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SOCIALIST VOICE
The EU’s €6 billion man

HE Government has nally put a gure on the cuts to b e made in public spending and the� �Tnew taxes to be imposed in the budget due on 7 Dece mber. The European Union has dotted 
all the i’s and crossed all the t’s in the forthcom ing budget and the future budgetary strategy 
of any Irish Governments for the next four years.

The Government intends to take €6 
billion out of the economy through tax 
increases and cuts in public spending. 
This will be made up of €4½ billion in 
cuts in public spending and €1½ billion 
in increased taxes, to be followed by €3 
to 4 billion in 2012, €3 to 3½ billion in 
2013, and €2 to 2½ billion in 2014.

This will result in a decit in 2011 �  
of 9¼ to 9½ per cent. This year’s decit �  
is 32 per cent, after the €30 billion 
bank bail-out. The ratio of debt to GDP 
in 2011 could be 21 per cent higher 
than previously projected, because of 
the bail-out of the banks.

It is estimated that debt will reach 
105 per cent of GDP (compared with 25 
per cent before the crisis), and that 
Ireland’s total nancing needs in 2010 �  
(maturing debt and its current budget 
decit) will be the equivalent of 38 per �  
cent of GDP. Ireland is paying more for 
borrowing, at 7.67 per cent, compared 
with Germany at 5.21 per cent.

The Government is attempting to 

shift the blame and promote the neces-
sity for savage cuts and attacks on 
working people. Yet the joint head of 
xed income at Matrix Corporate Capi � -

tal, Bill Blain, stated in the Financial 
Times : “The big problem in Ireland is 
the banking problem, with the 
expected cost of the bail-out of the 
nan� cial sector rising by the day.”

 We can’t feed our children and
 feed the greed of corporate
 banks

The problem is not the borrowing 
by the Government to meet spending 
and investment but the billions being 
borrowed and the interest accruing on 
that borrowing to bail out the banks 
and so to pay back the debts to German 
and French banks, from which the 
Irish banks borrowed for speculative 
purposes in the rst place. �

They have created a revolving door, 
with the state borrowing from French 
and German banks, then handing those 
borrowings over to Irish banks, which 
then hand it back to the very same 
banks to pay o previ � ous debts.

Meanwhile working people face 
massive cuts in social welfare benets �  
and pensions, increased direct and in-
direct taxes, and savage cuts in health, 
education, and other public services.

In the wings Colm McCarthy waits 
with his report, ready to have a re �  
sale of state companies to global nan � -
cial sharks, venture capitalists, and 
asset-strippers.

This is an unprecedented transfer of 
wealth from working people, family 
farmers, small businesses, the self-
employed, the sick, the old and chil-
dren to corporate nance capital. �

The amount of cuts and new taxes is 
twice the €3 billion envisaged at the 
time of last year’s budget. It also 
reects the fact that growth in GDP at �  
the most optimistic will be 1.75 per 
cent next year, compared with a fore-
cast of 3.3 per cent last December.

Over the next four budgets the 
European Commission, the European 
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I appeal to the people to give the government a man date, and not Mrs Despard, Mrs 
MacBride and those who are trying to bring in Sovie t conditions. If we are elected we are 
going to put down people like these and put them in  prison, and if they persist, and if it is 
necessary, we are going to execute them.— Desmond Fitzgerald TD  (Cumann na 
nGaedheal), speaking in Graiguenamanagh, Co. Kilken ny, 31 January 1932 ( Irish Inde-
pendent,  1 February 1932).“ ”

In this issue
Harney should get the axe p. 2

State pensions are deferred wages
—not a privilege p. 2

When is a demo not a demo? p. 3

Campaign of cuts may not be 
enough p. 4

The wealth has not gone away  !p. 5

Inequality in earnings and the 
“Celtic Tiger” p. 6

Class and education—Part 2 p. 7

A serious time for Europe and the 
world: The view from Portugalp. 9

Palestine, Israel, BDS, and the left
Part 3 p. 9

Democratic vote unanimously 
rejects exploitation p. 10

The death of Mono Jojoy p. 11

Theatre: Reunion p. 11

Books: Republican women in the 
early years p. 12

||||||||||

Their man in Dublin



Central Bank and international nance �  
houses are demanding cuts of at least 
€15 billion, to bring the decit below 3 �  
per cent, the limit set for the euro zone 
under the Maastricht Treaty. The scale 
of the adjustment and the cost of the 
related bank bail-outs may well force a 
sovereign bond default.

The strategy is to circumvent the 
wishes of the people, no matter what 
combination of establishment parties 
makes up the next Government.

This is a clear case of corporate 
bankers subverting democracy, expos-
ing the shallow nature of what they call 
“western democracies.” As James 
Connolly put it so well, the govern-
ment “is but a committee for managing 
the common aairs of the whole �  
bourgeoisie.”

On Saturday 30 October the 
hundreds who turned up but could not 
get into Liberty Hall for a book launch 
are a clear sign that growing numbers 
of our people are losing faith in the 
establishment’s political process and in 
organisations and parties that claim to 
represent them.

Sadly, there is growing disillusion-
ment also with the leadership of the 
trade union movement, which has 
patently failed to defend its own 
members, while some have openly 
colluded with the establishment.

That anger must not be corralled or 
led into the swamp of parliamentary 
politics, nor dampened by bombastic 
and vacuous speeches in a castrated 
national parliament.

As the CPI pointed out in its state-

ment on the mass mobilisation of 
students and the state’s use of violence 
against them, “this violence from the 
state must be met with renewed mobili-
sations, not just of students but 
workers, social-welfare recipients, 
family businesses, the self-employed—
of all working people, whose living 
standards are under attack in the 
state’s attempt to save the ultra-rich 
from the consequences of their actions.

“It is incumbent on the ICTU to 
make sure that its demonstration on 27 
November matches the determination 
and mobilisation that Irish students 
have shown today.”

It’s their debt, not ours. The call 
must be made loud and clear: Repu-
diate their debt!

[EMC]

Harne y sho ul d get the  axe
S the Government prepares to slash and burn publicAservices in order to pay the debts incurred by bank s, 

speculators and property developers and to prop up a failed 
and decaying system, the Minister for Health, Mary Harney, 
has promised to slash €1 billion from the health bu dget.

The wealthy and powerful will 
remain untouched. They own the state 
and are using it to impose their will 
and to secure their interests.

