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FOR AN ALL-ISLANDS, REPUBLICAN COALITION 

 

Part 3 –SUMMER IS COMING –  

KICK STARTING THE UNFINISHED REVOLUTION  

 

 Allan Armstrong reviews 

Anois ar theact an tSamhraidh – Ireland, Colonialism and 

Unfinished Revolution by Robbie McVeigh and Bill Rolston1 

 

 

 

 
 

Upholding migrant rights is central to the creation of a united Irish 

Republic  

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.leftarchive.ie/podcast/24-allan-armstrong-the-scottish-left-republican-communist/
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a) Introduction 

 

This is the third and final part of an article developing the case for an 

all-islands Republican coalition.  This article has taken the form of 

three reviews, the first 2  a review of Ireland’s partion: Coda to 

counrerrevolution by John McAnulty of Socialist Democracy (Ireland); 

the second 3  a review of The State of Northern Ireland and the 

Democratic Deficit: Between Sectarianism & Neo-Liberalism by Paul 

Stewart, Tommy McKearney, Georoid O’Machail, Patricia Campbell 

and Brian Garvey.  This third and concluding review is of Anois ar 

theact an tSamhraidh – Ireland, Colonialism and Unfinished 

Revolution (AstarS:ICaUR) by Robbie McVeigh and Bill Rolston. 

 

Robbie and Bill are two long-standing members of the politically 

engaged section of the Irish intelligentsia.  “Above all this book is not 

intended to be academic in the more prejorative sense of the word.”4 

AstarS:ICaUR seeks to provide some historical grounding for those 

trying to challenge imperialism in Ireland today.  Between them, 

Robbie and Bill have already examined the UK state’s attempts to 

suppress the resistance to Stormont and then UK direct rule in Northern 

Ireland during ‘The Troubles’;5 the impact and forms of racism found 

in both the Unionist/Loyalist and Nationalist/Republican 

communities;6 the lives of chidren of both Republican and Loyalist 

activists;7 and the changing imagery used on Republican and Loyalist 

murals.8 

 

AstarS:ICaUR has been written in a political context, where the Good 

Friday Agreement (GFA) and its successors are coming under 

increasing strain.  Backed by the UK state, these agreements were 

welcomed by constitutional nationalists and liberal unionsists, and 

reluctantly accepted by conservative unionists in 1998 and then by the  

majority of reactionary unionists after the 2006 St. Andrews 

Agreement.  To challenge the post-GFA settlements, the English 

language part of AstarS:ICaUR’s9 title points not only to the continued 

role of British imperialism - Ireland, Colonialism - highlighted by 

continued Partition, but to Robbie and Bills’ preferred way of resolving 

this.  They want to complete Ireland’s Unfinished Revolution. 
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Key to Robbie and Bills’ historical analysis is the proposition that the 

Irish have not only been colonised but have played a significant part in 

supporting imperialism elsewhere.  The Irish have done this as settlers, 

soldiers, missionaries and colonial administrators.  And whenever 

movements for Irish self-determination have provided a real challenge 

to imperialism, a particular form of Irish nationalism has also emerged.  

This has been promoted by those larger and smaller capitalists seeking 

to constitute a new Irish ruling class, ready to take its place within the 

existing imperialist world order. 

 

Although the ‘lower orders’ have provided the real social forces 

challenging imperialism, Irish nationalism’s Right backers have tried 

to use these social forces for their own ends.  And when unable to do 

this, this Right has been more than prepared to join with their recent 

imperialist adversaries to crush any Republican resistance based on 

anti-imperialism and the sovereignty of the people. 

 

However, in an ever-changing and hence unstable imperialist world, 

new contradictions have emerged, leading to new Republican 

challenges.  These undermined the earlier attempts to create imperialist 

stability.  These attempts included the 1801 Act of Union (after the 

Republican, United Irish rising), Partition and the 1921 Anglo-Irish 

Treaty (after the post-1916 Irish Republican rising) and the 1998 GFA 

and its successors (after the Republican challenge to the partitionist 

Stormont regime and its UK state backers). 

 

The Ulster Unionist Party (UUP) and the Democratic Unionist Party 

(DUP) and their breakaways (e.g. Traditional Unionist Voice) have 

acted as an ‘Ulster’-British prop for the wider UK state.  Together they 

form conservative and reactionary unionisms’ official 

Unionist/Loyalist bloc in the reformed bi-sectarian Stormont set-up 

created by the GFA.  But the ending of the Unionist/Loyalist bloc 

majority in many of Northern Ireland’s local councils, at Westminster 

in 2019, then Stormont in 2022, has contributed to the re-emergence of 

Irish unification as a significant political issue.  The official 

Nationalist/Republican bloc, consisting of the constitutional nationalist 

Social Democratic & Labour Party (SDLP) and ‘New’ Sinn Fein, now 
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form the largest group at Stormont, but do not have an overall majority 

The Alliance Party of Northern Ireland (APNI), a growing liberal 

unionist party, but without official GFA recognition, holds the balance 

of power – the limited power that has been devolved to Stormont. 

 

A similar line-up is developing over Irish unification to that shown in 

the earlier periods of political challenge to the British ruling class’s 

imperial order.  This raises the question, should this be resolved (for 

the time being) by a new accommodation with imperialism?  Growing 

sections of Irish constitutional nationalism, led by Sinn Fein, are 

preparing for this.  As yet, only a small minority of the British ruling 

class is prepared to consider this, but they are there should their UK 

state need a Plan B or even a Plan C in the face of future challenges. 

 

Liberal unionism has been largely abandoned by the British ruling class 

following the mainstreaming of Scottish independence as a political 

issue during 2012-14 IndyRef1 and the subsequent 2015 Westminster 

general election.  And their retreat to conservative unionism has been 

followed by the British ruling class majority adopting reactionary 

unionism after the 2016 Brexit vote and the 2019 Westminster general 

election.  As a consequence, the Nationalist/Republican bloc parties 

and APNI now have to look to the EU and Biden’s USA for support.  

The Unionist/Loyalist bloc parties look to the reactionary unionist 

Tories but may yet have to look to the conservative unionists in Sir Keir 

Starmer’s Labour Party (just as they looked to the James Callaghan-led 

Labour government in the late 1970s).  An acceptance of imperialism’s 

role is common to both sides. 

 

Or, should the opportunity be taken, as Robbie and Bill argue, to 

complete the ‘Unfinished Revolution’ in a Republican and anti-

colonialist (anti-imperialist) fashion?  One purpose of AstarS:ICaUR is 

to provide an in-depth historical analysis of imperialism in Ireland to 

support this.  There are many other parts of their book which provide 

backing for other approaches to aspects of Irish history and politics, 

that are not covered in this review.  Ronan Lentin’s review in Race & 

Class10 provides just one example. 
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This review will suggest that many of the arguments in AstarS:ICaUR 

strongly support the view that any new Republican challenge would 

best be mounted on an ‘internationalism from below’ basis, extending 

beyond Ireland.  In order that the Irish Gaelic part of the book’s title, 

Anois ar theact an tSamhraidh, or Summer is Coming, can become 

possible, any challenge needs to be extended to Scottish, Welsh and 

English societies.  This approach would provide a more soundly based 

challenge to those who want to impose a new imperialist 

‘internationalism from above’ settlement.  This review, therefore, 

concentrates on those arguments found in Robbie and Bills’ book, 

which point in this direction.  One difference from the two earlier 

reviews is this one has extensive footnotes for those who seek a further 

development of the historical examples and parallels. 

 

Robbie and Bill make some very interesting comparisons between 

Ireland and Scotland under the British Union and Empire, which will 

be taken up later.  And in Scotland, in the face of the growing national 

democratic challenge to the UK state, we confront the constitutional 

nationalist SNP leadership.  They want to build a would-be Scottish 

ruling class and make their own ‘Indy-Lite’ settlement under the Crown, 

City of London, British High Command and NATO.  And even in 

Wales, that last bastion in Great Britain of liberal unionism under 

Welsh Labour, i the issue of Welsh independence is becoming more 

prominent.11 

 

Furthermore, since AstarS:ICaUR was published in 2021, war has 

broken out in Ukraine.  This followed Putin’s Russian imperialist 

invasion, which led to massive and unanticipated Ukrainian popular 

resistance.  But this has also been accompanied by attempts by US 

imperialism (backed to different degrees by British and European 

 
 

i  A Liberal unionist approach is supported by the large majority of the Welsh 

Labour Party, led by Mark Drakeford, the shrinking Lib-Dems, and, in effect, by 

Plaid Cymru. This has been highlighted by the Labour/Lib-Dem Welsh 

governments, from 2000-03 and 2018-21, and the Plaid Cymru Welsh 

government from 2007-11 and their Cooperation Deal since 2021. 
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imperialists) and leading sections of the Ukrainian oligarchy to 

subordinate this popular Ukrainian opposition to their own ends.  

Robbie and Bill allude to the situation in Ukraine in a later interview.12  

But they do not draw any particular political conclusions from this.  

Given the divisive ‘blowback’ impact of the Ukraine war upon the Irish, 

Scottish and British Left,13 this suggests the importance of developing 

an even wider ‘internationalism from below’ approach in a world of 

rising and declining, but always competing imperialisms.  However, 

the fuller case for this is developed elsewhere.14 

 

 

b) Colonialism, imperialism and the movement of people in 

pre-capitalist societies 

 

Section 1 of AstarS:ICaUR “situates Ireland and the wider Irish 

experience – within the broader analyses of colonialism and 

imperialism”. 15   However, Robbie and Bill offer a particular 

interpretation of the distinction between colonialism and imperialism.  

They term “colonialism {as} the act of theft, {and} imperialism as the 

reframing of  theft as a moral rather than immoral act.” 16   This 

distinction enables them to make many telling points, not only about 

Ireland, but other imperially dominated nations and states, under 

capitalist forms of imperialism. 

 

Robbie and Bills’ distinction between colonialism and imperialism, 

however, cuts across another view.  The term ‘colonialism’ is also 

closely linked with settler colonisation, involving an imperial-backed 

movement of considerable numbers of people.  In the process, colonial 

settlers displaced earlier peoples whilst subordinating those remaining 

to both the imperial metropole’s and their own economic ends.  

Imperialism is then distingushed from colonialism on another basis.  It 

is seen as an essentially socio-economic system of foreign exploitation 

(plunder, tribute collection, expropriation of land and resources, chattel 

slavery, other imposed forms of coerced labour, e.g. indentured, corvee, 

and debt peonage). 
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And the promoters of this version of imperialism have been prepared 

to resort to methods of oppression other than settler colonialism to 

assert their control.  Under imperialism’s capitalist forms, these have 

included direct rule over subordinate non-White majority populations, 

indirect rule through protectorates and treaties, or through former 

White settler colonies.  Furthermore, after the First World War and the 

1916-23 Irish Revolution, Ireland became the first case of what has 

been termed neo-colonialism.  (This term too is problematic for the 

reasons given above, but an alternative ‘neo-imperialised state’ isn’t 

suggested as a replacement, so ‘neo-colonialism’ will be used).  Neo-

colonialism is another form of indirect rule, which tries to preserve 

much of the earlier economic characteristics of imperialism.  Neo-

colonialism was pioneered by the British ruling class to retain some 

control over what had become politically independent states. 

 

The alternative distinction, between colonialism as the novement of 

settlers and imperialism as an overall socio-economic exploitative 

system, is useful when analysing their changing features in Ireland, 

Scotland, Wales and England over a longer historical period.  This has 

covered feudalism, landed and mercantile capitalism, industrial 

capitalism and today’s financial sector dominated capitalism.  The 

main source of the extracted surplus appropriated by the imperial centre 

has differed under these changing forms of imperialism.  So too, has 

the ethnic nature of movements of people and colonial settlers. 

 

For a long time, racist thinkingii dominated European and US historical 

thinking, and there has been a recent revival, associated with the rise of 

Right Poulism and Neo-Fascism.  Robbie and Bill give the example of 

Bruce Gilly’s The Case for Colonialism. 17   Earlier racist thinking 

followed the rapid extension of chattel slavery under European 
 

 
ii   In this review racism will be defined as biologically based thinking and 

practice.  Ethnicism will be defined as culturally based thinking and practice.  

Clearly there have often been overlaps.   The present Tory government, headed 

by P.M. Rishi Sunak, with four other non-White cabinet ministers, shows that 

the UK state can unite capitalists on a shared class and national chauvinist basis. 

This can still be accompanied by racism directed against the ‘lower orders’ as 

the aftermath of the Windrush Scandal continues to highlight. 
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mercantile capitalism, and then other forms of coerced labour, 

following industrial capitalist states’ direct imperialist control over 

much of the world.  These brutal and sometimes genocidal forms of 

colonisation contributed to a view that under pre-capitalist forms of 

imperialism, the movements of peoples must also have led to the 

physical extermination of previous residents, or to their forced 

migration to more peripheral areas. 

 

The medieval and largely mythical Irish Lebor Gabála Érenn/Book of 

Invasions,18 provided an account of six successive invasions of Ireland. 

This celebrated the wiping out of, or the territorial abandonment of 

Ireland by each predecessing people.  An updated view of such thinking 

of invasions and settler colonisation followed the Elizabethan conquest 

of`Ireland, backed by English commercial farming and mercantile 

interests.  Only now it was seen to be the turn of English Protestant 

settlers to eliminate the ‘mere’ (native) Irish.  Later, Cromwell could 

contemplate the displacement of the majority of the Irish, who still 

remained in the more fertile and productive parts of Ireland, to the more 

infertile Connacht, west of the River Shannon. 

 

A view that the Anglo-Saxons (and their Norman successors) were the 

sole remaining ancestors of the English, who had completely wiped out 

the original Celtic British residents in much of England, but also in the 

Welsh Borderlands and Lowland Scotland, also took root.  Those 

remaining Celts, whether Brythonic or Goidelic language speakers, 

living in Cornwall, Wales, Isle of Man, Scotland and Ireland, were seen 

to be the last of the Celtic peoples who had been driven to the highland, 

island or boggy margins of the British Isles.  These views were upheld 

not only by English and British unionist historians, but accepted, 

although condemned, by nationalist historians, Right and Left.19 

 

However, modern genetic analysis (DNA) and archeological research 

have shown that no such mass displacements of earlier residents 

occurred.  The majority of people living in ‘Anglo-Saxon’ England 

were the direct or ethnically-mixed descendants of the original Celtic 

British residents.  In post-Roman Britain, many of their leaders had 
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found it advantagous to undergo a cultural shift either to maintain or 

increase their own power.  Religion played a significant part in some 

of these changes, but specific forms of Christianity also extended 

across ethnic boundaries.  This was shown by the the linked Gaelic 

churches in Ireland (particularly Tir Chonnail or Donegal) and in Iona 

(in Dalriada or Argyll), and the early Anglian Northumbrian church in 

Lindisfarne. 

 

The majority of Scottish historians have long been more accepting of 

the multi-ethnic origins of the Scottish nation, acknowledging Scottish 

Gaelic, Anglian, Celtic British and Viking contributions (with 

Normans, as in England, seen to have become fully assimilated).  

Nevertheless, a view that the Picts were physically wiped out by the 

Gaels came to the fore at the height of Scotland’s unionist participation 

in the British Empire.  This has also been refuted by more recent 

research, showing that, as with those leaders of the Celtic British in 

Anglo-Saxon England, Pictish leaders also led a shift, in this case to 

Scottish Gaelic culture, to help them maintain their power.20 

  

Angles, Saxons, Irish and Scots Gaels, Celtic British and Picts were not 

primarily motivated by ethnic rivalry, but were initially divided on a 

kinship/ ‘tribal’ basisiii, reflecting the basis of their social organisation.  

Trying to uphold these ‘tribal’ territories or their later wider kingdoms 

led to cross-Anglian/Saxon/Gaelic/Celtic-British/Pictish alliances 

often buttressed by arranged marriages at elite level.  These alliances 

were directed against other Anglian, Saxon, Celtic-British/Pictish 

tribes and petty kingdoms or alliances. 

 

 
 

iii  Kinship does not imply direct family connections of all those in these 

societies, but an acceptance of the leading families’ privileged position.  This was 

often buttressed by bardic celebration of these families’ mythical origins.  Those 

bearing other family names could be allotted a particular place as subordinate 

septs with certain privileges as well as obligations.  Slaves or their children could 

be assimilated into this society. 
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An important reason for Socialists today to appreciate the different 

social dynamics of pre-capitalist systems is to challenge those 

ethnically-minded nationalists, e.g. in Ireland, who once talked of the 

700 year history of ‘English’ oppression.iv  Using their long-claimed 

historical record of ‘English’ rule (now extending to 850 years), they 

have opposed any possibility of ‘internationalism from below’ class-

based alliances involving the ‘lower orders’ in England.  Or, they see 

any alliance with English forces as purely contingent, provided it serves 

immediate nationalist aims. 

 

Although it is not Robbie and Bills’ intention, they reinforce this 

particular Irish nationalist view, when they state that, “It was England 

that first colonised Ireland.  This specific English/Irish colonial 

interface lasted longer… than anything that was to follow”21  But the 

key feature of  the initial Norman conquest of much of Ireland, from 

the late twelfth century onwards, is that this was not an English 

conquest.  The conquered areas of Ireland formed part of the wider 

Angevin Empire, where Norman-French was the dominant language 

(supplemented by Latin for many official purposes.).  English only 

became a language of state in England in 1362 under Edward III, but it 

was not the official written language until the fifteenth century.22  Thus 

the English language had a lowlier status in England than Gaelic did in 

large parts of Ireland and in Scotland, or Welsh did in large parts of 

Wales. 

 

 
iv  This dated back to Richard de Clare or Strongbow in 1169 and Henry II in 

1171.  Diamairt, king of Leinster had adopted the widespread practice used by 

Anglo-Saxon, Welsh and Scottish kings (and also earlier the Romans) of inviting 

mercenary forces to buttress their rule.  In some cases, such mercenaries did 

precisely this, as in the cases of those Vikings employed by Welsh kings in the 

tenth century (https://www.asncvikingage.com/wales -The Political Impact of the 

Vikings) and the Normans, Flems and English employed by the Gaelic kings of 

Alba/Scotland from the early twelfth century.  But some mercenaries were able 

to usurp their employers (e.g. the Saxons in Roman-British Kent in the early fifth 

century, the Normans in late eleventh century Anglo-Saxon England, and 

Strongbow in Leinster, before he was made subject to Henry II, in the twelfth 

century). 
 

https://www.asncvikingage.com/wales
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However, English colonists were used by the Norman-French in Wales, 

Ireland and Scotland in an analagous manner to the later British ruling 

class’s later use of Asian Indians in many parts of the empire (East 

Africa, the Caribbean, Malaya and Fiji).  These English colonists acted 

as subordinate agents of Norman-French feudal imperial control, e.g. 

in the ‘Englishries’ of southern Pembrokeshire and south eastern 

County Wexford, and in English merchant dominated cities, e.g. 

Dublin and Waterford in Ireland and Chepstow and Conway in Wales.v 

 

But the continued physical separaion of the English colonists and their 

descendents from the ‘mere Irish’ did not become the key feature of 

this colonisation. Many English, Welsh, Scottish, Flemish and Bretons, 

who settled in Ireland, and even some Norman-French ‘went native’.  

The Irish surnames, English and Blake have an English origin; 

Breatnach and Taffe a Welsh origin; Bisset (which became Mac Eoin) 

a Norman-Scottish origin; Fleming a Flemish origin; Dillon a Breton 

origin; whilst Butler (de Buitleir) Burke (de Burco) and Fitzgerald have 

a Norman-French origin.vi  The official Pale became decidedly porous.  

Furthermore, the overwhelming majority of the Old English, as they 

came to be known, assimilated as Irish and remained Catholic, and 

opposed the Elizabethan and other subsequent English Protestant 

attempts to subdue Ireland. 

 

 
v  Edward I appointed English officers in Scotland, e.g. sheriff William 

Heselrigg, who was killed by William Wallace 

(http://republicancommunist.org/blog/2005/09/13/oor-wullie-william-wallace-

and-socialists-today/)  However, most English (and Flemish) settlers in Scotland 

were invited by the kings of Scotland, nit by thr Angevins. .  The Scottish royal 

burghs which attracted these settlers, remained under the Scottish kings’ control 

(with the exception of Berwick-upon-Tweed).  Therefore the role of English 

settlers was different in Scotland.  They had also been preceeded by the Anglian 

residents (who were Anglian/English speakers) when northern Northumbria was 

conquered by the Scottish kings of Gaelic Alba. 

 
vi  And some Anglo-Saxon, Welsh and Scottish and Irish family members 

were also able to join the Norman-French ruling class, often through marriage. 
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c) ‘Multiculturalism from below’ – a challenge to state imposed 

‘multiculturalism from above’ 

 

So, rather than trying to incorporate the medieval history of the English 

settlers into an 850 year history of England’s continuous oppressive 

rule in Ireland, this earlier history could much better serve another key 

concept in Robbie and Bill’s book - ‘mestizaje’, “the ‘interbreeding’ of 

colonial incomers and natives over generations.”23  Robbie and Bill go 

on to argue that “there is no doubt that, as a result of colonisation, Irish 

history is a definitive example of mestizaje.  This is patently clear in 

the North, where a unionist prime minister can have a Gaelic family 

name, while the founder and leader of the Social and Democratic 

Labour Party, that of Scots planters… the concept of mestizaje has 

positive possibilities ”24  The examples they use date from the later 

post-medieaval period of colonisation following the Elizabethan, Stuart 

and Cromwellian conquests.  However, the term ‘mestizaje’ could be 

extended back before the time of its origin in Latin America. 

 

Today, migrants face ever greater dangers as they try to enter these and 

other states.  But unlike those early English colonists in medieval times, 

most recent settlers have not been backed by an invading state’s armies.  

They have usually come as less privileged economic migrants and 

asylum seekers.  Many have had to overcome considerable state 

obstacles to their movements, living precarious lives as the 

undocumented, ending up in detention centres, or dying in their 

attempts to reach their goal. 

 

Migrants may still have been able to enter England, Ireland, Scotland 

and Wales under the immigration and nationality laws imposed under 

the ‘internationalism from above’ thinking of the UK, the Republic of 

Ireland and the EU.  But these laws were mainly framed to meet the 

economic needs of the employers.  Nevertheless, often undermining 

official intentions, many of those who settled have intermarried or 

formed other relationships with the ‘natives’ and with other migrants 

from other ethnic groups, a good example of the ‘mestizaje’ provided 
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by Robbie and Bill.  However, many migrants have not yet “interbred”.  

Nevertheless, ‘mestizaje’ or not, they have introduced new cuisine, 

music and other forms of leisure activity, now enjoyed by many in the 

host communities.  Furthermore, many have joined trade unions, 

community and political organisations.  Indeed, it was this 

‘multiculturalism from below’, which became the primary target of 

Brexiteers (and many would-be Irexiteers).  Continued attempts to 

suppress this form of multiculturalism are at the core of ‘Brexit Britain’, 

which of course still includes Northern Ireland. 

 

Incorporating the experiencs of both pre-capitalist settler colonists and 

recent migrants suggests widening Robbie and Bills’ ‘mestizaje’ to a 

wider concept – ‘multiculturalism from below’.  The ‘culturalism’ 

element has the advantage that it can be used to cover the whole era of 

human habitation on this earth, unlike say the use of the terms ‘nations’ 

and ‘nationalism’.  Nationalist historians have made dubious claims 

about the long term existence of their chosen nation.vii  But the reality 

 

 
vii  English and Scottish nationalist historians have claimed earlier ‘national’ 

precedents.  For Scottish historians these go back to the Picts and Northumbrians 

(neither of whom thought of themselves as Scottish or English) fighting at the 

Battle of Nechtansmere in 685 CE.  Gaelic Scots and Celtic British (not yet united 

in a single Scottish state), allied to the Viking king of Dublin, invaded the only 

recently united Kingdom of England (which still had considerable tensions 

between dominant Wessex and recently absorbed Mercia, and the even more 

recently conquered Viking kingdom of York and rump Anglian northern 

Northumbria).  Aethelstan, king of England won a major victory over this alliance 

at the Battle of Brunanburgh in 934.  This is sometimes celebated by Englisb 

historians as the English conquest of Britain.  However, the English kingdom was 

unable to take control of any of the defeated states.  The Kingdom of England 

itself fell to the Vikings between 1013 and 1043, becoming part of a wider Viking 

realm, and later to the Normans from 1066.  

 

Malcolm III, King of Scotland, now ruled not only Gaelic Alba but also recently 

acquired Celtic British Strathclyde/Cumbria and northern Northumbria.  Yet he 

still only had a tenous or non-existent hold over the further north and west of 

Scotland.   Malcolm provided sanctuary for defeated Saxon claimants to the  
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is that the numerous conflicts, which took place between different 

existing and nascent states in medieval times, and also between and 

within their competing kins and ruling families, were not national.  The 

conflicts which did occur frequently led to alliances which crossed 

ethnic (never mind as yet non-existent national) lines. 

 

The socio-economic basis for nation-states did not exist in medieval 

times.  Nationalism only triumphed under capitalist conditions.  

Nationalism involved a growing recognition of the ‘lower order’s role, 

marked by the extension of the franchise, something strongly resisted 

by the ruling classes of the time.  What were sometimes termed  

‘nations’ under pre-capitalist systems, were states dominated by feudal 

landholders and merchants, which did not include the ‘lower orders’.  

These often held other allegiances - kinship, guild, local or religious.  
 

 

throne of England and the lands of Northumbria.  He probably wanted to absorb 

more of Anglian Northumbria into his realm.  To counter Malcolm’s threat 

William I, the French-Norman duke of Normandy and now king of England, 

invaded Alba and imposed the Treaty of Abernethy in 1074.  Malcolm accepted 

William’s overlordship, which amounted to little in practice in Alba and 

Strathclyde, from where successive kings continued to harry northern England.  

However, Malcolm now held his more ethnically mixed lands in Cumbria (Celtic 

British, Anglian and Norse) as William’s fief. 

 

Then in 1174, King William of Scotland invaded Northumbria to assert his claim 

there, only to be defeated by King Henry II, leader of the now much wider French 

Angevin Empire. William was forced to accept the Treaty of Falaise, by which 

he became a direct feudal subordinate of Henry.  Four garrisons were imposed in 

th Scottish Borders, and the church in Scotland was subordinated to that in 

England..  In this weakened position, William was challenged by both a semi-

independent Galloway and another royal claimant in Moray. 

 

However, by the end of the 1180s. William  was able to contain or defeat these 

two challenges, and by 1192 win direct papal superiority for the church in 

Scotland (except in  Galloway).  However, it was Henry’s Angevin successor, 

King Richard, eager for money to finance his crusade, who finally let William 

buy out the Scottish kingship’s feudal subordination and take over the four 

garrisons. 
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The ruling classes considered these ‘lower orders’, including women, 

to be their property or their servants and certainly not the citizens of 

‘their nation’.  The ‘lower orders’ were usually denied any say in the 

affairs of state.  Many members of the ruling class retained cross-state 

property and family connections; whilst the Catholic Church and its 

various religious orders were not organised on a national basis. 

 

There is a contemporary political purpose underpinning competing 

nationalist histories.  British or Greater English historians dismiss or 

downplay the significance of the eventual  emergence of Scottish, Irish 

and Welsh nations.  They do this, the better to defend the existing UK 

state with its denial of the right to self-determination under the 

sovereignty of the Crown-in-Westminster.  Meanwhile, Scottish, Irish 

and WeIsh nationalist historians deny the possibility of any meaningful 

class based alliances across these islands, or try to promote an exclusive 

pan-Celtic alliance. 

 

And, wherever the working class constitutes a major section of any 

movement for national self-determination, we are usually told, in effect, 

that “Labour must wait” – wait until a new would-be national ruling 

class has consolidated its economic and political position with its own 

new state, in alliance with the like-minded leaders of other states. 

 

The whole thrust of Robbie and Bill’s book opposes such nationalist 

thinking.  They are looking to the current political situation for the 

“profound possibilities for liberation at both the individual and 

collective political level.  Specifically, the task of decolonisation 

{understood as the ending of imperialism} is too important to be left to 

only one section of Irish society.”25  And as the Right attack the earlier 

state-backed ‘multiculturalism from above’, a renewed 

‘multiculturalism from below’, defending migrants and refugees 

seeking asylum, needs to be politicised on a wider ‘internationalism 

from below’ basis covering Irish, Scottish, Welsh and English societies. 
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d) Union and Empire 

 

Robbie and Bill “address the symbiotic development of Union and 

Empire”.26  This is key to trying to develop an ‘internationalism from 

below’ politics today.  This parliamentary Union, (superceding the 

1603 Union of the Crowns), formed in 1707, with its linked British 

Empire, came about under a rising landed and mercantile capitalist 

order.  For Ireland, in 1801, “the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Ireland replaced the kingship {which} had previously represented a 

‘personal union’ of two monarchies in one person.” 27  The immediate 

context for the 1801 Union was a “Great Britain still dealing with the 

aftermath of the United Irish rising in the middle of a war against 

revolutionary France.  The response to the rising was to incorporate 

Ireland fully in the British state, a clear act of counterinsurgency.  The 

Union was therefore an early form of emergency legislation – an 

embryonic defence of the realm act.”28 

 

Although Robbie and Bill make very useful comparisons with Scotland, 

most of these date from Ireland and Scotlands’ shared time within the 

Union.  The 1707 Union of Parliaments is referred to in a footnote.29  

But it is not suggested here that this Union too could be seen as an early 

“defence of the realm act.”  It was an attempt to further consolidate the 

control of William, Stadtholder and Prince of Orange in the Dutch 

Netherlands and since 1688, King of England, Scotland and Ireland, 

following the Nine Years War.  William had significant mercantile and 

landed backing throughout these islands and in the English colonies.  

