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Just how progressive
would a Labour-led coalition be?

UST how progressive would a Labour-led coalition be? Take the issue of neutrality and
foreign policy. Those who dominate the formulation of policy instinctively know that the
best way to deal with a troublesome concept is to devise a suitably neutered version to be
trotted out when necessary and for the rest of the time pretend that it doesn’t exist. The
Labour Party are past masters at this.

An example: there has only been
one White Paper on Foreign Policy in
the history of this state. The paper,
Challenges and Opportunities Abroad,
was produced in 1996 by Dick Spring,
Labour Party Tanaiste and Minister for
Foreign Affairs in the coalition Govern-
ment of Fine Gael, the Labour Party,
and Democratic Left, as part of the pro-
gramme for government to “spell out
the principles that underpin Ireland’s
commitment to peace, security and co-
operation.”

A New

Direction
for Europe

A revealing passage: “Since the
Second World War  neutrality
expressed in peace-time through
Ireland’s decision to abstain from mili-
tary alliances has taken on a signifi-
cance for Irish people over and above
the essentially practical considerations
on which it was originally based.”

In other words, a policy that for
official Ireland had suited the exigen-
cies of the Second World War had con-
tinued to have genuine popular support
long after the end of the war. The
White Paper was forced to acknowledge
that “many have come to regard
neutrality as a touchstone of our entire
approach to international relations.”

Now neutrality was a millstone
round the neck of official Ireland,
restricting its freedom of manoeuvre
within an EEC/EU that was striving to
become a military power.
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In the 1930s we were afraid that the fascists would take over the government and then

‘ control the press; in the twenty-first century there may be a danger that the fascists will ’
take control of the press and then control the government.—Tom MeNally (Labour Party),
speaking in the House of Lords, 8 July 2003.




Martin Mansergh provides a typical
example. He describes neutrality as
non-membership of “pre-existing mili-
tary alliances with mutual automatic
obligations” and throws in for good
measure that anyway Ireland’s foreign
policy tradition is only partly described
as neutrality.

At one time Ireland had looked at
international relations from the view-
point of countries struggling for their
freedom and self-development. These
statements reflect the continuing pro-
cess of socialisation of our political,
civil service and social science elite to
identify with big-power interests
through the EEC and EU.

The history of neutrality and the
EU is one of progressive encroachment
and whittling down of the content of
the policy over the period of our
involvement.

According to Prof. Karen Devine,
“the meaning and policy prescriptions
of military neutrality can be changed
by government decree because military
neutrality is not defined in Irish legis-
lation.”

She goes on: “I argue with respect to
the Irish Governments that military
neutrality has been redefined to mean
joining a military alliance under
certain circumstances i.e. joining the
WEU through the back door in a
WEU/EU merger and assuming a
mutual defence clause even though the
definition contravenes previous govern-
ment definitions and the legal concept
of neutrality in the second Hague
Convention.”

It’s not surprising, therefore, that as
a consequence there is still a wide gulf
between the popular understanding of
the values and policies implied by
neutrality and the legalistic versions
that have been crafted by officialdom to
try to pull the wool over people’s eyes.

So are the people wrong?

Does officialdom know hest?

Seen from the outside, the Euro-
pean Union resembles a state, with its
own common president, foreign
ministry, diplomatic corps, able to
negotiate and conclude international

agreements on everything from trade
to foreign and defence policy, with its
common external borders, its common
armed forces, and so on.

The requirement for “mutual politi-
cal solidarity” sounds the death knell of
the remaining vestiges of neutrality.

The EU regularly likes to

present itself as a “peace
project”

Europe’s elite wants to provide itself
with its own military means to protect
its interests independently from the
United States. This means intervention
far beyond the borders of the European
Union, with no connection whatsoever
to the defence of the territorial integ-
rity of Europe.

Eventually we will be put under
pressure to involve ourselves in a range
of “oint disarmament operations,
humanitarian and rescue tasks, mili-
tary advice and assistance tasks, con-
flict prevention and peace-keeping
tasks, tasks of combat forces in crisis
management, including peacemaking,
and post-conflict stabilisation,” under
the guise of contributing to “the fight
against terrorism, including by sup-
porting third countries in combating
terrorism in their territories.”

Under that article, European mili-
tary forces could consider opting to
interfere directly in internal armed
conflicts, under the guise of combating
terrorism.

The regions where EU forces may
want to intervene militarily are made
clear in a paper of the European
Defence Agency: “European security
interests may be directly or indirectly
challenged by tensions arising not only
in the near neighbourhood but also
further afield Europe will be
externally dependent for 90 per cent of
its oil and 80 per cent of its gas. China
and India will drive global energy
demand and seek new sources in
Central Asia, Africa and the Middle
East.”

The African continent, nearby and
mainly consisting of former colonies, is
the preferred theatre for European

military action. There is now an EU-
Africa Joint Strategy, with, among
other elements, what is described as an
African Peace and Security
Architecture.

This will complement measures for
trade and regional integration for the
“improvement of economic governance
and investment climate in Africa”—
reminding would-be collaborators, just
to make things clear, that this concerns
“private sector development, supported
by foreign investments.”

When it comes to peace, the
European Union is not an

alternative to the United
States

The proposition that the EU is in
some way a progressive stance, to
abandon the fight for a policy of active
neutrality in favour of signing up to a
phoney EU peace project, is very
wrong.