The HSE has also announced that it 
wants six thousand workers in the 
health service to take voluntary redun-

dancy, and to leave before Christmas.
A health service that was already on 

the rocks may well go under with 
further cuts in spending, while the 
health-for-prot sector continues to �  
grow. But then there are big prots to �  
be made in treating the sick.

St ate pe ns ions  are de ferred wages
—no t a pr ivilege

HE state pension is a cornerstone of our society, t he product of more than a century ofThard-fought battles. Working people have always vie wed the state pension as a reection �  
of general solidarity and as part payment for defer red wages over a lifetime of work. We all 
contribute towards this basic lifeline, not only th rough PRSI and income tax but also through 
the essential roles we play in our families and com munities.

Today’s older people not only sup-
ported their parents’ generation but 
also provided for the education and 
health needs of those of working age 
today: volunteering, caring for part-
ners, caring for grandchildren, running 
local groups and community organi-
sations.

Most if not all of this work goes un-
recognised but is of enormous value to 
society.

 The state pension is a fair and
 equitable use of public money
• For the majority of older people, 

social transfers, including the state 
pension, are their only or main 
source of income.

• €4.3 billion is the annual cost of 
funding the state pension.

• Without this payment, 84 per cent 

of older people are at risk of 
poverty.

• €3 billion is the annual cost of pro-
viding public support to private 

pension systems.
• High earners receive tax relief at a 

higher rate than those on lower 
incomes.
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• 80 per cent of tax relief goes to the 
top 20 per cent of earners.

 A pension for living with
 independence and dignity is a
 democratic right
• Fewer than half of all private-

sector workers have a company 
pension.

• Losses of up to 38 per cent in 
private pensions mean that more 
people than ever will be relying on 
the state pension in the future.

• In 2007, 73 per cent of older people 
were dependent on social transfers, 
including the pension, for three-

quarters or more of their house-
hold income.

• The state pension protects 84 per 
cent of those between 64 and 75 and 
89 per cent of those over 75 against 
risk of poverty.

 The real value of the state
 pension has been eroded in
 recent times
• Government policies are eroding 

the real value of the state pension 
through additional costs, such as 
carbon tax, dental charges, and 
prescription charges.

• Any cuts to associated supports, 

such as household benets, fuel �  
allowance, community care, or 
local transport, would further 
erode the value of the pension.

• Of those receiving the contributory 
state pension, slightly more than 
half receive the full rate, while the 
remainder receive a reduced rate. 
In fact 24 per cent receive less than 
€150 per week, and 10 per cent 
receive less than €100 per week.

• The loss of the Christmas bonus 
represents a cut in income of 2 per 
cent for those receiving the state 
pension.

[EMC]

Whe n is a de mo no t a de mo?
When it’s called by the Irish Congress of Trade Uni ons

N 29 September the European Trade Union Confederati on called on all its a liates to �Oorganise demonstrations and protests as part of the ir joint eorts against each of their �  
ruling classes’ attempts to make the workers and po or pay for austerity measures.

The trade union movement was 
asked to protest against the neo-liberal 
agenda of privatisation, wage cuts, 
diminishing pensions, and cuts to 
social welfare. So, throughout Europe, 
hundreds of thousands of workers and 
their families took to the streets—
100,000 in Brussels alone.

The ICTU hierarchy took up the 
challenge and organised a demon-
stration. Well, not really a demon-
stration—not really a protest but a 
“gathering” at lunchtime, or even, as it 
was later called by David Begg, a 
“photo opportunity.”

In case the Government and the 
elite thought that Congress were being 
too bolshie, the ICTU sent a recom-
mendation to each union to limit their 
participants: for example, SIPTU were 
to supply eighty members, the CWU 
twenty-ve, etc. They were further � -
more told not to bring trade union 
banners!

The ICTU centres were asked to 
come and supply a restricted crowd, as 
someone had to carry the Congress 
ags (without slogans, of course). �

As it was, community groups 
responded with their usual colour and 
imagination. In fact many local com-
munities, such as Dublin 12, in 

addition organised their CE workers 
onto the streets in colourful and vocal 
gatherings.

If the action of Congress was dis-
heartening, the actions of the ultra-left 
were pathetic. Although the demo was 
in answer to a call by the ETUC, the 
Socialist Party issued posters asking 
for support for the ICTU day but stat-
ing that it was “sponsored by Joe 
Higgins.”

Presumably in fear of being con-
taminated, the ultra-left marched o �  
ten minutes after the main march.

In addition, to show their inde-
pendence they organised a disruption 
of Jack O’Connor’s speech. With loud-
hailers going full blast, we were 
encouraged to shout “Organise a 
general strike!” and “Join the 
revolution.”

Unfortunately we were not given 
the ballot papers for the general strike 
(as workers must vote for such an 
action), nor were we given the date, 
time and location of the imminent 
revolution.

Musing on such deciencies, as we �  
mortals left the end of proceedings 
there was the indomitable Joe Higgins 

starting a Socialist Party meeting, 
while fty yards down the road the �  
equally indomitable Richard Boyd 
Barrett of People Before Prot (or was �  
it the Socialist Workers’ Party?) 
launched his own.

Whether by divine intervention or 
not, they must have come together, as 
Indymedia shows them side by side.

 The hero of the day was the
 bankrupt builder who left his
“toxic bank” cement-mixer at
 the gates of the Dáil.

So, in spite of the tameness of 
Congress (although dierent in the �  
North) and the infantilism of the ultra-
left, the work has to be dome to change 
the tiny minority of workers who 
understand the need for political and 
social change into a coherent majority. 
That work does involve going on the 
street, as well as painstaking education 
and organisation.

The walls, unfortunately, did not 
come tumbling down, despite the 
slogans and loudhailers.

[TR]
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Get the latest news and information . . .
• Connolly Youth Movement: www.cym.ie
• Cuba Support Group: www.cubasupport.com
• International Brigades 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



Campa ign of cut s may no t be  eno ug h
T  the time of writing, our imperial masters from B russels are in Ireland to approve theAstrategic assault upon Irish working people and the ir families that this Government (and 

future ones) will lead. The EU Commissioner for Eco nomic and Monetary A airs, Olli Rehn, is �  
here to brief his generals, Lenihan and Co., on wha t is needed and to ensure that his sta  step �  
up to the mark and don’t waver in carrying out his attack.

The Government plans an initial €6 
billion in cuts in the coming budget. 
This will be followed by the rapid 
disposal of the assets of state-
sponsored companies, including crucial 
infrastructural ones such as ports, air-
port authorities, the ESB, and other 
prot � able companies that are of enor-
mous value to Irish people, in a bid to 
make a quick buck.