The 1697 Treaty of Ryswick with King Louis XIV, the absolutist 

(“L'État, c'est moi”) and most powerful king in Europe at the time, 

recognised William’s dynastic rule over the Dutch Netherlands and 

England (and its colonies), Scotland and Ireland.  But the new regime’s 

position was still far from secure.  The 1707 Union was designed to 

make it more so – in effect, also a “defence of the realm act”. 

 

This was needed because Jacobite claimants contested the 1707 Act of 

Union and the successor Hanoverian dynasty from 1714, mounting 
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invasions in 1708, 1715, 1719 and 1745-6.viii  They gained the backing 

of imperial backers on the European continent.  So, in a sense, the 

“emergency” nature of the 1707 Union in Scotland was not ended until 

the final crushing of the Jacobites at Culloden, and the abolition of the 

remaining feudal ‘heritable jurisdictions’ in 1746.  These had 

underpinned the main Jacobite leaders’ economic and social position.  

However, unlike this time-limited, 1707-46 “defence of the realm act”, 

the 1801 Union in Ireland led to the “coercion and emergency 

legislation [which] characterised the polity thereafter.”30  And that goes 

for its successor in Northern Ireland, with its suspended Executive and 

Assembly today.  So, in this respect, the 1707 and 1801 Unions have 

indeed differed in their longer term political impacts. 

 

But Robbie and Bill also point out that, as Lord “Cornwallis, tasked 

with delivering Irish support for the {1801} Union, so astutely 

observed, ‘the Act of Union of 1707 {led to} the incorporation of 

Scotland in both Union and Empire’”.  This directly followed “Scotland 

also tr{ying} – and ignominiously fail{ing} - to establish its own 

 

 
viii  Neither side in Scotland was fighting a national war, the political 

conditions for which did not yet exist.  The Jacobite leaders’ aim was to replace 

the Williamite/Hanoverian dynasty with a Stuart dynasty over the whole of the 

kingdom of England, Scotland and Ireland.  Bonnie Prince Charles’ full name - 

Charles Edward Louis John Sylvester Maria Casimir Stuart - showed where the 

Jacobite leaders’ saw their main support lying – in  absolutist and Catholic Europe.  

There was neither a Máel Coluim nor a Dòmhnall in his name.  Charles used 

those clans which did support him, often for their own clan purposes, as useful 

cannon-fodder. 

 

The Scottish backers of the 1707 Union, managed to protect their own specific 

Scottish class institutions, including the Church of Scotland, education and the 

legal system under the new unionist order.  Their previous highpoint, the 1646 

Westminster Confession of Faith, was intended to establish Presbyterianism, not  

only in Scotland, but also in England (including Wales), Ireland and the English 

colonies.  However, like their Jacobite contestants, the violent events, throughout  

the later seventeenth century, persuaded them that their interests were now best 

pursued as subordinate allies of more powerful forces, in this case England. 

 



 19 

empire in the Darien Scheme, based in present day Panama.”31  If 

Scotland had remained one of Europe’s independent states, such as 

Sweden or Courland for a time, which had practised chattel slavery in 

their colonies before being ousted by greater powers, then its slaving 

history might also have ended.  Instead, Scotland, within the UK and 

British Empire, became the most Black slave-dependent constituent 

part of the Union for its further economic development.32 

 

By the time of the 1801 Act of Union, even most former leading 

Jacobite Scottish families had become firm supporters of Union and 

Empire. ix   Therefore, with the majority of the Scottish landed 

aristocracy and merchants’ interests already secured under the 1707 

Union, the overwelming majority of this emerging class had become a 

loyal Scottish-British component of the British ruling class when the 

French Revolution broke out..   

 

And even in Ireland, Robbie and Bill point out that the new “Union in 

1801 tried to do more than simply replicate the eighteenth century 

Protestant Ascendancy in a new or ‘unified’ form.  It also involved an 

inchoate attempt to incorporate elements of the native Irish 

population.”33  Throughout the nineteenth century and up to the First 

World War, however, this proved to be a difficult task.x 

 

 
ix  Former Jacobites played a leading role in the East India Company and in 

British North America.  Jacobite heroine, Flora Macdonald was to the fore of 

attempts to defend the Hanoverian control of North Carolina during the American  

War of Independence.  Bonnie Prince Charles’ brother, Henry Benedict Thomas 

Maria Clement Frances Xavier Stuart, Cardinal Duke of York, and last direct 

claimant to the old Stuart realm, became a Hanoverian pensioner, during the 

Franch Revolution.  Furthermore, along with Church of Scotland supporting 

landlords, those former Jacobite landlords, whose estates had been restored, also 

participated in the Clearances and the eviction of their former tenants, despite 

their nominal kinship links. 
 
x  This became clear right from the start.  Some sections of the old Protestant 

Ascendancy and the Orange Order initially remained opposed to the Union, 

preferring the completely exclusionary and if necessary violent form of rule they  
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But the 1801 Union did offer new opportunities to major sections of 

the old Protestant Ascendancy (some of whom had been bribed, as their 

Scottish equivalents had in 1707).  Indeed, some, especially Lord 

Castlereagh, now prioritised wider British imperial interests over their 

previous more local Irish interests.  ‘Bloody Castlereagh’ became 

notorious, not only for his role in suppressing the United Irish, but for 

his support for post-1815 repression throughout the UK.xi  He also took 

a leading part in the 1814-5 inter-imperial negotiations at the Congress 

of Vienna. 

 

In contrast to the old Protestant Ascendancy and Orange Order ultras, 

Castlereagh was prepared to contemplate Catholic emancipation.  He 

was unable to deliver this in his lifetime, though, which led to much 

resentment.  This is perhaps analogous to the failure of the British 

ruling class to ‘democratise’ Northern Ireland under pressure from the 

Northern Ireland Civil Rights Association from 1967 and Peoples 

Democracy from 1968. “Incorporat{ing} elements of the native Irish 

population” has remained a problem under the Union. 

 

 

e) Unionist and constitutional nationalist views of the 1801 Union, 

1829 Catholic emancipation and the 1832 Reform Acts  

 

Robbie and Bills’ historical analysis is directed, first at those liberal 

and conservative unionists (and the more tongue-in-cheek reactionary 
 

 

had exercised previously.  And indeed, they had allies at the highest level of the 

British ruling class.  As late as 1836, Ernest Augustus, Duke of Cumberland and  

Imperial Grand Master of the Orange Order, plotted against Queen Victoria 

succeeding to the UK throne.  And recently we have seen the Hard Right, Nigel 

Farage and Jacob Rees-Mogg trying to win over the Unionist/Loyalist ultras in 

Northern Ireland, in their attempts to revive the British Union and Empire. 

 
xi  This had led to the poet, Percy Bysshe Shelley’s condemnatory Masque 

of Anarchy, written after the Peterloo Massacre (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ 

Robert_ Stewart,_ Viscount_ Castlereagh#Decline_and_death). 
 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ernest_Augustus,_King_of_Hanover
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/%20Robert_%20Stewart,_%20Viscount_
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/%20Robert_%20Stewart,_%20Viscount_
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unionists) who look to the 1801 Act of Union and the eventual 1829 

Roman Catholic Relief Act as major positive reforming measures.  

Secondly, it is directed at those Irish constitutional nationalists, 

particularly the Home Rulers, xii  who have been quite prepared to 

accommodate themselves to Union and Empire.  And with Irish 

unification becoming a pressing political issue, Robbie and Bill have 

their sights on more contemporary versions of liberal unionism and 

constitutional nationalism. 

 

To puncture the claim of the progressive nature of the 1801 Union, 

Robbie and Bill point out that, under the pressure of the Society of 

United Irishmen formed 1792 in Belfast, “The Irish parliament {in 

Dublin} was already ahead of Westminster… In 1793 Catholics in 

Ireland had regained the right to vote if they owned or rented property 

worth 40 shillings – i.e. they were ‘men of no property”.  The franchise 

was {still} limited to a small fraction… but Irish Catholics who were 

otherwise qualified in terms of gender {male} and wealth were 

enfranchised 35 years ahead their equivalents in England {including 

Wales} and Scotland.” 34   Robbie and Bill argue that perhaps “the 

Union happened not because the Irish parliament was too reactionary 

but rather it was too progressive on the specific issue of 

emancipation.”35 

 

And when it came to the UK-wide 1829 Roman Catholic Relief Act 

(itself only conceded after massive pressure exerted by Daniel 

O’Connell’s Catholic Association) it “had a countervailing, anti-

democratic consequence in the context of the Union.  As Catholic 

emancipation was implemented, the Irish Franchise Act of 1829 

increased the threshold for eligibility for the county franchise from 40 

shillings to £10.  The result was that the registered county franchise fell 

 

 
xii  The Irish Home Rulers consisted of two main parties - the Irish 

Parliamentary Party founded by Charles Parnell in 1882 but led later from 1899 

by John Redmond; and the breakaway All-for-Ireland League, founded in 1909, 

and led by William O’Brien. 
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by about 80%”36  This “in exchange for the right of a small number of 

elite Catholics to sit as MPs in Westminster”.37 

 

But the post-1801 Union did help to broaden the base of a wider British 

ruling class, with its Greater English/British, Scottish-British and now 

Irish-British components (the Welsh-British emerged later).  They 

transferred the lessons learned from their handling of the 1829 Roman 

Catholic Relief Act to the 1832 Reform Acts for England (including 

Wales), Scotland and Ireland.  The liberal supporters of electoral 

reform, having already greatly increased their economic strength 

during the early stages of the Industrial Revolution, used the ‘lower 

order’ mass protests to browbeat the most reactionary section of the 

British ruling class. 

 

The new Reform Act in England did eliminate the rotten boroughs 

associated with ‘Old Corruption’ and gave increased representation to 

new industrial cities and towns.  However, it only increased the 

electorate by 44%, still only about 18% of the adult male population.  

There was a greater percentage increase in Scotland, given that its 

previous electoral arrangements amounted to “one vast rotten 

borough”.38  But overall, these Reform Acts left the vast majority of 

the working class, and all women, excluded.  The English Reform Act 

even removed the vote from 40 shilling freeholders, affecting radical 

boroughs like Westminster most. 

 

And under a class and gender-limited reformed Westminster, the newly 

enfranchised industrial capitalists and commercial farmers were soon 

able pass the punitive Poor Law Acts of 1834 in England and Wales, 

in 1838 in Ireland, and in 1845 in Scotland.  Labour discipline had to 

be imposed on the UK’s wage slaves, a major precondition for the 

completion of the Industrial Revolution.  The workhouse was their 

equivalent to today’s Universal Credit, which has pushed many to 

mental illness and some even to suicide. 

 

In their overall summing up of the effect of the 1801 Union, Robbie 

and Bill write that it “was a cynically anti-democratic and counter-
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revolutionary intervention.”  However, they also state, “that this new 

state formation put Ireland - uniquely among countries colonised by the 

British – within the colonial metropole.”39  (For reasons already cited 

in the earlier section b) of this article, the term ‘imperial metropole’ 

would seem to be more appropriate here.)  ‘Colonial’, often suggesting 

movement of colonists, does not describe what was actually happening 

at the time of the Union.  The Elizabethan, Stuart and Cromwellian 

colonisation, which had led to the state-backed transfer of settlers from 

England, Wales and Scotland, was long over by the 1801 Union.xiii  The 

movement of migrants was now overwhelmingly of the Irish to these 

other constituent parts of the Union (and Empire).  But the term 

‘colonisation’ in this case would be no more appropriate than for the 

more recent movement of Commonwealth or EU migrants to the UK 

(and today would only be considered such by the Hard and Far Right). 

 

And it was in their capacity as migrants to the wider Empire that Irish 

became settler colonists, along with the Scottish, Welsh and English.  

And like the Scots (particularly those from the Highlands and Islands), 

the Irish under the Union formed a disproportionately large part of the 

colonial armed forces.  Union and Empire went hand-in-glove. 

 

However, “the Union profoundly transformed Ireland’s relationship 

“{not} to colonialism”40 {in the sense of the state-backed migration of 

settlers} but to imperialism.  The hybrid Irish-British component of a 

widened British ruling class joined an ‘internationalism from above’ 

alliance, the better to benefit from imperialism.  Together, its members 

 

 
xiii  King James VI of Scotland certainly hoped to use the power he gained 

through the 1603 Union of the Crowns to pursue policies as drastic as those 

pursued in Queen Elizabeth’s plantations of English colonists in Ireland.  James 

revealed the manner by which such plantations were to be introduced in Scotland 

- "slauchter, mutilation, fyre-raising, or utheris inconvenieties"! 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gentleman_Adventurers_of_Fife#The_recolonisa

tion_of_Lewis).  Yet apart from Kintyre seized by Clan Campbell, there was no 

major equivalent period of colonisation in Scotland to that in Ireland.  Indeed, the 

attempt of the Gentleman Adventurers of Fife to colonise Lewis was suppressed 

by the local Gaelic chief of Clan Macleod. 
 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gentleman_Adventurers_of_Fife
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were prepared to resort to all the UK’s anti-democratic powers, under 

the sovereignty of the Crown-in-Westminster, to protect and advance 

their shared class interests. 

 

Yet, although within the Union, the effect of the semi-detached nature 

of Ireland, within the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 

heavily underscored the continuing internal imperial relationship.  

Nowhere was this more evident than An Gorta Mor/‘The Great 

Hunger’.  “The potato blight across northern Europe… led to famine in 

Belgium, Denmark, Sweden, France, Prussia, Spain and the 

Netherlands… But nowhere else did the famine reach the horrific 

proportions that it did in Ireland.”41  Elsewhere in the British Empire, 

there had been the enforced economic retrogression of Bengal, leading 

to millions of deaths and the genocide of the Boethuks in 

Newfoundland and the Tasmanians, but as Robbie and Bill point out, 

‘The Great Hunger’ “took place not just within the empire, but within 

the Union, within the UK state.”42 

 

There is no other country in the world that has a lower population today 

than in 1845.  Ireland then had a population of 8.2 million, but the 

population today is only 6.6 million.  “A million Irish are reliably 

estimated to have died of starvation and epidemic disease between 

1846 and 1851 and some two million emigrated”43 between 1845 to 

1855.  The minister in charge of famine relief, Charles Trevelyan, 

described the famine as “a direct stroke of an all-wise and all-merciful 

Providence… In 1848 he was appointed as a KCB {Knight Commander 

of the Bath} in reward for his services.”44 

 

Under Queen Victoria, the older economic protectionism, which united 

a personal monarchy, aristocratic landowners and Crown-licensed big 

merchants (e.g. in the Hudson Bay and East India companies), gave 

way to the unity of ‘laissez faire’ economics, which linked industrial 

capital and a reformed City of London with the more impersonal 

Crown-in-Westminster. 
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It was Margaret Thatcher who pushed for a return to the ‘laissez faire’ 

economics, which had also inspired Trevelyan.  Only now the role of 

divine ‘Providence’ was replaced by the secular, ‘There Is No 

Alternative’.  And Trevelyan’s complete lack of concern for the lives 

of the ‘lower orders’, was also shown by the neo-Thatcherite Hard 

Right over Covid-19.  In a new crisis situation, this could take on an 

even harsher form.  “Jacob Rees-Mogg has called Welsh a ‘foreign 

language’”! 45   And in Rees-Mogg’s view, there are many more 

foreigners in his Greater England/UK than those Welsh he attacked, or 

the Irish whom Trevelyan held in contempt. 

 

One of the things some key original backers of the 1801 Union (e.g 

William Pitt and Lord Castlereagh) had anticipated was Catholic 

emancipation.  However, as long as an Irish parliament remained in 

Dublin, this meant the inevitability of it becoming Catholic dominated.  

Its abolition, however, ensured that if Catholic emancipation were to 

be enacted at Westminster, the Catholic Irish would remain a minority.  

And, under Westminster Direct Rule, this would still be the case after 

1867 and particularly after 1884, when more Catholics gained the vote. 

 

Therefore, attempts by Daniel O’Connell in the 1840s and William 

Gladstone in 1885 to remove Ireland from the Union, but still under the 

Crown and with continued access to the British Empire; or by later 

Home Rulers in 1892 and 1913 to bring about a politically devolved 

parliament in Dublin, always faced the hostility of the overwhelming 

majority of Protestants, led by the Irish Unionists.  Any new devolved 

parliaments would be dominated by Catholics. 

 

In the face of this challenge, Home Rule-supporting Protestants like 

Isaac Butt and Charles Parnell were very much in a minority.  This 

helps to explain Robbie and Bills’ description of the “inchoate attempt 

to incorporate elements of the native Irish population.” 
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f) Constitutional nationalists’ acceptance of Union and Empire 

and the new Republican challenge from 1916-23 

 

However, the existence of the Union also profoundly affected the Irish 

Home Rulers.  It wasn’t only the British markets in England, Scotland 

and Wales that Irish Home Rule-supporting commercial farmers and 

merchants wanted access to, but those of the British Empire.  And in 

this support for Union and Empire, they were backed by the Catholic 

Church hierarchy, also eager to access the British Empire.  So to this 

degree, Ireland, like Scotland and Wales, enjoyed a privileged position 

influencing British imperial policy, which did not extend to the White 

British colonies.  This, despite the failed attempts by liberal unionist, 

Imperial Federalists46 at the highpoint of Empire, to provide the White 

British colonies with representation at Westminster. 

 

As the prospect of Irish Home Rule increased after the election of a 

Liberal government in 1905, and became more imminent when the Irish 

Home Rulers held the balance of power after the post-1911 

Westminster general election, they began to backpedal from earlier 

land reform commitments and push for exemptions from the Liberal 

government’s new social reforms.  They wanted to enjoy cheaper 

labour costs under any new Home Rule parliament, the better to 

compete in the Union and Empire.  In this they anticipated the present 

day constitutional nationalist Sinn Fein and SNP, who want to cut 

corporate taxation below UK levels the better to compete on the 

corporate-dominated global market. 

 

And the close ties between Union, Empire and the Irish Home Rulers 

were highlighted, when all but onexiv of their Westminster MPs gave 

their support to the British government to go to war with 

Prussia/Germany in 1914 (a higher proportion than elsewhere in the 
 

 
xiv  This was the Independent Nationalist MP, Laurence Ginnell, who had been 

expelled from the Irish Parliamentary Party for still being committed to 

conducting the Land War.  After the 1916 Rising, he joined Sinn Fein, conducted 

its propaganda offensive, and remained a Republican during the Civil War. 
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UKxv).  And the Irish Volunteers (initially mobilised independently of 

the British Liberal government to counter the reactionary unionist, 

Ulster Volunteer Force, who promoted extra-constitutional action), 

were signed up now as National Volunteers, by Irish Home Rule leader, 

John Redmond MP, to fight for the British Empire.  This left only 

13,500 of the original Irish Voluntreers compared to the 185,500 who 

had originally joined. 

 

Such was the pull of Empire that Sinn Fein’s founder, Arthur Griffith 

was a supporter of a Dual Empire, jointly run by Great Britain and 

Ireland.  It took the impact of the 1916 Rising before the Irish 

Republican Brotherhood led by Michael Collins, and the Cumann na 

dTeachtaire/League of Delegates, consisting of Republican women, 

organised by Constance Markiewicz, were able to transform Sinn Fein 

into a Republican, anti-imperialist party in October 1917.  The change 

to the adoption of overt Irish Republicanism is covered by Robbie and 

Bill.47 

 

The now Republican, Sinn Fein emerged victorious in the 1918 

Westminster general election.  Poblacht na hÉireann/First Irish 

Republic was proclaimed on 21st January 1919 in Dublin.  A new 

constitution48 and Clár Oibre Poblacánaige/Democratic Programme.49. 

were declared.  The new Dial was unicameral and recognised no 

superior sovereign body. 

 

Eventually, as the 1916-21 International Revolutionary Wave ebbed, 

reaction emerged first in the ‘North’ contributing to Partition following 

the 1920 Government of Ireland (Fourth Home Rule) Act.  In the 

‘South’, a ‘counter-revolution-within-the-revolution’ followed the 

1922 Anglo-Irish Treaty and the subsequent Civil War, which lasted 
 

 
xv  Indeed, UK Foreign Minister, Edward Grey, told Westminster, when the war 

was declared on August 3rd - "The one bright spot in the whole of this terrible 

situation is Ireland. [Prolonged cheers.]  The general feeling throughout Ireland, 

and I would like this to be clearly understood abroad, does not make that a 

consideration that we feel we have to take into account. (https://en.wikipedia. org 

wiki/ British_entry_into_World_War_I#Irish_crisis_on_hold) 
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until May 1923, leading to the consolidation of the Irish Free State.50  

The likely impact of Partition had already been forecast by James 

Connolly in June 1914.  It would lead  to a ‘carnival of reaction’. which 

“would set back the wheels of progress, would destroy the oncoming 

unity of the Irish Labour movement and paralyse all advanced 

movements whilst it endured.”51 

 

The forms reaction took ‘North’ and ‘South’ were different. 52  The 

‘North’, under successive Unionist parties, has always been to the fore 

of conservative and reactionary unionism in the UK, with its associated 

oppression and regular resort to repression.  The ‘South’ has witnessed 

continuous reforming attempts to break the stranglehold of the UK state 

and economy under successive constitutional nationalist governments.  

Yet it’s UK-state-inherited constitution has also continuously 

frustrated the completion of the ‘Unfinished Revolution’ which began 

in the First Irish Republic. 

 

 

g) A ‘Carnival of reaction’-  the impact of the ‘counter-

revolution-within-the revolution’ in the ‘North’ 

 

In Section II of AstarS:ICaUR, Robbie and Bill devote a chapter 

providing a detailed account of the the emergence and life of ‘A 

Protestant State and A Protestant Parliament’: Northern Ireland 1920-

72.53  This review teases out only a few points they make.  The counter-

revolution began in the ‘North’.  The events from 1920 had a precedent 

in the mobilisation of Unionists and Loyalists around the Ulster 

Covenant in Belfast in July 1912.  However, the eventual creation of a 

Northern Ireland statelet, with its own ‘Home Rule’ or a devolved 6 

Counties ‘Ulster’ parliament, was not the intention of Sir Edward 

Carson, when he led the signing of the Ulster Covenant. 

 

Carson was in the mould of Lord Castlereagh, an Irishman who 

prioritised what he saw as the interests of the British Empire, in which 

he wanted Ireland to play a leading role.  Ulster Unionists were seen to 

be the shock troops of an all-UK and British Empire, Conservative and 
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Unionist alliance, supported by party leader, Scots-Canadian, Andrew 

Bonar Law.  They wanted to overthrow the Third Home Rule Bill for 

Ireland in its entirety.  They believed that a Home Rule precedent could 

undermine not only the Union but the wider British Empire, which was 

facing increased imperial competition.  To stop this meant toppling the 

Liberal government, either by precipitating a new general election or, 

if necessary, by stepped up extra-constitutional action, leading to a 

possible coup. 

 

However, Carson made the same mistake that many other leading 

members of various ruling classes have made in invoking Fascistxvi (in 

this case Loyalist) extra-constitutional force.  In this, he had the 

backing of Bonar Law, who stated, “I can imagine no length of 

resistance to which Ulster will go which I shall not be ready to 

support.”54  When Carson, backed by Bonar Law, resorted to Loyalist 

extra-constitutional action, this was meant to be a short term measure, 
 

xvi  Fascism can take two different forms.  The first form is the restoration of 

an old political order, after a limited period of bloodletting, e.g. the Loyalists in 

the Ulster Volunteer Force mobilised in support of the Ulster Covenant 1912, and 

other Loyalists in the pogroms of Irish Nationalists from 1920-23, in 1936 and 

1969; the White Russian armies and militias used to try and restore the Tsar from 

1917-18 or the rest the Tsarist regime up to 1920; and the Freikorps in 1919 and 

the attempted Kapp Putsch in 1920, which tried to restore as much of the Kaiser’s 

Prussia-Germany as possible.  

The more radical form of Fascism also resorts to racism, national and male 

chauvinism, and paramilitary force, but leads to the establishment of a new 

corporate and order, snuffing out all remaining elements of democracy by means 

of a permanent police state.  This form of Fascism was first established in 1925 

by Benito Mussolini in Italy and then taken further in Adolf Hitler’s Third Reich 

in 1933.  Under this system, both the capitalist and working classes are coerced 

to meet their states’ imperial aims.  But the owners of certain loyal private 

companies were still amply rewarded.  In Nazi Germany, Krupps and I.G. Farben 

were provided with slave labour.  There have also been hybrid versions of these 

two forms of Fascism, e.g. Spain and Portugal, where the powerful traditional 

Catholic hierarchy retained an important political role. (https:// 

allanarmstrong831930095.files.wordpress.com/2022/10/ukraine-1.pdf - pp.17-

18) 
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before the UK’s traditional constitutional order and the British ruling 

class’s political position were restored. 

 

But another figure emerged, the Ulster Unionist, Sir James Craig.xvii  

When Craig entered politics, he founded the Ulster Unionist Council 

(part of the Irish Unionist Party), and joined the Orange Order (which 

Carson had private contempt for).  Craig successfuly stood for East 

Down in the 1906 Westminster general election.  He declared that he 

was an "an Orangeman first and a Member of Parliament afterwards”,55  

an early indication of his future political trajectory.  But at the time of 

the Ulster Covenant, it was Craig who pushed Carson forward, 

precisely because of his closeness to the British ruling class. 

 

But, after the 1916 Rising in Dublin the political ground was beginning 

to slip from under Carson’s feet.  He no longer faced constitutional 

nationalist Home Rulers.  He had easily derailed them and shifted from 

being an extra-constitutional challenger to the Liberal government to 

becoming a minister in David Lloyd George’s War Cabinet in 1917.  

But Carson now faced a Republican extra-constitutional armed 

challenge.  He reluctantly conceded the need for some special 

arrangement for ‘southern Ireland’ under the Union, Crown and Empire. 

 

However, Carson took new confidence from the overwhelming victory 

of Lloyd George’s ‘War Coupon’ coalition in the November 1918 

general election.  Its candidates (from the Conservative and Unionist, 

Liberal, National Democratic & Labour and Womens’ parties) fought 

on the platform, “Hang the Kaiser, Germany should pay the full cost of 

 

 
xvii  Craig was schooled at Merchiston Castle in Edinburgh.  His family’s 

Scottish business background highlighted the continued Ulster/Scottish Unionist 

and Presbyterian links, which had become more important within Irish Unionism 

than the old links between the Anglican Churches of England and of Ireland, 

which had underpinned the old Protestant ascendancy and its landlord class.  

Craig became a Belfast businessman, but also served in the British Army in the 

Boer War, and then became involved in the Imperial Military Railways, before 

turning to politics.  This provided Craig with valuable experience when it came 

to organising for Ulster Unionism. 
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the war, and the expulsion of all enemy aliens.”  The new government 

included Unionists like Carson and Craig, who had been prepared to 

overthrow the post-1911 Liberal government.  What was needed now 

in the face of the Republican challenge was a little government-backed 

bloodletting.  Carson fell back once more on his earlier resort to 

Fascist/Loyalist forces and precipitated the Belfast pogroms in July 

1920.xviii 

 

However, Carson opposed the  Government of Ireland Act, which was 

passed in November 1920, saying, “You want to get a Protestant 

ascendancy… we have always said that it was the fact that this 

Parliament was aloof entirely from these racial and religious 

distinctions that was the strongest foundation for the Government of 

Ulster.”56  Whilst the ‘aloofness’ of the Conservative & Unionist Party 

(C&UP) from "racial and religious distinctions" was highly 

questionable, what Carson meant by the "strongest foundation for the 

Government of Ulster" was that it should be run in the same manner as 

Scotland and Wales, and that was through Westminster Direct Rule.  

This had been the case until it was questioned by the introduction of 

the original Third Irish Home Rule Bill. 

 

But events in the ‘South’ were now pushing Craig in a different 

direction.  He wanted to assert that very “Protestant ascendancy” in a 

 
 

xviii  Craig’s observation of the upper echelons of the British ruling class also 

proved to be valuable.  When Winston Churchill tried to speak in support of the 

Third Irish Home Rule Bill in Belfast in February 1912, the Loyalists organised 

demonstations and physically prevented him from speaking.  This was very 

different from British governments’ actions whenever Irish Home Rule 

politicians made challenges.  Then, the RIC or the army were always quickly 

mobilised.  But they took no action to to allow even a British Cabinet minister to 

speak in Belfast.  The Liberal government also backed down in the face of the 

British officers’ Curragh Mutiny in March 1914 and the Larne gun-running in 

April 1914 to arm the extra-constitutional  Ulster Volunteer Force.  Craig learned 

lessons from this, which he applied when he oversaw the murderous attacks on 

Catholics organised by his Ulster Specials and by other  Loyalists from 1920.  He 

correctly anticipated that Liberal Lloyd George would turn a blind eye. 
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new ‘Ulster’ ‘Home Rule’ parliament that Carson rejected.  Craig 

represented more local Unionist business interests.  He realised that 

these interests would be better advanced, if Ulster Unionists moved 

back from the front-line of British imperial defence in 32 Counties 

Ireland, where Carson wanted them to be.  However, this meant 

abandoning not only the Unionists in the ‘South’ but those Ulster 

Unionists in 3 counties of Ulster – Donegal, Cavan and Monaghan.  

Here Ulster Unionist leaders tended to be from the landlord class.  

Landlords had already been dislodged as the foremost leaders of Irish 

Unionism, especially in north-east Ulster.  They were formally 

abandoned by Ctaig and the Ulster Unionists in May 1920. 