Active neutrality means a foreign
policy based on progressive principles,
such as
@ opposition to imperialist wars and the
occupation of sovereign countries;

e the prohibition of all weapons of
mass destruction and ending of the
arms drive;

e the abolition of foreign military
bases;

etotal and universal disarmament
under effective international control;

e the elimination of all forms of

colonialism, neo-colonialism, racism,
sexism, and other forms of
discrimination;

e respect for the right of the peoples to
sovereignty and independence;

e respect for the territorial integrity of
states;

e non-interference in
affairs of states;

ethe establishment of mutually
beneficial trade and cultural relations
based on friendship and mutual
respect; and

e negotiations instead of the use of
force in the settlement of differences
between countries.

the internal

[CMK]

Largest craft union rejects cut in pay

HE Technical, Engineering and Electrical Union has rejected the Labour Court recommen-
dation of a 73 per cent cut in pay rates in the construction industry. At the end of
September the National Executive Council unanimously rejected the proposal.

The 45,000-strong TEEU is the
second-largest union in the industry.
Announcing the decision, the general
secretary, Eamon Devoy, said: “Our
members would not thank us for
accepting this pay cut. We do not
believe that it would contribute any-
thing to economic recovery—quite

the reverse. It would continue to
depress domestic demand, which is
now exerting a serious negative
impact on the demand side.
“Competitive issues do not arise to
any great extent, as all construction
companies operating here must
comply with the existing registered

employment agreement. The
employers certainly have a case when
they argue that there is widespread
non-compliance with the agreement,
but the answer to this is to ensure
there is adequate enforcement.

“One particular problem appears
to be that some large contractors on



Women and the
European Union

Women and the
European Union

The talk by Deirdre Ui Bhrégdin
to the Desmond Greaves
Summer School, September
2009, now in booklet form.

% €2.50 (postage free within
Ireland), from Connolly Books,
43 East Essex Street, Dublin 2.

public procurement projects sign up
to all the relevant conditions but
effectively renege on those commit-
ments by farming out the work to

by the Commission, and now it must get advance approval for

its budget from Brussels.

Finally, all these cuts reduce incomes in the economy, and
this reduces spending, which in turn reduces output, thus

putting more people on the dole.

subcontractors.

These subcontractors, many of
them based in the North, often do not
comply with the REA, or much else
for that matter, when it comes to
important issues such as health and
safety.

“It is incomprehensible that the
Government and various public
bodies can award contracts and show
no interest in the fact that not only
are workers’ pay and conditions
being undermined but, because so
many subcontractors who are non-
compliant come from outside the
state, we are losing the profits and
revenue these contracts generate as
well.

“The Registered Employment
Agreement must be enforced, other-
wise it goes by default, like so many
other laws in a state where the
Government seems to have lost the
will to govern. Tackling non-com-
pliance by trying to drive down
wages makes it counterproductive in
every sense.

The Government is equally
answerable for the high level of non-

[KC]

An Economy for
the Common Good

An analysis of the economic
crisis and a strategy for a
democratic alternative.

%k €4.50 (postage free within
Ireland), from Connolly Books,
43 East Essex Street, Dublin 2.

compliance by employees across
industry, because of their failure to
implement the long-awaited Employ-
ment Rights Compliance Bill agreed
between the social partners and
Government over two years ago.”
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the need of capitalism to save the financial system—its
primary source of investment and profit—has made the
risk of sovereign bankruptcy very real, especially in
peripheral countries, such as Ireland.

INL]




That interview

Y the time you read this, the Fianna Fail and Green Government may have collapsed and

we could be facing the prospect of an overdue general election, potentially seeing a
massive shift in Southern politics. And after all the barbaric cuts, bank bail-outs, NAMA,
Government waste, record levels of unemployment, inefficiency, and corruption, the straw
that broke the camel’s back may be Brian Cowen’s awful interview.

Whether the Government survives
or not isn’t the issue: the frivolous
nature of the mainstream media and
politics is.

It was a dreadful interview by any
standards, in both delivery and content
(or lack of it). He stumbled over his
words, at one point referring to the
Croke Park agreement as the “Good
Friday agreement,” which led to accu-
sations of being drunk or hung-over,
which ultimately detracted from the
real issues.

The issue is simple. The man
apparently in charge of leading this
country couldn’t answer some fairly
simple questions about very serious
Government matters, a point missed
by those paragons of virtue, the
journalists.

When asked about the total
budgetary cuts, Cowen couldn’t provide
the figure being sought next year and
was reduced to vague jargon in trying
to explain the budgetary process. He
repeated that a process of an “esti-
mates campaign” is under way.

Is this what is expected months
before a budget is due to be adopted?
And this from someone who served
four years as Minister for Finance!

In further discussing the impending
budget cuts he cited the EU’s role thus:
“What we're talking about is dealing
with the EU plans; we have to cut our
deficits,” and the adjustments are for
“ensuring that people understand that

this Government is determined to meet
the agreements it has reached with the
European Commission.”

There hasn’t been so much as a
whimper regarding the EU’s role in
forcing its neo-liberal economic agenda
on Ireland in this form, let alone issues
surrounding our national sovereignty
and “economic independence.”

Furthermore, there’s no question-
ing of why cuts must be introduced
when billions have been handed over to
Anglo-Irish Bank and other banks: it
seems €3 billion was okay for the
interviewer, but any more might be
beyond the pale.

On the issue of the implementation
of the Croke Park agreement he was

reduced to jabbering once more about
his “estimates campaign” but made it
clear that nothing has been done on
initiating the agreement before 2011.
He could barely muster an opinion on
whether Dublin should have a directly
elected mayor, a critical urban policy
decision, and was allowed to squirm
out of answering about the by-
elections.

This is not an isolated incident but
part of an increasing problem of trivial-
ising and dumbing down political
coverage, which tends to concern itself
with scandal, image and appearance
over what Tony Benn used to call “the
issues.”

While politics is still the staple of
the news media, this process has come
to prominence as a result of the dis-
appearance of differing ideologies
between parliamentary political
parties, which have become less and
less visible and less important.

For the media and the public, much
understanding of politics has the struc-
ture of narratives centred on individual
players and their personalities rather
than their policies, ideology, or the
like.

As the fall-out continues, news of a
1.2 per cent drop in economic output
and of Ireland facing a double-dip
recession proves that not only is Brian
Cowen out of his depth but so too is
the Government.

