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Once again
deliver a strong No!

HE challenges facing our people at this time are immense. We have a declining economy

and soaring unemployment, and the Government is intent on bailing out the bankers and
property speculators. They continue to pour scarce valuable resources into failing banks,
while workers are facing renewed calls for increases in taxes of all sorts. Under the guise of
the McCarthy Report the Government is preparing to make savage cuts in public spending, on
top of the stringent cuts that have already taken place this year alone.

Yet on the 2nd of October working
people will be asked to pass judgement
for the second time on the Lisbon
Treaty. The Yes side have resorted to
bullying and blackmail. They appear
like demented preachers walking the
street with their sandwich boards pro-
claiming that “the end of the world is
nigh” if we vote No. The Yes advocates
have steadfastly refused to engage in
any serious debate in relation to the
treaty and its contents but instead have
attempted to engineer it into an argu-
ment for or against membership of the
European Union. The cities and towns
are littered with posters proclaiming
that the recovery begins if we vote Yes,
that we should “vote Yes for jobs.”

The EU Commission has been pro-
moting its own interests through its
many front organisations, such as
“Ireland for Europe,” headed by the
former MEP and now corporate lobby-
ist Pat Cox, “We Belong,” “Generation
Yes,” and the “Charter Group,” made
up of certain senior trade unionists—
all well funded and with unhindered
access to the mass media. As there are
in fact no strategy or policies in rela-
tion to job creation in the treaty, they
point to the “Charter of Fundamental
Rights”; but in this there is only the
right to “seek” work.

This treaty was framed by the Euro-
pean Round Table of Industrialists, to
ensure that big business has maximum
rights and minimum controls.

If workers vote for this treaty we

will be limiting our ability to bring
about change here at home. This treaty
is, in effect, a guarantee to retain the
status quo, to copperfasten inequality,
to reduce and our ability to bring about
change. The bar will be set far beyond
reach.

There is nothing in this treaty for
workers, for fishing communities, for
medium or small farmers, for women,
or for youth. This treaty would be the
final capstone on an imperialist bloc,
one that will become more and more
militarised, more and more anti-
democratic and authoritarian. It will
speak with only one voice, and that will
be the voice of monopoly capitalism,
the big banks and finance houses.

Fianna Fail, Fine Gael and the
Labour Party have finally abandoned
the facade of having any alternative
vision for Ireland, other than that of
being subservient to the needs and at
the service of imperialism. Sadly, it has
been joined by a large section of the
trade union movement, and in particu-
lar by SIPTU, which this year cele-
brates the centenary of its formation,
led by Jim Larkin and James Connolly,
a union born and built under the con-
ditions of the struggle for national free-
dom, to establish an Irish democracy
free of British imperialist control, only
to mark that centenary by supporting a
treaty that will effectually sign away
Irish democracy.

SIPTU is dominated by the utopian
belief that at some future date, in some

parallel universe, the Labour Party will
get into Government and right all the
wrongs that are inflicted on our
society, while in reality that party is
preparing once again to enter coalition
after the next election—whenever that
may be—with Fine Gael.

Irish workers face a stark choice.
Do we stand and fight for a better
Ireland, shaped by our own needs
and traditions, or do we once again
surrender to bullying, the craven sur-
render epitomised by the deadbeats
of the establishment and the middle
class, so ashamed of our history and
our struggle for freedom? There is
only one choice for workers, for small
and medium farmers, for women, for
youth: Vote No.
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No more issues should be decided in one country: they must all be considered in Europe.
—Bernard Kouchner, French Minister of Foreign Affairs (speech to Polish ambassa-

dors, Warsaw, 20 July 2009.)




The second referendum:
a democratic and constitutional outrage

N June 2008, 862,415 people voted to reject an amendment to the Constitution of Ireland
that would make EU law superior to Irish law in the areas set out in the Lisbon Treaty. The
holding of a second referendum on the same treaty shows contempt for the democratic will of
all Irish people, irrespective of how they voted in Lisbon 1.

It is a cynical exercise. Not a comma
of the Lisbon Treaty is changed for
Lisbon 2. It is still the constitution of a
supranational federal state. It would
turn Ireland, and the other member-
states, into regions or provinces of this
federation. It would make us citizens of
this new federal European Union,
owing duties of obedience to its laws
and loyalty to its authority. The rights
and duties of this “additional” citizen-
ship would ultimately be decided by the
European Court of Justice; it would
therefore fall to the ECJ to apply the
rights set out in the Charter of Funda-
mental Rights.

