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History will deal harshly
with the Yes campaign

ISTORY will deal harshly with those who foisted the Lisbon Treaty on a majority of IrishHvoters in the rerun referendum on the 2nd of October.
The campaign was not on the con-

tent of  the treaty but on promises of
jobs and economic recovery and a fear
of political isolation and economic and
social ruin for the country.

And so the same political forces that
destroyed  the Irish  economy through
the housing bubble, the bank bail-outs
and the criminally irresponsible NAMA
scheme  managed  to  persuade  a
majority of voters that Lisbon’s model
of  deregulated,  privatised,  let-it-rip
economics can lead us out of the mess;
or  that  Lisbon’s  proposal  to give the
big EU states,  such  as Germany and
France, 50 to 100 per cent more voting
power  in  the  European  Union  while
halving  Ireland’s,  from 2 per  cent  to
0.9  per  cent,  will  help  us,  while
Brussels,  Frankfurt  and  the  big  EU

states insist on savage cut-backs being
imposed on the Irish economy, with a
threat of sanctions up to and including
limitless � nes for our present  public-
sector budget de� cit.

This year there will be a decline of
nearly  a  tenth  in  Ireland’s  economic
output. We will  have a budget de� cit
equivalent to 12 per cent of GDP, un-
employment of some 14 per cent of the
labour force, and net emigration again.

The referendum result has no moral
or political legitimacy, because of the
undemocratic  and  fraudulent  manner
in  which  the  referendum  was  con-
ducted. In many ways the 2009 refer-
endum result is a less valid expression
of  the  popular  will  on  the  Lisbon
Treaty than the 2008 one.

The Yes side outspent the No side
by a ratio of about ten to one, with the
help  of  limitless  � nance  provided  by
the  European  Commission,  the  EU
Parliament  political  parties,  the
Government, and private business.

The referendum campaign itself was
marked  by  massive unlawfulness  and
breaches of referendum law.
  • Under the Broadcasting Act (2001)
the broadcast media are obliged to be
fair to all interests involved in issues
of  public  controversy  and  debate.
The blatant partisanship of RTE and
the  various  “independent”  media
made a mockery of this obligation. In
addition,  local  newspapers  carried
pro-Lisbon  advertisements  that
clearly  breached  advertising
standards.
  • Two private companies, Intel and
Ryanair,  spent  massive  amounts  of
money to advocate a Yes vote, in pos-
sible breach of company and tax law
but  certainly  in  breach  of  basic

democratic principles.
  • Although  it  is  illegal  to  receive
donations  from sources  outside  the
country  in  waging  a  referendum
campaign, political parties on the Yes
side had their campaign posters and
advertising partly � nanced by their
political allies in the EU Parliament.
  • Under  EU  law,  campaigns  in
which money is provided by the EU
Parliament to transnational political
parties are required to avoid partisan
campaigning and advocacy and to be
con� ned  to  providing  information
material.
  • Also illegal under EU law, the EU
Commission spent massive  amounts
in setting up and running a web site
carrying propaganda for the Yes side
and campaigning for a Yes vote. The
EU Commission  has  no  function  in
relation  to  the  rati� cation  of  new
treaties,  as  this  is  exclusively  a
matter  for  member-states  under
their own constitutional procedures.
  • The president of the EU Commis-
sion,  Manuel  Barroso,  and  other
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members  of  the  Commission  and
their  sta� s,  also  made illegal  inter-
ventions on behalf of the Yes side.
• The  McKenna  judgement  by  the
Supreme Court in 1995 held that it is
unconstitutional for the Government
to use public funds to obtain a par-
ticular  result  in  a  referendum;  yet
the  Government  blatantly  used
public funds to circulate a postcard
on the “assurances” of the European
Council, a brochure giving a slanted
summary  of  the  treaty,  and  other
material  in  clear  breach  of  this
judgement.
• Mr  Justice  Frank Clarke  and the
Referendum Commission acted as an
arm of Yes side propaganda instead
of  ful� lling  their  statutory  role  of
explaining  to  voters  how  the  pro-
posed constitutional amendment and
its text would a� ect the Constitution
of  Ireland.  Probably  a  majority  of
Yes voters still do not know that Ire-
land  is  now  the  only  EU member-
state  to  have  in  its  constitution  a
formal and permanent “commitment
to the European Union”—a remark-
able  constitutional  provision  for  a
supposedly  sovereign  state  to  have.
Yet  the  Referendum  Commission’s
brochure, sent to every home in the
country, failed even to mention this
provision,  let  alone  explain  why  it
had been added to the Twenty-Eighth
Amendment  of  the  Constitution
(Treaty  of  Lisbon)  Bill  (2009)  yet
hadn’t been in the 2008 bill.