No doubt there will be further 
budgets and further cuts in the new 
year as the state fails to cope with the 
cost of the nancial bail-out. �

It is an outright lie to lay the blame 
of the bankruptcy of the Irish state at 
the door of the public sector. The 
reason the state is on the brink of 
defaulting—which it is—is because of 
the massive aid given to the black holes 
that are Irish banks and their protec-
tion of senior bondholders (largely 
other banks and lenders).

 The real risk of the state
 defaulting on its debt is now
 widely accepted

It is the bail-out that has brought 
this year’s decit to 32 per cent of �  
GDP. Without the bail-out it would be 
12 per cent. And, as is always necessary 
in an Irish context, the percentage 
should be related to GNP and so sits 
closer to 40 per cent for this year 
alone.

The real risk of the state defaulting 
on its debt is now widely accepted by 

the international establishment media, 
something that Socialist Voice  has 
emphasised for some time. Indeed 
Bloomberg News  recently reported that 
it is likely that the Irish state by the 
middle of next year will run out of 
cash, unless it can miraculously 
encourage investors to buy its debt.

 If only workers could take a
 lesson fom the bankers’ spirit of
 collective action  !

 This does not seem likely, as the 
chief analyst at Danske Bank (owner of 
both Northern Bank and National Irish 
Bank), Jens Peter Sørensen, com-
mented in relation to Ireland: “It’s 

close to a buyers’ strike at this point.” 
If only workers could take a lesson fom 
the bankers’ spirit of collective action!

Ireland has recently seen a surge in 
the cost of insuring its sovereign debt. 
Investors are demanding extra yields to 
hold the country’s debt, and this yield 
is reaching record levels, as it has 
doubled over the last two months. 
Rehn, Lenihan and Co. hope that a 
vicious blitzkrieg-style attack on work-
ing people will show these investors 
that the state has the willingness and 
control necessary to do whatever 
nance capital demands and so is a safe �  

place for it to operate. This is the 
precious “condence” they speak of. �

But even from an establishment 
viewpoint this is not a universally 
accepted strategy, as one “money 
manager” (Sanjay Joshi) noted: “Ire-
land talking about austerity cuts—it 
just makes the whole situation worse, 
not better.”

So this pain and hardship the state 
is inicting on its people in order to �  
please the precious moneylenders 
could all be in vain! And, given the 
underlying weakness of the economy—
reliance on foreign direct investment, 
very little indigenous manufacturing, 
burst housing and construction bubble, 
weak controls or taxation of capital 
ows, very weak tax net, etc.—it is �  

hardly surprising that a campaign of 
cuts might not be enough to “sell” the 
economy to international investors.

Regardless, the war will rage on.
[NL]
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Our new Governor-General

The new EU Governor-General 
for Ireland, Olli Rehn

Peopl e’ s Mov ement  gr eet s EU ov er lor d

On 9 November members of the People’s Movement demo n-
strated outside the Institute of European A � airs in Dublin 
against the visit of the EU Commissioner for Econom ic and 
Financial Affairs, Olli Rehn, who was in Ireland to  co-ordinate 
the Government’s assault on working people’s bene � ts and rights. 

21st-Century
Anti-Imperialism

21st-Century Anti-Imperialism, 
the James Connolly Memorial 
Lecture, 2010, by Andrew 
Murray, is now available in 
booklet form.
� €2.50 (postage free within 
Ireland), from Connolly Books, 
43 East Essex Street, Dublin 2.



The  wealth ha s no t gone  away!
HE number of Irish millionaires is on the increase,  at the same time that we are all sup-Tposed to “share the pain.” Individual wealth is not  systematically counted by the Govern-

ment, and even in these times the Commission on Tax ation was instructed not to measure 
wealth.

Our economists are not too keen on 
measuring wealth either. (Surprise, 
surprise!) There has been one study in 
a decade, and none of them were state 
studies. But what all these studies 
showed was that we had and continue 
to have a very unequal society.

Various international organisations 
have developed statistics and models 
for measuring the income of states and 
inferring individual income and wealth 
from these, but they have mainly con-
centrated on measurement of income. 
In recent years broader factors, such as 
basic needs, have been included. These 
include the Gini coe cient, which �  
measures levels of equality on a scale 
from 0 to 1, where 1 is perfect equality.

The main international bodies to 
study wealth and income are the UN, 
OECD, ILO, EU, and individual 
governments. The overwhelming con-
clusion of all these bodies, without 
exception, is that wealth is concen-
trated in the hands of fewer indi-
viduals, and that income disparity is 
growing while total wealth is increasing 
in the world.

Following the Second World War 
there was a move to greater equality in 
Europe, mainly because of the strength 
of the labour movement, the unions, 
and resistance movements, and 
because of the existence of socialism as 
an example of societies sharing 
resources and the produce of labour.

What happened from the 1970s is 
well documented, when the rich and 
powerful started the great claw-back, 
and used the media as their new 
weapon to lie and to divide the people, 
refusing anyone with alternative 
opinions access to their controlled 
organisations.

In all the studies, Ireland came out 
as one of the most unequal societies in 
the world, ranging from second-worst 
to fth or seventh-worst, depending on �  
the study and the years measured; but 
all showed a level of inequality consis-
tent with an ideological political view 
that we know as neo-liberalism.

 World exploitation of people
 intensies �
• A report by the UN Research Uni-

versity in 2008 found that the rich-
est 2 per cent of adults in the world 
own more than half global house-
hold wealth.

• The most comprehensive study of 
personal wealth ever undertaken also 
reports that the richest 1 per cent of 

adults alone owned 40 per cent of 
global assets in 2000, and that the 
richest 10 per cent accounted for 85 
per cent of the world total. Shock-
ingly, the bottom half of the world’s 
adult population own only 1 per cent 
of global wealth. (Wealth is dened �  
as physical and nancial assets minus �  
liabilities.)

 The ultra-rich get ultra-richer

Other measurements of world wealth 
are carried out by organisations that 
service the wealth-owning class, such 
as Merrill Lynch, Forbes, Boston Con-
sulting Group, the  Economist, 
Business and Finance,  Bank of Ireland, 
and National Irish Bank.

The reason for this is to gather 
information for that class, and not, as 
one might imagine, for the benet of �  
this or any other country.