The vast majority of EU laws would
still be decided by civil servants behind
closed doors under the Commission
and Council, instead of being adopted
by elected representatives of peoples.

The democratic void
The non-elected Commission would
still retain its monopoly on proposing
all EU laws, instead of being decided by
elected representatives in national
parliaments or directly by voters.
Ireland and other member-states
would lose their right to propose and
decide their own Commissioner.
Instead, the Irish commissioner and
other commissioners would be decided
by the new Commission president, in
whose appointment the big states
would have a decisive say.

The “guarantees” that guaran-
tee nothing

The Government contends that it got
“guarantees” from the European Union
that address Irish concerns. These
guarantee nothing. If they changed
even a comma, the Lisbon Treaty
would become a different treaty and
would have to be ratified again by the
parliaments of the twenty-seven EU
member states.

If the treaty comes into force it will
be interpreted by the EU Court of
Justice. This would be on the basis of
the content of the treaty and not of the
“decision” and “solemn declaration”
that pro-Lisbon hype tries to make out
to be so significant.

Spoofing at the United Nations

These documents will not form any
part of the Lisbon Treaty, they do not
change it, and they are not legally bind-

ing as part of EU law. Formally
registering the “decision” at the United
Nations is intended to make it look
more significant but does not make it
capable of overriding EU law.

A promise to negotiate a legally
binding protocol to be attached to some
future EU treaty in the future is just
that: a promise.

Once the treaty came into force,
even if Ireland obtained a protocol in
some future treaty it would still not
free us from the obligations of Lisbon
that the Government has signed up to
and already accepted.

An outdated economic model

All twenty-seven EU members are in
economic crisis. This crisis makes
Lisbon’s model of a deregulated, priva-
tised European Union seriously out of
date. The Lisbon Treaty offers the
same unregulated financial liberali-
sation that created the present crisis.

Any efforts to end the speculative
scourge in this country, or in other EU
member-states, would come up against
prohibitions and restrictions on capital
movements and on rights of
establishment.

Ireland is experiencing a worse
crisis than most because of the borrow-
ing binge that was encouraged by the
same unholy alliance of political parties
that are now attempting to push
through the Lisbon Treaty.

Who hopes to gain from the
crisis?

The agreement on the morning of the
first referendum count between the
Government and the EU Commission
to advocate a continuation of the ratifi-
cation process by the other EU
member-states, despite the clear Irish
53 to 47 per cent majority against the
Lisbon Treaty, created a crisis of politi-
cal legitimacy for the European Union.

The Government is banking on a
climate of fear because of the effects of
fiscal and financial collapse, dragooning
voters into bailing it out, and also bail-
ing out the EU Commission and the
prime ministers and presidents of the
26 other member-states.

If this tactic was to succeed, gener-
ations would end up paying a political
price every bit as harsh and long-
lasting as the social burden created by
the Government’s bail-out of the banks.

A less influential Ireland to
confront the crisis
Furthermore, the Lisbon Treaty’s pro-
vision to give the big EU states from 50
to 100 per cent more voting power in
the European Union, while cutting
Ireland’s voting weight by half, would
be economically disastrous for us.
When Ireland joined the European
Community in 1973, Germany, France,
Italy and Britain had 3.3 times more
votes than Ireland. Under the Lisbon
Treaty, Germany would have 20 times
more votes than Ireland, and Britain,
France and Italy would have 15 times
more. How can having half as much
influence in the European Union as
Ireland has today help fight un-
employment and resolve the economic
crisis in the interests of Irish workers,
farmers, and businesses?

Workers’ rights

The Lisbon Treaty raises issues of great
importance for trade unionists and
workers throughout the European
Union. This is reflected in the fact that
the overwhelming majority of workers
who voted in the June 2008 referen-
dum voted against ratification.

In particular, the treaty would sub-
ordinate workers’ trade union rights to
the EU internal market by copper-
fastening the Laval, Viking, Riiffert and
Luxembourg judgements of the EU
Court of Justice. The so-called “solemn
declaration on workers’ rights” does not
provide a legal remedy to the anti-
worker thrust of these judgements and
is nothing more than a con to deceive
enough workers into reversing their
opposition to the treaty.