 

Craig realised that the majority in the British government wanted to 

establish a Northern Ireland parliament as a way of influencing 

‘Southern Ireland,’ then later the Irish Free State.xix  Unlike Carson, 

 

 

xix  The UK negotiators suggested a Boundary Commission, with a 

representative from the UK, Northern Ireland and the Irish Free State as a further 

inducement.  The Irish negotiators hoped that Northern Ireland would be so 

reduced in territorty – minus  Derry, Fermanagh and Tyrone, and possibly south 

Armagh and south Down, all contiguous with the Irish Free State - that Northern 

Ireland would no longer be economically viable.  The Unionist majority 

composition of the committee ensured that didn’t happen.  The UK negotiators 

knew the best way to ‘buy off’ the Irish Free State negotiators.  They offered the 

financial inducement of ending the payment of ‘inherited’ UK debt.  “A 

deputation of Irish nationalists from Northern Ireland arrived to make their 

{oppositional} views known to the Dáil, but were turned away.” (https:// en. 

wikipedia.org/wiki/Irish_Boundary_Commission#Dáil debates_on_the_ 

Commission_(7–10_ December_1925).  “Craig added that: If the settlement 

succeeded it would be a great disservice to Ireland, North and South, to have a 

map produced showing what would have been the position of the persons on the 

Border had the Award been made.  If the settlement came off and nothing was 

published, no-one would know what would have been his fate.” (https://en. 

wikipedia.org/wiki/Irish_Boundary_Commission#Non-publication_of the_  

 

 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Craig,_1st_Viscount_Craigavon
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Craig now showed little interest in how the UK dealt with ‘Southern 

Ireland’.  And unlike Carson, he understood that if a new ‘Northern 

Ireland’ regime was going to meet his Ulster class backers’ needs, it 

would have to be made permanent to advance their interests.  In return 

for not making demands on Westminster, what Craig wanted was a 

free-hand to establish his new regime.  Therefore, building on the 1920 

pogroms initiated by Carson, Craig proceeded with more violence 

conducted by a new Royal Ulster Constabulary and various Ulster 

Specials – Loyalist paramilitaries. 

 

Furthermore, to get his Orange Ulster, Craig both used and 

marginalised a more ultra-British unionist figure than Carson – Field 

Marshal, Sir Henry Wilson. xx   Lloyd George, despite opposing 

Wilson’s ultra-unionist politics, thought he could be used for his own 

imperialist ends.  However, differences in their approach soon opened 

up, particularly over the War of Independence in Ireland.  Wilson 

wanted to resort to much larger scale armed actions than Lloyd-

George.xxi  Wilson saw Lloyd George’s role in the 1921 Treaty as “rank 
 

 

report).  The financial inducements were accepted, and the report was not 

published.  

 
xx  Sir Henry Wilson came from a middle-level, Anglican, landed family in 

County Antrim and went to Marlborough College in England.  In this he 

contrasted with Craig, a Presbyterian from Belfast, who was educated in Scotland.  

Like Craig, Wilson joined the British army, but remained in it after being 

wounded in Burma.  He rose slowly through the ranks. Whilst Director of Military 

Operations, he backed the Curragh Mutineers.  He supported compulsory 

conscription in Ireland in 1917.  Lloyd George appointed him representative to 

the Allies’ Supreme War Council in late 1917.  
 
xxi  Lloyd George, the ‘Welsh Wizard’ relied on political chicanery and 

division-mongering to deal with his enemies – Irish Republicans, other anti-

imperialists and the then strong working class opposition.  Whilst Wilson wanted 

whatever level of violence he thought necessary in Ireland to be conducted by 

regular armed forces and to be officially sanctioned, Lloyd George already valued 

the semi-detached constitutional nature of the link between Great Britain and 

Southern Ireland/Northern Ireland under the 1920 Governent of Ireland Act.  Any  
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and filthy cowardice.”57  Craig invited Wilson to be his new military 

advisor.xxii  However, Craig only wanted to use Wilson’s war-time and 

imperial status in the UK to enhance the Ulster Unionists’ position.  He 

had no intention of taking his military or political advice. 58 

 

If the UK had been a defeated imperial power like Prussia-Germany, 

and in effect, Tsarist Russia, then Field Marshal Wilson could well 

have emerged as a General von Luttwitz or General Denikin-type 

figure.  Wilson was planning to overthrow the UK’s elected 

government and was already seeking to use the formation of a new 

Northern Ireland statelet to build up troops to invade the Irish Free 

State.59   However, Lloyd-George’s’ calculated duplicity, within the 

Westminster parliamantary set-up, proved to be enough to derail the 

challenges the UK state faced.  

 

Craig did not have the full-blown fascist ambitions of a Mussolini or a 

Hitler.  Craig’s Unionist Loyalism still looked up to the existing UK 

state, the Crown and Protestant establishment.  Craig’s ‘Ulster’ regime 

more resembled what would in future be known as apartheid-type 

statelets or states.  An earlier example was the Jim Crow South in the 

USA.xxiii  Later examples included White supremacist South Africa, 
 

 

‘dirty deeds’ could be left to local and/or irregular forces in Northern Ireland, 

which he could claim were not his responsibility. but those of the  new devolved  

statelet. 
 

xxii  Wilson was offered and took the North Down seat at Westminster in 

February 1922.  He saw this as an opportunity to “devote his energies to 

overthrowing the present (Lloyd George-led) government.” 

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sir_Henry_Wilson,_1st_Baronet#Truce).   Wilson 

wanted to add Catholic officers from the RIC, who had lost their jobs in the 

‘South’, to the new Royal Ulster Constabulary (RUC).  Craig ignored this, 

appreciating that only the most Orange and Loyalist officers would back the 

bloody sectarian actions needed to create his Six Counties Ulster.  Nor did Craig 

want to overthrow Lloyd George, who had already given him a free hand. 
 
 
 
 
 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sir_Henry
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and currently Jewish supremacist Israel.xxiv  “This new phenomenon 

was the polar opposite of an anti-imperialist state - a formation 

determinedly committed to reiforcing its location inside both union and 

empire. It was in a sense an unusual formation – a truly reactionary, 

hyper-imperial offshoot symbolising the antithesis of independence.”60 

 

Craig could not change the official name of the statelet, Northern 

Ireland, which the British government wanted to retain for its own 

wider imperial interests.  But in further distancing himself from his own 

Irish Unionist past, Craig ensured that the key devolved institutions 

under his control were labelled ‘Ulster’ - the UUP, the RUC and the 

 
 

xxiii  These links have remained strong. Ian Paisley received his honorary 

doctorate from the Protestant supremacist Bob Jones University in South Carolina. 

Today, the Caleb Foundation, with its links to socially reactionary Protestant 

sects in the USA, “claims a support base of 200,000 evangelicals" in Northern 

Ireland and has possibly "overtaken the Orange Order as the most influential 

pressure group within Unionism.” (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ 

Caleb_Foundation).  No longer confined to the old Jim Crow South, these 

Protestant supremacists have adopted a pronounced Islamophobia.  The DUP has 

also taken this up. 

 

Sir Oswald Mosley, leader of the British Union of Fascists, found it hard to win 

over the Loyalist organisations in their ‘Ulster’, and John Cormack’s fascist 

Kormack’s Kaledonian Klan (KKK) in Scotland to anti-semitism.  They 

concentrated their hatred upon Catholics.  Today, Loyalists, including the DUP 

in Northern Ireland and Loyalists in Scotland have become more ecumenical in 

their prejudices. 
 

xxiv  Robbie and Bill point out to the use of former “Black and Tans and 

Auxiliaries, who had recently shown their ruthlessness in Ireland.  800 of them 

were despatched to Palestine” (AstarS:ICaU, p.370).  “Ronald Storr… British 

military governor of Jerusalem… supported the movement of Jews to Palestine 

to form the state of Israel, thus forming… ‘a loyal little loyal Jewish Ulster’” 

(AstarS:ICaU, p.366).  Loyalists continue to support the Jewish supremacist 

nature of Israel, which is why it figures prominently in their thinking and murals 

(https://extramuralactivity.com/2018/09/13/ulster-supports-the-people-of-

israel/). 

https://en.wikipedia/
https://extramuralactivity.com/2018/09/13/ulster-supports-the-people-of-israel/
https://extramuralactivity.com/2018/09/13/ulster-supports-the-people-of-israel/
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Ulster Specials.  The Ulster Unionists no longer considered themselves 

to be Irish-British, but became the Ulster-British.xxv   

 

The Civil War in the 26 Counties removed any external (and much 

internal) pressure on Craig’s new Orange regime.  He continued to 

marginalise both Republican and Nationalist forces within the 6 

Counties.  Thus Carson’s prediction of a historical throwback to a 

“Protestant ascendancy” under any new Northern Ireland parliament, 

came to pass.  By 1934, Craig, now Viscount Craigavon, could claim 

that Stormont constituted a “Protestant government for a Protestant 

people”.61 

 

Furthermore, the value of the semi-detached constitutional relationship 

between Great Britain and Norhern Ireland, and between Westminster 

 

 

 

 

 
xxv  The no longer state-established Church of Ireland could join with the never 

state-established Presbyterian Church in Ireland to use the UK state’s offical 

Protestantism (the established episcopalian Church of England and the state 

recognised presbyterian Church of Scotland) to try to re-establish a Protestant 

ascendancy, only now confined to the ‘North’.  Indeed the Church of Scotland 

played a role for those Ulster Unionists rejecting their former Irish-British 

identities.   

 

In response to the situation in Belfast, “The General Assembly of the Church of 

Scotland appointed a committee to consider the threat to Scotland's national 

identity from Catholics of Irish origin living in Scotland.  In early 1923, this 

General Assembly committee issued its report on the Irish Catholic 'menace'.  The 

report made it clear that this menace did not come from the 'Orange population' 

of Ulster Protestants, who were 'of the same race as ourselves and of the same 

Faith'.  However, it described Irish Catholic migrants as members of an ‘alien 

race', who were bringing sabbath-breaking, intemperance, crime, burgeoning 

poor relief rolls and social division to the country”. 

(https://ebrary.net/127599/political_science/church_scotland_anti_irish_ 

Campaign) 

 

https://ebrary.net/127599/political_science/church_scotland_anti_irish_
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and Stormont, already appreciated and used by Lloyd George to 

distance himself from ‘dirty deeds’ in ‘Ulster’, became a widely 

accepted feature of the British ruling class and Unionist thinking.  It 

became deeply entrenched under Stomont up to 1972.  However, even 

the return of Direct Rule from 1972-1998 did not mean the reassertion 

of Westminster parliamentary control.  The semi-detached relationship 

was maintained.  The running of Northern Ireland was taken out of the 

hands of Stormont and, in effect, handed over to the British security 

services.  And whenever post-GFA Stormont Mark 2 has collapsed, a  

fall back on Direct Rule has left the running of Northern Ireland to the 

British civil service, the former British police head of the PSNI and the 

entirely British-controlled MI5 at their Palace Barracks HQ in 

Holywood, County Down. 

 

 

h) A ‘Carnival of reaction’ - the impact of the ‘counter-

revolution-within-the revolution’ in the ‘South’ 

 

When it comes to the ‘South’, Robbie and Bill ask “had decolonisation 

{or the end of control by British imperialism} occurred with the Treaty 

in 1922?”.62  They quite clearly answer.  “Now styled a ‘Free State’, 

{26 Counties Ireland} became a white dominion of the British 

Empire… Despite this enhanced autonomy, however, it was far 

removed from the Republic proclaimed in 1916 and endorsed by the 

Irish electorate in 1918.” 63 

 

The ‘Northern Ireland’ and ‘Southern Ireland’ created by the 1920 

Government of Ireland Act, and further modified by the creation of the 

Irish Free State under the 1922 Treaty, only extended the recently 

conceded political devolution which still retained the sovereignity of 

the Crown-in-Westminster.  The new Irish Free State constitution 

remained subordinate to the British Crown.  Robbie and Bill devote a 

the very informative, Southern Ireland, 1922-73, From Republic to 

‘White Dominion outlining this process.64  Once again, this review will 

just tease out some of the points they make in this chapter. 
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After the First Irish Republic was declared in Dublin in 1919, its actions 

in trying to create a new state65 began to win widespread backing.  In 

response, many recent Union and Empire-accomodating Irish Home 

Rulers, backed by the Catholic hierarchy, went on to join or support 

Sinn Fein.  Former Sinn Fein leader, Arthur Griffith’s support for an 

imperialist Dual Monarchy, and his continued office-holder position in 

Sinn Fein probably helped (although he was deliberately politically 

marginalised by the Republicans in Sinn Fein). 

 

However, even more important in the transition from the First Irish 

Republic to the Irish Free State were the actions of a particular section 

of Sinn Fein – the Catholic Republicans.  They were members when 

the party became specifically Republican in 1917.  But, they equated 

Republicanism with the ending of the British monarch’s rule, not with 

the democratic Republicanism of the United Irish of 1798, uniting 

Protestant, Catholic and Dissenter and the ‘men of no property’.  

Instead, Catholicism provided these Sinn Fein members with their 

social vision. 

 

Catholic Republicans all placed a high priority on winning the support 

of the Catholic hierarchy away from the Irish Home Rulers. xxvi  Their 

 

 
xxvi  The first Sinn Fein backed candidate in the North Roscommon, 

Westminster by-election in February 1917 was the papal count, George Plunkett 

He successfully stood against the Catholic hierarchy-backed Irish Home Rule 

candidate.  By the time of the East Clare by-election in July 1917, the specifically 

Republican, Sinn Fein member, Éamon de Valera had the backing of 4 parish 

priests and 1 curate, compared to the Irish Home Rulers backing of 8 parish 

priests and 1 curate.  When Sinn Fein took the political lead of the April 1918 

Anti-Conscription campaign, the Catholic hierarchy was given a major role.  

However, it was in Ulster that a specifically pan-Catholic campaign came to the 

fore in the November 1918 Westminster general election.  Sinn Fein and the Irish 

Home Rulers made an anti-Partitionist electoral deal, whereby they would not 

stand candidates against each other in Ulster constituencies which might let the 

Irish Unionist take the seat.  Sinn Fein had originally adopted a Protestant Easter 

Rising participant in the North Fermanagh constituency.  The Catholic hierarchy 

insisted he be replaced by a Catholic candidate, which probably cost Sinn Fein 

the seat. 



 39 

number included Kevin O’Higgins, W.T. Cosgrave, Eoin O’Duffy and 

Richard Mulcahy who as Treatyites went on to form Cumann na 

nGaedheal (later Fine Gael); De Valera and Gerald Boland, who, 

intially were anti-Treatyite Sinn Feiners, but went on to form Fianna 

Fail; and many IRA or Sinn Fein members who remained with the party 

were also strongly anti-socialist, Catholic Republicans. 

 

In contrast to Catholic Republicans, Social and Socialist Republicans, 

looking to the the United Irish legacy, wanted new democratic 

Republican political institutions.  They wanted a new economy, 

particularly in rural areas, with agricultural cooperation figuring 

prominently.  Many Catholic Republicans, however, looked for 

opportunities to replace the old Unionists (and Home Rulers) within a 

state, which was largely a replica of the UK in Ireland, but dressed in 

Gaelic Irish colours.  They were also less concerned with developing 

the rural economy, or even much bothered about the continued 

emigration this failure led to.  Instead, they looked to measures of state-

protected upward mobility within its institutions, especially in Dublin. 
 

Key to the politics of many in Cumann na nGaedheal was an admiration 

of Westminster as an example of parliamentary democracy, whatever 

differences they had held with the conservative and reactionary 

unionsists who formed UK governments.  Cosgrave, President of the 

Executive Council of the new Cumann na nGaedheal-led, Saorstát 

Éireann/Irish Free State government, backed the creation of a second 

Dáil chamber, the Seanad Éireann.  Unlike Westminster, the Seanad’s 

members were not made lords.  However, Cosgrave wanted to re-

establish an elite upper chamber, albeit partly elected.  And he used his 

powers to ensure that several Unionist landlords (including earls and 

marquesses) and businessmen were either selected or appointedxxvii to 

 
 

 
xxvii  Despite Sir James Craig’s later claim that “in the South they boasted of a 

Catholic State” (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Craig,_1st_Viscount 

_Craigavon# Prime_Minister_of_Northern_Ireland), the Catholic hierarchy had 

still not attained that privileged role for itself.  The Irish Free State constitution 

awarded no privileged position to the Catholic church.  Its hierarchy still had to  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Craig,_1st_Viscount%20_Craigavon# Prime_Minister_of_Northern_Ireland
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Craig,_1st_Viscount%20_Craigavon# Prime_Minister_of_Northern_Ireland
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win allies in the struggle against Social Republicans, the Communist 

Party of Ireland and James Larkin’s Irish Workers League. 

 

Irish Free State, Vice-President, Eoin O’ Duffy created a new police 

force, the Garda Síochána, which was able to draw from the largely 

Catholic ranks of the old RIC.  But O’Duffy now imposed a strong 

Catholic ethos at the Garda’s leadership level.  Richard Mulcahy 

reformed the Treatyite wing of the IRA into the National Army, whilst 

retaining the Gaelic name, Óglaigh na hÉireann, also used by the Anti-

Treatyite IRA.  A fifth of the National Army’s officers and half of its 

ranks were drawn from ex-servicemen in the British Army. 

 

The Irish civil service too followed much old British practice.  

However, new recruits were expected to pass Irish language exams.  

This also became a requirement for most higher education, where the 

Catholic hierarchy had long gained considerable control, outside of 

Protestant dominated Belfast, Londonderry and Trinity College, 

Dublin.  The Irish language became a requirement to join the political 

elite and formed an important part of their wider culture.xxviii  However, 

it also acted as a cover for the continued acceptance of British economic 

influence, e.g. the creation in 1927 of “the new Saorstat punt {pegged} 
 

 

use its undoubtedly powerful position to maintain this, at the same time the 

Cumann na nGaedheal government was widening its social basis by including 

Protestant, former Irish Unionists in the upper chamber of the Dail.  In contrast, 

Craig had used the same period to drive as many Catholics as possible from any 

official position in his Orange statelet. 
 
 

xxviii  But the Free State government “refused to implement the 1926 

recommendations of the Gaeltacht Commission, which included restoring Irish  

as the language of administration in {Irish language  majority speaking} areas…  

State employees had to have perfect command of English and had to use it 

constantly… If an Irish speaker wanted to apply for a grant, obtain electricity, or 

complain about being over-taxed, they would typically have had to do so in 

English.” https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_the_Irish_language# 

Independent_ Ireland_and_the_language).  The culture of poor Irish speaking 

small farmers, labourers and workers was largely ignored, whilst continuing 

emigration undermined the Gaeltacht’s economic basis. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/%C3%93glaigh_na_h%C3%89ireann
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_the_Irish_language


 41 

1:1 with sterling… emphasising the practical dependence of the state”66 

on the City of London.  Cosgrave, who also acted as Finance Minister 

in the Free State government, closely followed City policy in his 

support for low taxation and balanced budgets. 

 

IRB member, Michael Collins argued for Republicans to tactically 

accept the 1921 Treaty.  “It gives us freedom, not the ultimate freedom 

that all nations desire and develop but the freedom to achieve it.”67  And 

as well as remaining a Republican, Collins remained strongly anti-

Partitionist.  He hoped to win over anti-Treatyite Republicans by 

offering them clandestine backing to continue the armed struggle in the 

Six Counties. 

 

But Collins’ view of the Treaty was not shared by the majority of 

Treatyites.  Irish capitalists, large and small (including the parochial 

rural gombeen men whose international vision was provided by the 

very socially conservative Catholic hierarchy) were quite prepared to 

use the newly created political space in the 26 Counties to entrench and 

advance their own narrower economic interests.  The relatively small 

number of their national and class ‘cousins’ in the Six Counties were 

expendable and could be left to the ‘protection’ of the Catholic Church.  

In this they contributed to Partition in a similar fashion to Sir James 

Craig ditching the Unionists in both the ‘South’ and 3 counties of Ulster. 

 

However, there was a further obstacle to Collins’ plans to try and use 

the Treaty for his own Republican and anti-Partitionist purposes.  That 

was Field Marshal, Sir Henry Wilson, who wanted to use the Treaty to 

prepare to reinvade the ‘South’ from the ‘North’. 68   Wilson was 

assassinated in London, on June 22nd 1922, by two Irish Republicans 

who had been ex-British servicemen.  This was probably on the orders 

of Michael Collins. 

 

But Wilson’s assassination was to contribute to Collins’ own downfall.  

The ever-cynical Lloyd George, who must have been privately pleased 

at Wilson’s demise, used his assassination as an opportunity to threaten 

the Irish side in the Treaty negotiations with “’terrible and immediate 
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war’ if the Treaty was not signed at once.”69  Collins was now trapped.  

He was unable to deliver the new Republican constitution he had still 

planned (but was denied under the terms of the Treaty, which made any 

new Irish constitution subject to the UK Crown), or provide any 

effective backing to Irish Republicans in the ‘North’.  And ironically, 

like Wilson’s assassin, Collins’ most likely assassin in August 1922, 

was also an ex-British soldier, Dennis ‘Sonny’ O’Neill.70 

 

De Valera became the leader of anti-Treaty Sinn Fein before going on 

to form Fianna Fail in 1926.  From then on, they “worked hardest to 

make Collin’s prescription of the ‘freedom to obtain freedom’ work in 

the context of the new state”71  Robbie and Bill outline the measures 

Fianna Fail introduced to dilute the Dominion principle and to reduce 

economic dependency.72  However, Fianna Fail followed the earlier 

post-1917 precedent of trying to win official Catholic hierarchy support 

(when it had still been given to Irish Home Rulers).  Only now they 

wanted to win the hierarchy’s backing away from Cumann na 

nGaedheal. 

 

After Fainna Fail won the 1932 general election, key members of 

Cumann na nGaidheal Gael formed the Army Comrades Association, 

the paramilitary Na Léinte Gorma/Blueshirt, led by Kevin 

O’Higgins.xxix  Given the recent Irish Civil War past, many expected 

 
 

xxix  Kevin O’Higgins was “personally responsible for the summary execution 

in of some 81 Republican prisoners” (AstarS:ICaUR, p.152) during the Civil War.  

During the Civil War, in reprisal, the anti-Treatyite IRA had already killed 

O’Higgins’ father as well as pro-Treatyite TD, Sean Hales.  However, the 

overwhelming balance of killings lay with the pro-Treatyites, both officially and 

unofficially (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Executions_during_the_Irish_Civil_ 

War).  In 1927, O’Higgins was assassinated by a three-man, IRA unit, which 

included a Fianna Fail member.  One of his assassins was himself killed by a Free 

State agent within the IRA, but the other two went on to live, without being 

brought to trial, in Ireland when Fianna Fail was elected.  There are perhaps some 

parallels with the fate of the Ukrainian Nationalist, Simon Petliura, who was 

assassinated in New York in 1926.  After being brought to court, the defence 

lawyers for the Jewish assassin of Petliura were able to defend him by pointing  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Executions_during_the_Irish
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the only decade-old Irish Free State would follow a similar pattern to 

other new post-war states in Europe.  Authoritarian Populists and other 

Right wing forces had undermined or overthrown parliamentary 

democracy in Poland in 1926, Lithuania in 1926, and Yugoslavia in 

1928. 

 

However, nearly all of both Cumann na nGaedheal and the Blueshirts’ 

leading figures came from that earlier Catholic Republican, Sinn Fein 

grouping that had fought the British in the War of Independence.  And 

so too did leading members of Fianna Fail and what remained of Sinn 

Fein.  Therefore, despite the Blueshirts’ conflict with the new Fianna 

Fail government (initially backed by the IRA), the transfer from a 

Cumann na nGaidheal to a Fianna Fail government was completed.  

This would not have happened without much more opposition and 

violence if a Republican Congress-led Left government, or a Right 

former Irish Home Ruler (and Irish Unionist) led government had been 

formed.  Unlike those other states which succumbed to Authoritarian 

Populism and other Right forces, it was that old shared Catholic 

Republicanism xxx  that allowed politics to remain in constitutional 

channels. 

 

De Valera had been trying to woo the Catholic hierarchy with the 

prospect of a new constititution, specifically awarding the Catholic 

religion a privileged role.  The Blueshirts tried to outdo Fianna Fail by 

giving its backing to a Catholic form of traditional Fascism found on 

the continent, which also supported corporatist forms of economic 

organisation.  The new Fine Gael pushed for official Irish state support 

for Franco.  But some Blueshirts led by O’Higgins went further and 

 

out the anti-Semitic actions of Petliura’s forces in Ukraine.  In a similar case, a 

Berlin court exonerated Soghomon Tehlirian, the Armenian assassin of Turkish 

nationalist Talaat Pasha in 1921, when his defence highlighted his role in the 

Ottoman government’s mass killings of Armenians in Anatolia in 1915. 

 
xxx  Trotskyism forms perhaps an analogous example.  No matter what the level 

of Stalin’s repression of his supporters, Trotsky continued to defend the USSR, 

and even Stalin’s imperialist takeover of the Baltic states, eastern Poland, 

Bessarabia/Moldavia and northern Bukovina, following the Hitler/Stalin Pact. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Soghomon_Tehlirian
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formed a brigade to fight for Franco in Spain.  However, de Valera’s 

Catholicism was not of  the aristocratic continental type, but was seen 

by him as offering support for a much lowlier, socially conservative, 

Irish peasant, Catholic culture.  Linking up with Far Right led-states 

and wars on the continent was potentially dangerous and, in the case of 

Portuguese Salazar and Spanish Franco, these were also backed by the 

British government.  So de Valera ensured that no official recognition 

was given to Franco’s Fascist forces. 

 

De Valera artfully handled the constitutional transition.  The new 1937 

Bunreacht na hEirann/Constitution of Ireland/Eire did not abolish the 

second chamber, but reformed it along diluted Catholic corporative 

lines.  It also greatly increased the powers of the President.  The Irish 

Free State constitution had emphasised its British Dominion status.  

The Eire constitution elevated the Catholic Church to a privileged 

position within the new state.  Other religions, the Anglican Church in 

Ireland, the Presbyterian Church in Ireland and the Jewish congregation 

were recognised.  Douglas Hyde, an Anglican, Gaelic League promoter, 

was made president of Eire. 

 

However, this Catholic Republican toleration was not the same as the 

United Irish, democratic Republican secularism, which  recognised the 

equality of all religions, with no state backing for any.  As Robbie and 

Bill state, Eire’s “pluralist theocracy”73 (perhaps a tolerant Catholic 

theocracy would be better) could not disguise the fact that “the Catholic 

church was – and should be – hegemonic in most aspects of life in the 

state”.74 

 

By 1934, O’Duffy had been edged out of Fine Gael and replaced by 

former Cumann na nGaedheal leader, Cosgrave.  He also brought in 

John Dillon as his deputy.  His family had come from the Irish Home 

Rule tradition.  This confirmed Fine Gael’s acceptance of constitutional 

politics and the legitimacy of the Fianna Fail government.  In his turn, 

de Valera banned the IRA in 1936.  When he became President after 

the 1937 elections, he struck a deal with the British government ending 

the trade war, which Fine Gael had opposed. 
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However, de Valera also ended the status of the Treaty Ports left in the 

hands of the British government following the Anglo-Irish Treaty.  This 

paved the way for Irish neutrality in the Second World War.  In this “he 

was almost universally supported by the Dáil and the country at 

large.”75  But he simultaneously allowed Irish citizens to serve in the 

British Army, and stamped down heavily on those IRA members who 

tried to use the war to launch a bombing campaign in Great Britain.76 

 

Furthermore, it was not only Fianna Fail and Fine Gael which shared 

the social conservatism of the Catholic Republicans.  Right wing IRA 

Chief of Staff, Sean Russell and James O’Donovan,77 became  the link 

between the IRA and the German Abwehr during World War 2.  And 

the explicitly Fascist, Ailtirí na hAiséirghe/Architects of the 

Resurrection, formed in 1942, and supportive of Nazi Germany, also 

attracted some from this background.78  
 

The Catholic hierarchy was to prove considerably more influential in 

further undermining the principles of the 1916 Republican 

Proclamation and the 1919 Democratic Programme of the Irish 

Republic within the 26 Counties, than the UK state.xxxi  The UK state 

was now reduced to a behind-the-scenes pressure group (relying more 

on its economic power) much as the Catholic hiererachy had been 

under the Irish Free State. 

 

Such were the political changes brought about by de Valera and Fianna 

Fail that, when they lost office in 1948, it was the new Fine 

Gael/Labour-led coalition that formally declared the Republic of 

 

 
xxxi  The powerful role of the Catholic hierarchy was seen in its successful 

attempt to undermine the social democratic welfarist principle of Noel Browne’s 

Mother and Child Scheme, by forcing his resignation in 1951.  And as late as 

1983, the hierarchy was able to exert pressure to get the Eighth Amendment 

passed in a referendum to the Irish constitution which prohibited abortion. 
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Ireland in 1948.  This “abolish{ed} the last remaining functions of the 

British monarch”79 in ‘26 counties’ Ireland.  Superficially it appeared 

Collins “freedom to achieve {the Republic}” had been achieved.  But 

this was only for 26 Counties.   

 

In response, the British Labour government copper-fastened Partition 

under the 1949 Ireland Act, making provision for a Unionist/Loyalist 

veto under any future Irish reunification proposals.  And economically, 

the Republic of Ireland remained a neo-colonial state, with its currency, 

the punt, tied to the fortunes of the pound sterling and its commercial 

banks were still subordinate to the City of London.  The Republic of 

Ireland remained over-dependant on the agricultural and agricultural 

processing sector, very much a feature of continued imperialist 

economic subordination. 

 

The defeat of the Irish Republic in 1923 represented a major setback.  

But the resultant removal of the Irish Free State from the Union, 

(although definitely not from the Empire), kept the prospect of 

Ireland’s ‘Unfinished Revolution’ more open.  This can be compared 

to the political effects of  the violent reassertion of the Union in 

Northern Ireland, dating from the Belfast pogroms of 1920. 