[BH]

“Shock doctrine” tactics
alive and well in health care

ENEWED plans to strip the country’s acute hospitals of their emergency and intensive-
care services have recently been unveiled by the Health Service Executive. The new hier-
archy of hospital closures spells the end of small public hospitals throughout the country.
These hospitals in some cases are larger than the small private hospitals so enthusiastically

promoted by the Government.

The new so-called four-tier hospital
system is the 2010 version of the Hanly
proposals. The Government is now
using the recession to implement the
Hanly Report. “Shock doctrine” tactics
are alive and well.

A new formula designed to conceal
the mass closures of public A&E and
intensive-care units throughout the
country has now been devised, cyni-
cally dressed up as an attempt to
improve care for patients. Several so-

called patients’ groups—one of them an
active promoter of pharmaceutical
industry interests, the other a HSE-
funded private charity—have been
enlisted to promote it.

Acute public hospitals that provided
top-class care to their communities for
many decades are now being reduced
to bush outposts. Smaller public hospi-
tals around the country are being
stripped of their capacity to deal with
trauma, heart attack, stroke and other

victims.

If these draconian cuts are imple-
mented, seriously ill patients and
traffic accident victims will now have to
travel for hours to a public hospital
casualty unit. Public A&E units that
survive the coming purges will have a
catchment area of 2,300 square miles.

The costs to patients and com-
munities of such robotic centralisation
are savage. Elderly people, the less well
off, children, the disabled and those



without private transport will be hard-
est hit.

Urban-rural inequalities in health
are ugly. Trauma deaths are signifi-
cantly higher in country areas. “Dead
on arrival” rates for those brought to
hospital following a road traffic acci-
dent, heart attack, stroke or similar
event are three times higher for small-
town dwellers than they are for those
living in urban areas. Yet both the
Government and the HSE pretend that
no such disparities exist.

“Distance decay” in Co. Monaghan
alone has contributed to at least seven-
teen avoidable deaths. Medical records
show that these are people whose lives
could possibly have been saved had
they not been taken to distant
hospitals.

Smaller hospitals now stand to lose
their in-patient beds. As many as 1,200

beds have already been closed this
year, according to the Irish Nurses’ and
Midwives’ Organisation. The Govern-
ment is actively looking to the private
sector to replace beds.

All services for particular diseases,
such as cancer, be they primary or
community, hospital, or continuing
care, are being bundled together, and
these bundles will form the basis of
“integrated” packages, to be sold on the
open market. So public money that
until now has been earmarked for
public hospital cancer services will, in
the not too distant future, go to
private-sector providers. Public hospi-
tal funding is being radically re-
structured to enable this to happen.

The “national cancer control pro-
gramme” is in fact a separate “business
unit” within the HSE. All public money
hitherto allocated to public hospitals

for cancer care is to be withdrawn and
made available to this unit.

Public hospitals are being eviscer-
ated from within.

The new strategy will see control
over a wide range of both emergency
and elective services withdrawn from
public hospitals. In addition to cancer,
services for a range of conditions, such
as heart disease, stroke, diabetes,
mental health, emergency services, and
surgery, will be managed directly by
new business units, dubbed “clinical
programmes.” These are based on
American models of disease “manage-
ment” and are to replicate the cancer
business unit.

These models are so new as to be
experimental. No good evidence exists
to show that they work well, or even
that they work at all. So if the evidence
is poor to non-existent, why the drive
to privatise? Personal relationships are
believed to influence political decision-
making in Ireland to an inordinate
degree. Private interests are facilitated
by the revolving door that exists
between the public and the private
sector.

The new HSE programmes are
being driven by Dr Barry White,
former medical director of Synchrony,
the company that was awarded the co-
location contract at St James’s Hospital
in Dublin. How could he be opposed to
privatisation?

Then there is the faith in “the
market,” the neo-liberal belief that the
private sector can do it better. We now
face a future where the medical
services that we fund as taxpayers will
increasingly be provided by private
operators, some of them with a back-
ground in fraud in the United States.
Zombified banks have not yet dimmed
the Government’s faith in “the

market.”
[MOC]

“Please note year”
A tale of Mary Harney’s Ireland

man with a potentially serious condition finally brought himself up to the point of going
to the doctor. Assuring the patient that he had nothing to worry about, the GP neverthe-
less felt that referral to a specialist was necessary.

“I'll make the appointment for you,”
she said. “In a week or so you’ll receive
a letter from the hospital with details
of the appointment.”

“Without pressing you in any way,”
he asked, “can you give me some idea
of how long it will be? I mean, will it be
days, weeks, or months?”

“Oh, months,” she replied, no doubt
from long experience.

A couple of weeks later the patient
received an appointment letter from
the Mater Hospital. Naturally, the first
thing he did was to look for the date.

“Tuesday 8th November.” Well, that’s
not too bad, was his first response: it
might have been a lot worse. It was
now late August.

Then a peculiar phrase in the letter
caught his eye. “Please note year,” it
said. What a strange expression!

He looked again at the date of his
appointment. “Tuesday 8th November
2011 (please note year).” His appoint-
ment is for November of next year.

No doubt the harassed staff of our
public hospitals have felt it necessary
to add this extraordinary phrase after
having patients—some of whom may
have read their appointment letter
without too much attention, some of
whom may have difficulty in reading it



—arrive in the hospital for their
appointment only to be told they are a
year early.

Does anyone still need to be told
what’s happening, or is everyone still
sleepwalking?

Mary Harney, the nastiest member
in a Government of scoundrels, is

systematically abolishing the health
service so that the void can be filled
with private health corporations—
already springing up everywhere—
whose sole object is to make money. If
this means endangering the health and
sometimes even the life of non-wealthy
citizens, so be it.