The  judge  himself  was  carefully

packaged as a neutral authority on the
treaty,  while in fact his record shows
him to be more of a partisan legal hack,
giving  several  erroneous explanations
of the provisions of the treaty in radio
and newspaper interventions that went
quite  beyond  his  powers  under  the
Referendum Act.

Lisbon  2  marks the swan song of
the political, economic and social com-
promises that  were made possible by
the “never had it so good” era of the so-
called Celtic Tiger. These compromises
are now coming apart  as the Govern-
ment  and  employers  heap  more  and
more burdens on working people, their
families, and their communities.

The rhetoric of large sections of the
trade  union  leadership  and  their
declarations that they will resist these
policies ring hollow, given the craven
failure of the same trade union leaders
to  make  even  the  mildest  protest
against  the illegalities in the referen-
dum campaign.

This  failure  must  convince  the
Government and IBEC that threats of
militancy from these union leaders are
so  much  hot  air,  designed  more  to
control and weaken real militancy than
to give it focus and direction.

The  Proclamation  of  the  Irish
Republic in 1916 asserted “the right of
the people of Ireland to the ownership
of Ireland and to the unfettered control
of  Irish  destinies.”  Socialists  and
republicans  who  base  their  political
values on the Proclamation believe that
an independent, sovereign, democratic

Irish  state  is  clearly  not  compatible
with the European Union, which now
makes 78 per cent of the laws for this
country  and the other member-states
and  decides  much  of  the  26-County
state’s economic and foreign policy.

The  central  aim  of  the  European
Union is to erode the national democ-
racy and independence of its member-
states by gradually turning them into
provinces  of  a  supranational  state
under  the  political  hegemony  of
Europe’s  former  imperial  powers,  in
particular Germany and France, with
Britain trying to get a look-in.

The European Union erodes funda-
mentally the democratic power of the
twenty-seven  member-states  and
imposes on  them a  system of  supra-
national law that makes all-out compe-
tition  and  the  so-called  free-market
economy  constitutionally  mandatory
on  their  governments,  parliaments,
and peoples.  It  therefore provides  an
ideal  arena  for  the  pro� t-maximising
activities of transnational companies.

If  the  Lisbon  Treaty  comes  into
force  for  all  twenty-seven  states,
making  the  European  Union  consti-
tutionally into a federation and turning
500  million  people  into  EU  citizens
without consulting them, that is bound
to make the question of national inde-
pendence and democracy the core issue
of  European  politics  for  decades  to
come.

Progressives may have lost a stage
in  that  struggle,  but  the  struggle
continues!

The most dishonest political campaign
ETWEEN the � rst and second referendums on the Lisbon Treaty the country was hit byBthe economic crisis. Our pathetic Government had no idea how to cope with the situation;

all  they could do was strive to protect their friends and supporters who so conspicuously
thronged the Fianna Fáil tent at the Galway Races. But they never lost their political skills.

Early on in their campaign for the
treaty,  Government  and  opposition
parties spotted that what was worrying
people  most  was  the  threat  to  their
jobs—if they hadn’t already lost them.
So they called in their public relations
experts and spin doctors and launched
their poster campaigns.

Never mind that there is nothing in
the Lisbon Treaty that would facilitate
a programme for economic recovery, or
still  less  a  policy  of  protection  of
employment, and that they knew that
perfectly  well.  The  impression  was
made,  but  not  explicitly  stated,  that
the  powerful  states  of  the  European
Union would help us if we passed the
treaty, and would punish us if we voted
No again.

The  most  e� ective,  most  profes-
sionally  designed  posters  to  be  seen
were  those  produced  by  IBEC,  the
employers’ organisation.  Placards pro-

claiming “Yes for jobs”  festooned  the
lampposts  of  the  country;  it  seemed
there were more of them than all  the
others combined.

How ludicrous is it that this organi-
sation should suddenly discover a con-
cern for the welfare of their workers.
Not  only  companies  in  di� culty  but
some that are still making pro� ts have
been  sacking  workers  and  cutting

wages.  Furthermore,  IBEC has  been
campaigning  for  big  cuts  in  public
services.

The Government has already been
cutting sta�  in the services;  many of
those  without  permanent  contracts
have  already  lost  their  jobs;  others
have  been  persuaded  to  take  early
retirement—not  bureaucrats,  of
course, but  essential  workers,  includ-
ing teachers and nurses. They plan to
cut  many  more.  Fine  Gael  criticises
them for not cutting enough.