 

The creation of the politically devolved Northern Ireland statelet and 

its new Orange regime ended the limited post-1801/1829 “inchoate 

attempt to incorporate elements of the native Irish.”  Instead strong 

elements of the pre-1801 Protestant Ascendancy order were brought 

back.  The continued existence of Partition and the conservative and 

reactionary unionist forces it has sustained in both Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland, remain the fundamental block to Ireland’s 

‘unfinished revolution’. 
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i) From 1972/3 – the unresolved contradictions in the 

relationship of Ireland, ‘North’ and ‘South’, to the UK state 

 

In Section II of AstarS:ICaUR, Robbie and Bill devote a chapter, 

Northern Ireland 1972-2020: Direct Rule, Peace and the emergence of 

the ‘Good Relations’ State,80 to explain further developments in the 

‘North’.  And they devote another chapter, Southern Ireland 1973-2021: 

Europeanisation, ‘Leprechuan economics’ and the Price of Peace81 to 

explain further developments in the ‘South’.  Once again, there is much 

material in both these chapters which could inform many discussions 

and debates.  However, in relation to the developing arguments in this 

article, most of these have already been covered in the first two reviews.  

These will also feed in to the conclusion of this article.  So, attention 

will be drawn to a few key points in these two chapters. 

 

Prior to 1972, the Northern Ireland statelet had been in place for 50 

years.  The combination of its repressive apparatus and the semi-

detached nature of the relationship between Northern Ireland and Great 

Britain contributed to the longevity of the Stormont regime.  It only 

came under serious challenge following the rise of the Civil Rights 

Movement in 1969.  However, it was the re-emergence of Irish 

Republicanism that produced the crisis that led to the abolition of 

Stormont in 1972. 

 

In the ‘South’, however, the Irish Free State had only lasted from 1923 

to 1936, to be replaced by the still partitioned Republic of Ireland.  In 

1934, Craig had expressed some confidence in the superiorty of the 

‘North’ compared to ‘South’, based on both economic and social 

criteria.  This, despite the impact of the Depression on the ‘North’.  In 

Stormont Craig proclaimed that, “It would be rather interesting for 

historians of the future to compare a Catholic State launched in the 

South with a Protestant State launched in the North and to see which 

gets on the better and prospers the more.”82 
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By 1972, the gap had decreased, but the ‘North’ still had a significant, 

if considerably shrunken industrial base, and greater social provision 

(highlighted by the NHS) than the ‘South’.  But Northern Ireland was 

increasingly dependent on UK state financial subventions. However, 

the Republic of Ireland’s economy was also still very dependent on UK 

markets and the export of unprocessed and processed foodstuffs and 

drinks. 

 

By now the British economy itself was clearly declining relative to 

other imperial powers and in 1973 the UK joined the EEC (confirmed 

by 67% in the 1975 referendum).  But so dependent was the Irish 

economy upon the UK economy, that it too had to join at the same time 

(approved in a 1972 referendum by 83%).  The simultaneous joining of 

the UK (including Northern Ireland) and the Republic of Ireland was 

to have unforeseen consequences, but initially did little to bring about 

any greater Irish unity. 

 

The contradictory impact of the EEC/EU can best be understood by 

drawing a distinction between the ‘internationalism from above’ 

promoted by the rulers of its member states, and the ‘internationalism 

from below’ that developed within various more multiethnic 

communities following the movement of migrants across member state 

borders. 

 

Liberal apologists like to point to the role of the European Iron and 

Steel Community, the EEC and EU, in ending wars between the former 

major protagonists, Prussia-Germany, France, the UK and their allies.  

The over 78 years of peace between these states since 1945 exceeded 

the 53 years of peace between France and Prussia/Germany from 1871 

to 1914 (and where war between these two states was understood to be 

likely for a decade prior to this). 

 

However, the EEC/EU remains an alliance of existing states, reflecting 

the interets of different member ruling classes.  It is not a new European 

super-state.  This became very clear, as the EEC/EU took no action 

when existing state members pursued bloody repression within their 
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own borders.  This was highlighted during the period of Northern 

Ireland’s shared EEC/EU membership and ‘The Troubles’ from 1973 

to 1997.  The Northern Ireland/Republic of Ireland border became one 

of the most fortified in Europe.  Nor did a change from Conservative to 

Labour governments alter the UK state’s preparedness to use repression, 

including death squads (and the same was true for another EEC/EU 

member state, Spain, with regard to Euskadi).  No successful appeal 

could be made to the EEC’s European Court of Justice.   

 

Robbie and Bill draw our attention to “a host of European colonial 

outliers around the world, each with an unresolved legacy of European 

colonialism.” 83   Through their connection to member states, these 

territories all have some special relationship with the EU.  The EU has 

also developed a neo-colonial relationshipxxxii with many ex-colonies 

in the Organisation of African, Caribbean and Pacific States.  Only this 

is no longer done for the sole benefit of the imperial metropole, but for 

the shared benefit of the capitalists of all EEC/EU member states.  Yet, 

whenever new challenges arise, it is the original imperial metropole 

state which intervenes militarily (e.g. the UK in Sierra Leone in 2000 

and the France in Ivory Coast in 2015).  The EU does not have its own 

armed forces. 

 

From an early stage, EEC membership was able to lessen the 

dependence of the Republic of Ireland upon the British economy.  

When the Republic of Ireland joined the Exchange Rate Mechanism in 

1979, the parity of the punt and sterling was ended.  But, as Robbie and 

Bill point out, the White dominion status of the old Irish Free State has 

taken on a new form in the EU, “forcing the Irish to become white all 

over again”.84   

 

Considerable numbers of migrants from outside the EEC/EU member 

states, most often from their former colonies, or from nearby states, 

 

 
xxxii  The Yaoundé (1964 and 1971) and Lomé (1976) Conventions and the 

Cotonoe Agreement (2005, 2005, 2010 have) developed this continuing neo-

colonial relationship. 
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were able to enter the EEC/EU.  It had never been the intention of the 

owners of member state businesses or the managers of state agencies 

to create a multiethnic society.  They just wanted access to more labour.  

They were wedded to a bureaucratic ‘internationalism’ from above’.  A 

range of practices from Germany’s gastarbeiter system to the UK’s 

treatment of the ‘Windrush generation’ has highlighted this.  Thus, 

there was always a tacit ‘whiteness’ underpinning these arrangements.  

However, many non-white migrants were able to settle permanently 

and through an ‘internationalism from below’ process integrate 

themselves, with differing degrees of success, into their new host 

communities. 

 

When the Republic of Ireland joined the EEC, it was still very much a 

country of emigration.  It was only with the development of what 

became known as the ‘Celtic Tiger’ economy, that the Republic of 

Ireland began to experience something unknown for a very long time – 

inward migration.  Ireland (both under the Free State and the Republic) 

had long enjoyed Common Travel Area status with the UK, which 

anticipated the free movement under the EU.  This initially led to a 

largely one-way flow of Irish migrants to Great Britain and later to the 

EEC.  But in the boom years of the Celtic Tiger, new migrants to the 

Republic, who had become Irish and EU citizens, could also travel 

freely to the UK. 

 

Open political racism have long been a factor in British politics, 

highlighted more recently by a whole series of immigration and 

nationality acts since 1963.  Partly worried by the response of a UK 

government possibly looking again at continuing the CTA, and partly 

influenced by the notions of racial/ethnic Irishness promoted by some 

Irish traditionalists, the Fianna Fail and Progressive Democrat coalition 

government, backed by Fine Gael, held a referendum.  They then 

passed the Irish Nationality and Citizenship Act in 2004.  Its measures 

took on many of the characteristics of the Tories’ 1971 Immigration 

and 1981 British Nationality Acts.  “An embryonic racial and ethnic 

pluralism to southern Irishness {was} swiftly brought to an end.85 
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Thus. first the UK, then the Republic of Ireland governments, already 

anticipated the racism that has become a much more organised political 

force in the EU following after the Financial Crisis in 2008.  The EU 

bureaucracy’s top-down imposition of Austerity, particularly on the 

more peripheral member states, including the Republic of Ireland, led 

to a questioning of Neo-liberalism.  But it also contributed to the rise 

of a new Authoritarian Populist Hard Right, as well as a Neo-fascist 

Far Right.  “Orban in Hungary, Salvini in Italy, Petri in Germany{and} 

Wilders in Holland… {headed} a rising tide of support for the EU 

uniting in whiteness… {This} is the very antithesis of becoming 

‘united in diversity.’”86   This was accompanied by the scapegoating of 

migrants and, in the UK and Ireland, of Travellers too. 

 

The Hard and Far Right in the UK behind Brexit have also contributed 

to this growth of reaction, albeit also targetted at non-British Whites 

from the EU, particularly Eastern Europe.  But Brexit has been 

accompanied by a return to an earlier form of state management of 

migrant labour.  The UK state and British employers resorted to non-

White migrants during the First and Second World Wars, when they 

needed new recruits for the armed forces, and after Windrush, when 

they faced specific shortages of labour. 

 

Today. the Tories’ 2022 British Nationality and Borders Act (tacitly 

supported by many Labour politicians) is designed to maintain a three 

tier workforce.  Those in the first tier deemed British subjects retain 

permanent residency rights.  The second tier consists of those migrant 

workers who can enter the UK for various contractually limited periods 

of time, with residency and other rights to be extended or curtailed on 

the basis of their employers’ needs.  Beyond them is a third tier of 

undocumented migrants, who can be super-exploited but also 

scapegoated and subjected to immigration authority and police 

harassment, detention and expulsion. 

 

But to enter the British ruling class, there are no such restrictions.  This 

class, declining in numbers, is aware that it needs to be topped up.  

Furthermore, the UK economy is dominated by that most global sector 
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of capital – finance, along with other more global sectors, e.g. energy 

and IT.  All that is required to make headway in British ruling class 

circles is money – lots of money.  Thus, the present Tory government 

is headed by Rishi Sunak, the richest person at Westminster.  He was 

born in England to Punjabi-Indian, Hindu parents, already well enough 

off to send him to Winchester College.  This was followed by a career 

in finance.xxxiii 

 

There are four other non-White members in the Cabinet, with links to 

these economic sectors.  Some have also made use of shell companies 

and tax havens protected by City of London’s privileged position under 

the UK constitution.. They are very aware that their continued wealth 

depends on the diplomatic and military activities of the UK state, and 

its links with the USA, as well as support for moves to undermine 

workers and others’ rights.  Their links with others of their class are far 

more important than any possible links with newer migrants from their 

own ethnic backgrounds.  Like the rest of their class, they are 

pronounced British chauvinists. 

 

Indeed, these non-White Tories get special kudos from other British 

ruling class members and their supporters when they take the front-line 

in racist attacks on asylum seekers and other migrants, as Priti Patel 

and Suella Braverman have shown. They have also supported the 

British ruling class’s attempt to pursue ‘Empire 2’, or to become 

‘Britain Second’ to ‘America First’.xxxiv 

 
 

xxxiii  Interestingly, like Rishi Sunak, Leo Varadkar, current Taoiseach in the 

Irish Dail, is also from an Indian background.  But he did not enjoy the sort of 

privileges that those from an Indian background in the UK Cabinet have had.  But 

clearly talented, Varadkar was spotted and selected for the Washington Ireland 

Program for Service and Leadership.  Such US State Department links have been 

useful in advancing other migrant family members’ careers, e.g.  Hamza Yousef, 

from a Pakistani Muslim background, who became an SNP Scottish Cabinet 

member, after taking part in the International Visitor Leadership Program.  

 
xxxiv  Furthermore, others, whether they be be Russian kleptocratic oligarchs or 

grossly male chauvinist Arabian Gulf sheiks, can buy up property and get UK. 
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However membership of the EEC, then later the EU, has transformed 

the economy of the Republic of Ireland.  This meant that when the UK 

voted for Brexit in 2016, the Republic of Ireland was no longer so 

economically dependent on the British economy.  With backing from 

the EU bureaucracy, it declined to follow the UK out of the EU.  

Nevertheless, the legacy of British-imposed Partition blocked the 

further economic and social unification of Ireland, which had begun to 

occur since the GFA.  This despite the majority in Northern Ireland 

rejecting Brexit by a larger margin (56%) than those in England and 

Wales voting for Brexit (53%). 

 

But anti-EU feeling has also developed in the Republic of Ireland, led 

increasingly by a new Hard and Far Right.xxxv  This was first seen in 

the 2018 Irish presidential election, where an anti-Traveller and anti-

immigrant candidate, Peter Casey, came second with 23% of the vote.  

Over the subsequent years other Independent TDs (e.g. Neil Greilish), 

the socially conservative Aontu and Irish Freedom Party, the Hard 

Right Renua and the Far Right National Party have come to form the 

primary axis of the Irexiteers.  There had been little anti-EEC/EU 

sentiment on the Right, when its institutions were perceived to have 

lifted the Republic of Ireland’s economic fortunes and developed its 

‘Celtic Tiger’ economy. 

 

 

state protection, knowing that donations to the Tory party grease the wheels of 

corruption, and that British ‘justice’ is the best that money can buy. 

 
xxxv  Anti-EEC, then later anti-EU feeling has traditionally been associated with 

the Communist Party of Ireland.   However, after Brexit, the larger Socialist Party 

of Ireland and the Irish Socialist Workers Party (now Movement) (SWM) adopted 

their British tendency leaders’ anti-EU stance.  This contributed to the decline in 

their vote in the 2020 Irish Dail elections.  But more significantly, it is now the 

socially conservative and Hard Right, who have more electoral support in the 

Republic than the Left.  In Northern Ireland, the Hard Right has always dominated 

anti-EU politics.  When the SWM-fronted People before Profit put up candidates 

in the 2019 ‘Get Brexit Done’ Westminster election, they received 1.9% of the 

Brexit vote compared to 98.1% for the Hard Right Brexiteers. 

(https://allanarmstrong831930095.files. wordpress.com/ 2022/ 02/the-british-

left-the-uk-state-.pdf, pp.47-50) 

https://allanarmstrong831930095.files/
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Furthermore, it wasn’t the brutal EU imposition of Austerity which 

dominated the Right’s growing anti-EU feeling.  What really annoyed 

them was the impact of the ‘internationalism from below’, which had 

wider social consequences than the EU bureaucracy’s promotion of 

‘internationalism from above’.  And as well as the growth of 

multiethnic  communities, the socially conservative  morality, 

promoted by the traditionalist Catholic hierarchy, had also been 

undermined.  The hierarchy had been able to impose a virtual silence 

over several profoundly anti-social skeletons in its cupboard.  But the 

hierarchy now found itself publicly challenged, as its mores became 

subject to much wider scrutiny, often beyond the reach of Irish media 

and politicans. 

 

The Right Irexiters were not wrong in thinking that the socially liberal 

EU bureaucracy had enabled challenges to the Catholic hierarchy’s 

traditionalist, socially conservative, sexual morality.  This gave new 

confidence to women and LBGT+ campaigners, Socialists and Greens. 

They pushed for gay marriage and gender recognition, and in 2018, to 

the repeal of the Eighth Amendment banning abortion (passed as 

recently as 1983 under heavy pressure from the Catholic hierarchy).  

This was another manifestation of ‘internationalism from below’ 

working within and extending the official ‘internationalism from above’ 

brought about by the EU bureaucracy.xxxvi 

 

Robbie and Bill had already pointed out that “one of the enduring 

themes of the {earlier} southern carnival of reaction was that it 

would… succeed in uniting the most conservative elements of all 

 

 
xxxvi  Fine Gael, Fianna Fail and Sinn Fein were no pace-makers for these 

changes, leaving it to others to do the initial campaigning.  They hoped to hold 

on to their socially conservative supporters.  Sinn Fein finally voted to give the 

party’s official support for repeal (no ‘freedom of conscience’ clause) as late  

November 2017.  This led to the exit of some social conservatives and the 

formation of Aontu (to be joined by some like-minded SDLP supporters in 

Northern Ireland).  Along with key Independents, the Irish Freedom Party and the 

Hard Right Renua these now form the dominant section of the Irexiters. 
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denominations to its cause.” 87  However today, with social reaction in 

retreat throughout Ireland, this unity of “the most conservative 

elements of all denominations” has also extended geographically to 

Northern Ireland. xxxvii   The DUP’s late Ian Paisley had been very 

sceptical of the EEC/EU, suspecting that it represented a diguised form 

of ‘Rome Rule’.  But by 2018, the Right Irexiters thought that the EU 

was undermining the position of ‘Rome’.  Today, the DUP and Aontu 

share common ground in opposing socially progressive legislation. 

 

The balance of power between the UK, now outside the EU, and the 

Republic of Ireland, still in the EU, has changed.  And the relative 

strenghth of the economy of the ‘North’ compared to that of ‘South’ 

has not lived up to Sir James Craig’s 1934 expectations.  Under most 

economic and social indicators, the ‘South’ has advanced beyond the 

‘North’. The Republic of Ireland now has the backing of the EU 

bureaucracy.  In the face of the challenges the EU confronts in not 

having a unified state, this support is less sure than it has been in the 

past.  However, whereas in the recent past, the British ruling class could 

call upon the backing of the US ruling class, today Biden’s Democrat 

government more favours the EU and the Republic of Irrland.  The 

Hard Right, reactionary unionist, Tory government needs the return of 

a Trump or another Republican Hard Right-led government to maintain 

its own ‘Make Britain Great Again’ agenda (albeit still ‘Britain Second’ 

to ‘America First’). 

 

It is the British ruling class’s current political weakness and potential 

divisions that open the door to the break-up of the UK and the ending 

of the reactionary unionist logjam.  However, the long-established 

British ruling class has always ensured that it has more than one option.  

 

xxxvii  This was anticipated first during the 2018 Eighth Amendment referendum.  

Opposing repeal were the Catholic bishops’ conference, the Presbyterian Church 

of Ireland, the Islamic Cultural Centre and the Orange Order. And already behind-

the-scenes, money and personnel were provided the Protestant fundamentalist 

and conservative Catholic Hard and Far Right in the USA. 
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They know their place within the existing global imperial order.  

Whatever bluster their politicians and media resort to, they will ensure 

the US link is maintained, whether through Wall Street/City of London 

and other corporate links, or through NATO.  So far, the SNP 

leadership-backed, would-be, ruling class of Scotland has not enjoyed 

any official US state support, despite the SNP government’s desperate 

promotion of Tartan Days in the USA (and these took inspiration from 

US St. Patrick’s Days).  And Welsh independence has not been 

mainstreamed as a political issue in the UK, so it hardly registers at all 

in the USA. 

 

But the prospect of Irish unification, as yet with only some tentative 

Irish state backing is well known in the USA.  The State Department 

will undoubtedly already be taking steps to mould the possibility of 

future Irish unification in US imperialist interests.  And this could 

develop further if Sinn Fein wins over sections of Fianna Fail, as its 

leadership hopes.  Key to getting this backing, will be Ireland’s  

abandonment of neutrality, already severely dented by allowing the US 

state to use Shannon Airport for rendition flights.88  Could the SNP’s 

2012 conference, which abandoned the party’s opposition to NATO, 

be a precursor for a Sinn Fein ard fheis which abandons support for 

Irish neutrality? 

 

The next section of this review will examine Robbie and Bills’ 

inspiring look at that Republican tradition which challenged all 

imperialists and would-be imperialists. It begins with the Society of 

United Irishmen.  It will also look at some of the international 

connections Irish Republicans made in these islands and further afield. 

 

 

j) The Democratic, Social and Socialist Republican challenges 

in Ireland and some of their international links 

 

Two chapters of Section III of AstarS:ICaUR address opposition to 

imperialism and colonialism.  The first of these, Anti-Imperialism and 

Decolonisation – a genealogy89 is a valuable introduction.  It looks at 
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the historical record of imperialism and colonialism - “reframing 

destruction as ‘civilisation’ and desolation as ‘peace’”. 90   It then 

outlines the forms which resistance took.  This allows Robbie and Bill, 

in a follow-up chapter, Irish anti-colonialism and anti-imperialism 91 

to locate this in a global setting.  This reveals how such struggles 

became linked, and offered a wider challenge to imperialism.  Once 

again this review will be selective, focussing on the the opposition to 

Union and Empire.  As Robbie and Bill state, “The Union and Empire 

were not ever separate projects and thus the break-up of the UK would 

indeed mark the final break-up of the Empire.”92 

 

An important section of the chapter Irish anti-colonialism and anti-

imperialism addresses the record of the Society of United Irishmen.93  

It is striking how they related to global issues which, in their modern 

form, still have so much relevance today.  The very name, United 

Irishmen, disguised the extent of women’s active participation.xxxviii  In 

Section I of AstarS:ICaUR, Robbie and Bill already point out that 

“everything was gendered under empire”, 94  a continuing feature of 

imperialism to this day.  #MeToo,95 which came to the fore in 2017, 

helped to bring continued gender-based oppression into the open, 

despite attempts to co-opt the movement for narrower political ends.  

James Connolly very much approved of the struggles of women 

suffragists in England and Ireland, criticising those male Socialists who 

dismissed these.96 

 

 
 

xxxviii  Belfast was to produce five who became well known in radical circles - the 

Catholic, Anne Devlin, and the Presbyterians, Betsy Gray, Jane Greg, Mary Ann 

McCracken and Martha McTier.  And debates took place in both Belfast and 

Dublin about women’s rights and organisation, with a letter to the Northern Star, 

from the secretary of the Society of United Irishwomen. Mary Anne Holmes, 

brother of Robert Emmet, was active in the United Irishmen in Dublin.  Many of 

these women were in contact with Mary Wollstonecraft, author of the Vindication 

of the Rights of Women, who lived in London.   And women took an active part 

in the armed risings in 1798.  Betsy Gray, a Presbyterian, was killed at the Battle 

of Ballynahinch. whilst Mary Doyle, a Catholic, was very active in the Battle of 

New Ross in County Wexford. 
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Furthermore, leading members of the United Irishmen also went on to 

give their support to the Black-led slave revolt in Saint Domingue/Haiti.  

“James Napper Tandy condemned the French counter-revolutionary 

actions against Toussaint L’Ouverturexxxix… We are all of the same 

family, black and white… John Swiney named one of his sons 

Toussaint”.97  Again, with Black Lives Matter98 becoming a global 

movement in 2020, this has a very contemporary feel.  And, as in the 

case of #MeToo, there has been some Socialist opposition, primarily 

from White Socialists, who downplay oppression and concentrate on 

class exploitation.  Failing to acknowledge that the actual working class 

is diverse, with many additionally oppressed by racism, sexism and 

anti-LBGT+ discrimination, these particular Socialists idealise an 

abstract working class which begins to look very white, male, straight 

and confined to existing trade unions. 

 

And the issue of Black chattel slavery, at the time of the 1789-15 

International Revolutionary Wave, has very much impinged on the 

current movement for Scottish independence.99  In the aftermath of the 

Black Lives Matter protests, Sir Thomas Devine OBE, Scotland’s 

leading historian and recent convert from Labour liberal unionism to 

constitutional Scottish nationalism, came to the defence of Henry 

Dundas, Viscount, later Lord Melville.xl  Devine was challenged by the 
 

 
xxxix  Toussaint Louverture was born a slave in Saint Domingue (Haiti today). 

He spoke his African parents’ Fon language, and then learned the Haitian Kreyòl, 

which slaves used to communicate with each other.  He also learned French and 

became a Catholic.   He was initially pro-Royalist and pro-France but was pushed 

further into defiance of the new French state, when it refused to abolish slavery.  

By 1793 he was leading the slave rebellion, but once the Jacobins reluctantly 

abolished slavery, he remained pro-France and considered Saint Domingue to be 

part of a wider French ‘universal’ Republic.  Slavery supporter, Napoleon 

Bonaparte, was able to use Louverture’s pro-France politics to trap and imprison 

him in 1803.  Nevertheless, the former slaves continued to resist the French and 

Haiti was declared independent in 1804 (https://en wikipedia.org/ wiki/ 

Toussaint_Louverture.)  
 

xl  Dundas was the Minister of War and the Colonies who helped delay the 

abolition of the transatlantic slave trade and heavily backed British imperial force  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Haitian_Creole
https://en/
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Black Canadian historian, Melanie Newton,[100 on the very historical 

grounds, which Devine tends to think he alone is fit to judge.xli 

 

Devine’s own anti-slavery sentiments appear to be in the William 

Wilberforce liberal mould; something to be granted by the ruling class 

at a time that serves them best, provided they are well compensated.  

Devine’s historical apologetics for Dundas in the past indicate that, like 

the SNP leadership (and of course the British Labour branch office – 

Scottish Labour), he will not support any whole-hearted challenge from 

below today.  Instead, he looks to the political leaders of the existing 

corporate capital dominated world to implement from above the 

changes he would like to see, at a time of their own choosing. 

 

Furthermore, it was Dundas who ensured that Thomas Muir was 

transported to Botany Bay in 1793 for his part in the Society of Friends 

convention held in Edinburgh in 1792.   Dundas also urged that troops 

be sent to Scotland from England to put down the anti-conscription 

riots following the 1797 Scottish Militia Act.  Twelve people were 

killed at Tranent, East Lothian, in August that year.101  Empire and 

Union go hand-in-glove. 

 

It was during this International Revolutionary Wave, that an alliance 

was made between Irish, Scottish, English and American revolutionary 

democrats.  During the last quarter of the eighteenth century, the 

possibility of a more comprehensive path of non-national social 

 

 

to reinstate slavery in Saint Domingue (later Haiti), and upon the Jamaican 

Maroons, and the Garifuna of St. Vincent.  Between 1793 and 1798, across the  

Caribbean, 40,000 British troops, most of them sent there by Dundas, died or 

were incapacitated in a bloody struggle to expand British slavery.  What stopped 

Pitt and his government were not their own misgivings, parliamentary 

abolitionists, the French, or the British public, but enslaved rebels in Saint 

Domingue.  

 
xli Devine is not a reactionary, though, unlike Dundas and some of his other 

present-day apologists.  He has written well about slavery’s key role in financing  

 

applewebdata://322A80F5-5D32-4F73-80F7-BAA2BBD96F7B/#_edn35
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development - the Universal Republic - had been raised.xlii   Initially 

this was advanced by Enlightenment philosophers (e.g. Immanuel 

Kant), by scientists, Freemasons and adherents of a new bourgeois-led 

economy, who thought that increased commerce, brought about by free 

trade, would lead to greater peace and closer international cooperation.  

Their middle class cosmopolitan approach could be considered as 

'universalism from above'. 102 

 

However, as the ‘lower orders’ became active after the Storming of the 

Bastille in 1798, this ‘universalism from above’xliii retreated to more 

national forms.  The French Jacobins were to become the major force 

during this revolutionary wave in making this move.  And it was the 

struggle in the French colony of San Domingue against slavery, where 

this played out most intensely.  Jacobin leader, Maximilien Robespierre 

was against slave emancipation, and the Jacobins only reluctantly 

conceded this in San Domingue in 1793 when France was under 

immediate threat by invading powers.  When Napoleon Bonaparte took 

France over in 1804, declaring himself Emperor, he launched a 

ferocious war to re-establish Black chattel slavery.  The Jacobins’ own 

 

 

xlii  A debate took place, in 1790, in London’s Coachmaker Hall. The question 

asked was, “Which Character is most truly amiable, the FRIEND - the PATRIOT 

- or the CITIZEN OF THE WORLD?” (Peter Linebaugh & Marcus Rediker (The 

Many-Headed Hydra: The Hidden History of the Revolutionary Atlantic, Verso 

2000, London p. 285.)  Those involved in this debate were opposed to the dynastic 

regimes of the European Crowns, but each option highlights a different 

approach:- the localist - the friend, the national - the patriot, and the universalist 

- the ‘citizen of the world’. 

xliii  Initially this ‘universalism from above’ could still be seen when Joseph 

Priestley and Thomas Paine from England, David Williams from Wales and 

Anarchasis Clootz from Prussia, were all made full citizens of the new France 

and members of the National Assembly.  The Jacobin Club, then dominated by 

the Girondins, included Arthur Young, the English agricultural reformer, and 

Tipu Sultan, King of Mysore. 
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French Patriotic Republicanism gave way to Napoleon’s French 

Imperial Republicanism. 

 

Although French philosophers and scientists had taken a leading part 

in the Enlightenment, this had been seen as a universal culture (often 

blind to non-European contributions).  But for the growing national 

Patriotic wing, led by the Jacobins, the French language was now seen 

as the ‘universal’ language of Enlightenment.xliv  It took some time 

before the contradiction between the use of a particular culture-bound 

language and a genuine universalism was more widely appreciated. 

 

Indeed, many later revolutionaries, national democrats and members of 

the Left have still failed to make this distinction.  Jacobins and 

supporters of Napoleon, some ‘1848ers’, as well as many members of 

the First, Second and Third Internationals and some Trotskyists were 

to adopt what became the dominant ethnic group or social chauvinists’ 

(and sometimes, social imperialist) views of human progress and 

revolutionary advance.  Their thinking in this regard, based on the 

privileging of certain ‘civilised’ or 'progressive' nations, is derived 

from the Mainstream Enlightenment. 

 

The retreat of ‘universalism from above’ came about because of the 

new ‘universalism from below’ challenge.  This took strongest root 

amongst former indentured labourers, escaped or freed slaves, and 

sailors and former soldiers, who were part of a constant Atlantic-wide 

(and sometimes further) circulation of people.  People like Louverture 

 

 

xliv  Bertrand Barère addressed the Jacobin Club in Paris on 27th January 1794.  