And we all know of the hidden bank 
accounts, oshore accounts, and tax �  
avoidance and evasion, and that wealth 
is much higher than this. So what do 
they say? Interestingly, just like the 
nd� ings of other studies, that wealth 

has become more concentrated since 
the 1970s.
• One measurement is that of so-

called “high net worth individuals” 
(HNWIs), those who have net assets 
(excluding domestic residence and 
luxury goods) of $1 million or 
more. According to the fourteenth 
annual “World Wealth Report” by 
Merrill Lynch and Capgemini, 
there were more than 18,100 such 
parasites in Ireland in 2009, an 
increase of 10 per cent in one year. 
Worse still, there were 181 more 
“ultra-HNWIs” (owning $30 million 
or more of investable wealth).

• A report by Bank of Ireland, “Wealth 
of the Nation” (2007), stated that the 
top 1 per cent of the population 
enjoys about €100 billion worth of 
assets, and owns 20 per cent of the 
country’s wealth.

• The same report stated that Ireland 
had 33,000 millionaires (excluding 
principal private residence)—an 
increase of 10 per cent on 2006; and 
as the number of HNWIs is increas-
ing it can be deduced that there 
hasn’t been much change.

• Over the “Celtic Tiger” years, from 
1995 to 2007, the personal wealth of 
the richest 1 per cent of the popu-
lation grew by €75 billion. In 2006 
alone Irish speculators invested €8 
billion in overseas property; in 2007 
the gure was €11 billion. €41 �  
billion was invested in commercial 
property in the period 2001–06; 
much of that money was invested in 
commercial property outside Ireland.

 Attacks on workers all over
 Europe
• Global wealth has returned to 

where it was before the nancial �  
crisis in 2008, and the number of 
the world’s millionaires grew by 14 
per cent, according to the Boston 
Consulting Group, which produces 
yearly lists of world wealth.

• Global wealth increased by 11½ per 
cent in 2009, to $111.5 trillion, just 
short of the 2007 gure. �

• Europe has overtaken North 
America as the richest region in the 
world, with assets of $37.1 trillion 
(slightly higher than in 2007). 
North America follows with $35.1 
trillion, followed by Japan, with 
$14.9 trillion. North America still 
has the most concentrated wealth 
in fewer households.

• Equity holdings among the European 
rich rose from 21 per cent of total 
assets in 2008 to 26 per cent in 2009 
as European stock market capitali-
sation grew by 38 per cent.

• Europe still exploits Africa, Asia, 
the  Mediterranean  coastal 
countries, South America and the 
Caribbean. It is cleaning up the 
oceans and the ocean bed and more 
recently intensively carving up the 
Arctic and Antarctic regions.

• The Merrill Lynch Capgemini report 
conrms that the recession did not �  
stop the growth in wealth and that 
the temporary drop in 2008 has been 
recovered in 2009. The number of 
HNWIs in the world returned to 10 
million in 2009, growing by 17 per 
cent, and their nancial wealth �  
increased by 19 per cent, to $39 
trillion.

• The latest gures from the Central �  
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Statistics O ce, published in �  
October, show that the value of 
Irish residents’ holdings of foreign 
securities at the end of December 
2009 amounted to €1,251 billion, an 
increase of €86 billion on the 
revised 2008 level of €1,165 billion. 
“The bulk of the increase was in 
equity assets and was largely the 
result of a recovery in global equity 
markets.”

• According to gures issued by the US �  
Treasury in 2010, €42 billion in US 
treasury bonds is owned by Irish 
“residents.” Given that it is argued 
that a great deal of this money is the 
prots of American transnational �  
corporations that use Ireland to lter �  
prots from higher-tax countries, �  
there is still a substantial amount not 
accounted for by this.

• In August 2010 returns by the 
Revenue Commissioners for 2008 
showed that there were 38 people 
with an income between €1 and €1½ 
million, 11 with an income between 
€1½ and €2 million, and 23 people 
who received more than €2 million.

• The chairperson of the Revenue Com-
missioners told the Dáil Public 
Accounts Committee in February 
2009 that there are almost six 
thousand citizens (so called) who con-
sider themselves tax exiles and who 
pay no income tax, and at least 440 of 
these were the “super-rich.” The 
Finance Act (2010) introduced an 
Irish domicile levy. This will aect �  
those Irish individuals with Irish 
assets of €5 million or more and 
whose worldwide income is greater 
than €1 million. The annual levy pro-
posed is €200,000. This is a sop to 
placate an angry public, as such an 
amount is negligible to the super-
rich. Instead there should be a 
proper wealth and property tax, 
excluding main residence.

• The  Revenue  Commissioners 
reported in January 2010 that they 

had collected €114.35 million as 
part of their special investigations, 
including investigations of illegal 
o� shore assets and interest 
reporting.

• They also said in August 2010 that 
they expect to collect up to €40 
million by the end of this year from 
special investigations into trusts and 
o� shore structures that have been 
used to evade tax.

• They expect to recover tax in the 
region of €9 million from other 
areas, such as hidden accounts, 
legacy investigations, bogus non-
residence accounts, and insurance 
premium accounts.
These gures clearly show that we �  

have substantial wealth in the country, 
while other reports, such as the Survey 
on Income and Living Conditions, 
other CSO and Revenue statistics and 
analyses done by Combat Poverty, the 
Tasc research network, Barnardo’s and 

many others point to a high rate of 
poverty relative to other countries and 
an enormous gap between rich and 
poor.

Transnational corporations in 
general have increased their prots and �  
are intent on exploiting even more 
intensely the rest of humanity.

Wealth is globalised, so it is dicult �  
to pinpoint at any one time exactly how 
much there is; but the debate, 
especially since the recession, is 
entirely based on Government or EU 
gures, and it begins at the point �  

where governments—which are the 
tools for redistributing wealth back to 
the rich—get us arguing about the 
division of the scraps that we are 
allowed to have.

It’s pathetic to see the Labour Party 
and the trade unions colluding in this. 
We don’t need gures to show the class �  
division of our country, with the 
wealthy still living it up, the continuing 
investment in luxury goods, the “exclu-
sive” restaurants and shops, the Golden 
Circle so well documented by Tasc.

Contrast this with the waiting lists, 
emigration, dole queues, housing lists 
and ghost housing, dilapidated schools, 
the abolition of social services, and the 
sale of our public assets.

It’s time to move the debate back 
to the increasing concentration of 
wealth not only in Ireland but in the 
whole world; and only then will we be 
able to show where the money will 
come from. We must bring back the 
political debate and stop running 
after the economists and trying to 
justify ourselves by using their 

gures and well-worked-out political �  
ideology.