The Laval judgement played a role
in Ireland in a recent case taken by
employers to break a registered
employment agreement in the electri-
cal contracting industry. The Labour
Court stated: 1... It seems reasonably
if not absolutely clear to the Court that
in the absence of a Registered Employ-
ment Agreement contractors from other
Member States could exercise their free-
dom to provide services in this jurisdic-
tion under the EC Treaty at the same
rates and conditions of employment as
apply in their country of origin.
Depending on the country of origin this
could seriously undermine the competi-
tive position of Irish contractors.i—And
workers!



Marine Terminals

Increasingly, employers are resorting to the courts to
secure injunctions against their workers. As militancy
grows, though on a small scale at the moment, important
expression of resistance need to be supported.

At the end of August, Marine Terminals Ltd obtained
an injunction against its employees, members of SIPTU
who have been on strike for ten weeks, against their union
officials and the Irish Congress of Trade Unions.

Since workers first combined to form unions, those
who have passed pickets or carried on working while their
fellow-workers were outside the gate have always been
called scabs. It is a very honourable way to describe dis-
honourable people.

Now we have the High Court ruling that to use that
word is to cause offence and that if the workers continue
to use it they will find themselves in jail for contempt of
court. So not alone have workers’ rights been curtailed
and conditions imposed on how picketing can take place,
they are now attempting to censor how we should speak.
This is the third injunction against these dock workers.

What the employers want is no union at all, and if that
can’t be achieved then passive ones will do and the
silencing of workers’ voices.

Coca-Cola

SIPTU members employed by Coca-Cola HBC Ireland Ltd
at its main distribution centres have been on strike since
the 3rd of September. The action is in protest against the
company’s plan to subcontract the jobs of 130 distribution
and warehousing workers in Dublin, Tuam, Waterford,
Tipperary and Cork and to impose new terms and con-
ditions of work.

Coca-Cola refused to discuss any alternative course of
action with SIPTU, which represents the 130 workers in
dispute. At the end of August drivers and warehouse
workers received letters from three private transport
companies offering them new employment at greatly dis-
improved pay and working conditions and containing

J

threats of redundancy.

The companies—Brian Daly Transport Services Ltd of
Ratoath, Co. Meath, Liam Carroll Haulage Ltd of Thurles,
Co. Tipperary, and Kiely’s Distribution Ltd of Tipperary—
informed the workers that they will be forced to accept
reduced pay, loss of pensions and increased hours of work
when they transfer to their employment.

Coca-Cola HBC Ireland Ltd is owned by Coca-Cola
Hellenic Bottling Company SA of Athens, which in turn is
part-owned (23 per cent) by the Coca-Cola Company of
Atlanta, Georgia. Coca-Cola HBC, which revealed profits
of €201 million in the six months to the end of June, has
begun a process of restructuring in Ireland, Austria and
Italy and has cut almost five thousand jobs since 2008.

The striking Coca-Cola workers in Ireland were
dragged before the courts and an injunction slapped on
them at the bosses’ request. This effectually prevents
picketing of the Coca-Cola factory. The pretext was that
the injunction was in the interests of the “health and
safety” of the picketers, because on two occasions cars
driven by managers drove through the picket line, on one
occasion injuring a picketer, who had to be admitted to
hospital. So workers are dragged before the courts for
dangerous actions of the management!

Get the latest news and information ...

e Connolly Youth Movement: www.cym.ie

e Cuba Support Group: Www.cubasupport.com

e International Brigade Commemoration Committee:
homepage.ntlworld.com/e-mckinley/ibcc.html

o Ireland-Palestine Solidarity Campaign: Www.ipsc.ie

e James Connolly Education Trust:

www.iol.ie/~sobljcet

e Latin America Solidarity Centre: www.lasc.ie

o Peace and Neutrality Alliance (PANA): www.pana.ie

o People’s Movement: www.people.ie

o Progressive Film Club: www.progressivefilmclub.ie
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2009).

This is an exciting time to be a member of the European Parliament . . . Much better to
secure victory in the European election . . . than to languish in a national body like the
House of Commons. Whenever I am in a national parliament I have the impression they
are rather demoralised, because powers are transferring to the European Union level.—
Andrew Duff, British Liberal member of the European Parliament (Economist, 4 June
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Putting Humpty-Dumpty together again

UCH has been written in the mass media, books are churned off the presses and many
words spoken on radio and television about the crisis now engulfing the capitalist world.
There is uniformity among the experts, the commentators and the ruling class that the
solution to the crisis lies in attacking workers. Their strategy is to attempt to put Humpty-
Dumpty together again by slashing workers’ rights and wages and sacrificing public services

to bring this about.