At the bottom of the patient’s
appointment letter is a list of the direc-
tors of the hospital. These names are
listed under the threadbare marketing
slogan “Commitment to excellence.”
Where is the “excellence” here?

What will it take for us to wake up?

[SOB]

Class and education

Part 1

HE president of UCD, Hugh Brady, spoke at this year’s MacGill Summer School in the

Glenties, Co. Donegal. Patrick MacGill was known as the Navvy Poet and is most remem-
bered for his book Children of the Dead End, which chronicled the life of the Irish itinerant
labourers in Scotland in the early twentieth century. The book was disliked by many in
Ireland because of its class-conscious criticism of landlords, clergy, and gombeen-men.

While its organisers claim that the
school was established to “celebrate the
memory of [the] local writer Patrick
MacGill,” it has been captured by the
establishment and presents very little
that even questions the orthodoxies of
capitalism and imperialism today. This
is a betrayal of MacGill and a travesty;
it is also an example of how capitalism
is able to incorporate and co-opt much
that should be antithetical to it within
its vast homogenising cultural
processes.

The president of UCD argued that
the less well-off are subsiding third-
level education for the better-off
through the present tax system. He
complained that universities are not
allowed to charge fees to Irish students
who could afford to pay. He offered
himself as an example: he pays €6,000
each to send his three teenage children
to private school but will have to pay
only a “modest” student services charge
when they enter university. Dr Brady
wants to pay his fair share and also to
ease the burden on those lower down
the income ladder.

Before we yield to cynicism, two
things should be said. Firstly, within
the narrow parameters of the ideology
of capitalism and the market, which
shape the structures of the world we
live in, high fees for the better off
would, in fact, be fairer. Secondly, the
universities and other third-level insti-
tutions are committed to improving
access for various disadvantaged
groups: this is part of the equality
agenda and is now a statutory obli-
gation for those institutions.

But we know that Dr Brady’s argu-
ment is hopelessly overburdened with
ideology and an unthinking (as well as
self-serving) approach; it takes very
little interrogation to unpick it. Let’s
start at the beginning. It has been esti-
mated that Dr Brady’s total pay
(including pension contributions) was
more than €600,000 per year in 2008,
including a basic salary of €215,549.
The same paper estimated his total

package at well over €500,000 a year
later. Let’s look at the lower estimate
of €500,000. A worker on the average
industrial wage would need more than
fifteen years to earn this much, while
those on social welfare would need
about forty-nine years to receive this
amount.

It doesn’t stop there. Dr Brady was
among the wuniversity heads who
refused to take a voluntary reduction
in basic pay following a request from
the Government in 2009: he pointed
out that he had already had his pay
reduced through the income and pen-
sion levies. To be fair, he was willing to
accept whatever the Review Body on
higher pay in the civil service recom-
mended later that year. And in 2007
and 2008 Dr Brady had part of his
salary withheld by UCD until he
returned an unauthorised allowance of
about €12,000 that he had received. In
this light, his eagerness to relieve the
less well off of the burden of support-
ing third-level education for the better
off can be seen as quite a concession.

Turning to the ideology that under-

lies this type of thinking, what Dr
Brady is in fact doing is defending a
class interest. Education, in this view,
is a private good that can be purchased
by those who are able to pay for it. All
studies indicate that a third-level
degree is an important gateway to
higher-paid jobs, higher social status,
and higher positions in the political
hierarchy; in Britain the nexus
between the elite public schools, the
elite universities and positions in all
parts of the establishment is well docu-
mented.

By choosing to treat education as a
private good, Dr Brady is seeking to
purchase an advantage for his children
and to reinforce privilege and the class
structure. Far from benefiting the less
well off, this ideology ensures that the
present social order and inequalities
are reproduced.

Another aspect of this ideology is
the way that family in capitalism is
used as a means of enforcing and repro-
ducing class society. Dr Brady does not
propose that his children themselves
pay appropriate fees. How could they?



They are in full-time second-level edu-
cation and, presumably, have little or
no personal income. He will, instead,
dip into his own carefully guarded
income to pay their fees.

This approach has two important
effects and is well illustrated in other
areas (such as the way young people
are assessed on their parents’ income
for social welfare, medical cards, and
education grants). Firstly, it makes
young people dependent on their
parents and removes a level of freedom
and autonomy from them. Secondly, it
makes the family an important insti-
tution through which privilege and
advantage are maintained under
capitalism. Overcoming these con-
straints will be an essential task in the
transition from capitalism to socialism.

Nor should we be confused by the
vogue for student loan schemes and a
return of fees. This involves the impo-
sition of fees, paid for through loans to
the students, who will leave university
with debts that will be repaid out of
future earnings, which are expected to
be at the higher rates earned by gradu-
ates.

This will not eliminate the family
advantage: parents of the better off will
continue to pay fees for their children,
while those who take out loans will be
investing in a private good for future
private advantage.

It is also clear from studies that the
less well off are deterred from pursuing
third-level education by these schemes.
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They are unused to and unwilling to
run up large debts, and they are unable
to meet all the other costs of third-level
education beyond fees: living expenses,
computers, books, transport, etc. The
loss of potential income from paid
employment is a further important
disincentive.

Dr Brady is also among those
managers and administrators in the
third-level sector who are leading the
drive to subordinate education to
business and the market. The modern
third-level institution, they insist,
should provide the skills, knowledge
and research base needed by industry
and for the development of the
economy. Rather than aiming to assist
the development and full realisation of
the student or to create an educational
sector that conceives of itself as provid-
ing a social good to be used to create a

better society for all, the supporters of
this approach have succumbed to the
ideology of the market.

Industry and the market are deter-
mining the content of the curriculum
and how it is developed, and an insis-
tent vocationalism sets out to produce
graduates equipped to meet the
requirements of employers and become
smoothly fitting cogs in the machines
of capitalism.