We don’t accept these decits: we �  
want the wealth created by all working 
people shared equitably.

[DUB]
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Inequal ity in ear ni ngs  and the “Cel tic Tiger ”
The disparity in earnings between the ordinary indu strial worker and the 
average earnings of executive directors of seventee n companies quoted on 
the Irish Stock Exchange increased dramatically bet ween 1997 and 2007. 
The companies were Aminex, CRH, Elan, DCC, Grafton,  Glanbia, Inde-
pendent News and Media, Irish Continental Group, Ir ish Permanent, Ken-
mare, Kingspan, McInerney, Oglesby and Butler, Read ymix, Ryanair, AIB, 
and Anglo-Irish Bank.

In 1997 the average earnings of eighty-one executiv e directors was 
€307,978. At the same time the average industrial w age was €19,319. This 
means that it took sixteen workers a year to earn t hat amount, or it would 
have taken one worker sixteen years to earn the sam e amount.

In 2007 the average earnings of eighty-one executiv e directors was 
€1,026,970. At the same time the average industrial  wage was €32,355. This 
means that it took thirty-two workers a year to ear n that amount, or it 
would have taken one worker thirty-two years to ear n the same amount.

So there was a doubling in the number of years it w ould take a worker to 
earn the pay of an executive director. This shows h ow the Celtic Tiger 
increased inequality of income between directors an d workers within that 
period of ten years.

[KC]



Cl ass and educ ation
Part 2

DUCATION  is a class issue: all the statistical stu dies con rm this. ESRI gures for 2003 � �Erecord participation rates and participation ratios  for new entrants to third-level edu-
cation, categorised by their fathers’ socio-economi c group. The participation rate is the per-
centage of each socio-economic group that enters th ird-level education; and the participation 
ratio measures the proportion of all new entrants m ade up by each socio-economic group 
against their proportion in the population as a who le.

In 2003, 54 per cent of the age 
cohort entered third-level education. 
Farmers (88 per cent) and higher pro-
fessionals (87 per cent) were at the top 
end of the scale; employers and 
managers (64 per cent) and skilled 
manual workers (60 per cent) came in 
the middle; while semi-skilled and un-
skilled workers (47 per cent), lower 
professionals (42 per cent) and salaried 
and intermediate non-manual workers 
(30 per cent) were at the bottom.

In terms of the participation ratios, 
farmers (1.62 times) and higher profes-
sionals (1.61) made up a much higher 
proportion of students than they did of 
the general population; employers and 
managers (1.19) and skilled manual 
workers (1.11) were also “over-
represented”; while semi-skilled and 
unskilled workers (0.87), lower profes-
sionals (0.79) and salaried and inter-
mediate non-manual employees (0.56) 
were under-represented.

What these gures show is that �  
access to third-level education reects �  
the class structure of society. After 
several decades of government policy 
that seeks to encourage wider partici-
pation and to overcome social dis-
advantage, and in spite of legislation 
that compels the third-level insti-
tutions to improve access for dis-
advantaged groups, there is not a level 
playing eld: young people’s entry to �  
third-level education remains hugely 
inu � enced by the position of their 
families in the social hierarchy.

This should not surprise us: we live 
in a class society, and strategies that 
ignore the class structure cannot pro-
duce equal and “fair” outcomes.

Nonetheless, government policy has 
had some impact. The participation 
rate in higher education rose from 11 
per cent in 1965/66 to 50 per cent in 
2001 and 54 per cent by 2003. While 
these gures conceal the class dis � crep-
ancies shown above, there have been 
large increases in the rates of young 

people from less well-o  and working- �
class backgrounds attending third 
level. For example, semi-skilled and 
unskilled manual workers increased 
their participation rate between 1980 
and 2003 from 5 per cent to 47 per 
cent, and skilled manual workers have 
increased their rate from 9 to 60 per 
cent.

Of course participation rates also 
increased among most other groups, 
including farmers and higher profes-
sionals at the upper end of the partici-
pation scale.

It is dicult to analyse these �  
changes with complete condence, �  
because the necessary statistical 
research has not been conducted, but a 
number of issues arise.

Firstly, there is the question of what 
have been called “yellow-pack” courses. 
The huge increase in the numbers 
attending third-level institutions has 
been accompanied by a corresponding 
growth in the number and range of 
courses available.

Anecdotal evidence suggests that 
this mushrooming of places has been 
partly on the basis of courses with 
lower status and less leverage in the 
employment market. Degrees in surf-
ing, knitting and golf-course manage-
ment are now oered in Britain; and �  
while we should be cautious about how 
we judge this (subjects that are now 
unquestioned, such as nursing or 
dance, were once derided), there seems 
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to be little doubt that all courses are 
not equal.

It must then be asked, Who is 
taking which courses at third level? In 
Britain (where more information is 
available) the elite, fee-paying public 
schools continue to dominate the top 
universities, which in turn dominate 
the top layers of the political, business 
and nancial spheres. It would be �  
interesting to have similar data for 
Ireland, but in its absence we can 
assume with a degree of certainty that 
the children of the better o  are �  
attending Trinity, UCD, and the other 
NUI universities, while the less well-o �  
predominate in the ITs and other 
colleges.

Strategies based on improving 
access to third-level education for dis-
advantaged groups fail to undermine 
the workings of the class system, and 
the education system plays an impor-
tant role in reproducing the class struc-
tures in society.

Secondly, there is the question of 
social mobility. Arguably, the increase 
in the number of students from the 
less well-o  groups attending third- �
level education has improved the 
chances of some of those people 
moving up the hierarchy of employ-
ment and social status.

This should not be denied; but, 
although it is the cornerstone of 
meritocratic theories about the organi-
sation of society, social mobility does 
not oer any answer to ques � tions of 
freedom, equality, or solidarity, much 
less to issues of class.

During the French Revolution there 
was a meritocratic element to the ideal-
ism of the Declaration of the Rights of 
Man. In the context of moving away 

from the aristocratic regime this was a 
signicant change; but it also set limits �  
to the revolutionary potential of that 
upheaval.

The Giddens-Blairite “Third Way” 
also favours meritocracy and equality 
of opportunity over the transformation 
of society. Social mobility leaves intact 
the class structures of society while 
allowing some movement up and down 
the employment ladder.

Capitalism  rests on ownership, 
which it protects in its laws, but it is 
not threatened by movement between 
lower-status and higher-status jobs. 
(The middle classes, of course, who do 
not constitute a distinct class in Marx-
ist thinking, work very hard to 
preserve their dierential advantages �  
under capitalism.)