With regard to our own country, we
Irish communists believe that what is
missing from the debate is an analysis
and an understanding of the crisis from
a worker’s viewpoint, the necessity to
present a Marxist understanding of the
inherent crisis-ridden nature of the
system itself, that this crisis is struc-
tural and systemic.

AN ECONOMY FOR
THE COMMON GOOD

=

An Economy for the Common Good:
Strategy for a New Direction is the
result of research carried out by the

CPI's Economics Committee. Their
task was to bring together a number of
important questions that many

workers have raised and to provide
answers.

But this is only the beginning. We
will now bring our ideas into the
labour movement and the wider public
arena, to engage workers, the un-
employed, the self-employed, small and
medium farmers, small business
people, and those not directly con-
nected to the crisis but who are bearing
some of the pain. We are not bringing a
finished solution, written on tablets of
stone: instead we want to share our
views, to engage in the widest debate
among our people.

We appeal to all those who believe
in a more socially just Ireland to
engage in this essential debate. We
appeal to all democratic and patriotic
forces that now is the time for unity,
that there is a need for the labour
movement to rise to the challenge that
the ruling class has thrown down.

Our class needs leadership. Our
country needs a new direction. Our
people demand honesty and demand to
be listened to.

We have explained the economic
crisis in terms of its systemic nature:

that capitalism is inherently unstable,
unjust, and exploitative, that the drive
for maximum private profit is its
central thrust, and its central
weakness.

We do not believe that this crisis
was brought about by a few rogue
bankers or developers: they simply
followed the logic of capitalism, to
make maximum profit, regardless of
the cost to working people or to the
environment.

“Sharing the pain”: the big lie
What is now taking place is a massive
attack on working people’s pay, work-
ing conditions and pensions and on
social services such as health and edu-
cation. There is a co-ordinated cam-
paign to sell the big lie that we are all
in this together and that we all must
share the pain. This is simply untrue.

NAMA is for the redistribution of
wealth—from working people to the
wealthy, to protect the class interests
whom they are beholden to and serve,
while the McCarthy Report provides
the fig-leaf for the Government to
cover its tracks as it prepares to launch
further attacks on working people, the
unemployed, pensioners, the sick, and
children.

Working people are paying a heavy
price for a crisis they did not create.
Today we have 440,000 unemployed.
As we sit here people are waiting in
hospital queues around the country as
the health service buckles under the
strain. Our children will be sitting in
overcrowded, rat-infested and poorly
resourced classrooms.

NAMA: welfare for the rich
What is taking place is a massive re-
distribution of wealth away from work-
ing people, the self-employed, and
small and medium farmers. All the
establishment parties hide behind the
McCarthy Report, which has provided
them with the cover from which to
launch a savage attack on the living
standards of the people.

Today we are witnessing growing
attacks not only on workers’ living
standards but also on workers’ rights
and their ability to defend themselves
and their jobs. We witness the growing
use of the courts to break workers’
resistance, to restrict their ability to
mount effective struggle to defend

their jobs. Examples include the
dockers in Peel Ports at the Marine
Terminal in  Dublin, Coca-Cola,
Thomas Cook, and Mr Binman.

Employers are resorting more and
more to the courts to restrict workers’
ability to fight back. Resistance is spor-
adic and diffuse.

There is an absolute and urgent
need for the labour movement to res-
pond in an organised, co-ordinated way
and to rise to the challenges we face.
There is clearly a wilingness among
workers to stand and fight; what is
missing is the leadership to give it
direction.

We are calling for the establishment
of a state bank, linked to a state econ-
omic development corporation. We are
not concerned about protecting the
interests of capital but protecting the
interests of working people, to harness
and concentrate capital under demo-
cratic control, to develop state-owned
and democratically controlled indus-
tries based on the skill and resources of
our country and our people. This is dia-
metrically opposite to what is being
proposed in NAMA, which is a strategy
to protect private owners and con-
trollers of capital.