This is a far cry even from the ideal-
istic visions of education held by
bourgeois thinkers for centuries. When
we see big business sponsoring schools
and institutions in our universities we
should not regard this as a positive
development: it is a diminution of the
already limited democracy in the edu-
cation system and an extension of the
sphere of direct intervention by capital.

[CF]

CPI congress held in Dublin

VER the last weekend in September the Communist Party of Ireland held its 24th
National Congress in Dublin. The congress was the culmination of work and discussion
within the branches and membership of the CPL. The congress drew delegates from all four
provinces, from a wide range of ages and experience.

The main document before the con-
gress was the political resolution,
which had been discussed in the
branches for more than six months.
The document analyses the global
economic crisis, its systemic part in the
general crisis of capitalism, and the
permanent features of slump and
boom.

It also pointed out that we are
facing not alone a growing and
deepening crisis of the system itself but
also an environmental crisis created by
monopoly capitalism that is endanger-
ing the very existence of life on our
planet. We either defeat monopoly
capitalism or it will do irreversible
damage to the world and destroy the
lives of hundreds of millions of people.

In relation to Ireland, the congress
analysed the effect of the crisis on the

lives of working people and stressed
the necessity to mobilise working
people, family farmers, the self-
employed and the growing ranks of the
unemployed to resist the sharpening
attacks being carried out by the
present Government, itself willingly
carrying out orders from the European
Union.

The role of both opposition parties
in the Dail and the role of important
sections of the trade union leadership
was heavily criticised. Many delegates
pointed to the fact that all the main
parties represented in the Dail have
accepted the EU budgetary strategy
laid down by the EU Commission and
the effect this will have on Government
spending, resulting in massive cuts in
spending on hospitals, schools, and
social welfare.

In relation to the Northern Ireland
Assembly and Executive, the congress
reiterated the party’s conditional sup-
port for the Belfast Agreement but
argued that progressive forces must
push beyond its limitations and
develop policies and strategies to
advance important political goals.
These include the development of an
all-Ireland  economic and  social
strategy, fiscal independence for the
Assembly and Executive, and cam-
paigning against sectarianism and for
community reconciliation policies.
Only such a strategy can break the
marginalisation now experienced by
the people, who have little or no influ-
ence in the corridors of power in
London and none in Brussels. Together
both North and South would be
stronger and in a much better position



21st-Century
Anti-Imperialism

21st-Century Anti-Imperialism,
the James Connolly Memorial
Lecture, 2010, by Andrew
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to push for radical economic and social
demands.

All the political parties represented
in the D4il and in the Northern Ireland
Assembly that claim to be of the left in

on him,

Ortega was an active member of the
Unified Campesino Movement of
Aguan. This murder was the fifth kill-
ing of a peasant leader or organiser in
the region in the last ten weeks. As
with the other four murders, no
investigation into his murder has been
carried out.

All these murders have a number of

fact want a “better capitalism” and a
nicer version of the one we have now.
They are not opposed to the system
itself, nor do they wish to see the end
of exploitation.

In his opening remarks the general
secretary stated that we are at the
“national democratic” point in the
struggle for socialism. Social change
cannot be built so long as the main
economic and social decisions are con-
trolled and determined by the Euro-
pean Union.

One of the central features of the
strategy of the FEuropean Union,
embodied in the treaties, is to restrict
the capacity of workers to influence or
change the policies that dominate their
lives by national class struggles.

If radical change is to be achieved,
the central question of who governs
and in whose interests has to be faced.
The struggle for national control over
capital and over economic and social
planning is an absolute and must be
linked to a profound democracy, with
working people at its heart.

There is a need to build a broad

similarities, not least regarding those
who are thought to be behind them. In
all five murders, numerous eye wit-
nesses have seen a grey vehicle in the
area. This vehicle is well known to local
people as being the property of Miguel
Facusse.

Facusse is an extremely shady and
dangerous character. He is one of

national-democratic alliance to chal-
lenge the power of European monopoly
capitalism, which is embedded in and is
the driving force at the heart of the
European Union.

The political resolution states that
“the defeat of imperialist influence and
control is an absolute necessity for
economic and social advance,” and that
“this necessitates working-class forces
taking an all-Ireland approach. A
national-democratic transformative
strategy is one that unites both the
national and social goals of the working
class and its potential allies.”

Other resolutions discussed and
adopted were in relation to women,
youth, and international solidarity. The
resolution on women outlines the
effect the crisis and the cuts have on
women and on single-parent families,
the majority of whom are headed by
women. It reiterates the call for the full
control by women over their fertility,
including the right to abortion, north
and south.

H All the congress resolutions will be
published shortly.

Honduras’s richest business men and is
thought to have influenced every elec-
tion in Honduras over the last twenty-
five years. He is constantly wining and
dining within the Honduran elite, in
government, military and business
circles. The media refuse to criticise
anything he does, afraid of a man who
wins endless awards and prizes in
recognition of his “achievements.”

By what is surely more than coinci-
dence, those who dare criticise Facusse,
or who compromise his business inter-
ests, end up dead. Carlos Escaleras of
the left-wing Democratic Unification
Party was murdered after running for
mayor because of his opposition to a
factory that Facusse was building in
the area. Escaleras had gone on record
as arguing that the factory would
destroy the livelihoods of neighbouring
villages with the chemicals that would
be used. There is little doubt that he
was killed by Facusse’s men, after he
had refused to allow himself to be
bought off.

Since then there have been many
murders that Facusse is suspected of
ordering. However, he has never had
charges laid against him, nor has he
ever been investigated for the murders.



Facusse is allowed to operate with
impunity by the Honduran state. He
has murdered five peasant leaders in
the last two-and-a-half months alone,
and many more, like Carlos Escaleras,
over the last decade and more.