As a strategy for social change, 
social mobility is ineective, and it per � -
petuates the exploitation of workers by 
capital.

Education has also contributed to a 
process of occupational upgrading on a 
societal level. In Ireland more people 
are employed in jobs requiring more 
qualications, knowledge and skills and �  
that pay higher wages. In 2002, for 
example, 30½ per cent of the popu-
lation belonged to the socio-economic 
groups  embracing  employers, 
managers, and higher and lower profes-
sionals.

While this is not insignicant, it �  
leaves the class structures of society 
intact. Class is determined by owner-
ship and relationship to the means of 
production. Many of those who do not 
own property are co-opted by capital 
through dierential rewards and privi � -
leges. Capitalism systematically trans-
fers wealth that is socially produced by 
workers to the owners of capital; and 
while some of this transferred wealth is 
paid to those who run society in the 
interests of capital (politicians, 
managers, professionals, etc.), the basic 
structure is left unchanged by both 
social mobility and occupational 
upgrading.

What this shows is that the 
strategies for education adopted by the 
Government, the equality sector and 
others cannot solve the problems they 

set out to address. They will never 
eradicate inequality and disadvantage if 
they continue to pursue these 
approaches. This is because all their 
solutions are based on education. How 
can education be made more acces-
sible? How can children from dis-
advantaged backgrounds be kept in the 
education system  and helped to 
perform better? How can the insti-
tutions and courses be adapted to be 
more “inclusive”?

What they fail to understand is that 
we live in a class society, and the edu-
cation system is one of the means by 
which class structures are reproduced. 
The problems are class issues, not 
abstract issues about education and 
disadvantage, but all the proposed 
solutions are based on education, not 
class.

Communism promises an answer to 
these problems. When education is 
regarded as a social good, which con-
tributes to the development of people 
as fully realised human beings and to 
the social creation of wealth in a 
society that regards collective rewards 
(the common good) as superior to indi-
vidual rewards, then questions about 
disadvantage and access, social 
mobility and occupational upgrading, 
fees and privilege, will no longer arise. 
Education will not then be used as a 
means of reinforcing and reproducing 
the class structures in society but will 
be a means to the liberation of all.

In the meantime we must continue 
to demand the maximum democrati-
sation of society, in all its political, 
economic, social, cultural and other 
spheres. In the realm of education this 
would mean decision-making power 
over education being returned to the 
citizens: the power to decide what is 
taught, how it is taught, and to what 
end.

Obviously, these decisions could not 
be taken in isolation but with regard to 
overall social objectives and the 
common good. It would be very dier � -
ent from what we have today, where 
business and policy-makers make edu-
cation increasingly subservient to the 
needs of capital.

[CF]
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The view from Portugal
E are living in a particularly serious and complex time for Europe and the world. ShockWwaves continue to run through—and wreak particular havoc upon—European societies 

and the EU. They have come to con rm the fact that t he much-touted welfare state is being�  
subjected to “assisted demolition.”

In addition, they conrm the EU’s �  
intrinsic class character as an expres-
sion of the crisis that has shaken 
capitalism, striking in concentrated 
mode and concurrently in all of the 
Triad’s members (USA, Japan and 
EU).

The erce oensive mounted by big � �  
business and the ruling classes against 
peoples’ sovereignty, against labour, 
and against social rights—particularly 
with the drastic anti-social measures 
that have been and are being 
announced and implemented, as well as 
the dangerous anti-democratic trends 
(from xenophobia to the most primi-
tive anti-communism), and the 
repeated threats to peace that come on 
the back of imperialism’s intervention-
ist and warmongering agenda—are all 
the result of capitalism’s world crisis 
having deteriorated to crisis point.

This situation confronts commun-
ists with demanding challenges and 
responsibilities in every direction, 
namely in what regards the develop-
ment of the mass struggle in each 
country, and convergence and co-
operation on an international level.

In Portugal the eects of the crisis �  
have triggered a class response: 
multiple erce “adjustment measures” �  
adopted by the Socialist Party (PS) 
cabinet, in cahoots with the right-wing 
parties. It has raised the evil and 
destruction wrought by the policies of 
30+ years’ worth of right-wing govern-
ments (made up of various combi-
nations of PS, PSD and CDS/PP 
parties) to a new qualitative level.

The current escalated oensive by �  
our country’s ruling classes is a direct 
continuation of the right-wing policies 
followed since 1976; but it is now turn-
ing into a veritable vendetta against 
the legacy of far-reaching democratic 
changes made by the April 1974 Revo-
lution. It is dealing hard blows against 
the Portuguese people’s and workers’ 
legitimate interests and aspirations. 
These anti-people policies, which sub-
ject the nation to the interests of the 
big powers and the big corporations 
(themselves increasingly owned by 
nancial-speculative capital), have �  

steered our country into a gradual loss 
of sovereignty and independence.

It is within this framework that our 
Party ghts against the current �  
decisions, which seek to consolidate the 
domination of the major economic 
groups and the “directorate” of the big 
powers in the EU, and to impose new 
and serious restrictions on our 
country’s sovereignty. It is also within 
this framework that the PCP takes an 
active part in the peace movement and 
supports the demonstration that has 
been convened by the “Yes to Peace, No 
to Nato!” movement for 20 November 
in Lisbon, on the occasion of the NATO 
summit.

Capitalism’s world crisis is making 
it increasingly obvious that the domi-
nant system is now plunged into a deep 
structural crisis and is oundering in �  
its own insurmountable contradictions 
and historical limitations. Capitalism is 
not just unable to confront the major 
problems a icting humankind, it is �  

actually embarking on one course: 
more  exploitation, more  un-
employment, more inequality, more 
impoverishment for the working 
masses and for local communities, 
more repression, more militarism and 
war.

But the deepening crisis, with all its 
dangers and threats, also opens up new 
opportunities for resistance and liber-
ation struggles—as the emergence of 
various progressive and change pro-
cesses in Latin America throughout 
this last decade has proved.

Communists nd themselves con � -
fronting the increasingly relevant task 
of extending their social inuence and �  
acting to mobilise the workers and 
masses of people in the battles against 
exploitation and to uphold their dignity 
and inalienable rights, in the struggle 
for social liberation—and to assert 
socialism as the necessary alternative.