“Today I am going to draw your attention to the most beautiful language in 

Europe {French}, which was the first to consecrate the rights of man and citizen, 

which is called upon to inform the world of the most sublime thoughts on liberty 

and one of the grandest political ideas” (Yefim Chernyak, Ambient Conflicts – 

Chapters from the History of Relations between Countries with Different Social 

Systems, p. 320 (Progress Publishers, 1987, Moscow)  
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came to the fore, but others also contributed to ‘universalism from 

below’ thinking, e.g. Olaudah Equiano.xlv 

 

Both Ireland and Scotland were in an ambiguous position in relation to 

the British Empire.  During the last quarter of the eighteenth century a 

reforming current had emerged within the Anglo-Irish Ascendancy, led 

by Henry Grattan of the Irish Patriot Party.103  Its supporters wanted to 

improve their position within the Union and Empire by increasing the 

autonomy of the Irish parliament in Dublin.  In 1778 they formed the 

Irish Volunteers for this purpose.  Scotland was already part of the 

Union, and the reforming current which developed there, led by Lord 

Daer and others, on the moderate (or liberal) wing of the Friends of the 

People, looked more for changes at Westminster (although Daer was 

critical of 1707 Union). 104 

 

However, the radical or revolutionary democratic wings of what 

became the United Irishmen and the Friends of the People in Scotland 

and later the Untied Scotsmen, came to see the necessity of a break with 

the Union – the Union of the Crown in Ireland’s case, and the Unions 

of the Crown and Parliament in Scotland’s case.  Wolfe Tone, xlvi 

aspired to “break the connection with England and to assert the 

independence of my country… and to substitute the common name of 

Irishmen in place of… Protestant, Catholic and Dissenter” 105   In 
 

 

xlv  Olaudah Equiano was a freed Black slave who lived in Belfast from 1791-

2 (Nini Rodgers, Equiano and Anti-Slavery in Eighteenth Century Belfast, pp. 4-

9, pp. 19-20 (Belfast Society, 2000, Belfast).  Ireland though, only played a 

minimal role in either slavery or slave trading, as Robbie and Bill point out 

(AstarS:ICaU, p.116) due to the fact that it was not part of the Union.  Scotland 

though, was very much part of the Union.  Equiano made a tour of Scotland from 

Belfast and was well received. (https://scottishhistorysociety.com/ scotland-and-

black-slavery-to-1833/ - Olaudah Equiano (1745-1797) 

  

 

 
xlvi  Wolfe Tone, a member of the Anglican Church of Ireland was a leader of 

the Society of United Irishmen in Dublin.  

https://scottishhistorysociety.com/%20scotland-and-black-slavery-to-1833/
https://scottishhistorysociety.com/%20scotland-and-black-slavery-to-1833/
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Scotland, Thomas Muir xlvii  too came to support independence, xlviii 

drawing on the old radical Covenanting tradition.  One of his supporters, 

James Thomson Callendar xlix  was also strongly critical of British 

imperialism. 

 

The French Patriots, sought to overthrow the old French dynastic state, 

but still saw themselves as the leading advocates of its French 

language-dominated, Enlightenment culture.  Furthermore, many 

French Patriots easily adopted Napoleon’s French imperialism seeing 

the French Empire as arena to impose their new Enlightenment state.   

 

However, neither the leaders of the revolutionary democratic wings of 

the United Irishmen nor the Society of Friends/United Scotsmen saw 

the dominant culture in their states or their Empires as something to be 

championed. 

 

 

xlvii  Thomas Muir, an elder of the Church of Scotland (this Church, like the 

Anglican Church of Ireland, usually a supporter of the status quo) was leader of 

the revolutionary democratic wing of the Friends of the People in Scotland, and 

then of the United Scotsmen, as well as becoming a member of the United 

Irishmen. 

xlviii  Nevertheless, Muir remained an advocate of universalism. After being 

sentenced in Edinburgh in 1794, for his role in promoting an alliance with the 

United Irish he was transported to Australia.  He left a letter in Rio de Janeiro, 

which he signed, “Thomas Muir of Hunters Hill, by race a Scot, in Spirit a citizen 

of the World.” His ‘race’ (by which he meant what we would today call 

nationality) was subordinate to his citizenship of the world. (Hector MacMillan, 

Handful of Rogues – Thomas Muir’s Enemies of the People Argyll Publishers, 

2005, Glendaruel) 

 
xlix   James Thomson Callendar, on the revolutionary democratic wing of the 

Friends of the People in Edinburgh, published The Political Progress of Britain, 

a critique of war, imperialism, and corruption.  In 1792 he fled to Ireland and 

then to the United States to avoid prosecution and became involved in 

Democratic Republican politics there (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ James_ 

T._Callender# Scotland) 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/%20James_%20T._Callender
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/%20James_%20T._Callender
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Indeed, the Belfast leaders of the United Irishmen made a real effort to 

incorporate the denigrated vernacular Irish Gaelic culture of the 'mere 

Irish'.  One of their members, Henry Joy organised the Belfast Harp 

Festival in 1792.106  The Northern Star published a Gaelic miscellany, 

Bolg an tSolair107 in 1795 and promoted the Gaelic slogan, Eireann go 

brach – ‘Ireland Forever’. 

 

Furthermore, many of the United Irish in Ulster, particularly the radical 

weavers, spoke Ullans (the Ulster-Scots dialect of Lallans used in most 

of Lowland Scotland).  Like Robert Burns in Scotland, they wrote 

poetry in Scots.  Both could also write about global issues of concern, 

as shown in Burns’ The Slaves’ Lamentland United Irishman, James 

Orr’s Toussaint’s Farewell to St Domingo 108   Burns, was also 

sympathetic to the Gaelic language and music. 109   He had strong 

connections with Ulster, some of its United Irishmen supporting 

weaver poets and Henry Joy, who visited him in Dumfries.110   

 

Such shared thinking led some leaders of the revolutionary democratic 

wing of the United Irishmen and the Friends of the People in Scotland 

 

 
l  Some have drawn attention to Burns’ preparedness to go to Jamaica in 

1796 to be an assistant overseer of slaves.  Thus, his later anti-slavery sentiments 

have been questioned.  In the end, Burns did not need to go to Jamaica.  If Burns, 

a Freemason, had gone he might have joined a new lodge there.  In the Caribbean 

Freemasonry included people involved in slavery.  However, Burns’ intended 

move was before the radicalisation produced by the French Revolution. 

 

Colonel Edward Despard (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Edward_Despard) was 

an Anglo-Irish officer, who served as a Royal Superintendent in the Bay of 

Honduras, and probably owned slaves.  However, a combination of his taking a 

Black woman, Catherine, for his legal wife, and the radicalisation following the 

outbreak of the revolution in 1789, led Despard to join the London Corresponding 

Society upon his return to London.  It is quite possible to imagine Burns getting 

similarly romantically involved and turn to radical politics under the impact of 

this revolutionary wave if he had moved to Jamaica.  However, since this is mere 

speculation, attention is drawn to another alternative life for a Burns living in 

Jamaica.  This has been written by Jamaican poet, Shara McCallum - No Ruined 

Stone (Peepal Tree Press, Leeds, 2021).  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Edward_Despard
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to form an anti-Unionist, Republican 'internationalism from below' 

alliance.  William Drennan li  was invited by Muir to give an anti-

Unionist address to the Convention of the Friends of the People in 

Edinburgh in 1792.  This was opposed by Lord Daer and also brought 

Muir to the attention of Government, leading to his subsequent arrest, 

imprisonment and transportation.  This ‘internationalism from below’ 

alliance was also extended to England, particularly to the London 

Corresponding Society.lii 
 

Another key difference between the moderates and the revolutionary 

democrats was the latter’s preparedness to organise the ‘lower orders.’ 

As Robbie and Bill point out, for the revolutionary democratic leaders, 

“the liberation of their own class was not the end of the story.  They 

used their own experience of injustice to identify with injustice more 

widely, not just on their own island but further afield.”111  The spirit of 

this new ‘internationalism from below’ alliance was expressed in the 

toast which was an ‘up yours’ to their Loyalist detractors – “To the 

swine of England, the rabble of Scotland and the wretches of 

Ireland.”112 

 

 
li   William Drennan was a Presbyterian from Belfast who was educated in 

Glasgow and Edinburgh.  In 1791 he became a founder member, with Wolfe Tone, 

of the United Irishmen in Dublin before moving to Belfast and helping to set up 

its most radical branch there.  In 1790, Drennan had written “no freedom, will 

ever be attainable by this country, but by a total separation from Britain.” 

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_Drennan#United_Irishman) 

 
lii  Thomas Hardy, a shoemaker from Scotland was one of the founders of the 

London Corresponding Society (LCS) (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/London_ 

Corresponding_Society).  He may have contributed to the choice of the 

organisation’s name, which had also been used by the Radical Covenanters.  The 

LCS sent two of its more radical delegates, Joseph Gerrald and Maurice Margarot 

to the third Scottish Friends of the People convention, which then declared itself 

to be the British Convention. Both were arrested and transported to Australia 

along with Thomas Muir and Thomas Fyshe Palmer from Dundee 

(https://en.wikipedia.Org/wiki/Society_of_the_Friends_of_the_People# Friends 

of_the_People_in_Scotland) 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/London_
https://en.wikipedia/
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In 1797, the United Scotsmen became involved in a plan that involved 

the French Directory and the Batavian (Dutch) Republican Navy.  

French troops were to be landed on the east coast of Scotland from 

Dutch ships.  After triggering a rising of the United Scotsmen, these 

troops were meant to march across the narrow Central Belt and sail 

from the west coast to the north of Ireland, where the United Irishmen 

would join the rebellion.113  However, spontaneous Anti-Militia Riots 

in Scotland led to a premature and hastily organised rising in Strathtay 

in Perthshire, whilst soldiers were brought in from England to put down 

the resistance in Tranent in East Lothian, led by Joan Crookston.114 

 

Nevertheless, mutinies at the Nore and Spithead in 1797 opened up the 

prospect of neutralising the formidable British Navy, which was 

maintaining a blockade of Republican France and its allies.  Only 

adverse winds prevented the Dutch invasion fleet from setting sail.  But 

both the Scottish Anti-Militia Riots and the British Navy mutinies were 

suppressed.  The Royal Navy eventually destroyed the Dutch fleet at 

the Battle of Camperdown in October. 

 

The following year, 1798, the United Irish Rising was crushed in 

County Wexford and County Antrim and the French forces under 

General Humbert landed in Mayo soon surrendered, whilst Wolfe Tone 

was captured trying to land in County Donegal. He was sentenced to 

death and allegedly committed suicide in prison.  Although defeated, 

this attempted rising forced the British ruling class to come to a new 

constitutional arrangement - the 1801 Act of Union – addressed earlier 

in this review. 

 

After the end of the 1789-98 International Revolutionary Wave, it was 

Scotland that was to move into the frontline.115  In 1820, the Radical 

Rising and its accompanying general strike in the west Central Belt, the 

largest in UK history to that time, provided an excellent example of 

‘internationalism from below’.  The action was taken in solidarity with 

those protesting the 1819 Peterloo Massacre in Manchester.  It had a 

significant Scottish republican component, as well as drawing om 

migrant Irish and Highland support in the western Central Belt.  
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However, the rising’s defeat contributed to the infant Scottish working 

class looking to reform within the Union.   

 

The frontline of opposition then moved from Scotland to Wales.116  As 

the Industrial Revolution encompassed more of Wales, a largely Welsh 

speaking Republican underground extended its activities to the new 

manufacturing and mining areas.liii  The Merthyr Rising of 1831 took 

the working class opposition witnessed in the 1820 general strike in 

Scotland on to a different plane.  This rising was the first occasion on 

which the Red Flag was flown.  During the 1839 Newport Rising, the 

Monmouth Chartists planned to link up with physical force Chartists in 

the north of England.  They had ambitious plans to declare a Silurian 

Republic.  This represented another example of 'Internationalism from 

Below'.  For a brief moment, a revolutionary democratic alternative to 

the UK and liberal unionist reform appeared.  However, this defeat and 

that of 1842 strikes led to Wales stepping back from the front line of 

the Chartist challenge to the UK state. 

 

During the 1847-9 International Revolutionary Wave another 

significant ‘internationalism from below’ challenge occurred in these 

islands.  Ireland once again played a prominent role.  Robbie and Bill 

focus their critical attention upon the role of the Irish Confederation or 

Young Irelanders, particularly John Mitchel (and William Smith 

O’Brien).  Despite these leaders’ wish to upgrade the United Irish 

slogan, “Protestant, Catholic and Dissenter {by adding}- Milesian and 

Cromwellian - _the Irish of a hundred generations, and the stranger 

within our gates…  they could not find it in themselves to extend that 

same sympathy to slaves.”117 

 

 

 
liii  In 1834 the first Welsh working class paper, Y Gweithiwr/The Worker 

was produced.  The Welsh language also acted as a barrier to state intelligence 

gathering and policing. In the context of rapid population growth, the Welsh 

language came to be spoken by the largest number of people ever. This was a 

very different pattern compared to the fate of the Gaelic languages of Scotland 

and Ireland. 
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After the somewhat ignominious collapse of the Young Irelander 

Rising in 1848/9, Mitchel, a Presbyterian, along with John Kenyon, a 

dissident Catholic priest, now exiled to the USA, became advocates of 

Black chattel slavery.  They adopted American White Republicanism.  

During the American Civil War, they were supporters of the 

Confederates.118  In contrast, another Young Irelander, Thomas Francis 

Meagher, who had been inspired by the Republican rising in Paris, and 

first raised the Irish Republican tricolour in Wexford in 1848, led the 

famed Irish Brigade for the Union side in the Civil War. 119  

Nevertheless, Meagher, when acting governor for Montana, ended up 

organising a “federal government to campaign against the Native 

Americans.”120 

 

Robbie and Bill also point to the most revolutionary Young Irelander, 

James Fintan Lalor, who criticised the Irish Confederation for its 

“fail{ure}to see that what was necessary was a class revolution.”121  

Lalor was interested in advancing the class interests of the tenants and 

“he attempted to found tenant-right societies and organise rent 

strikes.”122  Both the Social Republican, Michel Davitt and the Socialist 

Republican, James Connolly were to see Lalor as an antecedent to their 

own politics.liv 

 

However, the influence of the anti-Unionist and Republican Irish in the 

1847-49 International Revolutionary Wave is best illustrated by the 

role of migrant workers in England, Scotland and Wales.  Many joined 

the Chartists.  Some made links with George Julian Harney’s 

Democratic Association, initially set up in London in 1837.  Their 

 

 
liv  In 1854 Fintan’s brother, Peter Lalor, along with others originally from 

Ireland, took a leading part in the Eureka Rising in Victoria, the last gasp of this 

International Revolutionary Wave (https://allanarmstrong831930095. 

files.wordpress.com/2022/10/from-pre-brit-to-ex-brit-.pdf - pp. 216-20 and 

AstarS:ICaU, p. 345 (footnote).  However, he later became a landowner and 

company director, employing Chinese scab labour to break a miners’ strike.  He 

then publicly opposed “Chartism, Communism and Republicanism.” 

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Peter_Lalor - Politics).  This represented as great a 

political retreat as Mitchel becoming a pro-slavery American Confederate. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Peter_Lalor
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members were Revolutionary Democrats.  They wanted to set up a 

Social Republic.  They also became strong advocates of 

internationalism, making links with revolutionary forces on the 

continent.  

 

In 1843, Harney made an alliance with the Northern Chartists led by 

Feargus O'Connor, a renegade Irish landlord.  Although on the physical 

force wing of Chartism, O’ Connor (somewhat like Daniel O’Connell) 

saw such force as more to be used as a veiled threat than being linked 

to any planned insurrection.  O’Connor became the Chartists’ overall 

leader.  He published the Northern Star, a title deliberately taken from 

the paper of the Belfast United Irishmen. The Northern Star was the 

most widely read paper published by the Chartists. 
 

Harney also set up a Democratic Association in Glasgow.  His wife, 

Mary Cameron, also politically active, was from Mauchline in Ayrshire.  

The Glasgow Democratic Association published the Vindicator.  On its 

masthead there was a quote from William Wallace – “Return and tell 

your masters that we come here not to treat but to Assert out Rights and 

set Scotland free.”123 

 

However, following the impact of the defeat of the 1820 Rising, the 
leadership of Scottish Chartism remained in the hands of the moral 

force dominated Universal Suffrage Association.  Nevertheless, they 

still had to put on a radical face due to the social weight of the working 

class in Glasgow.  They published the Scottish Patriot.  Even those who 

supported the Union, and thought of themselves as Scottish-British, 

were prepared to draw on Scotland’s own radical history. 

 

From 1847, the interests of the Chartists and Irish Confederation drew 

closer. lv   Harney, ever keen to internationalise the activities of the 

 

 
lv  There had been an Irish Universal Suffrage Association (IUSA) since 1841, 

with its main support in Dublin.  Its name suggests it took its inspiration from the  
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Democratic Associations, had already formed the Fraternal Democrats 

in 1845.331 Its members came from Germany, France, Poland and 

elsewhere.  They were travelling artisans, and migrant workers, or 

political asylum seekers and followers of Socialism/Communism. 

Harney came into contact with Friedrich Engels and Karl Marx who 

were in the process of forming the Communist League.  Engels became 

a correspondent for the Northern Star.  When revolution broke out in 

Paris in February 1848, quickly spreading to Germany, this was to have 

a profound effect upon the Chartists and the Irish Confederates. 

 

Up until this time, although there were considerable numbers of Irish 

workers in the London, Lancashire and Scottish Chartist organisations, 

Chartism's influence in Ireland remained limited.  Furthermore, the 

leadership of the Irish Confederation initially showed almost as much 

hostility to the Chartists as O'Connell had done.  In early 1847, Mitchel 

said he wanted no links with the Chartists, because he was opposed to 

some of the Charter's demands.  Mitchel rejected the 1848 revolutions 

on the continent. 

 

Irish Confederation clubs were organised in London, Manchester, 

Birmingham, Sheffield, Liverpool, Airdrie and Greenock, and were 

later extended to Rochdale, Glasgow and Edinburgh.  They were much 

more influenced by the Chartists.  The Fraternal Democrats, led by 

Julian Harney, brought together the Irish Confederation and the 

Chartists in London. They soon became the Irish Democratic 

Federation, under the chair of O'Connor, because the Dublin based Irish 
 

 

moral force Universal Suffrage Associations in Scotland, but ‘lower orders’ 

pressure in Ireland pushed the IUSA considerably further. IUSA distributed the  

Scottish Patriot along with the Northern Star.  It had seven demands.  The IUSA 

added Repeal of the Union to the six demands of the 'mainland' Charter.  Patrick  

O'Higgins and William H. Dyott, the IUSA's two key leaders, were vigorously 

anti-sectarian and conducted a campaign directed at O'Connell's lack of concern 

for workers and the lack of democracy.  Both O'Connor and Harney became 

members of the IUSA (https://allanarmstrong831930095.files. 

wordpress.com/2022/10/from-pre-brit-to-ex-brit-.pdf - pp. 203-4) 
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Confederation still remained cool towards the Chartists.  Along with 

O'Connor, Thomas Meagher and Michael Doheny addressed a joint 

Chartist/Irish Confederation rally of 15,000 people in Manchester on 

March 21st, 1848.  Brendan McCarthy, an Irish Democratic Federation 

delegate, attended the Chartist Convention in London, which opened 

on 4th April. 

 

Seeing the ongoing revolutionary movements on the continent, the 

Whig UK Prime Minister, Lord Russell, moved on two fronts.  

Preparations were made to introduce even more repressive legislation, 

and to prevent the Chartists' proposed march from Kennington Green 

to Westminster.lvi  The government aim was to intimidate in order to 

 

 
lvi  85,000 special constables were recruited, 4000 regular police deployed and 

8000 troops with artillery were held in reserve. The government aim was to 

intimidate in order to get the Chartist leadership to back down.  They were now 

answering O'Connor with their own version of veiled threat politics. However, 

they had the military forces to back up their threat and would no doubt have used 

them.  In contrast, O'Connor, who never moved beyond veiled threat politics, had 

no plans to meet this eventuality. 

 

Even in usually moral force supporting Edinburgh, there was a demonstration of 

10,000 on Calton Hill on the same day as the national petition was presented at 

Westminster.   Here a call went out for people to arm themselves.  Soon 

afterwards another meeting was held on Edinburgh's Calton Hill to express 

solidarity with the Irish Confederation.  This was a new development.  Radical 

clubs had been formed in the city, with the Irish linked names - Emmet, O'Connor, 

Mitchel and Faugh O'Ballagh - and the Scottish linked names - Wallace, Burns, 

Gerrald, Muir, Baird and Hardie (and significantly not Robert the Bruce).  This 

revealed a plebian underground that could recall the Scottish Republican 

'internationalism from below' legacy from 1792 to 1820, with Irish links (Ray 

Burnett, In the Shadow of Calton Hill in Commemorating Ireland - History, 

Politics, Culture, edit. Eberhard Bort, p. 150 (Irish Academic Press, 2004, 

Dublin). 

 

A few physical force supporters, including the black Chartist organiser, William 

Cuffay, wanted to defy the government on April 10th.  However, the majority of 

physical force Chartists could see that they did not have the immediate resources 

needed to confront the formidable forces mobilised by the government in London.  
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get the Chartist leadership to back down.  They were now answering 

O'Connor with their own version of veiled threat politics.  However, 

they had the military forces to back up their threat and would no doubt 

have used them. In contrast, O'Connor, who never moved beyond 

veiled threat politics, had no plans to meet this eventuality.lvii 

 

When O’Connor backed down at Kennington Green, this led to the 

collapse of effective central organisation amongst the Chartists.  The 

national leadership of the Irish Confederation made their own 

independent preparations for a rising in Ireland.  The government 

escalated its own response very quickly.  They quickly introduced the 

Treason Felony Act, the Suspension of Habeus Corpus Act and the 

Alien Removal Act. 

 

In response, local physical force Chartists in England began to organise 

joint activities with Irish Confederation supporters in London, 

Liverpool, Manchester and Bradford.  Meanwhile the UK state was 

drawing the noose ever tighter on the leaderships of both organisations.  

Even Mitchel could now see the need for cooperation and addressed a 

joint meeting with the IUSA in Dublin on April 24th supporting the 

Charter.  The government moved even faster over Ireland.  Mitchel was 

put on trial before a packed jury under the new Treason Felony Act.  

He was sentenced and transported to penal servitude, first in Bermuda, 

then to Van Diemen's Land (Tasmania). O'Brien and Meagher were 

captured, sentenced and also transported to Van Dieman's Land. 

 

Physical force Chartists and Irish Confederation members in England 

still planned for a coordinated rising on August 15th.  The police knew 

about this through their spies and informers.  They made many arrests 

throughout the country. Only in Ashton-under-Lyne did a joint 

 

 

Instead, they wanted to go back to their localities and plan local risings. It was 

understood that these risings would be launched on the same day. 
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Chartist/Irish Confederation force hold the town for a period, before 

the military overwhelmed them.  This marked the end of this Social 

Republican ‘internationalism from below’ alliance. 

 

The next organisation addressed by Robbie and Bill is the Irish 

Republican Brotherhood (IRB) formed in 1858, which planned risings 

in 1865 and 1867.  They point out that the IRB’s Proclamation of an 

Irish Republic “embodies an internationalism and anti-sectarianism far 

removed from racist stereotyping of Irish resistance.”124  In preparation 

for the 1867 rising, the IRB published a remarkably advanced statement 

in the London Times.lviii  Marx and Engels devoted a lot of time trying 

to ally the First International with the IRB.  Here they faced opposition 

from trade union leaders, and from John Hales, an early Left British 

unionist.lix  Engels appreciated the different position of Irish migrant 
 

lviii  "We therefore declare that, unable longer to endure the curse of 

Monarchical Government, we aim at founding a Republic based on universal 

suffrage, which shall secure to all the intrinsic value of their labour. 

The soil of Ireland, at present in the possession of an oligarchy, belongs to us, 

the Irish people, and to us it must be restored. 

We declare, also, in favour of absolute liberty of conscience, and complete 

separation of Church and State... 

Republicans of the entire world, our cause is your cause. 

Our enemy is your enemy.  Let your hearts be with us.  As f or you, workmen of 

England, it is not only your hearts we wish, but your arms.  Remember the 

starvation and degradation brought to your firesides by the oppression of 

labour." 

lix  Hales argued that "the International had nothing to do with liberating 

Ireland.” In reply Engels stated that, “The position of Ireland with regard to 

England was not that of an equal, but that of Poland with regard to Russia... It is  

 

sanctioning a belief only too common among English working men, that they 

were superior beings compared to the Irish, and as much an aristocracy as the 

mean whites of the Slave States considered themselves to be with regard to the 
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workers and their descendants, who formed a significant part of the 

unskilled working class in Great Britain.  Many of the most committed 

amongst their ranks gave their support to the IRB.  Engels’ political 

stance was linked to attempts to win over the politically advanced 

sections of the working class, by giving support to the unskilled, 

particularly Irish migrant workers.  Radical Liberals, backed by Lib-

Lab trade union leaders, were being drawn instead into confining their 

support to the 'respectable' working class, enfranchised by the 1867 

Reform Act. 

 

The IRB’s attempted risings in 1865 and 1867 failed.  Their paper, The 

Irish People was closed down in 1865, its leadership arrested and after 

the suspension of habeus corpus, hundreds of its activists were 

imprisoned.  Heavily penetrated by police informers, the 1867 

attempted rising also collapsed.  Subsequent failed attempts to rescue 

arrested IRB members led to the killing of a policeman in Manchester, 

and an explosion at Clerkenwell Jail in London, which killed twelve 

local residents and injured many more.  These events led to the 

execution of three IRB members in Manchester and one in London.lx 

 

As a result of these failures, both the IRB and its fraternal Fenian 

Brotherhood in the USA were to split.  The Social Republican wing of 

the Fenians transmitted the social and internationalist aims, proclaimed 

in the Proclamation of an Irish Republic and the London Times, into a 

new campaign.  John Devoy (leader of the post-Fenian Brotherhood, 

Clan na Gael in the USA), made links with Michael Davitt (one-time 

 

Negroes.” (https://www.marxists.org/history/international/iwma/documents/ 

1872/ irish-section.htm). (And at this time, such an attitude could also be 

attributed to the majority of Scottish ‘working men’.) 

lx  But “there were large protests in Ireland against the execution of Fenian 

prisoners, many of whose death sentences were, as a result, reprieved… An 

Amnesty Association for Fenian prisoners was established” lx 

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fenian_Rising - Aftermath). Jenny Marx joined 

the successful campaign to release IRB leader, Jeremiah Donovan O’Rossa, 

conditional upon his exile to the USA. 

 

https://www.marxists.org/history/international/iwma/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fenian_Rising
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IRB organiser for the North of England, jailed for his role in the 

attempted 1867 Rising).  They offered their support to Charles Stuart 

Parnell, leader of the radicalising Irish Home Rule League.  As Bill and 

Robbie point out, Parnell had to agree to “a declaration of self-

government, land agitation, exclusion of sectarianism, energetic 

resistance, and ‘advocacy of all struggling nationalities in the British 

Empire or elsewhere’”.125 

 

The quasi-revolutionary Irish National Land League (INLL) was set up 

in County Mayo by Davitt.126  The anti-imperialism of the INLL was 

very evident in the leaflet distributed at its first meeting in Irishtown, 

County Mayo, and headed The West Awake.  “From the China tower of 

Pekin to the round towers of Ireland, from the cabins of Connemara to 

the kraals of Kaffirland, from the wattled homes of the isles of 

Polynesia to the wigwams of North America the cry is 'Down with the 

invaders! Down with the tyrants! Every man to have his own land - 

every man to have his own home.'"127  Unlike so many of those from 

the British Radical tradition, Davitt’s ‘internationalism’ was not 

confined to the White settler colonists.  Women were also particularly 

active, 128  including Parnell’s two sisters, Anna and Fannie who 

founded the Ladies Land League and came into conflict with their 

vacillating brother.lxi 

 

The ‘political knock-on effects of ‘Internationalism from Below’ were 

considerable, in Scotland, 129  Wales, 130  England, the USA and the 

White British colonies, particularly Australia.  With Davitt's support, 

the Scottish Land Restoration League (SLRL) was set up in 1884.lxii  

 

 
lxi  It was in response to Charles Parnell’s vacillation that Anna Parnell wrote 

The Tale of the Great Sham. Andree Kettle, another leading INLL and Irish 

Nationalist wrote that Anna had “a better knowledge of the social and political 

forces of Ireland than any person, man or woman, I have ever met. She would 

have worked the Land League revolution to a much better conclusion than her 

great brother"( https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anna_Catherine_Parnell - Ladies’ 

Land League) 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anna_Catherine_Parnell
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This was followed by the setting up of the Highland Land League, 

which soon precipitated the Crofters’ War.  Women played a key part 

on the frontline against sheriffs and police 131  A Welsh Land League 

was set up in 1886 which precipitated a Tithes War.  The Land 

Nationalisation Society had already been set up in England in 1881.lxiii  

This was followed by the Cymdeithas y Ddaer i'r Bobi (the Welsh Land 

Nationalisation Society) in 1883.lxiv 

 

Socialists worked closely with these organisations in Ireland, Scotland, 

Wales and England,lxv whilst Davitt and his allies made speaking tours 

and backed these campaigns.  In the 1885 general election, the INLL 

also inspired the HLL to put up candidates against the Conservatives 

and Liberals in the Highlands and Islands, whilst the SLRL put up 

candidates in the Central Belt.  The HLL won four out of the five seats 

it contested.lxvi 

 

lxii  John Murdoch, a veteran land and Gaelic language campaigner, an anti-

imperialist, and publisher of The Highlander (which received an IHRL subsidy) 

the chaired the meeting.  He turned down the offer of an IHRL seat in Tipperary 

(http://cscs.academicblogs.co.uk/radicals-john-murdoch-and-the-birth-of-

scottish-socialism/). Mhairi Mhor nan Oran (Mary of the Big Songs) became the 

HLL’S bard (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mary_MacPherson). 

lxiii   The Land Nationalisation Society was initiated by the Socialist, Alfred 

Russell Wallace, who was as much a contributor to theory of evolution as 

Charles Darwin.  (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alfred_Russel_Wallace - Social 

activism and Natural selection and Darwin) 

lxiv  Cymdeithas y Ddaer i'r Bobi was initiated by Evan Pan Jones, a radical 

Calvinist Methodist minister. Helen Taylor of the Social Democratic Federation 

toured Wales in support of this campaign. 

lxv  Despite the Social Democratic Federation/Socialist League split in 1885, 

both campaigned in Scotland as the Scottish Land and Labour League (SLL).  