Of  all  the dishonest  political  cam-
paigns in our history, this has been the
worst.  Not  one of  these parties,  and
certainly not the employers, have any
policy for protecting or creating jobs.
Neither is it, nor can it  be under the
rules  they  operate  by,  an  economic
priority for the European Commission
or  the European Central  Bank.  They
are bound to facilitate competition and
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to combat in� ation.
And let us give credit to the party

that � rst thought of using the anxiety
of  working  people  to  get  the  Lisbon
Treaty passed. The Labour Party came

up  with  the  slogan  “Work  with
Europe,” an attempt at  a  clever  little
pun, implying that voting for the treaty
would help to get us into jobs.

It is sad that the leadership of that

party have abandoned the interests of
the working class, preferring to act as a
patsy  for  the  bourgeois  parties,  so
much do they desire the trappings of
o� ce.

Unions approaching the Rubicon!
ANY unions are fast approaching their  Rubicon—Mthe point at which they decide either  to stand up

and  � ght  or  to  lie  down,  surrender,  and  become
redundant.

There  is  absolutely  no  doubt  but  that  many
employers are exploiting the present crisis and initiating
union-busting  campaigns.  On  top  of  the  assault  on
workers’  terms  and  conditions  of  employment  we  are
also witnessing concerted e� orts in various industries to
break unions and their membership. It is � tting that a
number  of  unions  are  celebrating  centenaries  as
employers return to the tactics of a hundred years ago.

With  active  support  from  the  Government,  indeed
following in  the  tracks  of  the  Government,  employers
unilaterally impose new contracts, pay cuts, and changes
to  pension schemes.  In addition,  they walk away from
agreed  negotiating  procedures,  Labour  Court  recom-
mendations,  and  LRC  mediation.  And  that’s  where
unions are recognised!

But there will come, or may already have come, an
issue that will force every union leadership to consider
whether  to � ght or lie down.  Those that  � ght  have a
chance of surviving, regardless of the outcome of their
dispute;  those  that  lie  down will  do  so  at  the  risk of
laying to  rest  their  union  for  good.  Fighting  does not
come in the form of court cases or media battles—while
they may have a use—but will largely be dependent upon
troops on the ground: strength in numbers.

Fighting  is  the  only  method  of  survival  for  unions
today; and even reluctant leaders will have to consider
the future of their unions, if only out of self-interest. And
so every union must face the daunting task of mobilising
a membership that has been dormant for thirty years of
so-called partnership and that—largely through no fault
of their own—does not know how to stand united in the
face of employer, media and Government onslaught.

One such union facing the choice this month is the
IBOA, the Finance Union. This union is possibly better
prepared  than  others,  given  the  lengthy strike  under-

taken in 1992, when the banks combined in a concerted
e� ort to break it. The union fought then and has since
grown substantially  in  membership,  despite  having  to
expel  some six thousand members  for passing  pickets.
Today the membership stands at its highest � gure ever,
of 23,000 members.

On Friday the 9th of October, Ulster Bank announced
that it was walking away from negotiations and instead
was “o� ering”  its  employees  new  contracts.  The head-
lines  presented  by  Ulster  Bank are  “generous”  pro� t-
sharing options; the small print is an assault on pensions
and pensionable salary.

The reality is that this is a gauntlet thrown down, a
challenge  to  the  IBOA  leadership  and  members.  The
future of collective bargaining with Ulster Bank and in
the industry as a whole is at stake. All employers will be
watching how the IBOA responds,  to assess their pros-
pects of doing away with the union.

Will the IBOA � ght or surrender? The general secre-
tary,  Larry  Broderick,  appears  to  be  acutely  aware  of
the  lessons  from  the  IBOA’s  recent  history  and  has
stated  that  the  union  will  respond  forcefully  and  if
necessary take industrial action, maximising disruption
to the banks’ operations. We must wait and see.
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WORKERS IN STRUGGLE

Get the latest news and information . . .
• Connolly Youth Movement: www.cym.ie
• Cuba Support Group: www.cubasupport.com
• International Brigade Commemoration Committee:

         homepage.ntlworld.com/e-mckinley/ibcc.html
• Ireland-Palestine Solidarity Campaign: www.ipsc.ie
• James Connolly Education Trust: www.iol.ie/~sob/jcet
• Latin America Solidarity Centre: www.lasc.ie
• Peace and Neutrality Alliance (PANA): www.pana.ie
• People’s Movement: www.people.ie
• Progressive Film Club: www.progressivefilmclub.ie



There is an alternative
HE two latest reports by the Economic and Social Research Institute, very convenientlyTpointing out that it has found a 25 per cent higher pay level in the public service compared

with private-sector pay, needs to be challenged on a much broader level than has yet emerged
even from those combating it from the public-service unions.