Strengthening communist parties 
and their ties of internationalist soli-
darity and co-operation—as well as 
broadening and strengthening the anti-
imperialist front and achieving co-
ordination between all revolutionary 
and progressive forces—is a key issue 
in our time and continues to be a 
priority concern for the PCP. This is 
particularly so in Europe, where we 
believe it is possible to enhance co-
operation with a view to joint and con-
vergent action to advance working 
people’s yearnings and aspirations, and 
to assert socialism as the alternative.

International Department, 
Portuguese Communist Party

Pal es tine,  Israel , BDS,  and the lef t
Part 3

HE nal part of this series deals with some of the o ther�Timportant aspects of the boycott, divestment and sa nc-
tions (BDS) campaign against Israel and the opposit ion to it 
from some left and liberal circles.
 Sporting and cultural boycotts

The most common refrain of argumen-
tation in opposition to BDS is that 
“sport/culture and politics do not mix.” 
Anyone who was involved in the South 
African anti-apartheid campaign will 

know that this is nonsense. It is 
through sport and culture that states 
most often present their “acceptable 
face” to international audiences. Indeed 
the Israeli Foreign Ministry makes no 
bones about this and openly promotes 
what it calls “Brand Israel” as the
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liberal face of a brutal occupation that 
denies Palestinians space for their own 
cultural and sporting expression.

At a recent dinner hosted by the 
Israeli Embassy before the Irish and 
Israeli women’s soccer teams played 
each other, embassy sta  distributed �  
disgusting anti-Palestinian propaganda 
that attempted to link Palestinian 
resistance to the Holocaust. As the 
Israeli state actively uses sport and cul-
ture to legitimise apartheid, we should 
have no qualms about using boycotts to 
highlight this apartheid.

 Academic boycotts

It is sometimes argued that an aca-
demic boycott would “limit free speech 
and the exchange of ideas.” It does no 
such thing. The academic boycott is not 
aimed at individual academics but at 
Israeli academic institutions, which 
themselves form an important part of 
the matrix of oppression by maintain-
ing, defending or otherwise justifying 
apartheid policies.

Meanwhile Palestinians enjoy no 
semblance of academic freedom, not 
even the freedom to travel unhindered 
to school.

 Divestment

The opposition to campaigning for 
businesses to divest from Israel stems 
from the basic idea that it is pointless 
to ask capitalists to “be nice.” Actually 
the aim of the divestment campaign is 
to make it unacceptable for companies 
to invest in Israel. Israel craves legiti-
misation and to be perceived as a 
normal “Western” state; the divest-
ment campaign argues that the exact 
opposite is true and that companies 
that invest there are in fact complicit in 
propping up an apartheid system.

Indeed some companies—such as 
the Irish rm CRH, whose cement is �  
used to build the apartheid wall and 
illegal colonial settlements—are 
directly complicit in the commission of 
serious violations of international law. 

Successful divestment campaigns serve 
to increase the pressure on Israel and 
those companies that continue to 
invest there. Unfortunately, at present 
we live in a capitalist world; but if we 
can make it taboo for capitalists to do 
business in Israel then that is a point of 
attack we cannot aord to dismiss. It �  
doesn’t make one pro-capitalist to see 
the value in this.

 Sanctions

“Asking capitalist governments to 
change their self-interested policies is 
pointless” is the most common claim 
made about campaigning for sanctions. 
But then what is the point of any form 
of social struggle that aims to win 
reforms from the capitalist state? 
Using such logic, all demands made on 
the state by political and protest 
groups are basically a waste of time.

Of course capitalist states never 
grant reforms out of generosity: they 
are pressured into concessions by social 
movements. The aim of the sanctions 
campaign—as it was with the South 

African campaign—is to make it politi-
cally and socially unacceptable for any 
government to be seen to be pro-
apartheid. Part of this campaign 
involves meeting politicians, and part 
of it involves building support on the 
streets and in society for the BDS cam-
paign. The two strands are not 
mutually exclusive: in fact they are 
deeply intertwined.

Finally, to those who maintain that 
the BDS campaign is “ineective,” per � -
haps they should look at the Israeli 
state and the reaction of its inter-
national lobby groups to the growing 
threat of BDS. Two weeks ago pro-
Zionist groups in the United states 
launched a $6 million anti-BDS initia-
tive. In Israel BDS activists are being 
criminalised, while in February the 
Reut Institute, a think-tank close to 
the Israeli government, called on Israel 
to “sabotage” and “attack” the BDS 
movement.

At the very least, we are doing 
something right: we have them 
worried!

[KS]

Democr at ic vot e unani mousl y rej ect s expl oi tat ion
N late October, Guatemalan citizens in the municipa lity of Santa Cruz del Quiche, home ofI the Mayan K’iche, unanimously rejected the exploita tion of natural goods and resources, in 

particular through mining and hydroelectric activit ies.
The K’iche claim that the Guate-

malan state has not fullled its obli � -
gations laid out by Convention 169 of 
the International Labour Organisation 
in consulting local communities regard-
ing mining in their areas. As a result 
they decided to carry out their own 
community consultation process. The 
K’iche People’s Council (CPK) launched 
the Community Consultation of Good 
Faith for the Municipality of Santa 

Cruz del Quiche. Through municipal 
act 62-2010, the CPK o cially ratied � �  
the plebiscite. More than 175 observers 
from various countries and munici-
palities arrived to validate the process.

The consultation was carried out in 
93 voting centres, consisting of 87 rural 
communities and 6 urban zones within 
the municipal capital. Observers were 
present at each centre. Unfortunate, 
but not at all surprising, was the 

presence of the army at voting centres. 
It was there to intimidate people in an 
area where it is known for genocidal 
massacres. Fortunately, however, local 
people were not going to allow them-
selves to miss their chance to have 
their say.

In El Tabil the three hundred local 
residents unanimously rejected all 
appropriation and exploitation of 
natural resources in the area. In Las 
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Cafeteras there was an emphatic rejec-
tion of the privatisation of water and 
the construction of hydroelectric dams, 
as well as the extraction of minerals. In 
the capital of the municipality also 
there was a unanimous rejection of the 
government’s drive for the privatisa-
tion and exploitation of natural 
resources.

The nal result could not have been �  
more conclusive. 98 per cent of adults 
voted; not one single person out of 
27,778 voted in favour of the exploita-

tion of natural resources! Never could a 
result be clearer: the people oppose the 
rape of their natural resources.

As the CPK has said, the vote has 
shown clearly what the indigenous 
people in Santa Cruz del Quiche 
already knew: the people throughout 
Guatemala and further aeld in �  
Central and Latin America are not in 
favour of allowing national or inter-
national companies or individuals to 
appropriate and exploit their natural 
resources, water, or forests.