The slash-and-burn approach of this
Government is the Irish version of the
“shock doctrine” treatment. All the
establishment parties are agreed about
who should pay the price: they only
differ on the means for extracting that
price. They all want to put the Irish
Humpty-Dumpty together again, what-
ever the cost to our people and our
country. Their policies are designed to
make workers pay, to ensure that those
who are on top now will still be on top
when or if this crisis ends. They want
to sustain and maintain the old Ireland
of inequality, of mass emigration, of
poor-quality services, to ensure that
the children of the well-heeled will still
get to university. They will not be in
the hospital queues: they will be sitting
in plush lounges to see their private
consultants. Their children will not be
attending overcrowded classes but will
have smaller class sizes and well-
equipped facilities.

A few short years ago the refrain
from the serried ranks of economists
and learned professors of economics,
all singing in harmony with establish-
ment politicians, was that “there is no



alternative,” that capitalism has won
and in fact has put behind it the cycle
of slump and boom. That particular

false illusion has been slain. What was
frozen has become unfrozen. People
are beginning to search for solutions

and to look anew for alternatives. This
pamphlet is a contribution to that
debate.

Report of the Commission on Taxation:
The same old drivel

nguch for neo-Keynesianism being the new economic orthodoxy! The Report of the Com-
ission on Taxation has recommended a range of new taxes, including a property tax,
water charges, and the taxing of child benefit payments. The proposals for a third tax band
would mean that a new band could fall between 20 and 41 per cent, or below 20 per cent, but
no higher rate of tax could then be introduced, which would result in people earning more
than €200,000 not having to pay any more tax.

The manner in which the low-tax
policy is applied to the economy and
informs the commission’s findings is
deeply unsound. Not only will it stall
economic growth, it will aggravate
social inequality and lopsidedly dis-
tribute the tax burden. The recommen-
dations, therefore, do next to nothing
to engage with Ireland’s unfair tax
system. In fact couples jointly earning
about €70,000 will be worst hit under
the proposals.

Furthermore, middle-income
earners on the marginal rate of tax will
lose some of their tax benefits, at a
time when their pension schemes are
already in trouble. Surely it would be
better for the benefits for the less well-
off to come at the expense of the
wealthiest in society, rather than those
on middle incomes.

Ultimately, the commission’s
recommendations buttress a low-tax
model of the economy and do little to
engender a social infrastructure

capable of supporting a cohesive and

just society. Instead the ideology
underpinning the report is one of
increasing  income and  wealth
differences.

As we have seen over the past
decade, such disparities have served to
make Ireland an unequal society. Of
course it might be said that this is of
little concern to the commission, the
bulk of whose members were finan-
ciers, tax consultants, and lobbyists for
business  interests—precisely  the
people whose bread and butter has
been “earned” by helping the rich to
minimise their tax responsibilities to
society.

In Scandinavian countries, such as
Denmark and Sweden, for example, the
tax and social security systems, along-
side strategic state involvement, are
typically used to moderate inequalities,
achieving social cohesion and economic
growth. However, where the state
adopts a low-tax policy, which Irish

governments have historically favoured
and in the manner in which this report
recommends, the results are, as we are

now seeing, underfunded public
services and a debilitated social
security infrastructure.

[NC]

According to the Siddeutsche
Zeitung—a  highly regarded
German daily paper—the EU Com-
mission estimates that the Irish
debt-to-GDP ratio will be 200 per
cent by 2020—the highest in
Europe. (60 per cent is the maxi-
mum permitted by the Lisbon
Treaty.) The Spanish EU commis-
sioner, Joaquin Almunia, has
called a meeting of Ministers for
Finance in October to address the
issue. It is feared that interest will
rise, with a probable doubling of
interest payments ... McCarthy II
and III are well on track.

Soccer, capital, and politics

HETHER fans like to admit it or not, soccer (and all professional sports to varying
degrees) has been transformed over the last century into a multi-billion business, with
little resemblance to the game it once was.

And so, like the development of
capitalism as a whole from free and
competitive to monopolistic, we have
seen the progressive ending of fair
competition within soccer and the
emergence of monopolies—that is,
teams that monopolise resources and
therefore ultimately trophies.

Soccer has an added dimension. In
addition to being a market for capital
to penetrate and use, re-creating itself
along the way, it has the added psy-

chology of being a plaything for the big
boys of the business and political
world. Examples range from Middle
Eastern sheikhs to American billion-
aires and Italian politicians.