Engaging  in  fruitless  comparisons
and justi� cations is missing the point.
If  private  employment  pay  is  lower,
and if we accept the methods of equiva-
lence set  by this biased set  of  econo-
mists (which we don’t), then the argu-
ments must not be restricted to prov-
ing  or  disproving  this  point,  as  the
media will be packed with hack econo-
mists,  politicians  and  commentators
who will argue against it—just as they
did in the debate on the Lisbon Treaty.

What  must  be emphasised  is  that
for  years  public-service  workers
received pay that was much lower than
that of the private sector. This is what
benchmarking  was all  about,  and  no
cries were heard from the economists
and the media for this imbalance to be
corrected.

Anyone who worked for years in a
low-paid  public-service  job  will  know
the  heartache  of  doing  something
worth while and getting no recognition
for it.  The concept  of  doing  a public
service went out in the 1980s with the
neo-liberal  teaching  of  the  establish-
ment.

Secondly,  if  there is lower  pay  in
some private-sector jobs than in public-
service  jobs,  as  alleged,  then  these
economists  and  the media  should  be
saying  that  the pay  of  private-sector
workers  should  be  increased  so  that
they  have  a  reasonable  standard  of
living,  if  their motive is one of social
justice.

If the economic system in operation
does not allow this, as they say it would
“reduce  competitiveness,”  then  the
whole economic system must be ques-
tioned, as  it  is  workers  who  produce
the wealth of the world, while wealth is
concentrated in fewer and fewer hands.

Unions  must  go  on  the  o� ensive,
show  the  value  of  being  in  a  trade
union and urge private-sector workers
to unionise, as it is an established fact
that  unionised  workers  have  higher

pay. Workers who are unionised in the
private  sector  must  join  with  public-
service unions to � ght the lowering of
pay  in  either  sector.  The strategy  of
pitting  public-service  workers  and
those  in  private  employment  against
each other is the traditional method of
divide and conquer.

If the ESRI is so keen on equality—
which would be a new-found ethos for
it—then  how  about  looking  at  the
division between the wealthy at the top
and the rest of the population. Let us
have  the  � gures  for  personal  wealth
and the income of company directors,
shareholders,  landlords,  managers,
consultants,  politicians,  television and
radio  presenters,  judges,  barristers,
and solicitors, as against the wages of
the di� erent grades of workers.

Vincent  Browne’s  proposal  for
reducing the salary of anyone earning
more  than  €100,000,  and  Fintan
O’Toole’s proposal for a reduction to 70
or 80,000, is sidestepped when raised.
Of course it will be said that taxing the
rich would only be a drop in the ocean,
but let’s see just how much that drop
is; and wouldn’t every little help?

This  is  not  a  simplistic  argument
that everyone should be paid the same;
but  if  we are  to talk  of  a  minimum
wage then we should be talking also of
a maximum wage. What should not be
acceptable is a system that pays ridicu-
lously high pay to a few while trying to
cut  the  wages of  people  who  cannot
a� ord  to  eat  properly,  or  pay health
charges and essential household bills.

Any  discussion  about  this  in  the
media  harps  on  about  “competitive-
ness” and makes comparisons with the
minimum  wage  in  Britain.  They
shamelessly  compare  two  di� erent
currencies,  and  blatantly  ignore  the
di� erent  cost  of  living  in  the  two
countries.  Such  a  distortion  of  facts
and the level  of deceit and deliberate
falsi� cation  would  take  your  breath

away; but what is worse is that it goes
unchallenged  by  so-called  experts  in
the media.

How about pointing out how much
transnational  corporations  are  taking
out of the country, as against the value
of the work done by their workers, and
clearly  giving  the  � gures  for  all  the
state aid they receive?

The ESRI is not a neutral body: its
function  is  to  serve  the Government
and  to  produce  � gures  to  justify  its
policies. Economists in this country all
come from the same small stable, end-
lessly  producing  the  desired  results,
and it  is  falling into a trap  to argue
within  their  predetermined  areas for
combat.

Throughout  the  country,  people
know how things really are,  and they
are angry,  but unfortunately they get
very  little  access  to  alternative  views
about what can be done.

What is heartening, however, is that
groups of radical economists are emer-
ging  who  are  challenging  this  cabal;
and although they do not get access to
the  mainstream  media,  there  are
forums and web sites that are analysing
and challenging the status quo.

Ideas are  spreading  that  are  chal-
lenging  the  heretofore  uncontested
views  of  right-wing  economists.  Evi-
dence that this is beginning to hurt is
seen  when  the  likes  of  Alan  Dukes
hurls  abuse  at  the  left  but  fails  to
answer the arguments.