This formed the transitional bridge to a new Socialist politics.  Scottish miners 

and their unions, with considerable numbers of Irish and Highland workers, 

formed a key link between land and labour. 

 

http://cscs.academicblogs.co.uk/radicals-john-murdoch-and-the-birth-of-scottish-socialism/
http://cscs.academicblogs.co.uk/radicals-john-murdoch-and-the-birth-of-scottish-socialism/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mary_MacPherson
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alfred_Russel_Wallace
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The Scottish Home Rule Association (SHRA) was set up in 1886.lxvii 

The HLL contested the 1886 general election, this time being adopted 

as Radical Liberal candidates.lxviii  However, some Scottish Socialists 

in the SLLL, seeing the success of independent challenges to both 

Conservatives and Labour, pushed for the formation of the Scottish 

Labour Party in 1888 after Kier Hardie had been persuaded to stand in 

a by-election.lxix   

 

Another consequence of Davitt's 'internationalism from below', land 

and labour alliance was the contribution it made to the New (trade) 

Unionism, heralded by the London Matchgirls' Strike in 1888.lxx  Jim 

 
lxvi  G.B. Clarke, former member of the First International won Caithness. 

The election of Donald MacFarlane, a Catholic and recent Irish HRL MP, in 

overwhelmingly Protestant Argyleshire, highlighted the ability of the Crofter 

Party to overcome sectarianism. 

lxvii  The SHRA’s early members included G. B. Clark, Robert Cunningham 

Graham, J. Murdoch, miners' leaders Keir Hardie and Robert Smillie, and John 

Ferguson, a Davitt ally in Scotland. 

 
lxviii  HLL member, Angus Sutherland campaigned in Sutherland, fighting on a 

platform of land nationalisation and Home Rule for Ireland and Scotland.  He 

won the seat this time.  In the same election, Robert Cunningham Graham stood 

as a Liberal candidate in the coalmining constituency of North West Lanarkshire 

on a Socialist platform of the nationalisation of land and mines, an 8 hours day 

and Scottish Home Rule. Cunningham Graham very much represented a politics 

in transition. 

 

lxix  Cunninghame Graham became the first president of the SLP, whilst the co-

presidents were Shaw Maxwell of the SLRL, G.B. Clark, and Davitt’s ally, John 

Ferguson. The SLP supported Irish and Scottish Home Rule.  Several leading 

figures came from the SHRA.  

 

lxx  Annie Besant and Eleanor Marx, who had been active in support of Irish 

self-determination, were key supporters of this strike. When it came to the  
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Connell, who had been a member of the IRB in Ireland, then of the SDF 

when he moved to Poplar in London, wrote the Red Flag, partly 

influenced by the 1889 London Dock Strike. 

 

In the end, the Liberals, assisted by their Radical wing and its Lib-Lab 

MPs played a significant role in derailing these struggles.  The 

embryonic Socialist forces at the time called these people ‘Sham 

Radicals’.  The ‘Sham Radicals’ believed that major reforms could 

come through the institutions of the UK state.  The political equivalents 

today are the Labour Party and the Labour Left leaders who could be 

termed the ‘Sham Left’. 

 

Towards the end of chapter 10, Robbie and Bill have a subsection 

entitled, The Easter Rising: ‘To every generation its Deed’. 132  In this 

and the immediate predecessor section, they describe the impact of the 

Easter Rising on anti-imperial movements in the British Empire and on 

the USA.  However, this review will concentrate on the wider impact 

of this period of struggle on the Union, during the 1916-21 

International Revolutionary Wave, triggered by the Easter Rising.lxxi 

 

 

formation of the National Union of Dock Workers (NUDL) and the National 

Union of Gas Workers and General Labourers (NUGW&GL), key leadership 

positions were taken by those had been involved in the Irish and Scottish land 

and labour struggles, and/or those who had supported Irish and Scottish Home 

Rule.  

This was clear in these trade unions' national and local leaderships with James 

Sexton, Davitt's Irish-Scottish lieutenants - Richard McGhee and Edward 

McHugh - and Hugh Johnston, all in the NUDL; and Peter Curran in the 

NUGW&GL. 

lxxi  Lenin recognised the significance of the Easter Rising in beginning to 

reverse the fortunes of those promoting the imperialist First World War.  He  

amended his approach to the exercise of the self-determination of oppressed 

nations during an imperialist war accordingly (https:// 

allanarmstrong831930095.files.wordpress.com/2022/12/ukraine2.pdf - pp. 32-3 

and 57-9). 
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Internationally, most Socialists see James Connolly from Ireland 

(albeit born in Edinburgh to an Irish migrant family) and John Maclean 

from Scotland (born in Pollokshaws, now in Glasgow, to a Mull 

migrant family), as the most significant Socialists in these islands in 

the twentieth century.  And indeed, within these islands, no other 

Socialists (apart from Marx and Engels) have had so many books and 

articles written about them. 

 

However, until 1919, the highpoint of the International Revolutionary 

Wave, it was only Irish Republicans and Socialist Republicans, like 

Connolly. who supported not only the break-up of the British Empire, 

but of the Union, with the secession of an Irish Republic.  And even in 

1916, when both Connolly and Maclean opposed the War, Maclean, in 

jail because of his anti-war activities, did not come out and support the 

Easter Rising.lxxii 

 

One Socialist with a better record in this regard was East London-based 

Sylvia Pankhurst.  She had been very active in support of the those in 

the IT&GWU fighting the Dublin Lockout.  Here she had met 

essentially Republican based, Suffragists, lxxiii  such as Dr. Kathleen 

 

 
 
lxxii  Although Maclean had made early contact with James Larkin during the 

epic 1907 Belfast Carters’ Strike (https://www.marxists. 

org/archive/maclean/works/1907-belfast.htm), and remained a friend thereafter, 

his interest in Ireland was peripheral until he was jailed in Peterhead in May 1918.  

Thus during Connolly and Larkins’ ‘Fiery Cross’ grand tour in support for the 

locked out Dublin workers in 1913, Maclean only took the opportunity of the 

Glasgow meeting to report on the death of BSP member, Harry Quelch 

(https://www.marxists.org/archive/ maclean/1913/scottish-notes.htm - 27.9.13). 

 
 

 

 

 
lxxiii  In contrast to Connolly, Maclean at this time opposed the Suffragists whom 

he characterised as “the spurious women’s movement”; criticised Helen 

Crawfurd (later rent strike organiser and CPGB member) as “a Suffragette”; and 

https://www.marxists.org/archive/%20maclean/1913/scottish-notes.htm
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Lynn, who were also to take a key part in the Easter Rising.  It is to the 

enormous credit of Sylvia Pankhurst that, unlike other Socialists in 

Great Britain, she gave a voice to those fighting in the Easter Rising.  

She wrote Thoughts on Easter Week, and followed this with a report 

from Dublin, Scenes from the Rebellion, written by Patricia Lynch, in 

the Women's Dreadnought of May 13th, 1916.133 

 

Maclean only became a supporter of the break-up of the British Empire 

and the UK, after a number of significant experiences.  The first 

indication of his support for Irish Republicans (as opposed to Socialists 

in Ireland) followed his imprisonment in Peterhead.  Here, he became 

supportive of Irish Republican prisoners.lxxiv 

 

In January 1918 Maclean was appointed the Bolshevik consul in 

Glasgow.  He concentrated nearly all of his political efforts on trying 

to politicise the economic struggles against the effects of the war, then 

the post-war struggles to improve pay and working conditions.  Despite 

the impact and significance of the 40 Hours’ Strike from January to 

February in Glasgow 1919 (and the related struggle in Belfast), this 

challenge was set back.  However, at the 100,000 strong Socialists’ 

May Day Rallylxxv John Maclean met Constance Markiewicz, now Sinn 

 

ridiculed Suffragette “widows whose husbands have committed suicide in 

despair”. (https://www.marxists.org/archive/ maclean/1913/scottish-notes.htm – 

Scottish Notes, 16.11.12, 21.613, 26,.7.13).  By 1914, he showed more sympathy 

for Suffragette protesters defying the judges in the Scottish court 

(https://www.marxists.org/archive/ maclean/1914/scottish-notes.htm – Scottish 

Notes, 12.3.14).  However, it was their shared militant opposition to World War 

One, which brought Maclean and Pankhurst closer together, after which they 

remained close comrades. 

 
lxxiv  When standing for the Glasgow Gorbals constituency, Maclean’s eve-of-

poll speech during the 1918 general election, demanded the release of Barney 

Friel and Joe Robinson.  These were two Irish republican prisoners he had met 

in Peterhead Jail (Gerard Cairns – The Red and the Green- a portrait of John 

Maclean (TratG-apoJmcL) p. 59 (self-published, 2017, Glasgow). 
 

 

https://www.marxists.org/archive/
https://www.marxists.org/archive/
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Fein’s Minister for Labour.  This was the second significant step in his 

change of attitude to Irish Republicanism.  Markiewicz talked to 

Maclean about the possibility of joint Scottish and Irish action and 

invited him across to speak in Dublin in July.  Here, his direct encounter 

with the political situation in Ireland contributed to a change in his 

understanding of where the main opposition to the UK government was 

now coming from - not workers’ economic struggles but political 

struggles, especially in Irelandlxxvi (with other important anti-imperial 

struggles in India, Iraq and Egypt134).  From then on, Maclean became 

a staunch defender of the First Irish Republic.lxxvii 

 

The third step came about, between Maylxxviii and August 1920, when 

Maclean issued All Hail the Scottish Workers’ Republic! 135  and in 

 
lxxv  This was attended by demobbed Russian soldiers and many from the Irish 

community.  Red flags and tricolours were flying side-by-side (Gerard Cairns, 

TratG-apoJmcL, p. 127). 
 
lxxvi  One thing that must have been on Maclean's mind, when making a 

comparison between Great Britain and Ireland was the ability of the British 

government to cow the leaders of the 40 Hours Strike in Glasgow (and Belfast), 

through the use of troops. Yet from April 15th-27th the Limerick Trades and 

Labour Council had organised a successful general strike in defiance of British 

Army occupying Limerick City.  The motivating factor behind the Limerick 

Soviet was the Irish workers’ challenge to the UK state’s attempt to increasingly 

militarise Irish society. 

 
lxxvii  Markiewicz joined Pankhurst as Maclean’s comrade till the end of his life. 

They campaigned for him as a Scottish Workers Republican Party candidate in 

the 1923 Westminster general election. 

 
lxxviii  Maclean was edged out of the BSP and marginalised in the negotiations to 

set-up a Communist Party of Great Britain.  He was part of a wider opposition 

which included Sylvia Pankhurst – although they differed in their attitude to 

standing Socialist candidates for parliament. At the 1920 May Day rally in 

Glasgow, Maclean and his comrades in the Tramps Trust Unlimited, announced  

 

 

the republication of The Vanguard, quicky followed by the pamphlet The Irish 

Tragedy: Scotland's Disgrace.  
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February 1923 when he formed the Scottish Workers Republican Party.  

In the process, he added Scotland to Connolly’s Ireland in the call for 

the break-up of the British Empire and Union. Even today, there are 

still Socialists (usually with origins in British Left organisations) who 

dismiss Maclean, after he rejected the infant CPGB and called for a 

Scottish Workers’ Republic.  And some link their attacks on Maclean 

with similar attacks on Connolly, seeing the defeat of the Dublin Lock-

Out in 1914 as the reason for his commitment to the 1916 Easter 

Rising.lxxix 

 

Support for Scottish self-determination on Maclean’s time was wide 

(and took several forms – Maclean’s Scottish Workers’ Republic, 

Erskine Marr’s Poblach na h-Alba, whilst many in the ILP and STUC 

supported Scottish Home Rule).  However, this was later to be 

downplayed by the Left, many of whom saw the continued existence 

of the UK state as a historical gain (in England, Scotland and Wales at 

least) and the guarantor of the unity of a British working class.lxxx 

 

Robbie and Bill convincingly argue that the First Irish Republic 

represents an ‘Unfinished Revolution’.  With the British Empire 

 

 
lxxix  They put this down, either to the effects of bitter prison conditions (which 

were certainly detrimental, more so physically than mentally), the defeat of the 

1919 strikes (particularly on Clydeside) and his marginalisation on the Left.  And 

they link their attacks on Maclean with similar attacks on Connolly, after the 

defeat of the Dublin Lock-Out and his commitment to the Easter Rising. 

(https://allanarmstrong831930095.files.wordpress.com/2022/07/breaking-up-

the-british-state.pdf - pp.17-21) 

 
lxxx  The early CPGB, disproportionally influenced by the anti-Scottish self-

determination Socialist Labour Party, played a significant role in this promotion 

of British unionism.  Later under changed conditions, and the adoption of Popular 

Front politics, the CPGB was to support Scottish Home Rule, a liberal unionist 

strategy to maintain the UK state.  However, following the election of a British 

Labour government in 1945, many in the CPGB opposed or downgraded political 

devolution, seeing a centralised UK state as the best means for bringing about 

Labour’s (and the CPGB’s own suggested) reforms. 

https://allanarmstrong831930095.files.wordpress.com/2022/07/breaking-up-the-british-state.pdf
https://allanarmstrong831930095.files.wordpress.com/2022/07/breaking-up-the-british-state.pdf
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experiencing further decline since the Second World War, and 

particularly from the late 1960s, the imperial glue which has held the 

UK together has become further unstuck.  This has now become very 

apparent in Scotland too, (and is likely to extend to Wales).lxxxi 

 

Robbie and Bills’ own concluding chapter is entitled, Ireland in 

Coming Times: What is to be done?136  Although the What is to be done? 

suggests organisational proposals for any forthcoming moves towards 

Irish unification, it concentrates instead on the importance of the 

concept of ‘mestizaje’ in teasing out Ireland’s anti-colonial/imperial 

tradition.  This is needed to ensure that any such unification breaks free 

from imperialism’s continued fetters.  Their Coda: The Carnival is 

over,137 updates us with the impact of Covid-19. 

 

Its concluding paragraph, argues that they have “draw{n} on Irish 

history… to build the Irish future… We must remember that it is up to 

us – living breathing Irish people, north and south and in the diaspora 

– to finish the revolution”.138  The next section of this review bringing 

together three parts will argue that we need to ‘draw on the history of 

the four nations of these islands with their exploited, oppressed and 

alienated peoples … to build a new shared future.  We must remember 

that it is up to us – living breathing people of these islands, native born 

and migrant – to finish the revolution.’ 

 

 

 

 
lxxxi  There has been a reassessment of Maclean’s role from 1919 to the end of his 

life, and a questioning of the arguments made by those who have taken their 

politics from the British Left.  Henry Bell has produced a good reassessment of 

Maclean’s life in the aftermath of the 2012-14 Scottish referendum campaign - 

Henry Bell, John Maclean: Hero of Red Clydeside (Pluto Press, 2018, London).  

Allan Armstrong has looked at the Left criticisms of the last years of Maclean’s 

and found that they very much misrepresent both his politics and continued 

influence. (https://allanarmstrong831930095.files.wordpress.com/2022/10/from-

pre-brit-to-ex-brit-.pdf – pp.695-710).  The material in this will be incorporated 

into From Connolly to Maclean, the follow up to From Davitt to Connolly, 

hopefully to be published later this year.  
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k) Bringing together the three reviews 

 

The strongest part of John McAnulty’s Ireland’s Partition: Coda to 

counterrevolution is his historical analysis which recognises that the 

post-GFA framework provides no constitutional avenue to a 

Republican united Ireland.  Yet John’s pessimism leaves Socialist 

Democracy (Ireland) (SD(I)) in the position of only offering an abstract 

propagandist alternative of full-blooded socialism, separate from the 

actual political struggles currently facing the Irish working class.  This 

is supplemented by a near religious faith that the working class, 

whipped ever harder by an increasingly reactionary ruling class attacks, 

will eventually rebel on such a scale, that they will have to turn to the 

prophets of the SD(I).  This despite the SD(I)s ageing and shrinking 

membership and its diminishing international connections.lxxxii 

 

SD(I) recognises the need to engage in economic and some social 

struggles, seeing these, in effect, as ‘schools of struggle’.  However, it 

is only by active engagement in all the democratic political struggles 

of the exploited and oppressed, united in our diversity, that any 

Socialist Republican organisation can hope to win wider support.  And 

one of the most pressing of these is the struggle for a united Irish 

Republic.  Such an approach to economic, social and political struggles 

also necessitates a commitment to developing democratic autonomous 

organisations to counter the pervading bureaucratic control we see, for 

example, in trade unions, many community organisations, NGOs, 

political parties and various electoral fronts.  

 

 
lxxxii  Sadly, this growing isolation of an organisation, which once had had very 

definite roots in the Republican challenge to the UK, has led SR(I) into adopting 

a reactionary attitude to trans-liberation (http://republicancommunist/ 

org/blog/2022/02/09/irelands-reunification-prologue-to-democratic-revolution/ - 

e.  Under the guise of opposing neo-Liberalism, a worrying accommodation to 

the Hard and Far Right).  The SD(I) has also adopted a Campist position, acting 

as into apologists for the Russian imperialist invasion of Ukraine, seeing this, and 

not the struggles of the Ukrainian people, as the only means to challenge US and 

European imperialism. 

http://republicancommunist/%20org/blog/2022/02/09/irelands-reunification-prologue-to-democratic-revolution/
http://republicancommunist/%20org/blog/2022/02/09/irelands-reunification-prologue-to-democratic-revolution/
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It's not an adequate response, when workers give their electoral support 

to other more widely-based political organisations, however politically 

limited their existing leaderships, to demand they adopt a particular 

sect’s immediate programme before they will join.  Instead, Socialist 

Republicans should take the lead in fighting for democracy within such 

an organisation, not only for their own voice to be heard, but for others 

too.  Having platforms, willing to learn from others, and lift discussion 

and debate to a higher level for more effective action, rather than know-

it-all factions telling others where they are wrong, is a more productive 

approach. 

 

The next book reviewed, The State of Northern Ireland and the 

Democratic Deficit: Between Sectarianism & Neo-Liberalism 

(TSoNIatDD) by Paul Stewart, Tommy McKearney, Georoid 

O’Machail, Patricia Campbell and Brian Garvey, advances the 

argument about the need for a Socialist Republican approach to a united 

Irish Republic considerably.  Jointly, the authors have a wide 

experience in political (Republican and Socialist Republican), trade 

union and community organisations and struggles, as well as 

campaigns for the recognition of the Irish language.lxxxiii  They have all 

recently been connected through the Independent Workers Union.  This 

experience contributes to this book being a valuable contribution to the 

discussions we need. 

 

The authors’ continued activism, across such a variety of arenas, also 

leads them to be more optimistic.  They acknowledge the setbacks 

under the GFA and its successors but offer a different perspective to 

John and the SD(I).  They see the 1969-1995 Republican struggle as 

‘unfinished business’.  They view the growing contradictions arising 

from the post-1998 GFA order, as providing the conditions for what 

Robbie McVeigh and Bill Rolston have termed the ‘Unfinished 

Revolution’.  Despite the major setbacks due to the formation of the 

 

 
lxxxiii  Equally valuable is Tommy McKearney’s analysis of the emergence of 

‘New’ Sinn Fein (Tommy McKearney, The Provisional IRA: From Insurrection 

to Parliament (Pluto Press, London, 2009) 
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Irish Free State and Partition, the possibilities for further advance were 

originally better in the ‘South’ from 1923, than in the grim political 

conditions established in the ‘North’ from 1920.  But the collapse of 

the old Orange Stormont order in 1972 and the growing instability of 

what the authors of TSoNIatDD term the post 1998 “neo-sectarian” (or 

bi-sectarian) Stormont order, has pushed the ‘North’ into the frontline 

of the struggle to complete the `Unfinished Revolution’. 

 

Challenging other writers in a non-politically sectarian manner, the 

authors show how the GFA, with its promotion of neo-liberalism, has 

reinforced the sectarian nature of the state in the ‘North’.  They provide 

many examples with regard to welfare, mental health and the ‘third 

sector’.  They show how trade union leaderships, in particular, have 

adapted to ‘neo-sectarianism’, wedded as they are to social partnerships, 

‘North’ and ‘South’.  These have been entrenched under the GFA and 

the associated ‘Peace Process’. 

 

The authors are also very much aware of the situation in Scotland. 

Several have been involved in joint activities in Ireland and Scotland 

(as has another Socialist Republican, Bernadette McAliskey, who gave 

her support to the Radical Independence Campaign in Scotland 139).  

They continue to welcome such links, but as yet, in the absence of any 

wider popular-based campaigns for Scottish independence or Irish 

unification, contacts remain more informal. 

 

The last book reviewed, Anois ar theact an tSamhraidh – Ireland, 

Colonialism and Unfinished Revolution (AstarS:ICaUR) by Robbie 

McVeigh and Bill Rolston, locates the formation of Ireland from 1169  

in a colonial/imperial context and and from 1801 in a unionist context. 

AstarS:ICaUR) underscores Ireland’s role as both victim of 

colonialism/imperialism  and participant, particulatly under the Union.  

Historically, this has led to conflict between those Republicans, Social 

Republicans and Socialist Republicans who have fought for Ireland to 

break its imperial links completely and those Irish Nationalists, who 

want to create an Irish ruling class, ready to take its place within the 

wider imperial global order. 
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The authors provides a comprehesive history and analysis of 

imperialism/colonialism and, in particular, its Irish Republican 

challengers.  They also point to a long history of ‘mestizaje’ - “the 

‘interbreeding’ of colonial incomers and natives over generations.” – 

in Ireland.  This review has suggested ‘multiculturalism from below” 

would be another useful term.  The case has been made for extending 

the historical period back before ‘mestizaje’s original use; and forward 

to today, in relation to migrant workers , many in the first generation 

whom have not necessarly ‘interbred’.although still contributing to a 

wider ‘multiculturalism from below’.  It is also suggested that the term 

‘colonialsm’ is best retained for the movement of settlers, with a 

distinction drawn  between those migrants backed by state imperial 

force and those who arrive with no such backing.  Today, one 

immediate issue is the defence of migrant workers in Ireland already 

facing the hardening of the border following Brexit and the 

undermining of the Protocol. 

 

This review has also gone further and argued that the sociological 

reality of ‘mestizaje’/‘multiculturalism from below’ needs to be made 

a political reality on the basis of ‘Internationalism from Below’.  The 

campaign to defend migrant workers is clearly linked to the nature of 

the Republics - a united Ireland, an independent Scotland and Wales 

and a Commonwealth of England  – which Socialist Republicans desire.  

Such Republics have to break free from that imperial legacy which not 

only buttresses the British ruling class, but gives sustenance to those 

constitutional Nationalists wanting to create new national ruling classes, 

ready to take their place within the existing global order.  This is why, 

along with many British liberal unionsist  they support the IMF, the EU 

bureaucracyand  NATO and will back these institutions to uphold that 

order. 

 

One of the authors, Robbie, now lives and works in Scotland.  The book 

provides several examples of Scotland and Irelands’ shared negative 

role in the Union and Empire.  Although the authors are very aware of 

IndRef1, they only make a tentative suggestion that they support 

Scottish independence. 140   However, leaving this campaign to the 

constitutional nationalist, SNP leadership would have similar negative 
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consequences to leaving the campaign for Irish unification to the 

constitutional nationalist, Sinn Fein. 

 

There has been a majority government support for Scottish 

independence and a call for a referendum at Holyrood, from 2011 to 

IndyRef1’s implementation in 2012, and again tentively from 2016 and 

more clearly from 2019 and 2022. lxxxiv  In Ireland, the situation is 

different.  Reactionary unionists lost their majority at Westminster in 

2019, and at Stormont in 2022 but there is still not majority Stormont 

support for Irish unification (and indeed still the potential for violent 

Loyalist opposition).  In the 2021 Republic of Ireland general election, 

Sinn Fein emerged as the largest party.  But those parties opposing Irish 

unification anytime soon (Fine Gael, Fianna Fail, Labour, Social 

Democrats and Greens) still have a clear majority of TDs.  This enables 

them to block any Irish unification referendum. 

 

In the ‘North’ only 39.2% voted for possible pro-unification parties in 

the 2022 Stormont election.  In the ‘South’ opinion polls show majority 

support Irish unification, but the electorate doesn’t see this as of high 

enough priotity to vote for a majority government of Sinn Fein and their 

allies. 

 

However, even as support for Irish unification grows in the ‘North’, 

any campaign still comes up against fact that the GFA is an amendment 

to the 1920 Government of Ireland Act that asserts UK sovereignty.  

The GFA removed the Unionists/Loyalists’ absolute veto on Irish 

reunification provided by the British Labour govertment in 1949.  It 

restored  the issue of of reunification to something ultimately in the 

hands of Westminster as it had been under 1920 Government of Ireland 

Act.  But the GFA still provides Unionists/Loyalist bloc with 

considerable room for the obstruction that has underpinned their 

politics ever since.  It needs a majority vote by the Unionist/Loyalist 

 

 
lxxxiv   The majority of Scottish MPs at Westminster since 2017, reinforced in 

the 2019 general election, have also supported the call for an independence 

referendum.  
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bloc to agree upon any referendum, whilst the Northern Ireland, 

Secreatary of State also has a veto. 

 

The SNP government has already come up sharply against the anti-

democratic nature of the UK state.  On November 23rd 2022, the 

Supreme Court in London denied any constitutional possibilty of the 

Scottish government holding a referendum without the approval of 

Westminster. 141   After the unexpectedly large vote for Scottish 

independence in 2014, which mainstreamed independence as a political 

issue in Scotland, the British ruling class first resorted to conservative 

unionism (defending the constitutional status quo).  This was the shared 

policy of David Camerson, Ed Miliband (and was also later backed by 

Jeremy Corbyn).  But since the Brexit referendum in 2016, the British 

ruling class and Theresa May’s Tories’ (allied to the DUP) have 

abandoned conservative unionism for reactionary unionism (mightily 

helped by Corbyn)142.  And since 2019, the Tories led by Boris Johnson, 

and continued by Liz Truss and Rishi Sunak, now want to turn the 

constitutional (and the economic and social) clock back. 

 

Before Nicola Sturgeon’s resignation as SNP party leader and First 

Minister on Febriary 15th, she adopted a policy to put forward to the 

now cancelled SNP confernce on March 19th . The motion read “The 

SNP will make clear that it is asking people to vote SNP in that {next 

Westminster} election to indicate support for a referendum. If the SNP 

wins a majority of Scottish seats, it will take the demand for the 

necessary transfer of power to the UK government.”143 

 

The motion already acknowledges that the Unionist Westminster 

majority (and that also goes for Labour, as Starmer has indicated) will 

be no more likely to recognise any SNP Scottish majority than it has 

before.  Therefore, the motion goes on to argue, “Should that demand 

– backed by the Scottish people – be denied again, the SNP will contest 

the Scottish Parliament election in 2026 as a de facto referendum.”144 
 
The problem is that the unionists hold Holyrood in even greater 

contempt than the SNP’s Scottish majority at Westminster.  The Tory 
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government is now trying to roll-back the limited democratic gains 

made under Labour’s post-1998 ‘Devolution-all-round’ settlement.lxxxv  

On 16th January, Sunak blocked Holyrood’s Gender Recognition 

Reform Bill,145 which had been passed by a large majority, with the 

official backing of the SNP, Scottish Labour, Scottish-Lib-Dems and 

Scottish Greens (and even 4 Tories voted for it).  Starmer then refused 

to give Labour backing at Westminster in opposition to Sunak’s move.  

He not only cruelly exposed Scottish Labour’s branch office status, but 

British Labour’s inability to defend its own Devolution settlement.lxxxvi  

Furthermore, this also shows how the unionists will likely treat any 

renewed SNP or pro-independence majority at Holyrood. 

 

The reactionary unionist ascendancy at Westminster has also enabled 

the Tories to prop up the Unionist/Loyalist bloc in Northern Ireland.  

This, despite the DUP failing to win majority support in Northern 

Ireland for Brexit in 2016, losing their Westminster majority in 2019, 

and their Stormont majority in 2022.  The Tories have tried to get the 

DUP to recognise its subordinate role in the unionist order of things, 

but the DUP understands the government still sees it as the frontline of 

defence of the Union in Northern Ireland.  A ruling class which cannot 

hold on to its own state territories is obviously no significant imperial 

contender.  So, despite the DUP’s intransigence, and their behind-the-

scenes wooing of the ultra-Loyalists, they are treated with kid gloves.  

 

 
lxxxv  Many Tories would probably prefer to abolish Holyrood altogether, but 

others see it as a useful career move, providing second and third incomes. e.g. 

Scottish Tory leader, Douglas Ross, MSP, MP and football referee. 

 
lxxxvi  In Scotland, Gordon Brown, who now holds no elected political post, is 

regularly wheeled out offering alternative constitutional reforms.  This has gone 

little further than the call for the sort of enquiry backed by Harold Wilson, when 

he set up the Crowther/Kilbrandon Commission, under pressure of growing 

support for the SNP and Plaid Cymru. This Commission looked into the 

possibility of devolution for Scotland and Wales.  It was set up in 1969 to kick  

the issue into the long grass, and only reported in 1974, one whole Tory 

government later.  
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In this, the UK government is very much helped by the semi-detached 

nature of Northern Ireland in relation to the UK state. 