Despite the oppression and threats
of death, the people of the Aguan
region in Honduras are continuing
their struggle against the privileges
and impunity that the “corporate
masters” like Facusse enjoy, and,

regardless of how many of their
members are murdered, they will con-
tinue to demonstrate against and resist
a system that is designed to favour the
rich and powerful, the oligarchs.

[JM]

Mapuche hunger strikes continue

HIRTY-FOUR Mapuche, members of the largest indigenous group in Chile, are
continuing a hunger strike in a struggle to be acknowledged as political prisoners. They
are protesting against both a lack of dialogue in solving their legitimate concerns and a failure
to recognise that their struggle is a political one.

The hunger strike began in July,
with prisoners joining at intervals in
various prisons. It has been generally
ignored by the government and the
media, but with the beginning of inter-
national media attention, pressure is
mounting for a resolution.

In the late nineteenth century
Mapuche lands in southern Chile were
forcibly stolen from them by the state.
Over the last twenty years the
Mapuche have begun to organise their
communities in the legitimate claim
that their lands be returned to them.
They are also demanding respect for
their political and cultural rights,
which are, at best, ignored by the state.

While some land has been restored,

it is nowhere close to what is being
demanded by the Mapuche. They have
been using a strategy of occupying
lands that were historically theirs but
that are now being controlled by
logging and mining companies and also
being used in some cases as refuse
dumps.

These land occupations are usually
dealt with harshly and with police bru-
tality, which has seen three Mapuche
protesters killed over the last four
years. Mapuche have been rounded up
and arrested by the state on the usual
charges that the establishments around
the world use against those who dare
step out of line and challenge them.
Many are now rotting in Chilean jails,

charged with such crimes as invasion of
property, illicit association, attempted
homicide, and terrorism.

The hunger strike will continue
until such time as the government
drops its cases and agrees to engage in
meaningful talks with the Mapuche
and to end its policy of criminalisation.

This struggle is far greater than one
solely about the Mapuche, as the
Chilean state knows that behind recog-
nition of the problem as a political one
lies a bigger question: the neo-liberal
economic model, which it does not
want to substantially modify, because
this is the route to development it
wishes for the country.

[JM]

Is Cuba’s revolution over?

S the privatisation of significant areas of its economy, announced recently by Raul Castro,
the beginning of a retreat from socialism, as Cuba’s hostile critics suggest?

Cuba’s economy is ailing, its govern-
ment spokespersons admit. Losses to
the economy caused by the massive
damage to agriculture and infra-
structure during the hurricane season
of 2008 have yet to be made good.
Tourist earnings are down, thanks to
the global economic crisis. Most of all,
chronic inefficiency in areas of state
employment—notably agriculture—are
officially admitted.

Urgent remedial action needs to be
taken to resolve this unsustainable
situation if the striking social gains of
the Cuban Revolution—especially in
the areas of health care and education
—are to be protected.

The most outstanding change to be
brought about by the reforms is that a
million state employees will lose their
jobs. This will happen gradually over
the next three years as posts are
created for them in the private sector.
This reform is the agreed product of
intense  discussions between the
government and the trade wunions,
along with other public organisations.
So workers know what is in store for
them and know that they need not be
unemployed. Jobs will be provided for
many of them; many will remain in
their present jobs, but not as state
employees.

At the same time, productivity is to
be stimulated through the provision of
bonuses and pay incentives. The
present cap on pay levels will be
removed. Workers will be attracted to
the now unpopular agricultural and
construction industries by the higher
pay available in them. Other sectors to
be expanded in the coming months are

oil, biotechnology (in which Cuba is a
world leader), pharmaceuticals, and
tourism.

The 250,000 licences to be issued
will authorise citizens to start their
own business ventures. Arrangements
have been made with the banks to
ensure the provision of credit to such
ventures. Self-managed and self-



financing workers’ co-operatives are to
be given priority.

The charitable face of the state will
change. Employment can no longer be
guaranteed: citizens will have to either
search for it or create it. They will pro-
vide their own lunches, rather than
have subsidised food from the works
canteen. No longer will the company
bus take them to work: they will have
to find their own way there.

Private enterprise exists already in
Cuba. 823,000 Cubans now work in the
private sector, most of them in co-ops.
114,000 of them are self-employed:
taxi-drivers, tutors, car repairers, etc.
However, 84 per cent of the 5.1 million
workers in Cuba are still employed by
the state. The fact that some of them
are idle much of the time has been a
catalyst for change, as their salaries are
an insupportable drain on the economy.
The encouragement of private ventures
has been seen by the Cuban govern-
ment as a way out of this impasse.

A reformed tax system will allow

the creaming off of a significant portion
of the wealth created by this new
private sector, thus enabling, for
example, the constitutionally guaran-
teed free education and free health
services to be maintained at high levels
of efficiency.

Nevertheless, doesn’t all this imply
that Cuba is returning—albeit
unwillingly—to the capitalist camp?

Not really, say Cuban economists
and social commentators. They say
that the announced reforms will in no
way weaken the government’s resolve
to abide by its constitutional obligation
to provide the basic services that
underpin Cuba’s social equality. But
the reforms do mean that the role of
the state has been changed, both
fundamentally and  permanently.
Instead of the state being the manager
of the economy, the shift of emphasis
implied by the announced reforms
means that in the future it will become
its regulator.

Regulation

can be effected by

retaining control over the investment
decisions of the banks. If a particular
project fails to correspond to the social
aims and economic strategy of the
state, the state—through the banks—
will be able to veto its application for
credit. Likewise, it will be able to direct
credit to the private promoters of stra-
tegically desirable projects.

This indirect approach to control of
the economy in the wider social inter-
est is as far from capitalism, whose
economic essence is profit maximi-
sation, as it is from a Soviet-style com-
mand economy in which private initia-
tives have no place.