One area that needs analysing is the
cost-of-living index and how it relates
to people at the bottom, who spend all
their  money  on  a  narrow  range  of
goods and services. This is a very com-
plex  index but  it  includes items that
the poorest never buy. The Conference
of  Religious  of  Ireland  (CORI)  and
other groups point this out on the rare
occasions on which they are allowed to
voice their opinion, but it needs much
more widespread and concerted airing
and more analytical work.

Now  is  the  time  for  fearful
workers  to  join  a  movement  that
gives them a say in how the wealth of
the country is  distributed.  There  is
an  alternative,  and  the  larger  the
movement the sooner a stop will be
put to this massive attack on workers
by  an  elite  group  of  politicians,
bankers,  employers,  landlords,
economists, and their massively over-
paid lackeys in the media.

[DUB]
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You pay your money and you take your choice
15 July 2009: “An end to the recession is now in sight.” � —Economic

and Social Research Institute.
1 August 2009: “It will take many more months to fully dig ourselves

out of a recession—a recession that we’ve now learnt was even deeper than
anyone thought.” � —Barack Obama, President of the United States.

1 October 2009: “Fears of a global depression have been all but elimi-
nated.” � —International  Monetary  Fund,  World  Economic  Outlook,
October 2009.



Harney promotes profiteering from health
executives are congratulating each other nowadays. Their delight has nothing toHSEdo with improved patient care or wider access to services: it has all to do with

saving money, almost regardless of the consequences for the ill and needy.
They  know  that  their  job  is

primarily  to  act  as  blinkered
accountants  and  that  the  actual
administration of health services is of
secondary  importance.  This  is  clear
from  a  perfunctory  reading  of  HSE
reports.  The language used is that  of
accountancy, with no hint of caring for
people.

A  survey  conducted  by  the  Irish
Nurses’ Organisation at the beginning
of October shows that more than 700
beds have been closed because of cut-
backs.  This doesn’t  take into account
about 900 other beds that are blocked
by delayed discharges—another result
of reduced sta�  and facilities.

But the HSE can boast of “increased
activity levels.” Much of the “activity”
involves  accident  and  emergency
departments:  attendance  at  A&E has
increased by 31 per cent in the last two
years. Everybody is agreed that many
people who present themselves at A&E
should be going to their  GP instead;
but  the fact  is  that  people  without  a
medical  card  who  cannot  a� ord  the
€70  or  so  to  see  a  doctor  have  no
choice.  Having queued for ages to be
seen, people who need to be hospital-
ised then have to spend hours,  if  not
nights,  on  trolleys  awaiting  beds.
Those  who  can  a� ord  private  treat-
ment have only to walk into clinics and
they are seen immediately.

At the time of writing, the hospitals
worst  a� ected  by  bed  closures  are
Merlin Park, Galway (43), Mercy, Cork
(31),  Portiuncula,  Ballinasloe (36),  St
Luke’s,  Kilkenny  (35),  Sligo  General
(26), Our Lady’s Hospital for Sick Chil-
dren,  Crumlin,  Dublin  (25),  Naas
General (24), and Letterkenny General
(22). Let us just hope that we can avoid
the worst  of  a  swine � u epidemic  as
winter sets in.

Mary  Harney  must  be  about  the

most successful politician in the history
of this state. When she announced her
allegiance  to  “Boston”  rather  than
“Berlin”  it  was not  merely  a cultural
statement but a notice of intention to
restructure the state as much as pos-
sible to prevent any inclination towards
social  democracy.  In  this  she  was  at
one with the EU Commission, with its
continuous  pressure  to  enforce
privatisation,  even in health care and
other essential services.

She asserts constantly her intention
to  “reform”  the  health  service.
“Reform” and “service” mean di� erent
things  in  Harney-speak  from  their
usual  meanings.  By  “reform”  she
means  facilitating  pro� t-making  from
illness.  It  is  no  wonder  that  she  is
toasted  by  multi-millionaire  hospital-
chain  owners  and  that  the  word  in
American  medical  business  circles  is

that Ireland is the place to make seri-
ous  money.  The  continuous  develop-
ment of the private medical sector at
the expense of the public health service
is nothing short of ignoble.

The  author  and  health  analyst
Marie  O’Connor  pointed  out  recently
that  the  HSE  intends  to  take  � ve
thousand  beds  out  of  the  hospital
system  over  the  next  � ve  years,  to
eliminate  all  non-specialist  hospitals,
and  to  funnel  all  A&E  departments
into what  she calls Tesco-style hospi-
tals. These might be two hours away
from the patient.  O’Connor  describes
privatisation as “the hidden heart”  of
HSE reform.  “Only by cutting  public
hospital  in-patient  services,  that  are
free of charge for the entire population,
can  you  create  the  market  for  fee-
paying services.”

