Basement, A9 Bromfelde Road, London, 374 February 27, 1990

Dear Jim,

Many thanks for your letter (undated) which reached me this morning. The ermlosures are
particularly interesting. I met Ragmer Lysacht when I was in Dublin in 1981 and he came to
see me once here. 3But at those times, I was highly suspect, because I was in Lambert's
international outfit, so we didn't get very far. I shall read both documents with care
and expect I shall have to ask you questions arising from them. I have been for over a
decade a member of the Socialist Labour Group, which began life as a supporter of Lambert;
we broke with him some three years back, and now we have all joined the Intermational
Socialist 2roup, 80 now I am a member of the United Seeretariat, and back ¢n the Fourth
Internatiofial which I left with Healy in 1953 with the International Committee. I knew
some of the comrades in the LWR, but apart from publishing the bulletin sttacking Healy
with Dermott Whelan wrote, I don'} claim to know much about ¥rish politics!

I did find some mention of a second Irish Citizens' Arpy in the latter half of the 193%0's
that lorah Commolly, Michael Price were involved in - this was in materisls in vour
National Library. Do you have the actunl details of its dissolution? I know more than
one comrade this side of the water that would like to know. “hat is your socurce for thre
business about the meeting chaired by 0'Brien? All I know is that I find Price involved
in producing "The Torch" later. I did rather venture to doubt whether the ICA (Mark 2)
ever existed at all outside the hopes and the imagination of s few: have you solid confirm-
ation that it actuallt did exist and do things?

Tour points about the Republican Congress are well taken. Ity own hypothesis has always
heen (though, until someone gets into Sean Murry's papers which are the the Public Record
Office in B¥wmmg Belfasd we shan't know definitely) that the offiecial leadership of the CPI
didn't like the idea of the Republican Congress because, typically Third Period Stalinists,
they regerded it, not as a means to win people to Commumism (Which it could have been, I
think), but as an obstacle and = competitor with the Party. But I also think (again, no
more than a hypothesis) that there was no lack of opportinism in the Third Period, and that,
provided they ceuld silence the people who were setting themselves up too loud , like

Price and others, they didn't mind doing even De Valera the little servicem as well as others
whom the early energy of the Congress Movement had mobilised. There have been groups which
claimed to be Trotskyists, too, which refused to seize hold of movements like that, hecause
they lmew they would h-ve to fight for leadership =mong them and lacked the confidence to

do so.

I think you are right to distrust Milotte's stuff about the attitude of the CPI to the
Congress being an early, even a premature, anticipation of Popular Frontism. The gvidgnce
is against it. That foedsn't mean that we ignore the plentiful sismms of opportunism in
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Er .ﬁ'+1*1 ~me to power until they had to come down on *he side of an agreement, if
they could get it, with France and Britain.

I alse thin: vou are right to hypothesis that Price and the others were themselves ca;gh:
toial{"dﬁrlau}évise. T would like to Ymow whether there are any SUrviving dofuments ahnu

what the boases of the CPT in the London office of the CPGB thought - if anything! - about

what was going on.
1411 write again when I have read your documents;

Best wishes, :]}%1;@U