This summer’s ludicrous spending
spree by Real Madrid has all the traits
of monopoly capitalism. Firstly, amid
the so-called “credit crunch,” with some
clubs being forced by their owners to
sell players and tighten costs, Madrid
stood out as the strongest, able to pick

off the deals it wanted and take advan-
tage of the weaknesses of its competi-
tors, thereby strengthening itself and
weakening those around it. Soccer, like
any other industry in a recession, will
see the weak disappear and the strong

get  stronger, creating further
monopoly.
Secondly, again  like  other

monopolies, Madrid didn’t just buy the
players it wanted but also purchased
players so that other clubs couldn’t

It needs to be said that nothing has changed in the Lisbon Treaty, and it would be dis-
honest to suggest otherwise. We should not shy away from the fact that the people are
being asked to vote on what is essentially the same treaty as was voted on last year.—
Lucinda Creighton TD (Fine Gael), D4il Eireann, 8 July 2009.




have them. This tactic is typical of a
monopoly and has been made a fine art
by such monopolists as Bill Gates and
his company, Microsoft.

But the question remains, how were
Real able to come up with the capital
necessary to further their monopoly?
Their own argument—and it is
certainly part of the answer—is that
they are a “global brand” and will be
able to sell merchandise. They didn’t
just buy footballers: they bought
brands that they can market and sell
globally.

But there is far more to it than that.
They are registered as a non-profit
entity, unlike clubs such as United, and
so can take advantage of tax breaks
from the Spanish government. The
non-national investors can also take
advantage of a tax rate of 23 per cent,
compared with 50 per cent in Britain.

Madrid, being the Francoist club,
carries huge political and economic
influence, to the point where in 2001 it
sold its training ground to the city

council for approximately $400 million,
moving to the most up-to-date training
facility built and maintained by tax-
payers’ money, which they rent for a
small fraction of the cost. This is an
example of the welfare breaks and
deals that are done throughout the
business world to “incentivise” capital
and investors.

Finally, and arguably most impor-
tantly, the stature of Real is such that
no creditor is going to recall its loans
when this could bring about the col-
lapse of the club. What Spanish bank,
government or investor would risk
such a backlash? This is again an
example that we see throughout the
business world: the more you owe, the
better you are treated.

Is it any wonder Newcastle were
relegated!

[GM]

Workers need political theory

HE main difference between the present global crisis and the previous one eighty years
ago is the absence of a relatively united left with an alternative to capitalism, in practice
and theory. The Cold War saw off the existence of the USSR as the main practical alternative,
but the battle over theory continues. Indeed many a right-winger will know the difference
between the Marxist movement and Marxist thought.

The last thing capitalists want is for
workers to develop their own theories,
ideas, or class consciousness. Capital-
ism is defended as the natural develop-
ment of “human nature.” It dictates
that when everybody (including
workers) is free to pursue their own
selfish interests, the “neutral” market
will act as the great regulator.

In fairness, this is a fantastic idea—
in theory. Such a theory claims that “a
rising tide lifts all boats,” or that
greater wealth creation will have a
“trickle-down” effect that will benefit
everyone. Leaving aside such watery
metaphors, this gigantic pyramid
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scheme is presented as structurally
sound by those at the top, or those who
wish to be.

That said, the purpose of this article
is a repeat call for workers to develop
our own theories and, once developed,
to put them into practice. Theory, how-
ever, as described by Richard Hyman,
“is seen as something indulged in by
people in armchairs or in ivory towers,
a luxury which practical men [or
women| cannot afford.” He continues:
“Explicit theoretical discussion and
argument which seeks to locate indi-
vidual happenings in their broader con-
text can inform and illuminate action:
it is thus a highly practical activity.”
(Emphasis in the original.)

Theory is often dismissed as a form
of navel-gazing and thus removed from
the practicalities of real life, from
reality. However, theory is nothing
more than the realignment of thought
with reality, and practice is nothing
more than the realignment of reality
with thought.

Notwithstanding such realignment,
some opponents of communism claim
that it is “fine in theory but can’t work
in practice,” because of “human
nature,” as mentioned above. Howard
Selsam scoffed at the notion that
“human nature is human nature.” He
described such a statement as
tautology.

He continued: “The slogan ‘You
can’t change human nature’ is today
simply a key device for maintaining the
existing economic and  political

structure . . .”