[CDF]

What privatisation really means for commuters
HE disparagement of public services became a fashionable topic of conversation in theT1980s when people were waiting at bus stops or for the train. This mantra was trotted out

with no expectation of any opposition on principled grounds, so infected with neo-liberalism
was public opinion against public transport, in� uenced by the media and politicians.

This hostile attitude continues even
when the evidence is clear that privati-
sation has not delivered any improve-
ments  but  on  the  contrary  has
weakened services.

When public services are improved

or actions taken to remedy problems,
out come the private operators, resort-
ing  to  the  Competition  Act  (the
imposed  legislation  of  the  European
Union)  to force the public  service to
give up the service!

The  most  recent  example  of  how
good this is for the public is the pre-
vention of public buses from using the
Port  Tunnel.  County  councillors
demanded that this policy be reversed
and  that  it  was  not  acceptable  that
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public  transport  buses
should await  the oper-
ations of a private oper-
ator,  Swords Express.

The  Department  of
Transport  denied  that
it had received an appli-
cation  from  Bus  Átha
Cliath  for  using  the
tunnel—anything  to
delay and obstruct the
public  service.  Com-
muters  in  the  mean-
time are forced to take
longer  routes  and  so
add  considerable  extra
time to their journey.

Who exactly  does this bene� t? Do
we hear  a  public  outcry?  Roads  and
buses  that  should  be  publicly  owned
are owned by private owners who are
milking the public, and the state is pre-
vented  from providing a logical  solu-
tion that bene� ts the commuter.

An  increasing  number  of  private

buses is taking over routes abandoned
by Bus Átha Cliath and Bus Éireann as
they are forced to allow competition.

These  private  operators  are  not
obliged to accept free-travel passes as a
condition for being allowed to operate;
and where public buses are no longer
operating  such  routes  there  is  no
choice of use by people with passes.

      Is  this  the  great
freedom of  choice that
is  supposed  to  bring
better services?
      Public  services  are
being eroded bit by bit,
and state responsibility
to  provide  a  social
service to its population
is  being  diluted  until
soon  there  will  be  no
right  of  appeal  regard-
ing a service at all.
      At least when there
were  problems—and
indeed there were and

are  many,  because  of  deliberate
underfunding—there  was  a  right  to
demand a restoration or improvement
of services. Try appealing to a private
operator  for  rights  to  a  service  and
they will say that they have to make a
pro� t or they will  stop providing the
service,  and that  social  rights  do not
come into it.

More murders on behalf of mining companies
ABANAS is a department in north-central El Salvador with a population of about 200,000.CAt the moment a state of fear exists in this part of Salvador, as a wave of violence and

terror moves through the area.
The  Paci� c  Rim  Mining  Corpor-

ation, a Canadian company, is attempt-
ing to exploit the area’s gold deposits.
Since the elections have ended, those
in  support  of  mining  are  no  longer
restrained in their actions and are now
free to use whatever violence they want
against  local  people  and  anti-mining
activists.  The ruling elite in  Cabanas
are  attempting  to  rid  themselves  of
their  political  enemies,  through  vio-
lence and political assassinations.

While  there is  nothing to connect
the  Paci� c  Rim  Mining  Company
directly to the continuing violence, its
silence is deafening. In the eyes of the
local people its refusal to condemn the
violence is tantamount to support.

On  the  18th  of  June  this  year
Marcelo  Rivera,  a  prominent  anti-
mining activist, community leader and
member of the Farabundo Martí Front
for  National  Liberation  (FMLN)  was
kidnapped, tortured and murdered by
an unknown group of people. Less than
two  weeks  later  his  body  was  dis-
covered at the bottom of a 60-foot well.

Francisco  Pineda,  a  local  environ-
mentalist,  spoke of  Rivera by saying:
“He fought against  the mining threat
from the  perspective  of  a  teacher,  a
cultural promoter, a director of a com-
munity organisation and as a political
leader.” The autopsy con� rmed that he
had  been  horri� cally  tortured  before
being strangled to death.

This  murder  resembles  the  many
others by the death squads during the
civil  war.  What  is  most  disturbing
about  it  is the reaction of  the Salva-
doran  elite  towards  it.  The attorney-
general and the head of the local police
tried to spin a story that  Rivera had
been  killed  after  starting  a  drunken
� ght with local gang members. (It has
since been established that Rivera did
not  drink.)  The  local  police  then
declared  that  he  had  died  from two
blows  to  the  head.  The  autopsy  has
since  proved  that  he  was  viciously
tortured.