 

The authors of TSofNIatDD, have already pointed out that “it would 

appear that the rational option for Unionism would have been to take 

the steps to negotiate an agreed future {with Irish Nationalists} before 

they lost their bargaining power”.146  But this seems to be congenitally 

ruled out for ‘No Surrender’ reactionary unionism.  Yet it would appear 

to be more rational for the Tories to exert pressure on the DUP to adopt 

this course of action.  But so far, they have only taken limited actions 

to try and get the DUP back into the Northern Ireland Executive. They 

and do not uphold the majority supported Protocol, nor are they keen 

to create a new Executive, with Sinn Fein appointing the First Minister. 

 

A more rational British Unionist strategy would be to build a new 

Northern Ireland Executive based on a constitutional nationalist 

(Nationalist/Republican) and liberal unionist (Alliance Partypf 

Northern Ireland APNI) coalition.lxxxvii   A Tory approach to the APNI 

and the SDLP could also undermine Sinn Fein, something obvious 

enough, to make one wonder if there have not already been such 

behind-the-scenes talks. 

 

Nevertheless, the Tories’ battening down the hatches of UK plc is just 

creating the conditions for further challenges, which may well spill 

over into extra-constitutional action.  There is little doubt that the 

British ruling class is increasingly concerned that their first party of 

choice, the Tories, have made a pig’s ear of things, to say the least.  

They have failed to win wider support for the strengthening of the UK 

state, more profitable trade deals, cheaper regulated migrant labour, the 

rolling back of economic, social and environmental protection, and the 

 

 
lxxxvii  Under the GFA this would involve some constitutional jiggery-pokery. 

But his has happened before on several occasions (e.g. https://www. 

belfasttelegraph.co.uk/opinion/columnists/sam-mcbride/state-papers-alliance-

proposed-a-watering-down-of-good-friday-agreement-to-get-david-trimble-off-

the-hook/42251026.html).  
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further privatisation of the NHS.  These were all promised by the Tories 

to the British ruling class under Brexit. 

 

And whereas the Thatcher Tory Party and New Labours’ neo-

liberalism was meant to clear the way for the corporate takeover or 

penetration of most public services, this was still meant to be 

competitive process.lxxxviii  But Boris Johnson openly linked business 

donations to the Tories with getting lucrative government contracts.  

This more resembles oligarch rule in Russia and Saudi Arabia.  It could 

be seen as the emergence of ‘New Corruption’, a modern version of the 

late eighteenth, early nineteenth century ‘Old Corruption’. 

 

And despite, a never-ending political media attacks (including by the 

BBC) on striking workers, the Tories have not been able to break the 

wider popular feeling that they are the party of ‘New Corruption’.  

Many in the British ruling class are now looking Labour as their ‘fire-

and-theft’ insurance party and to a Starmer-led government to front all 

those attacks on the exploited and oppressed that Sunak is floundering 

over. 

 

Senior Tory and Labour politicians, lxxxix diplomats, defence experts, 

and heads of banks and businesses xc ) met at Ditchley Park in 

 

 
lxxxviii   Of course, as soon as you have business penetration of government, 

corruption inevitably emerge.  Business deals with well-placed government 

members or their relations are made behind-the-scenes with bribes and no public 

accountability.  The case of Mark Thatcher and Peter Mandelson showed this 

long before Johnson, Truss and Sunak. 

 
lxxxix  The presence of Labour’s Peter Mandelson suggests that may attempt to 

deal with ‘New Corruption’ will be superficial. 
 
xc   John Symonds, chair of the pharmaceutical company 

GlaxoSmithKline; is there to pave the way for further privatisation of the NHS, 

something already flagged up by Labour’s Wes Streeting 

(http://republicancommunist.org/blog/2022/12/14/wes-streeting-has-betrayed-

the-nhs/.) 

 

http://republicancommunist.org/blog/2022/12/14/wes-streeting-has-betrayed-the-nhs/
http://republicancommunist.org/blog/2022/12/14/wes-streeting-has-betrayed-the-nhs/
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Oxfordshire. 147   And international issues such as Putin’s Russian 

imperial challenge in Ukraine, and Xi Jinping-led China’s possible 

emergence as the world’s leading imperialist power, were discussed. 

The UK is clearly falling back to being a third-rate imperial power.  It 

clings on to a few small imperial territories.  Several of these act as 

hugely profitable tax havens serving the City of London, global 

corporations and corrupt oligarchs (including Russian and Chinese).  

However, even some of those small states in the Caribbean and 

Bermuda) wish to declare themselves Republics and demand 

compensation for the Black chattel slavery imposed on them by the 

British. 

 

But the whole purpose of the Union was to advance the British Empire.  

Therefore, as the Empire unravels, so does the Union.  Another item up 

for discussion at Ditchley Park was the Irish Protocol.  With diplomats 

and defence experts present, the discussions are likely to have been 

considerably broader than the technicalities of the Protocol.  The 

reactionary unionists blocking of any constitutional way to exercise 

Irish, Scottish and Welsh self-determination does not look likely to 

undermine growing support. 

 

If we look at Ireland, which at the moment is of greater international 

import to various ruling classes in the USA and the EU than Scotland, 

is it possible to conceive of a western imperial powers’ backed 

alternative to the Tories’ die-hard reactionary unionism and Empire2 

posturing?  Such a deal would need to preserve NATO the western 

imperial alliance.xci  It would need to ensure maximum profitability for 

 

 
xci  The US has military and economic wooed East European states beyond the 

EU’s borders.  Its position has been further strengthened by the Russian imperial, 

military invasion of Ukraine, and the China imperial ‘Belt and Road’ penetration 

of former European colonial states in Africa and Asia, and in the US ‘backyard’ 

in South and Central America.  These developments have side-lined moves for 

the EU bureaucracy to develop its own imperial military capacity and 

subordinated its member states to NATO. 
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the corporations. xcii   It would also need the support of finance 

capital.xciii 

 

These are the conditions in which wider ruling class (more tentatively 

British, but with both US and EU member state ruling class backing) 

could come out in support of Irish reunification.  The adoption of the 

term ‘reunification’ as opposed to unification (something not achieved 

in  the the First Irish Republic) means a conscious rejection of a 

Republican and anti-imperialist approach today.  Reunification means 

going back before 1912.  This was the year the Third Home Rule Bill 

was proposed,. This sought Irish Home Rule for the whole of Ireland, 

as it then existed, but still under the Union of Great Britain and Ireland.  

Foreign policy was a reserved matter for Westminster.  What this meant 

was very soon revealed when the Irish Parliamentary Party, with the 

backing of the majority of Irish Volunteers (the National Volunteers) 

signed up for the imperial carnage of World War One. 

 

Today, Sinn Fein are in the process of abandoning the Republican 

unification of Ireland (the ‘Unfinished Revolution’) for the imperial, 

neo-Unionist reunification of Ireland.  Neo-Unionism understands that 

any reunited Ireland is very unlikely to be within the UK state (any 

more than the Irish Free State was, despite the continued neo-colonial 

economic relationship).  It is possible though to envisage a reunited 

Ireland  recognising the Crown as head of the Commonwealth (whilst 

 

 
xcii  This would be a continuation of the original purpose of the Irish ‘Peace 

Process’, the GFA and ‘Devolution-all-round’ in 1998.  The first two were 

underwritten by the USA and the EU.  It is this US and EU shared support for the 

‘Peace Process’ and the GFA which very much limits Sunak’s political room for 

manoeuvre with regard to Ireland. 

 
xciii   This is one arena where Sunak or any future UK government might be 

able to exert greater pressure.  The City and Wall Street work closely together 

and represent a considerably greater powerful financial interest than the EU.  

They are bitterly opposed to any greater state regulation of their activities, 

something actively pursued by the EU member states, particularly Germany and 

France. This was a major contributor to a key section of the British ruling class 

giving its backing to Brexit, also funded by ‘dark money’ from the USA. 
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retaining Ireland’s politically republican status as India does today). 

This could be sold as a way of making reunification more acceptable to 

British unionists in Northern Ireland (hoping they would switch their 

nationality/identity from ‘Ulster’-British to British-Irishxciv). 

 

But to get the backing of the wider British ruling class, Irish 

reunification would also have to be closely linked to the continued role 

of The City of London in Ireland.  Despite falling back in most other 

economic sectors in Ireland, the UK still retains a disproportionate 

economic leverage in the finanical sector (and The City, particularly its 

hedge fund holders, is no longer necessarily wedded to sterling).  

Furthermore, the close links between The City and Wall Street means 

such reunification would also likely receive the backing of the US State 

Department.  In other economic sectors, the EU has made considerable 

gains,xcv and these would likely continue, helped by reunification and 

the ending of remaining restrictions under the Protocol. 

 

But, the arena in which the British, US and EU member states’ ruling 

classes have and would continue to exert most pressure, would be to 

get the Republic of Ireland to abandon its official Irish Neutrality policy 

and to fully sign up to a western imperial military alliance.  Under 

current political conditions this means NATO.xcvi  In practice, the Irish 

 

 
xciv  Many Unionists would continue to oppose this.  Unionists and Loyalists 

were quite happy to consider themselves to be Irish-British when they ruled the 

roost in Ireland (from 1801-1921).  But is precisely the organic link between 

Unionism and Protestant supremacy that makes a shift the other way so difficult.  

It is possible though to envisage such a shift amongst Northern Ireland-British 

supporters.  Although their main party APNI remains another unionist party, it is 

not part of the official conservative and reactionary Unionist/Loyalist bloc, but is 

liberal unionist. 

 
xcv  It’s an indication of the UK government’s lack of concern with competition 

in the manufacturing sector, that the new, much vaunted, British passport is 

made in Poland by a French-Dutch company! ( https://edition.cnn.com/ 2020/ 

02/ 22/uk/brexit-blue-passports-gbr-scli-intl/index.html) 
 

 

https://edition.cnn.com/%202020/%2002/%2022/
https://edition.cnn.com/%202020/%2002/%2022/
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government has aleady cooperated with NATO over the use of 

Shannon Airport for rendition flights. 

 

And Sinn Fein has already anticipated the pre-First World War, Irish 

Parliamentaty Party, which looked for exemptions from the Liberal 

government’s legislation, the better to undercut market competition 

from and within Great Britain.  Today Sinn Fein is looking to cut 

corporate taxation with the same end in mind.  They have also sided 

with the Canadian corporation, Dalriadan Gold and pitted themselves 

against the Save Our Sperrins (SOS) campaign.xcvii 

 

This then forms the background to Sinn Fein’s Am Le Haonatch/ Time 

for4Unity (ALH/T4U) and its outreach, ‘Ireland’s Future’, which was 

described in part 2 of this review.  John NcAnulty has already outlined 

the likely further abandonment of any Irish Republican perspective this 

will lead to.  Sinn Fein will see “the task of achieving Irish unity… 

defined as the conciliation of unionist culture rather than the defeat of 

an imperialist power.”148  But, as with the British Labour Party’s old 

‘Clause 4 Socialism’, there will still be a sentimental residue, in this 

case a sham Republicanism, to provide cover. 

 

Furthermore, Ireland’s Future organisers also invited the SNP’s ultra-

neo-liberal MSP, Michael Russell to address their Belfast rally on 

 

 
xcvi  Even as recently as the 2005 Iraq War, leading EU member states (along 

with others) refused to sign up to the US and UK backed invasion.  A combination 

of Biden and the US State Departments’ rejection of Trump and the US Hard 

Rights’ attempt to break-up the EU; and Putin’s Russian imperial invasion of 

Ukraine, has led to much greater acceptance of NATO in the EU leadership, 

although that too could change in the future. 

 
xcvii  SOS is campaigning against the  Canadian Dalradian Gold company’s 

attempt to open up the area to gold mining. This threatens both the environment 

and local people. (https://www.tni.org/en/article/save-our-sperrins-water-more-

precious-than-gold In 2019, Emmet McAleer, of SOS, came top of the poll as 

an Independent in the Mid-Tyrone ward of Fermanagh and Omagh local 

council. 

https://www.tni.org/en/article/save-our-sperrins-water-more-precious-than-gold
https://www.tni.org/en/article/save-our-sperrins-water-more-precious-than-gold
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24.11.22.xcviii  Russell was also central to the proposed ‘Progress to Yes’ 

event in Aberdeen which was meant to be held from 25-26.2.23.xcix  

This represented an SNP leadership attempt to pull non-SNP parties 

and groups behind a Yes-Scotland mark 2, just as the Scottish Greens, 

Scottish Socialist Party, and prominent individuals were drawn into the 

original ‘Yes Scotland’.  Yet the SNP leadership maintained its control 

throughout, before unilaterally closing down Yes Scotland’. 

 

However, the Sinn Fein leadership has proposed an All Ireland Citizens 

Assembly, a very different proposition to an elected Constituent 

Assembly.  Those people invited will be carefully chosen beforehand.  

Some dissident Socialist and trade union voices may be allowed to 

speak.  But the Sinn Fein leadership knows that no matter how much 

these speakers emphasise vital economic and social issues, they will 

provide no immediate democratic or constitutional alternative.  They 

will fall in behind Sinn Fein’s Irish Reunification campaign, just as 

their fraternal organisations fell in behind the SNP’s IndyRef1 

constitutional proposals. 

 

And the serious negotiating will be conducted behind-the scenes, just 

as it was in ‘New’ Sinn Fein’s transition from a revolutionary to a 

constitutional nationalist party, and their agreement to co-run the 

GFA’s bi-sectarian NIE from 2006.  And, if the Ditchley Park talks 

herald a change in British ruling class from backing for reactionary 

unionism, then Sinn Fein’s hopes for liberal unionist/constitutional 

 

 
xcviii   The Ireland’s Future rally was cheekily held in the Ulster Hall, the 

favoured venue of reactionary unionists and Loyalists from Sir Edward Carson 

on 27.9. 1912, to Ulster Resistance on 10.11.1986 and the Stop the Betrayal 

Act/Save the Union rally on 6.12.2019. 

 
xcix  However, the resignation of Nicola Sturgeon as SNP leader and First 

Minister meant that this even was unilaterally called off by the SNP leadership. 

They decided that a new SNP leader had to decide on a future independence 

strategy first, above the heads of party members never mind non-party 

members. 
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nationalist rapprochement will be accompanied by further 

subordination to US/EU member state/UK imperial interests. 

 

There has been a growing opposition to the Union, Empire and 

Monarchy in Ireland (including the ‘North’), Scotland and Wales.  Yet 

all of these nations contributed in the past to Union, Empire and support 

for the Monarchy.  And some of the UK’s most reactionary upholders 

are still to be found in these countries. 

 

England, the core of the wider Union and British Empire, has an even 

deeper history of Labour, trade union and Socialist accommodation to 

Union, Empire and Monarchy (often disguised on the Left as British 

‘internationalism’).  Yet the massive Black Lives Matter protests in 

England, especially in Bristol in 2020, and the post-Windrush and 

Grenfell Towers scandals, highlight the importance of those people 

from a Black (and other`) migrant background.  They have far fewer 

illusions in the Union than most of the British Left. 

 

One former colonial British West Indian state after another, Bahamas, 

Barbados, Jamaica., Grenada, Antigua and Barbuda and St Kitts-Nevis 

is questioning the Crown connection and pushing to be an independent 

Republic.  This isn’t just seen as a political necessity but is also linked 

the socio-economic demand for compensation for the horrific British 

imperial slaving legacy. 

 

This all points to the need for an immediate Republican, 

‘internationalism from below’ coalition across these islands.  A 

separate Conclusion will outline how this could be advanced. 

 