In response to the existing econ-
omic and political order, the distin-
guished Italian Marxist Antonio
Gramsci called on workers to engage in
“wars of position” to challenge the
dominance of capitalist theory. When
workers fail to create their own theory
they end up taking someone else’s
fundamentals for granted, and thus
“are more interested in the state of the
roads than their place on the map.”
Such social questioning is not self-
indulgent theorising but can lead us to
convince ourselves that “what is” need
not mean “what must be.”

When workers are “asked” to accept
wage cuts or are made redundant in
order to “develop their career oppor-
tunities,” the last thing the employer
wants is for their workers to have a col-
lective consciousness. Far better for
the employer if the work force res-
ponds with a collection of individual
wants than with the want of collective
action. For example, workers are dis-
tracted into fighting (where they can)
for improved redundancy terms rather
than resisting the principle of job cuts
in the first place.

Workers will suffer in this crisis
because they have failed to develop an
alternative consciousness, an alterna-
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tive theory to the status quo. Capital-
ists, by their nature, are in competition
with each other in the short term. The
weaker will go to the wall, and the
stronger will survive and indeed pros-
per. The result will be a lowering of
wages and an increase in
unemployment—a cheaper and a more
replaceable = worker,  respectively.
Therefore the current crisis is only a
crisis within capitalism, not a crisis of
capitalism. The employed and un-

employed workers will pay the price for
the readjustment within capitalism.
The alternative is for workers col-
lectively to develop their own ideas and
put them into practice—for a re-
alignment of their thoughts with their
own reality. But isn’t that just theory?
[JC]
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“After the third No”

Gwyn Prins and Johanna Méhring, Another Europe?: After the Third No, Dublin: Lilliput
Press, 2008; ISBN 978-1-84351-150-2.

This book is essential reading for anyone with an interest in the European Union and how it is
developing. It takes the form of a dialogue between two friends, one of whom works in the
European Parliament. It attempts to bring the scholarly findings of academic studies on the
European Union into the public realm.

It is a surprise and a shame that
this book, published in 2008, somehow
slipped under the radar, as it could
have both informed and enlivened the
debate on the Lisbon Treaty.

The MacKinder Programme at the
London School of Economics under-
took this work, interviewing more than
seventy “distinguished practitioners”
whose opinions were to inform the
work. A formal paper presenting
matters arising from the interviews can
be read at the web site
anothereurope.eu.

Those interviewed come from all
over the European continent, none,
however, from Ireland. The only name
recognisable to this reviewer is that of
Susan George, chairperson of the Plan-
ning Board of the Transnational Insti-
tute and author of We, the Peoples of
Europe, who visited these shores
before the first referendum on the
Lisbon Treaty.

The women agree on some of the
European  contributions to the
development of politics and democracy,
with particular regard to the Enlight-
enment. However, where they come
into sharp disagreement is regarding
the increasingly top-down political
structure of the European Union.

Some quotations will give an idea of
the incisive dialogue.

Concentration of central authority
in a few hands, a thold from abovei,
has a poor record in modern history.
The crisis to which the institutions of
Europe were a rst response was the
result of one thing above allGthe dicta-
torial approach to politics.

Seen in the long view of history, the
Lisbon ceremony may well have set
back  European uni cation for
generations.

To save the Union, we will all have
to recognise that the simple, one-
dimensional model cannot work. The
quasi-religious fervour for absolute
integration has blocked objective evalu-
ations of [alternative models].

Many Continental legal systems,
rooted in European law, have built-in
provisions for the protection of the indi-
vidual vis-a-vis the state. These not
only di er from those furnished by
common law, they also di er signi -
cantly from each other. These di er-
ences are deeply embedded and, |
believe, it is perilous to try to override
them.

The higher the project of integration
aims in theory, the more certain a
break-up in practice.

We must return to the people of
Europe the great gifts of self-

government, citizenship and freedom
under law.

The ideas discussed in this book are
stimulating and not the arguments of
“right” and “left”; in fact what is articu-
lated is the deeply seated reservations
of those who have a high regard for
what has been accomplished by years
of European co-operation but yet have
real fears for what the future holds if
the European Union is to become a
superstate.

