Kaucher
and John Boyd (Editor)

Democrat Publications: 2012: £2: illus: 38pp:
ISBN 978-1-904260-10-3

Available from
Democrat Press
PO Box 46295
London W5 2UG




Connolly Association

The Connolly Association was founded seventy five years ago in
London. Its aims were to work for the complete freedom of the
Irish people, provide a social and cultural centre for the pro-
motion of the teachings of James Connolly, and to show soli-
darity with oppressed nations and peoples throughout the
world. These sentiments continue in the present constitution of
this Association to the present day. This is done through the
labour and trade union movement and democrats in Britain.
The Association was influential during the 1960's for those trade
unions in Belfast in setting up the Civil Rights Movement in
the North of Ireland and organised support throughout Brit-
ain. It is supportive of the Good Friday Agreement as a step
towards a united Ireland but recognises the role of progres-
sives in Britain to campaign for the full withdrawal of Britain
from Ireland.

The Connolly Association in 1961 through its paper the Irish De-
mocrat was the first to warn of the dangers in Britain's entry to
the (then) Common Market, now the European Union (EU),
and adopted a policy of resisting attempts to subvert national
democracy by an unelected European Superstate. That policy
still remains and the Association is active in support of organi-
sations who advocate withdrawal from the EU.

The National Question —
Nationalism and Socialism
National sovereignty and defence of the Nation State

C Desmond Greaves

ISBN 978-1-904260-12-7 £2
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