It  seems  to  be  more  than  just  a
coincidence  that  a  high-ranking  local
police o� cer is a brother of the mayor
of  San  Isidro,  Ignacio  Bautista,  who
has been wined and dined and taken on
foreign trips by none other than Paci� c
Rim. Bautista is a  big supporter and
promoter  of  gold  mining  in  the
Cabanas area.
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In further attempts to cover up the
murder of Rivera, journalists are being
threatened and intimidated. A common
message that has been sent to numer-
ous journalists is “Shut your mouths,
or we will shut them for ever.”

The murder of Rivera and the res-
ponse,  or lack  of  it,  by the elite  has
given a green light to the stepping up
of violence against anyone who opposes
the mining. On the 28th of July a local
priest, Father Luis Quintanilla, had his
car stopped by three masked men. He
narrowly escaped with his life after his
car alarm was set o�  inadvertently and
his attackers became distracted. He has
received numerous threats in text mes-
sages telling him he will  end up like
Rivera.

Following  this,  another  leading
� gure in opposing the El Dorado mine,
Ramiro Rivera, was shot eight times in
the  back.  Incredibly,  he  survived.
Rivera is president of  the community
association in Nueva Trinidad, a small
community  in  Cabanas.  He  had
organised numerous roadblocks in the
area to stop Paci� c Rim moving heavy
equipment  and  had  received  many
death threats for his principled stand
against  the mining  company.  He was
able to identify one of his attackers as
Oscar Menjivar, a man with a history of
attacks  on  anti-mining  activists.  He

attacked another activist last year with
a  machete.  He  was  arrested  but
released without charge.

It is of little surprise that Menjivar
is  a  close  associate  of  a  number  of
prominent  members  of  the  ruling
ARENA  party  in  Cabanas,  including
two local mayors.

Since  the  election  of  President
Mauricio  Funes,  a  member  of  the
FMLN,  he  has  moved  to  stop  the
granting of a licence to the Paci� c Rim
Mining Company. Paci� c Rim is suing
El Salvador for $100 million, using the
provisions  of  the  Central  American
Free Trade Agreement (imposed by the
United States) as its case.

The FMLN are continuing to stand
against giving the licence, despite this
pressure, as they know it will cause un-
told  environmental  devastation  while
giving nothing back to the country or
local communities.

Even  though  Paci� c  Rim  has  not
been granted a licence it had an explor-
ation permit  granted by the previous
government.  The  exploratory  drill
holes  they  used  to  estimate the gold
deposits in the area have been respon-
sible  for  rechannelling  underground
streams and as a result causing severe
water  shortages in some areas where
there  used  to  be  plentiful  springs.
Some of the wells were also poisoned

with  unknown  toxins.  If  this  is  the
e� ect  on  the local  environment,  one
can imagine what the e� ects of actual
mining would be.

[JM]

The untold story of the Cuban Five
Ricardo Alarcón de Quesada

N the mid and late nineties, attracting foreign tourism was one of the few possibilities ofI earning much-needed hard currency. Knowing that, Washington reinforced its sanctions
and threats against foreign companies investing in Cuba or having any transactions with the
country. Coincidentally, the so-called Cuban-American National Foundation and other anti-
Cuba terrorist groups openly declared such visitors “enemies” and justi� ed violent attacks
against them.

As tourists were arriving in Cuba in
larger  numbers,  a  series  of  bombs
exploded, and others were found at our
hotels and beach resorts in 1997 and
1998.  From April  to September 1997
these attacks had the city of Havana as
their  main  target.  As  a  result,  four
people were wounded on the 12th of
July  when  bombs  exploded  at  the
Nacional and Capri Hotels.

On the 4th of September explosions
occurred almost simultaneously in the
Copacabana,  Chateau  and  Triton
Hotels and at a Havana restaurant. In
the  Copacabana  a  22-year-old  Italian
tourist, Fabio di Celmo, was killed.

On the 11th of August 1997, in the
middle  of  that  terrorist  campaign,
CANF  made  public  a  statement  des-
cribing  it  as  “incidents  of  internal
rebellion which have been taking place
in Cuba over the last few weeks” and
stating  that  “the  Cuban-American

National  Foundation  supports  these
without hesitation or reservations.”

These  acts  were  not  “internal,”
much less a “rebellion.” Some Central
American  mercenaries  arrested  in
Havana had admitted that  they  were
acting under  the instructions  of  Luis
Posada  Carriles,  a  fugitive  criminal
who had escaped from trial for master-
minding in 1976 the � rst mid-air des-
truction of a civil aeroplane.