It is easy to imagine two friends
having these kinds of conversation, if
emotions could be set aside. As one of
the characters puts it, iln normal
circumstances, | would not have raised
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the subject of our deeper disagreement.
Both of us are the o spring of mixed
parentage, she German and French, |
Scottish and Czech. Many cups of
co ee stand witness to the extended
conversations across the years that had
revealed an ever-widening gap between
us, to the point where silence became

the protector of a friendship reaching
back into our youth. But the shock of
the unexpected turn of events reopened
a discussion we both thought long
exhausted.T

A book like this can perhaps show
us how to debate the tough issues with
our opponents: with respect, and with

due regard to where our opinions agree
so that we can explore the realities that
are before us now as we go to the polls
for the second time on a treaty that
will affect the lives of all who live in the
twenty-seven member-countries of the
European Union.

International

Libya now part of mainstream capitalism

HE kerfuffle about the release of Abdelbaset al-Megrahi last month belies the extent to
which the European Union, Italy and Britain find themselves in alliance with the ruling

circles of Libya.

Much of the shouting and
roaring was generated by the silly
season in the media but also by the
necessity for both the United
States and European Union and |
the Libyan rulers to give the
impression that they were standing
up to each other. Brussels, and
even more so Washington, prefer
not to show the close relationship
they have formed with Muammar
al-Gaddafi since the latter joined up
with them and, in effect, sur-
rendered Libyan sovereignty. On
the other hand, Tripoli needs its people
to believe it is beating the West at its
own games.

The coup d’état of forty years ago
was nationalist, Islamic, and populist.
It improved the conditions of most
Libyans and caused huge problems for
the petrol-guzzling societies. It got rid
of the monarchy and foreign military
bases, and partially nationalised the oil
industry. Its foreign policy was, to put
it kindly, erratic and unpredictable.
For a number of years Gaddafi sup-
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ported many radical causes, some good
and some bad.

There were three early warning
signals that might have alerted liber-
ationist movements and the Western
left to what was to come. One was his
claim to have found a “third way”—
whatever its nature, always a danger
signal. The second was the continuous
persecution and imprisonment of the
mildest political reformers and secular-
ists. The third was the absence of any
serious labour rights.

In 2003 the Libyan ruling class
decided to join mainstream capitalism.
They were welcomed with open arms,
despite what might have been said
publicly. After all, the country’s oil-
fields are said to be worth €70,000
million. The state assets, including the
oil, are administered by the Libyan
Investment Authority, which is prepar-
ing for the privatisation of everything
and anything. BP and Shell have been
taking over steadily in Libya in the last
five years. In return, one might say,
Libya has invested heavily in Italy (its
former colonial occupier) and Britain.
It has put a huge amount of money
into the Italian state-controlled defence
and aerospace company Finmeccanica.
Gaddafi and Berlusconi seem to have
formed a special relationship. They
signed an agreement in August last
year in Benghazi and have feted each
other in their respective capitals.

When the Euro-Mediterranean
Partnership was relaunched, Libya was
admitted as an observer and was also

brought under the European
Neighbourhood Policy Instrument.
" Brussels officials describe the
relationship as one of “informal
dialogue.”

Since the beginning of 2009 the
Libyan Investment Authority has
bought £275 million worth of
property in London and is
rumoured to be setting its sights on
other European capitals for long-
term easy investments. (It is not
- unlikely that they will buy proper-
4 ties from NAMA if it gets off the
ground.) Because Libya has more ready
money than it can spend—more than
40 billion barrels of oil in reserve—it is
a godsend to Western developers and
financiers, who, in recession, want to
get rid of unprofitable property for
quick “readies.”

The European Union and its
member-states are enthusiastic in their
efforts to get their hands on some of
this money. There have been numer-
ous meetings between the two sides,
including one a few weeks ago between
the heir-apparent (a bad concept in any
system), Saif al-Islam al-Gaddafi, and
that exemplar of refinement and
former EU commissioner Peter
Mandelson, at a villa in Italy owned by
the Rothschilds. (Remember them?
They haven’t gone away, you know!)

From now on, the most oil-rich
country in Africa will be an integral
part of front-line predatory capitalism.

Postscript: The Scots were right to
release Megrahi on the grounds
announced publicly, his terminal ill-
ness. Furthermore, few people outside
the United States believe he was guilty
as charged in relation to the destruc-
tion of the plane over Locherbie. Ach
sin scéal eile.

[CDF]
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