Allan Armstrong, 22.2.23 
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	And, wherever the working class constitutes a major section of any movement for national self-determination, we are usually told, in effect, that “Labour must wait” – wait until a new would-be national ruling class has consolidated its economic and po...
	The whole thrust of Robbie and Bill’s book opposes such nationalist thinking.  They are looking to the current political situation for the “profound possibilities for liberation at both the individual and collective political level.  Specifically, the...
	d) Union and Empire
	Robbie and Bill “address the symbiotic development of Union and Empire”.   This is key to trying to develop an ‘internationalism from below’ politics today.  This parliamentary Union, (superceding the 1603 Union of the Crowns), formed in 1707, with it...
	Although Robbie and Bill make very useful comparisons with Scotland, most of these date from Ireland and Scotlands’ shared time within the Union.  The 1707 Union of Parliaments is referred to in a footnote.   But it is not suggested here that this Uni...
	This was needed because Jacobite claimants contested the 1707 Act of Union and the successor Hanoverian dynasty from 1714, mounting invasions in 1708, 1715, 1719 and 1745-6.   They gained the backing of imperial backers on the European continent.  So,...
	But Robbie and Bill also point out that, as Lord “Cornwallis, tasked with delivering Irish support for the {1801} Union, so astutely observed, ‘the Act of Union of 1707 {led to} the incorporation of Scotland in both Union and Empire’”.  This directly ...
	By the time of the 1801 Act of Union, even most former leading Jacobite Scottish families had become firm supporters of Union and Empire.   Therefore, with the majority of the Scottish landed aristocracy and merchants’ interests already secured under ...
	And even in Ireland, Robbie and Bill point out that the new “Union in 1801 tried to do more than simply replicate the eighteenth century Protestant Ascendancy in a new or ‘unified’ form.  It also involved an inchoate attempt to incorporate elements of...
	But the 1801 Union did offer new opportunities to major sections of the old Protestant Ascendancy (some of whom had been bribed, as their Scottish equivalents had in 1707).  Indeed, some, especially Lord Castlereagh, now prioritised wider British impe...
	In contrast to the old Protestant Ascendancy and Orange Order ultras, Castlereagh was prepared to contemplate Catholic emancipation.  He was unable to deliver this in his lifetime, though, which led to much resentment.  This is perhaps analogous to th...
	e) Unionist and constitutional nationalist views of the 1801 Union, 1829 Catholic emancipation and the 1832 Reform Acts
	Robbie and Bills’ historical analysis is directed, first at those liberal and conservative unionists (and the more tongue-in-cheek reactionary unionists) who look to the 1801 Act of Union and the eventual 1829 Roman Catholic Relief Act as major positi...
	To puncture the claim of the progressive nature of the 1801 Union, Robbie and Bill point out that, under the pressure of the Society of United Irishmen formed 1792 in Belfast, “The Irish parliament {in Dublin} was already ahead of Westminster… In 1793...
	And when it came to the UK-wide 1829 Roman Catholic Relief Act (itself only conceded after massive pressure exerted by Daniel O’Connell’s Catholic Association) it “had a countervailing, anti-democratic consequence in the context of the Union.  As Cath...
	But the post-1801 Union did help to broaden the base of a wider British ruling class, with its Greater English/British, Scottish-British and now Irish-British components (the Welsh-British emerged later).  They transferred the lessons learned from the...
	The new Reform Act in England did eliminate the rotten boroughs associated with ‘Old Corruption’ and gave increased representation to new industrial cities and towns.  However, it only increased the electorate by 44%, still only about 18% of the adult...
	And under a class and gender-limited reformed Westminster, the newly enfranchised industrial capitalists and commercial farmers were soon able pass the punitive Poor Law Acts of 1834 in England and Wales, in 1838 in Ireland, and in 1845 in Scotland.  ...
	In their overall summing up of the effect of the 1801 Union, Robbie and Bill write that it “was a cynically anti-democratic and counter-revolutionary intervention.”  However, they also state, “that this new state formation put Ireland - uniquely among...
	And it was in their capacity as migrants to the wider Empire that Irish became settler colonists, along with the Scottish, Welsh and English.  And like the Scots (particularly those from the Highlands and Islands), the Irish under the Union formed a d...
	However, “the Union profoundly transformed Ireland’s relationship “{not} to colonialism”  {in the sense of the state-backed migration of settlers} but to imperialism.  The hybrid Irish-British component of a widened British ruling class joined an ‘int...
	Yet, although within the Union, the effect of the semi-detached nature of Ireland, within the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, heavily underscored the continuing internal imperial relationship.  Nowhere was this more evident than An Gorta ...
	There is no other country in the world that has a lower population today than in 1845.  Ireland then had a population of 8.2 million, but the population today is only 6.6 million.  “A million Irish are reliably estimated to have died of starvation and...
	Under Queen Victoria, the older economic protectionism, which united a personal monarchy, aristocratic landowners and Crown-licensed big merchants (e.g. in the Hudson Bay and East India companies), gave way to the unity of ‘laissez faire’ economics, w...
	It was Margaret Thatcher who pushed for a return to the ‘laissez faire’ economics, which had also inspired Trevelyan.  Only now the role of divine ‘Providence’ was replaced by the secular, ‘There Is No Alternative’.  And Trevelyan’s complete lack of c...
	One of the things some key original backers of the 1801 Union (e.g William Pitt and Lord Castlereagh) had anticipated was Catholic emancipation.  However, as long as an Irish parliament remained in Dublin, this meant the inevitability of it becoming C...
	Therefore, attempts by Daniel O’Connell in the 1840s and William Gladstone in 1885 to remove Ireland from the Union, but still under the Crown and with continued access to the British Empire; or by later Home Rulers in 1892 and 1913 to bring about a p...
	In the face of this challenge, Home Rule-supporting Protestants like Isaac Butt and Charles Parnell were very much in a minority.  This helps to explain Robbie and Bills’ description of the “inchoate attempt to incorporate elements of the native Irish...
	f) Constitutional nationalists’ acceptance of Union and Empire and the new Republican challenge from 1916-23
	However, the existence of the Union also profoundly affected the Irish Home Rulers.  It wasn’t only the British markets in England, Scotland and Wales that Irish Home Rule-supporting commercial farmers and merchants wanted access to, but those of the ...
	As the prospect of Irish Home Rule increased after the election of a Liberal government in 1905, and became more imminent when the Irish Home Rulers held the balance of power after the post-1911 Westminster general election, they began to backpedal fr...
	And the close ties between Union, Empire and the Irish Home Rulers were highlighted, when all but one  of their Westminster MPs gave their support to the British government to go to war with Prussia/Germany in 1914 (a higher proportion than elsewhere ...
	Such was the pull of Empire that Sinn Fein’s founder, Arthur Griffith was a supporter of a Dual Empire, jointly run by Great Britain and Ireland.  It took the impact of the 1916 Rising before the Irish Republican Brotherhood led by Michael Collins, an...
	The now Republican, Sinn Fein emerged victorious in the 1918 Westminster general election.  Poblacht na hÉireann/First Irish Republic was proclaimed on 21st January 1919 in Dublin.  A new constitution  and Clár Oibre Poblacánaige/Democratic Programme....
	Eventually, as the 1916-21 International Revolutionary Wave ebbed, reaction emerged first in the ‘North’ contributing to Partition following the 1920 Government of Ireland (Fourth Home Rule) Act.  In the ‘South’, a ‘counter-revolution-within-the-revol...
	The forms reaction took ‘North’ and ‘South’ were different.   The ‘North’, under successive Unionist parties, has always been to the fore of conservative and reactionary unionism in the UK, with its associated oppression and regular resort to repressi...
	g) A ‘Carnival of reaction’-  the impact of the ‘counter-revolution-within-the revolution’ in the ‘North’
	In Section II of AstarS:ICaUR, Robbie and Bill devote a chapter providing a detailed account of the the emergence and life of ‘A Protestant State and A Protestant Parliament’: Northern Ireland 1920-72.   This review teases out only a few points they m...
	Carson was in the mould of Lord Castlereagh, an Irishman who prioritised what he saw as the interests of the British Empire, in which he wanted Ireland to play a leading role.  Ulster Unionists were seen to be the shock troops of an all-UK and British...
	However, Carson made the same mistake that many other leading members of various ruling classes have made in invoking Fascist  (in this case Loyalist) extra-constitutional force.  In this, he had the backing of Bonar Law, who stated, “I can imagine no...
	But another figure emerged, the Ulster Unionist, Sir James Craig.   When Craig entered politics, he founded the Ulster Unionist Council (part of the Irish Unionist Party), and joined the Orange Order (which Carson had private contempt for).  Craig suc...
	But, after the 1916 Rising in Dublin the political ground was beginning to slip from under Carson’s feet.  He no longer faced constitutional nationalist Home Rulers.  He had easily derailed them and shifted from being an extra-constitutional challenge...
	However, Carson took new confidence from the overwhelming victory of Lloyd George’s ‘War Coupon’ coalition in the November 1918 general election.  Its candidates (from the Conservative and Unionist, Liberal, National Democratic & Labour and Womens’ pa...
	However, Carson opposed the  Government of Ireland Act, which was passed in November 1920, saying, “You want to get a Protestant ascendancy… we have always said that it was the fact that this Parliament was aloof entirely from these racial and religio...
	But events in the ‘South’ were now pushing Craig in a different direction.  He wanted to assert that very “Protestant ascendancy” in a new ‘Ulster’ ‘Home Rule’ parliament that Carson rejected.  Craig represented more local Unionist business interests....
	Craig realised that the majority in the British government wanted to establish a Northern Ireland parliament as a way of influencing ‘Southern Ireland,’ then later the Irish Free State.   Unlike Carson, Craig now showed little interest in how the UK d...
	Furthermore, to get his Orange Ulster, Craig both used and marginalised a more ultra-British unionist figure than Carson – Field Marshal, Sir Henry Wilson.   Lloyd George, despite opposing Wilson’s ultra-unionist politics, thought he could be used for...
	If the UK had been a defeated imperial power like Prussia-Germany, and in effect, Tsarist Russia, then Field Marshal Wilson could well have emerged as a General von Luttwitz or General Denikin-type figure.  Wilson was planning to overthrow the UK’s el...
	Craig did not have the full-blown fascist ambitions of a Mussolini or a Hitler.  Craig’s Unionist Loyalism still looked up to the existing UK state, the Crown and Protestant establishment.  Craig’s ‘Ulster’ regime more resembled what would in future b...
	Craig could not change the official name of the statelet, Northern Ireland, which the British government wanted to retain for its own wider imperial interests.  But in further distancing himself from his own Irish Unionist past, Craig ensured that the...
	The Civil War in the 26 Counties removed any external (and much internal) pressure on Craig’s new Orange regime.  He continued to marginalise both Republican and Nationalist forces within the 6 Counties.  Thus Carson’s prediction of a historical throw...
	Furthermore, the value of the semi-detached constitutional relationship between Great Britain and Norhern Ireland, and between Westminster and Stormont, already appreciated and used by Lloyd George to distance himself from ‘dirty deeds’ in ‘Ulster’, b...
	h) A ‘Carnival of reaction’ - the impact of the ‘counter-revolution-within-the revolution’ in the ‘South’
	When it comes to the ‘South’, Robbie and Bill ask “had decolonisation {or the end of control by British imperialism} occurred with the Treaty in 1922?”.   They quite clearly answer.  “Now styled a ‘Free State’, {26 Counties Ireland} became a white dom...
	The ‘Northern Ireland’ and ‘Southern Ireland’ created by the 1920 Government of Ireland Act, and further modified by the creation of the Irish Free State under the 1922 Treaty, only extended the recently conceded political devolution which still retai...
	After the First Irish Republic was declared in Dublin in 1919, its actions in trying to create a new state  began to win widespread backing.  In response, many recent Union and Empire-accomodating Irish Home Rulers, backed by the Catholic hierarchy, w...
	However, even more important in the transition from the First Irish Republic to the Irish Free State were the actions of a particular section of Sinn Fein – the Catholic Republicans.  They were members when the party became specifically Republican in ...
	Catholic Republicans all placed a high priority on winning the support of the Catholic hierarchy away from the Irish Home Rulers.    Their number included Kevin O’Higgins, W.T. Cosgrave, Eoin O’Duffy and Richard Mulcahy who as Treatyites went on to fo...
	In contrast to Catholic Republicans, Social and Socialist Republicans, looking to the the United Irish legacy, wanted new democratic Republican political institutions.  They wanted a new economy, particularly in rural areas, with agricultural cooperat...
	Key to the politics of many in Cumann na nGaedheal was an admiration of Westminster as an example of parliamentary democracy, whatever differences they had held with the conservative and reactionary unionsists who formed UK governments.  Cosgrave, Pre...
	Irish Free State, Vice-President, Eoin O’ Duffy created a new police force, the Garda Síochána, which was able to draw from the largely Catholic ranks of the old RIC.  But O’Duffy now imposed a strong Catholic ethos at the Garda’s leadership level.  R...
	The Irish civil service too followed much old British practice.  However, new recruits were expected to pass Irish language exams.  This also became a requirement for most higher education, where the Catholic hierarchy had long gained considerable con...
	IRB member, Michael Collins argued for Republicans to tactically accept the 1921 Treaty.  “It gives us freedom, not the ultimate freedom that all nations desire and develop but the freedom to achieve it.”   And as well as remaining a Republican, Colli...
	But Collins’ view of the Treaty was not shared by the majority of Treatyites.  Irish capitalists, large and small (including the parochial rural gombeen men whose international vision was provided by the very socially conservative Catholic hierarchy) ...
	However, there was a further obstacle to Collins’ plans to try and use the Treaty for his own Republican and anti-Partitionist purposes.  That was Field Marshal, Sir Henry Wilson, who wanted to use the Treaty to prepare to reinvade the ‘South’ from th...
	But Wilson’s assassination was to contribute to Collins’ own downfall.  The ever-cynical Lloyd George, who must have been privately pleased at Wilson’s demise, used his assassination as an opportunity to threaten the Irish side in the Treaty negotiati...
	De Valera became the leader of anti-Treaty Sinn Fein before going on to form Fianna Fail in 1926.  From then on, they “worked hardest to make Collin’s prescription of the ‘freedom to obtain freedom’ work in the context of the new state”   Robbie and B...
	After Fainna Fail won the 1932 general election, key members of Cumann na nGaidheal Gael formed the Army Comrades Association, the paramilitary Na Léinte Gorma/Blueshirt, led by Kevin O’Higgins.   Given the recent Irish Civil War past, many expected t...
	However, nearly all of both Cumann na nGaedheal and the Blueshirts’ leading figures came from that earlier Catholic Republican, Sinn Fein grouping that had fought the British in the War of Independence.  And so too did leading members of Fianna Fail a...
	De Valera had been trying to woo the Catholic hierarchy with the prospect of a new constititution, specifically awarding the Catholic religion a privileged role.  The Blueshirts tried to outdo Fianna Fail by giving its backing to a Catholic form of tr...
	De Valera artfully handled the constitutional transition.  The new 1937 Bunreacht na hEirann/Constitution of Ireland/Eire did not abolish the second chamber, but reformed it along diluted Catholic corporative lines.  It also greatly increased the powe...
	However, this Catholic Republican toleration was not the same as the United Irish, democratic Republican secularism, which  recognised the equality of all religions, with no state backing for any.  As Robbie and Bill state, Eire’s “pluralist theocracy...
	By 1934, O’Duffy had been edged out of Fine Gael and replaced by former Cumann na nGaedheal leader, Cosgrave.  He also brought in John Dillon as his deputy.  His family had come from the Irish Home Rule tradition.  This confirmed Fine Gael’s acceptanc...
	However, de Valera also ended the status of the Treaty Ports left in the hands of the British government following the Anglo-Irish Treaty.  This paved the way for Irish neutrality in the Second World War.  In this “he was almost universally supported ...
	Furthermore, it was not only Fianna Fail and Fine Gael which shared the social conservatism of the Catholic Republicans.  Right wing IRA Chief of Staff, Sean Russell and James O’Donovan,  became  the link between the IRA and the German Abwehr during W...
	The Catholic hierarchy was to prove considerably more influential in further undermining the principles of the 1916 Republican Proclamation and the 1919 Democratic Programme of the Irish Republic within the 26 Counties, than the UK state.   The UK sta...
	Such were the political changes brought about by de Valera and Fianna
	Fail that, when they lost office in 1948, it was the new Fine Gael/Labour-led coalition that formally declared the Republic of Ireland in 1948.  This “abolish{ed} the last remaining functions of the British monarch”  in ‘26 counties’ Ireland.  Superfi...
	In response, the British Labour government copper-fastened Partition under the 1949 Ireland Act, making provision for a Unionist/Loyalist veto under any future Irish reunification proposals.  And economically, the Republic of Ireland remained a neo-co...
	The defeat of the Irish Republic in 1923 represented a major setback.  But the resultant removal of the Irish Free State from the Union, (although definitely not from the Empire), kept the prospect of Ireland’s ‘Unfinished Revolution’ more open.  This...
	The creation of the politically devolved Northern Ireland statelet and its new Orange regime ended the limited post-1801/1829 “inchoate attempt to incorporate elements of the native Irish.”  Instead strong elements of the pre-1801 Protestant Ascendanc...
	i) From 1972/3 – the unresolved contradictions in the relationship of Ireland, ‘North’ and ‘South’, to the UK state
	In Section II of AstarS:ICaUR, Robbie and Bill devote a chapter, Northern Ireland 1972-2020: Direct Rule, Peace and the emergence of the ‘Good Relations’ State,  to explain further developments in the ‘North’.  And they devote another chapter, Souther...
	Prior to 1972, the Northern Ireland statelet had been in place for 50 years.  The combination of its repressive apparatus and the semi-detached nature of the relationship between Northern Ireland and Great Britain contributed to the longevity of the S...
	In the ‘South’, however, the Irish Free State had only lasted from 1923 to 1936, to be replaced by the still partitioned Republic of Ireland.  In 1934, Craig had expressed some confidence in the superiorty of the ‘North’ compared to ‘South’, based on ...
	By 1972, the gap had decreased, but the ‘North’ still had a significant, if considerably shrunken industrial base, and greater social provision (highlighted by the NHS) than the ‘South’.  But Northern Ireland was increasingly dependent on UK state fin...
	By now the British economy itself was clearly declining relative to other imperial powers and in 1973 the UK joined the EEC (confirmed by 67% in the 1975 referendum).  But so dependent was the Irish economy upon the UK economy, that it too had to join...
	The contradictory impact of the EEC/EU can best be understood by drawing a distinction between the ‘internationalism from above’ promoted by the rulers of its member states, and the ‘internationalism from below’ that developed within various more mult...
	Liberal apologists like to point to the role of the European Iron and Steel Community, the EEC and EU, in ending wars between the former major protagonists, Prussia-Germany, France, the UK and their allies.  The over 78 years of peace between these st...
	However, the EEC/EU remains an alliance of existing states, reflecting the interets of different member ruling classes.  It is not a new European super-state.  This became very clear, as the EEC/EU took no action when existing state members pursued bl...
	Robbie and Bill draw our attention to “a host of European colonial outliers around the world, each with an unresolved legacy of European colonialism.”   Through their connection to member states, these territories all have some special relationship wi...
	From an early stage, EEC membership was able to lessen the dependence of the Republic of Ireland upon the British economy.  When the Republic of Ireland joined the Exchange Rate Mechanism in 1979, the parity of the punt and sterling was ended.  But, a...
	Considerable numbers of migrants from outside the EEC/EU member states, most often from their former colonies, or from nearby states, were able to enter the EEC/EU.  It had never been the intention of the owners of member state businesses or the manag...
	When the Republic of Ireland joined the EEC, it was still very much a country of emigration.  It was only with the development of what became known as the ‘Celtic Tiger’ economy, that the Republic of Ireland began to experience something unknown for a...
	Open political racism have long been a factor in British politics, highlighted more recently by a whole series of immigration and nationality acts since 1963.  Partly worried by the response of a UK government possibly looking again at continuing the ...
	Thus. first the UK, then the Republic of Ireland governments, already anticipated the racism that has become a much more organised political force in the EU following after the Financial Crisis in 2008.  The EU bureaucracy’s top-down imposition of Aus...
	The Hard and Far Right in the UK behind Brexit have also contributed to this growth of reaction, albeit also targetted at non-British Whites from the EU, particularly Eastern Europe.  But Brexit has been accompanied by a return to an earlier form of s...
	Today. the Tories’ 2022 British Nationality and Borders Act (tacitly supported by many Labour politicians) is designed to maintain a three tier workforce.  Those in the first tier deemed British subjects retain permanent residency rights.  The second ...
	But to enter the British ruling class, there are no such restrictions.  This class, declining in numbers, is aware that it needs to be topped up.  Furthermore, the UK economy is dominated by that most global sector of capital – finance, along with oth...
	There are four other non-White members in the Cabinet, with links to these economic sectors.  Some have also made use of shell companies and tax havens protected by City of London’s privileged position under the UK constitution.. They are very aware t...
	Indeed, these non-White Tories get special kudos from other British ruling class members and their supporters when they take the front-line in racist attacks on asylum seekers and other migrants, as Priti Patel and Suella Braverman have shown. They ha...
	However membership of the EEC, then later the EU, has transformed the economy of the Republic of Ireland.  This meant that when the UK voted for Brexit in 2016, the Republic of Ireland was no longer so economically dependent on the British economy.  W...
	But anti-EU feeling has also developed in the Republic of Ireland, led increasingly by a new Hard and Far Right.   This was first seen in the 2018 Irish presidential election, where an anti-Traveller and anti-immigrant candidate, Peter Casey, came sec...
	Furthermore, it wasn’t the brutal EU imposition of Austerity which dominated the Right’s growing anti-EU feeling.  What really annoyed them was the impact of the ‘internationalism from below’, which had wider social consequences than the EU bureaucrac...
	The Right Irexiters were not wrong in thinking that the socially liberal EU bureaucracy had enabled challenges to the Catholic hierarchy’s traditionalist, socially conservative, sexual morality.  This gave new confidence to women and LBGT+ campaigners...
	Robbie and Bill had already pointed out that “one of the enduring themes of the {earlier} southern carnival of reaction was that it would… succeed in uniting the most conservative elements of all denominations to its cause.”    However today, with soc...
	The balance of power between the UK, now outside the EU, and the Republic of Ireland, still in the EU, has changed.  And the relative strenghth of the economy of the ‘North’ compared to that of ‘South’ has not lived up to Sir James Craig’s 1934 expect...
	It is the British ruling class’s current political weakness and potential divisions that open the door to the break-up of the UK and the ending of the reactionary unionist logjam.  However, the long-established British ruling class has always ensured ...
	But the prospect of Irish unification, as yet with only some tentative Irish state backing is well known in the USA.  The State Department will undoubtedly already be taking steps to mould the possibility of future Irish unification in US imperialist ...
	The next section of this review will examine Robbie and Bills’ inspiring look at that Republican tradition which challenged all imperialists and would-be imperialists. It begins with the Society of United Irishmen.  It will also look at some of the in...
	j) The Democratic, Social and Socialist Republican challenges in Ireland and some of their international links
	Two chapters of Section III of AstarS:ICaUR address opposition to imperialism and colonialism.  The first of these, Anti-Imperialism and Decolonisation – a genealogy  is a valuable introduction.  It looks at the historical record of imperialism and co...
	An important section of the chapter Irish anti-colonialism and anti-imperialism addresses the record of the Society of United Irishmen.   It is striking how they related to global issues which, in their modern form, still have so much relevance today....
	Furthermore, leading members of the United Irishmen also went on to give their support to the Black-led slave revolt in Saint Domingue/Haiti.  “James Napper Tandy condemned the French counter-revolutionary actions against Toussaint L’Ouverture … We ar...
	And the issue of Black chattel slavery, at the time of the 1789-15 International Revolutionary Wave, has very much impinged on the current movement for Scottish independence.   In the aftermath of the Black Lives Matter protests, Sir Thomas Devine OBE...
	Devine’s own anti-slavery sentiments appear to be in the William Wilberforce liberal mould; something to be granted by the ruling class at a time that serves them best, provided they are well compensated.  Devine’s historical apologetics for Dundas in...
	Furthermore, it was Dundas who ensured that Thomas Muir was transported to Botany Bay in 1793 for his part in the Society of Friends convention held in Edinburgh in 1792.   Dundas also urged that troops be sent to Scotland from England to put down the...
	It was during this International Revolutionary Wave, that an alliance was made between Irish, Scottish, English and American revolutionary democrats.  During the last quarter of the eighteenth century, the possibility of a more comprehensive path of n...
	However, as the ‘lower orders’ became active after the Storming of the Bastille in 1798, this ‘universalism from above’  retreated to more national forms.  The French Jacobins were to become the major force during this revolutionary wave in making thi...
	Although French philosophers and scientists had taken a leading part in the Enlightenment, this had been seen as a universal culture (often blind to non-European contributions).  But for the growing national Patriotic wing, led by the Jacobins, the Fr...
	Indeed, many later revolutionaries, national democrats and members of the Left have still failed to make this distinction.  Jacobins and supporters of Napoleon, some ‘1848ers’, as well as many members of the First, Second and Third Internationals and ...
	The retreat of ‘universalism from above’ came about because of the new ‘universalism from below’ challenge.  This took strongest root amongst former indentured labourers, escaped or freed slaves, and sailors and former soldiers, who were part of a con...
	Both Ireland and Scotland were in an ambiguous position in relation to the British Empire.  During the last quarter of the eighteenth century a reforming current had emerged within the Anglo-Irish Ascendancy, led by Henry Grattan of the Irish Patriot ...
	However, the radical or revolutionary democratic wings of what became the United Irishmen and the Friends of the People in Scotland and later the Untied Scotsmen, came to see the necessity of a break with the Union – the Union of the Crown in Ireland’...
	The French Patriots, sought to overthrow the old French dynastic state, but still saw themselves as the leading advocates of its French language-dominated, Enlightenment culture.  Furthermore, many French Patriots easily adopted Napoleon’s French impe...
	However, neither the leaders of the revolutionary democratic wings of the United Irishmen nor the Society of Friends/United Scotsmen saw the dominant culture in their states or their Empires as something to be championed.
	Indeed, the Belfast leaders of the United Irishmen made a real effort to incorporate the denigrated vernacular Irish Gaelic culture of the 'mere Irish'.  One of their members, Henry Joy organised the Belfast Harp Festival in 1792.   The Northern Star ...
	Furthermore, many of the United Irish in Ulster, particularly the radical weavers, spoke Ullans (the Ulster-Scots dialect of Lallans used in most of Lowland Scotland).  Like Robert Burns in Scotland, they wrote poetry in Scots.  Both could also write ...
	Such shared thinking led some leaders of the revolutionary democratic wing of the United Irishmen and the Friends of the People in Scotland to form an anti-Unionist, Republican 'internationalism from below' alliance.  William Drennan  was invited by M...
	Another key difference between the moderates and the revolutionary democrats was the latter’s preparedness to organise the ‘lower orders.’ As Robbie and Bill point out, for the revolutionary democratic leaders, “the liberation of their own class was n...
	In 1797, the United Scotsmen became involved in a plan that involved the French Directory and the Batavian (Dutch) Republican Navy.  French troops were to be landed on the east coast of Scotland from Dutch ships.  After triggering a rising of the Unit...
	Nevertheless, mutinies at the Nore and Spithead in 1797 opened up the prospect of neutralising the formidable British Navy, which was maintaining a blockade of Republican France and its allies.  Only adverse winds prevented the Dutch invasion fleet fr...
	The following year, 1798, the United Irish Rising was crushed in County Wexford and County Antrim and the French forces under General Humbert landed in Mayo soon surrendered, whilst Wolfe Tone was captured trying to land in County Donegal. He was sent...
	After the end of the 1789-98 International Revolutionary Wave, it was Scotland that was to move into the frontline.   In 1820, the Radical Rising and its accompanying general strike in the west Central Belt, the largest in UK history to that time, pro...
	The frontline of opposition then moved from Scotland to Wales.   As the Industrial Revolution encompassed more of Wales, a largely Welsh speaking Republican underground extended its activities to the new manufacturing and mining areas.   The Merthyr R...
	During the 1847-9 International Revolutionary Wave another significant ‘internationalism from below’ challenge occurred in these islands.  Ireland once again played a prominent role.  Robbie and Bill focus their critical attention upon the role of the...
	After the somewhat ignominious collapse of the Young Irelander Rising in 1848/9, Mitchel, a Presbyterian, along with John Kenyon, a dissident Catholic priest, now exiled to the USA, became advocates of Black chattel slavery.  They adopted American Whi...
	Robbie and Bill also point to the most revolutionary Young Irelander, James Fintan Lalor, who criticised the Irish Confederation for its “fail{ure}to see that what was necessary was a class revolution.”   Lalor was interested in advancing the class in...
	However, the influence of the anti-Unionist and Republican Irish in the 1847-49 International Revolutionary Wave is best illustrated by the role of migrant workers in England, Scotland and Wales.  Many joined the Chartists.  Some made links with Georg...
	In 1843, Harney made an alliance with the Northern Chartists led by Feargus O'Connor, a renegade Irish landlord.  Although on the physical force wing of Chartism, O’ Connor (somewhat like Daniel O’Connell) saw such force as more to be used as a veiled...
	Harney also set up a Democratic Association in Glasgow.  His wife, Mary Cameron, also politically active, was from Mauchline in Ayrshire.  The Glasgow Democratic Association published the Vindicator.  On its masthead there was a quote from William Wal...
	However, following the impact of the defeat of the 1820 Rising, the leadership of Scottish Chartism remained in the hands of the moral force dominated Universal Suffrage Association.  Nevertheless, they still had to put on a radical face due to the so...
	From 1847, the interests of the Chartists and Irish Confederation drew closer.    Harney, ever keen to internationalise the activities of the Democratic Associations, had already formed the Fraternal Democrats in 1845.331 Its members came from Germany...
	Up until this time, although there were considerable numbers of Irish workers in the London, Lancashire and Scottish Chartist organisations, Chartism's influence in Ireland remained limited.  Furthermore, the leadership of the Irish Confederation init...
	Irish Confederation clubs were organised in London, Manchester, Birmingham, Sheffield, Liverpool, Airdrie and Greenock, and were later extended to Rochdale, Glasgow and Edinburgh.  They were much more influenced by the Chartists.  The Fraternal Democr...
	Seeing the ongoing revolutionary movements on the continent, the Whig UK Prime Minister, Lord Russell, moved on two fronts.  Preparations were made to introduce even more repressive legislation, and to prevent the Chartists' proposed march from Kennin...
	When O’Connor backed down at Kennington Green, this led to the collapse of effective central organisation amongst the Chartists.  The national leadership of the Irish Confederation made their own independent preparations for a rising in Ireland.  The ...
	In response, local physical force Chartists in England began to organise joint activities with Irish Confederation supporters in London, Liverpool, Manchester and Bradford.  Meanwhile the UK state was drawing the noose ever tighter on the leaderships ...
	Physical force Chartists and Irish Confederation members in England still planned for a coordinated rising on August 15th.  The police knew about this through their spies and informers.  They made many arrests throughout the country. Only in Ashton-un...
	The next organisation addressed by Robbie and Bill is the Irish Republican Brotherhood (IRB) formed in 1858, which planned risings in 1865 and 1867.  They point out that the IRB’s Proclamation of an Irish Republic “embodies an internationalism and ant...
	The IRB’s attempted risings in 1865 and 1867 failed.  Their paper, The Irish People was closed down in 1865, its leadership arrested and after the suspension of habeus corpus, hundreds of its activists were imprisoned.  Heavily penetrated by police in...
	As a result of these failures, both the IRB and its fraternal Fenian Brotherhood in the USA were to split.  The Social Republican wing of the Fenians transmitted the social and internationalist aims, proclaimed in the Proclamation of an Irish Republic...
	The quasi-revolutionary Irish National Land League (INLL) was set up in County Mayo by Davitt.   The anti-imperialism of the INLL was very evident in the leaflet distributed at its first meeting in Irishtown, County Mayo, and headed The West Awake.  “...
	The ‘political knock-on effects of ‘Internationalism from Below’ were considerable, in Scotland,  Wales,  England, the USA and the White British colonies, particularly Australia.  With Davitt's support, the Scottish Land Restoration League (SLRL) was ...
	Socialists worked closely with these organisations in Ireland, Scotland, Wales and England,  whilst Davitt and his allies made speaking tours and backed these campaigns.  In the 1885 general election, the INLL also inspired the HLL to put up candidate...
	The Scottish Home Rule Association (SHRA) was set up in 1886.  The HLL contested the 1886 general election, this time being adopted as Radical Liberal candidates.   However, some Scottish Socialists in the SLLL, seeing the success of independent chall...
	Another consequence of Davitt's 'internationalism from below', land and labour alliance was the contribution it made to the New (trade) Unionism, heralded by the London Matchgirls' Strike in 1888.   Jim Connell, who had been a member of the IRB in Ire...
	In the end, the Liberals, assisted by their Radical wing and its Lib-Lab MPs played a significant role in derailing these struggles.  The embryonic Socialist forces at the time called these people ‘Sham Radicals’.  The ‘Sham Radicals’ believed that ma...
	Towards the end of chapter 10, Robbie and Bill have a subsection entitled, The Easter Rising: ‘To every generation its Deed’.    In this and the immediate predecessor section, they describe the impact of the Easter Rising on anti-imperial movements in...
	Internationally, most Socialists see James Connolly from Ireland (albeit born in Edinburgh to an Irish migrant family) and John Maclean from Scotland (born in Pollokshaws, now in Glasgow, to a Mull migrant family), as the most significant Socialists i...
	However, until 1919, the highpoint of the International Revolutionary Wave, it was only Irish Republicans and Socialist Republicans, like Connolly. who supported not only the break-up of the British Empire, but of the Union, with the secession of an I...
	One Socialist with a better record in this regard was East London-based Sylvia Pankhurst.  She had been very active in support of the those in the IT&GWU fighting the Dublin Lockout.  Here she had met essentially Republican based, Suffragists,  such a...
	Maclean only became a supporter of the break-up of the British Empire and the UK, after a number of significant experiences.  The first indication of his support for Irish Republicans (as opposed to Socialists in Ireland) followed his imprisonment in ...
	In January 1918 Maclean was appointed the Bolshevik consul in Glasgow.  He concentrated nearly all of his political efforts on trying to politicise the economic struggles against the effects of the war, then the post-war struggles to improve pay and w...
	The third step came about, between May  and August 1920, when Maclean issued All Hail the Scottish Workers’ Republic!  and in February 1923 when he formed the Scottish Workers Republican Party.  In the process, he added Scotland to Connolly’s Ireland ...
	Support for Scottish self-determination on Maclean’s time was wide (and took several forms – Maclean’s Scottish Workers’ Republic, Erskine Marr’s Poblach na h-Alba, whilst many in the ILP and STUC supported Scottish Home Rule).  However, this was late...
	Robbie and Bill convincingly argue that the First Irish Republic represents an ‘Unfinished Revolution’.  With the British Empire experiencing further decline since the Second World War, and particularly from the late 1960s, the imperial glue which has...
	Robbie and Bills’ own concluding chapter is entitled, Ireland in Coming Times: What is to be done?   Although the What is to be done? suggests organisational proposals for any forthcoming moves towards Irish unification, it concentrates instead on the...
	Its concluding paragraph, argues that they have “draw{n} on Irish history… to build the Irish future… We must remember that it is up to us – living breathing Irish people, north and south and in the diaspora – to finish the revolution”.   The next sec...
	k) Bringing together the three reviews
	The strongest part of John McAnulty’s Ireland’s Partition: Coda to counterrevolution is his historical analysis which recognises that the post-GFA framework provides no constitutional avenue to a Republican united Ireland.  Yet John’s pessimism leaves...
	SD(I) recognises the need to engage in economic and some social struggles, seeing these, in effect, as ‘schools of struggle’.  However, it is only by active engagement in all the democratic political struggles of the exploited and oppressed, united in...
	It's not an adequate response, when workers give their electoral support to other more widely-based political organisations, however politically limited their existing leaderships, to demand they adopt a particular sect’s immediate programme before th...
	The next book reviewed, The State of Northern Ireland and the Democratic Deficit: Between Sectarianism & Neo-Liberalism (TSoNIatDD) by Paul Stewart, Tommy McKearney, Georoid O’Machail, Patricia Campbell and Brian Garvey, advances the argument about th...
	The authors’ continued activism, across such a variety of arenas, also leads them to be more optimistic.  They acknowledge the setbacks under the GFA and its successors but offer a different perspective to John and the SD(I).  They see the 1969-1995 R...
	Challenging other writers in a non-politically sectarian manner, the authors show how the GFA, with its promotion of neo-liberalism, has reinforced the sectarian nature of the state in the ‘North’.  They provide many examples with regard to welfare, m...
	The authors are also very much aware of the situation in Scotland. Several have been involved in joint activities in Ireland and Scotland (as has another Socialist Republican, Bernadette McAliskey, who gave her support to the Radical Independence Camp...
	The last book reviewed, Anois ar theact an tSamhraidh – Ireland, Colonialism and Unfinished Revolution (AstarS:ICaUR) by Robbie McVeigh and Bill Rolston, locates the formation of Ireland from 1169  in a colonial/imperial context and and from 1801 in a...
	The authors provides a comprehesive history and analysis of imperialism/colonialism and, in particular, its Irish Republican challengers.  They also point to a long history of ‘mestizaje’ - “the ‘interbreeding’ of colonial incomers and natives over ge...
	This review has also gone further and argued that the sociological reality of ‘mestizaje’/‘multiculturalism from below’ needs to be made a political reality on the basis of ‘Internationalism from Below’.  The campaign to defend migrant workers is clea...
	One of the authors, Robbie, now lives and works in Scotland.  The book provides several examples of Scotland and Irelands’ shared negative role in the Union and Empire.  Although the authors are very aware of IndRef1, they only make a tentative sugges...
	There has been a majority government support for Scottish independence and a call for a referendum at Holyrood, from 2011 to IndyRef1’s implementation in 2012, and again tentively from 2016 and more clearly from 2019 and 2022.    In Ireland, the situa...
	In the ‘North’ only 39.2% voted for possible pro-unification parties in the 2022 Stormont election.  In the ‘South’ opinion polls show majority support Irish unification, but the electorate doesn’t see this as of high enough priotity to vote for a maj...
	However, even as support for Irish unification grows in the ‘North’, any campaign still comes up against fact that the GFA is an amendment to the 1920 Government of Ireland Act that asserts UK sovereignty.  The GFA removed the Unionists/Loyalists’ abs...
	The SNP government has already come up sharply against the anti-democratic nature of the UK state.  On November 23rd 2022, the Supreme Court in London denied any constitutional possibilty of the Scottish government holding a referendum without the app...
	Before Nicola Sturgeon’s resignation as SNP party leader and First Minister on Febriary 15th, she adopted a policy to put forward to the now cancelled SNP confernce on March 19th . The motion read “The SNP will make clear that it is asking people to v...
	The motion already acknowledges that the Unionist Westminster majority (and that also goes for Labour, as Starmer has indicated) will be no more likely to recognise any SNP Scottish majority than it has before.  Therefore, the motion goes on to argue,...
	The problem is that the unionists hold Holyrood in even greater contempt than the SNP’s Scottish majority at Westminster.  The Tory government is now trying to roll-back the limited democratic gains made under Labour’s post-1998 ‘Devolution-all-round’...
	The reactionary unionist ascendancy at Westminster has also enabled the Tories to prop up the Unionist/Loyalist bloc in Northern Ireland.  This, despite the DUP failing to win majority support in Northern Ireland for Brexit in 2016, losing their Westm...
	The authors of TSofNIatDD, have already pointed out that “it would appear that the rational option for Unionism would have been to take the steps to negotiate an agreed future {with Irish Nationalists} before they lost their bargaining power”.   But t...
	A more rational British Unionist strategy would be to build a new Northern Ireland Executive based on a constitutional nationalist (Nationalist/Republican) and liberal unionist (Alliance Partypf Northern Ireland APNI) coalition.    A Tory approach to ...
	Nevertheless, the Tories’ battening down the hatches of UK plc is just creating the conditions for further challenges, which may well spill over into extra-constitutional action.  There is little doubt that the British ruling class is increasingly con...
	And whereas the Thatcher Tory Party and New Labours’ neo-liberalism was meant to clear the way for the corporate takeover or penetration of most public services, this was still meant to be competitive process.   But Boris Johnson openly linked busines...
	And despite, a never-ending political media attacks (including by the BBC) on striking workers, the Tories have not been able to break the wider popular feeling that they are the party of ‘New Corruption’.  Many in the British ruling class are now loo...
	Senior Tory and Labour politicians,  diplomats, defence experts, and heads of banks and businesses ) met at Ditchley Park in Oxfordshire.   And international issues such as Putin’s Russian imperial challenge in Ukraine, and Xi Jinping-led China’s poss...
	But the whole purpose of the Union was to advance the British Empire.  Therefore, as the Empire unravels, so does the Union.  Another item up for discussion at Ditchley Park was the Irish Protocol.  With diplomats and defence experts present, the disc...
	If we look at Ireland, which at the moment is of greater international import to various ruling classes in the USA and the EU than Scotland, is it possible to conceive of a western imperial powers’ backed alternative to the Tories’ die-hard reactionar...
	These are the conditions in which wider ruling class (more tentatively British, but with both US and EU member state ruling class backing) could come out in support of Irish reunification.  The adoption of the term ‘reunification’ as opposed to unific...
	Today, Sinn Fein are in the process of abandoning the Republican unification of Ireland (the ‘Unfinished Revolution’) for the imperial, neo-Unionist reunification of Ireland.  Neo-Unionism understands that any reunited Ireland is very unlikely to be w...
	But to get the backing of the wider British ruling class, Irish reunification would also have to be closely linked to the continued role of The City of London in Ireland.  Despite falling back in most other economic sectors in Ireland, the UK still re...
	But, the arena in which the British, US and EU member states’ ruling classes have and would continue to exert most pressure, would be to get the Republic of Ireland to abandon its official Irish Neutrality policy and to fully sign up to a western impe...
	And Sinn Fein has already anticipated the pre-First World War, Irish Parliamentaty Party, which looked for exemptions from the Liberal government’s legislation, the better to undercut market competition from and within Great Britain.  Today Sinn Fein ...
	This then forms the background to Sinn Fein’s Am Le Haonatch/ Time for4Unity (ALH/T4U) and its outreach, ‘Ireland’s Future’, which was described in part 2 of this review.  John NcAnulty has already outlined the likely further abandonment of any Irish ...
	Furthermore, Ireland’s Future organisers also invited the SNP’s ultra-neo-liberal MSP, Michael Russell to address their Belfast rally on 24.11.22.   Russell was also central to the proposed ‘Progress to Yes’ event in Aberdeen which was meant to be hel...
	However, the Sinn Fein leadership has proposed an All Ireland Citizens Assembly, a very different proposition to an elected Constituent Assembly.  Those people invited will be carefully chosen beforehand.  Some dissident Socialist and trade union voic...
	And the serious negotiating will be conducted behind-the scenes, just as it was in ‘New’ Sinn Fein’s transition from a revolutionary to a constitutional nationalist party, and their agreement to co-run the GFA’s bi-sectarian NIE from 2006.  And, if th...
	There has been a growing opposition to the Union, Empire and Monarchy in Ireland (including the ‘North’), Scotland and Wales.  Yet all of these nations contributed in the past to Union, Empire and support for the Monarchy.  And some of the UK’s most r...
	England, the core of the wider Union and British Empire, has an even deeper history of Labour, trade union and Socialist accommodation to Union, Empire and Monarchy (often disguised on the Left as British ‘internationalism’).  Yet the massive Black Li...
	One former colonial British West Indian state after another, Bahamas, Barbados, Jamaica., Grenada, Antigua and Barbuda and St Kitts-Nevis is questioning the Crown connection and pushing to be an independent Republic.  This isn’t just seen as a politic...
	This all points to the need for an immediate Republican, ‘internationalism from below’ coalition across these islands.  A separate Conclusion will outline how this could be advanced.
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