Some observers of the Cuban politi-
cal scene commented that the reforms
announced by Ratl Castro have more
to do with a structural alignment of the
economies of Cuba and Venezuela in
anticipation of their impending
integration than with any imagined
retreat from the socialist values of the
Cuban Revolution.

[TMS]

Palestine, Israel, BDS, and the left

Part 2

T is sometimes argued that the boycott, divestment and sanctions (BDS) campaign will hurt
“good Israelis” or Israeli workers. To deal first with the former point, the “goodness” or
otherwise of any given individual Israeli is irrelevant to the campaign. The target of the
boycott is the Israeli state; and while the state governs a society made up of individuals, it is
also the apparatus by means of which Palestinians have been oppressed, colonised, murdered,

and ethnically cleansed.

As long as the state is Zionist-
colonialist in outlook and practice it
will be the target for boycott. The aim
is that all Israelis, “good” and “bad”
alike, will realise that it is not in their
individual or collective interest to be
part of an apartheid state that is
shunned by the world and will realise
that steps towards the reforming of the
exclusivist-supremacist state will begin
from within.

Being determines consciousness;
and one thing is certain: existing in a
state where there are no repercussions
for outrageous action will never
lead people to re-examine commit-
ments to  Zionist-colonial
fundamentals. To quote the
Israeli journalist Gideon Levy,
“Israelis don’t pay amny price for
the injustice of the occupation,
so the occupation will never
end.”

As  specifically  regards
Israeli workers, for whom it is
sometimes argued that the
boycott “drives them into the
arms of the ruling class,” while
one shouldn’t fall into the trap
of viewing the Jewish-Israeli
working class as a single homo-
geneous and ideologically im-
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movable reactionary bloc, an objective
look at the reality on the ground will
show that these workers vote over-
whelmingly for parties of the right,
including the Labour Party. The only
major non-Zionist working-class party
in Israel, Hadash, gets the over-
whelming majority of its votes from
Palestinian citizens of Israel. The un-
fortunate fact is that Jewish-Israeli
workers are already in the blood-
drenched clutches of the ruling class.

In theory it is fine to suggest, as
some far-left groups do, that these
workers “have more in common with
the oppressed Palestinian masses than

with their own capitalist class,” and
that a common struggle should be
waged against Israeli colonial capital-
ism. In the short term, unfortunately,
this is unlikely to happen. While there
are of course class divisions in Israeli
society—some of them acutely sharp—
Palestinians cannot afford to sit around
waiting for the magical day when the
Jewish-Israeli working class wakes up
and decides to throw off the shackles of
Zionism and embrace its Palestinian
brothers and sisters.

In addition, BDS is being endorsed
by small but growing radical sections of
Jewish-Israeli society. Such organi-

sations as Boycott from
Within, the Israeli Committee
Against House Demolitions
and the Alternative Infor-
mation Centre, as well as indi-
viduals such as Ilan Pappe,
Neve Gordon, and Yitzhak
Laor, have fully endorsed the
Palestinian call for BDS, while
others have embraced limited
aspects of it.

The Israeli state views even
these small developments with
alarm, and laws are now being
drawn up to criminalise Israeli
BDS activists.



Finally, a contradistinction is some-
times drawn by left groups between
“individual” consumer boycott action,
portrayed as “ineffective,” and “col-
lective” action, led by trade unions,
seen as “effective.” A recent article by
an English far left group argued, in
relation to the temporary dockers’
boycott actions in the United States,
Sweden, Greece and elsewhere in the
aftermath of the Flotilla massacre, that
these actions “are dangerous to the
Zionist ruling class. The same cannot
be said of the BDS campaign as a
whole.”

This is an utterly false dichotomy.
Of course no-one in the Palestinian
solidarity movement would argue
against trade union boycotts—indeed
the movement continually argues in
favour of such action, was enthusiastic
in its support for the dockers’ actions,

and hopes they can be built upon and
expanded—or argues against their
effectiveness, as they stop Israeli goods
at source.

Counterposing the two is pointless
and elitist, ignoring the fact that most
of those who “individually” boycott
Israeli products are in fact workers. It
also ignores the fact that the dockers’
actions were not the result of some
spontaneous awakening but were
argued for by activists who have been
promoting and laying the groundwork
for BDS since 2005.

Boycott has to start somewhere. In
Ireland it started on the streets and has
grown to include the trade union move-
ment. The ICTU passed a boycott reso-
lution in 2007 and is now initiating a
consumer boycott awareness campaign
among its member-organisations.

Of course this is far from the opti-

mum action trade unions can take; and
Palestinian solidarity activists—
especially those in the trade union
movement—should continually push
for stronger action; but it is a start and
should be welcomed.

All advances in the boycott cam-
paign, whether they come from indi-
viduals, trade unions or indeed among
the business community, are welcomed
by Palestinians and should be wel-
comed by those of us who stand in soli-
darity with them.

To end on a question: If “individual”
boycott actions are so “ineffective,” why
are the Israeli state and its inter-
national operatives also seeking to
criminalise consumer boycott actions
and activists?

[KS]
B Part 3 of this article will appear in
next month’s issue of Socialist Voice.

Venezuela: Another election won

HE United Socialist Party of Venezuela (PSUV) and its one remaining ally, the Communist
Party of Venezuela (PCV), won a clear majority of seats in the National Assembly but fell
short of the two-thirds majority it needs for complete control. The opposition, though it has
not really changed its nature since the coup d’état of 2002, decided to put on a democratic face
and contest the election that it boycotted in 2005.

Though it is enormously pleased to
have gained a blocking third, and is
carrying on as though it won the elec-
tion, the opposition won fewer seats
than in the election of 2000, the last
occasion on which it contested.

The outgoing National Assembly
was composed entirely of parties sup-
porting the Bolivarian Revolution,
though two of them—the Democratic
Socialist Party (Podemos) and the
Nation for All (PPT)—couldn’t stand
the heat and went over to the oppo-
sition, leaving only the PCV and the
PSUV.