Posada now enjoys total immunity
in Miami. On the 12th of July 1998, in
a  front-page interview  with  the  New
York Times, Posada Carriles admitted
full responsibility for the new terrorist
attacks,  recognised  that  he  was
� nanced  by  CANF,  and  cynically
referred to Fabio di Celmo as a person
“in the wrong place at the wrong time,”
whose death didn’t disturb him. Posada
said he was able to “sleep like a baby.”
He repeated similar words in front of a
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television  camera  on  a  programme
broadcast  throughout  the  United
States.

Between  March  and  April  1998,
Cuba was approached several times by
the  US  State  Department  and  its
representatives  in  Havana  to  share
with  us  some  sensitive  information
they had got, the gravest of all relating
to  possible  attacks  on  civilian  aero-
planes � ying to Cuba. We spent hours
jointly examining intelligence that the
Americans considered so credible that
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration
issued  a  special  warning  to  air
companies.

In view of those positive exchanges,
Fidel took a very important initiative.
Gabriel  García  Márquez,  a  well-
recognised friend of  Cuba and of  the
leader  of  its  Revolution,  would  be
travelling soon to attend a conference
at Princeton University in New Jersey
and  was  expected  to  meet  President
Clinton,  a  reader  and  admirer—like
many millions—of the Nobel Laureate
in Literature.

On  the  18th  of  April,  Fidel  per-
sonally  drafted  a  message to  Clinton
and gave it  to  Gabo,  who arrived  in
Washington  on  the  1st  of  May.  He
waited for several days “in my imper-
sonal  room at  the Washington hotel,
where I  spent  up to ten hours a day
writing. However, even if I refused to
admit it,  the true reason for my con-
� nement was the custody of the mes-
sage  lying  in  the  safety  box  . . .  I
devoted myself  to its custody while I
continued  to  write,  to  eat  my  meals
and to receive my visits  in the hotel

room.”
Unable  to  receive García Márquez

personally, President Clinton arranged
for  some of  his  closest  associates  to
meet him at the White House on the
6th of May.

According to Gabo’s report, Fidel’s
message was taken very seriously. One
after the other they read it with keen
interest.  Richard  Clarke,  a  senior
o� cial  at  the  National  Security
Council, said “they would take immedi-
ate steps for a joint US-Cuba plan on
terrorism.”  James  Dobbins,  also  a
senior  o� cial  at  the NSC,  concluded
“that  they  would  communicate  with
their embassy [sic] in Cuba to imple-
ment  the  project.”  Mack  McLarty
“expressed  his  appreciation  for  the
great  importance  of  the  message,
worthy  of  the  full  attention  of  his
Government,  of  which  they  would
urgently take care.”

In  closing  the  meeting,  McLarty
said:  “Your  mission  was  in  fact  of
utmost importance, and you have dis-
charged it very well.”

Both  Fidel’s  message  and  García
Márquez’s  entire  and  fascinating  des-
cription of his mission were published,
unedited, by Fidel Castro in a special

public  address  on  the  20th  of  May
2005. Having concluded such a delicate
task,  Gabo  was  happy,  almost  com-
pletely happy. “My only frustration on
the  way  back  to  the  hotel  was  not
having discovered and enjoyed till then
the miracle of the cherries in blossom
during that superb spring season.

“I barely had time to pack my bags
and catch the � ight at � ve that after-
noon. The plane that had brought me
from Mexico fourteen days earlier had
had to  return  to base with  a broken
turbine, and we waited for four hours
at  the  airport  till  there was another
available � ight. The one I took back to
Mexico, after the meeting at the White
House, was delayed in Washington for
an hour and a half while they repaired
the  radar  with  the  passengers  on
board.

“Before  landing  in  Mexico,  � ve
hours  later,  the  plane  had  to  hover
over  the  city  for  almost  two  hours
because  of  an  out-of-service  runway.
Ever since I began � ying � fty-two years
ago I never had gone through anything
like this. But then, it couldn’t be any
other way for a peaceful adventure that
will for ever hold a privileged place in
my memories.”
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While Lithuania—now a member of
the European Union and NATO—is
rehabilitating  convicted  Nazi  war
criminals, the state prosecutor last
year opened a “war crimes” investi-
gation into four Lithuanian Jewish
resistance  veterans  who  fought
with Soviet partisans. The case was
abandoned  only  for  lack  of  evi-
dence. According to Efraim Zuro� ,
a veteran Nazi-hunter and director
of  the  Simon  Wiesenthal  Centre,
“People  need  to  wake  up  to
what is going on. This attempt
to  create  a  false  symmetry
between  communism  and  the
Nazi  genocide  is  aimed  at
covering  up  these  countries’
participation in mass murder.”

 Antonio Guerrero      Fernando González      Gerardo Hernández       Ramón Labañino         René González

Gabriel García Márquez