As Mark Weisbrot remarked in the
Guardian (London) on 28 September,
“much has been made of the oppo-
sition getting more than a third of
the national assembly, thus being
able to block legislation that would
‘deepen the revolution.’ Again, the
importance of this is greatly exagger-
ated. In reality it is unlikely to make
much difference. The pace at which it
adopts reforms has been limited
more by administrative capacity than
by politics.

“The Financial Times recently
added up the value of industries
nationalised by the Chavez govern-
ment. OQutside oil, it came to less than
8 per cent of GDP over the last five
years. Venezuela still has a long way
to go before the state has as much a
role in the economy as it does in, for
instance, France.”

As usual, the opposition had most of
the press and television on its side, and
vastly superior financial resources,

with screaming headlines blaming
Chavez for all the crime in the country,
and eight-month-old pictures from the
morgue. In reality the new National
Police Force is beginning to make an
impact, with crime down in many
areas. It took a long time to take this
measure. The state and local police
forces were just not doing their job,
and many of them were hopelessly
corrupt. Also, Venezuela has come
through a difficult year, largely because
of the drought—you would think that
was Chavez’s fault, as well as the rains
and floods now battering the country.
The Church is more vocal than ever,
with Cardinal Urarte leading the
attack. According to him, Chavez is
imposing “Cuban communism” on the

country. It has no difficulty choosing
between the needs of the faithful and
its own class interest. Funnily enough,
the cardinal had to reassure the faithful
that “only God can see how you vote,”
after all its calumnies against the
National Electoral Council, the inde-
pendent body charged with running the
elections. The electoral council—the
only really efficient state body in the
country—takes no nonsense from any-
body, not even the President.

All in all, the Bolivarians can be
reasonably pleased at winning yet
another election but must look to their
relative failure to get the vote out,
compared with last year’s referendum.
The fact is that the people who will
come out and vote for Chavez have
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very little confidence in the politicians.
When Chavez dissolved the old Move-
ment for a Fifth Republic (MVR) and
founded the PSUV he hoped to unite
all his supporters under one roof, and
also to clean out the opportunists and
old-style politicians. Of course it was
not so easy, and the new party is

plagued with opportun-
ism and corruption,
just like the old MVR;
indeed it includes
some very right-wing
individuals.

There have been
some massive indus-
trial battles, such as
the strike in the steel
industry in Bolivar
state, which culmi-
nated in its nationali-
sation, in which the
workers were opposed
by the governor—a
member of the PSUV—
who wused the state
police against them;

likewise in Anzoategui state, where the
workers in Mitsubishi remain in dis-
pute with the company, which refuses
to obey an order from the Supreme
Court, and the state has not enforced
it. In this dispute the police ran amok
and killed two workers in January
2009. Anzoategui state returned a

majority of opposition deputies; obvi-
ously many workers there stayed home
on Sunday.

The Bolivarian Revolution cannot
afford to stagnate, or continue to toler-
ate the many obstacles, largely
internal, to its progress. The develop-
ment of the community councils, which
give local communities the right to
organise their affairs, to participate in
decision-making, and even to initiate
policy, is a positive new development,
which needs to be consolidated. A new
labour law is promised—but seems to
be taking for ever—which would estab-
lish workers’ councils in industry. This
is urgent. Chavez announced that state
industries would be run on socialist
principles; but this happens only where
the workers are well organised and
make it happen. A new law is essential.

The way forward is not to make con-
cessions to the right but instead “to
deepen the revolution,” in Chavez’s
own phrase: to increase people’s sense
of ownership of the process.

[SE]

about to be opened in Cape Town. The Baxter was to become one of only two fully integrated
theatres in apartheid South Africa, the other being the Market Theatre in Johannesburg.

He made a very honourable effort to
expose the hypocrisy of that system
and in particular in the theatre. He put
on an all-black production classic of
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Sean O’Casey’s Juno and the Paycock,
which showed the universality of
O’Casey’s play. He also put on Beckett’s
Waiting for Godot, with Winston
Natsona and John Kani, the two great
South African actors, as Vladamir and
Estragon, which I saw in the Old Vic in
London in the 1980s.

Yes, John was always a brave and
abrasive director, and one of the first
recognitions of this was a visit by
Nelson Mandela to his theatre when
apartheid was dismantled.

While I was there the three of us
went to a production of Molly Bloom’s
Soliloquy from Ulysses, performed by a
very eminent South African actor—an
excellent performance, though I'm not
sure that the audience could follow
Molly’s and Joyce’s thoughts and
emotions. A great night all the same.

Brian Collins’s father was the scenic
painter in the legendary Theatre Royal
in Hawkins Street, Dublin—a beautiful
3,500-seat  theatre destroyed by
Ireland’s savage moronic capitalist
developers. What they built in its place
has been described as the ugliest build-
ing in Dublin.

Brian started work at fifteen as a
scenic painter in the Theatre Royal. He
was then asked to join the Abbey

Theatre when it was in the Queen’s
Theatre in Pearse Street (also
destroyed). He also designed hundreds
of productions in the Abbey, Peacock,
and all the other Dublin theatres.

It was truly fascinating to talk to
Brian about his time in the Theatre
Royal. He was telling me about seeing
Bob Hope, Danny Kaye, Bill Haley and
the Comets, Nat King Cole, Mario
Lanza, James Cagney (the only time he
ever danced on stage in public was at
the Theatre Royal), etc., etc. I was
listening to Irish theatrical history—
truly brilliant and exceptional.

My thoughts on South Africa: would
I be interested in working there? Not
particularly. It's obvious where power
and money still reside. I am sure a few
decades hence change will come, but
that is for the next two generations.
No, Dublin, with all its fecking prob-
lems, is still the jewel to treasure and,
of course, change.

Thanks, John, Brian, and Helen.

[RIW]
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