A member of the CPK, Francisco 
Osmundo Oxlaj, declared: “The natural 
resources were plundered and forcibly 
taken from our ancestors. Now it is our 
turn to stand up and make sure our 
will, as original peoples, is respected—
even at the price of our own lives. The 
consultation’s results speak for them-
selves. We do not want any special 
privileges. We just want our moun-
tains, rivers, forests . . . and no one is 
going to take them from us.”

[JM]

The deat h of  Mono Joj oy
ORGE BRICEÑO, known as Mono Jojoy, who was second i n command of the RevolutionaryJArmed Forces of Colombia (FARC), was killed in late  September along with twenty rebels 

in an attack on a jungle base in La Macrena. The at tack included thirty aircraft and twenty-
seven helicopters, seven tonnes of explosives, and the military technology of the US Southern 
Command and the Israeli secret service, Mossad.

Briceño had joined FARC as an 
illiterate teenager and went on to 
spend the rest of his life living and 
ght� ing in the jungle. He was a fearless 

and charismatic commander in a force 
that only a decade ago controlled half 
of Colombia and that remains one of 
the world’s strongest Marxist ghting �  
forces. He was one of FARC’s most 

respected eld commanders, with a �  
legendary skill in avoiding arrest. He is 
credited with being behind some of 
FARC’s most successful attacks against 
the Colombian ruling classes.

While in the seats of power in 
Bogotá and Washington there is much 
rejoicing at the killing of Briceño, and 
much talk of the imminent defeat of 
FARC, it should be remembered that 
the causes of the conict in Colombia �  
still exist.

There is still massive inequality in 
Colombian society, with most wealth 
being concentrated within the richest 
10 per cent of the population.

Despite forty-ve years of syste � -
matic state repression the popular 
guerrilla army still survives and main-
tains its challenge to the ruling class. 

Blood and re, scorched earth and state �  
terrorism have been the constant prac-
tice of the Colombian regime and its 
US allies in defending the interests of 
transnationals, stock markets, and the 
power of a stateless oligarchy.

Today the FARC continues to con-
trol vast sections of the Colombian 
landscape and to develop its model of a 
new society, complete with its own 
infrastructure, including schools, medi-
cal care, a justice system, and pensions. 
Despite some setbacks and the 
increased oensive by the US and �  
Colombian governments, the FARC is 
not defeated, and its inuence is not �  
diminishing. It continues to resist with 
the support it receives from the 
Colombian masses.

[JM]

Reunion  by Fred Uhlman at the New Theatre (East Essex Stre et), adapted for the stage by 
Ronan Wilmot, performed by Daniel Reardon; from Wed nesday 10 November for three weeks.

I remember on my rst visit to �  
Berlin, in 1996, I went to the Berliner 
Ensemble to see Bertolt Brecht’s truly 
gripping play The Resistible Rise of 
Arturo Ui  performed by the company.

Brecht formed the Berlin Ensemble 
on his return to the German 
Democratic Republic and wrote and 
directed for the company.

The experience of seeing this amaz-
ing company perform  their most 
famous play, which depicts the rise of 
Hitler from humble beginnings, was 
like seeing the Abbey Theatre company 
perform Seán O’Casey’s world-class 
classics Juno and the Paycock, The 
Shadow of a Gunman,  and The Plough 

and the Stars.
But seeing Brecht’s play in Berlin in 

German was exceptional, as here was a 
country and a world-famous theatrical 
company facing up to its grotesque 
historical past.

Well, Reunion  by Fred Uhlman is a 
story of Germany in 1932–33, where 
two sixteen-year-old boys meet at 
school, one Jewish, the other from an 
aristocratic family. It is a story of their 
friendship, while all the time the clouds 
of Nazism are gathering.

Daniel Reardon tells this fascinating 
story, which still has resonances in 
today’s world. The last line in Brecht’s 
play is: “The bitch that bore him is in 
heat again.”

[RJW]
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Republ ican women in the ear ly year s
Ann Matthews, Renegades: Irish Republican Women, 1900–1922,  Cork: Mercier Press, 2010; 
ISBN 978-1-856-35684-8; €17.99.

NN Matthews sets out to explore the role of the num erous women who were active in bothAthe nationalist and the republican movement in thos e years. To do this the book traces the 
fortunes of the various women’s organisations that intervened in the great developments of 
the period but also to shape the modern Ireland.

Before 1900, auxiliary “ladies’ com-
mittees” not only intervened in cultural 
and political life but enabled women to 
circumvent Victorian social mores, in 
particular the one that deemed it 
improper for unmarried women to mix 
freely in the company of men.

The main political intrusions of 
women into national aairs prior to �  
1900 were the Fenian women and the 
Ladies’ Land League. While these were 
complementary to the male move-
ments, they helped inspire the rst �  
autonomous all-female Inghinidhe na 
hÉireann in 1900.

When Sinn Féin was formed, in 
1905, women joined in their own right. 
Hanna Sheehy Ske ngton and �  
Margaret Cousins founded the Irish 
Women’s Franchise League in 1908. 
Working-class women were introduced 
into the social and political scene with 
the foundation of the Irish Women 
Workers’ Union by Delia Larkin in 
1911. With the arrival of the Irish 
Volunteers prior to the First World 
War, Cumann na mBan was formed to 
operate alongside it.

The book follows the life of these 
movements up to the split in Cumann 
na mBan on the signing of the Treaty. 
As well as tracing the fortunes of these 
organisations, Ann Matthews gives pen 
pictures of the individual women who 
were deeply involved in them.

Apart from the Citizen Army and 
the Women Workers’ Union, the 
majority of the women involved in the 
nationalist, surage and cultural move � -
ments were middle-class. In the early 

days many of them brought their 
romanticism and their social prejudices 
to the nationalist movement, like the 
wearing of designer Celtic kilts and 
jewellery. The book quotes a sher � -
woman on seeing some of them going 
to a Gaelic League function so attired 
as “Will yez look at the Irishers trying 
to look like stained glass windows. 
What is the country coming to at all? 
Them Irishers are going daft.”

But these women were breaking the 
taboos of Victorian mores, whereby, 
regardless of marital status, both sexes 
mixed freely and deed the concept �  
that a woman’s place was in the home.

As Ann Matthews points out, there 
were societal reasons for the emerging 
vocal female voices that had to do with 

the spread of secondary, vocational and 
technical education, including those 
from less well-o  backgrounds. Her �  
analysis of the categories of female 
occupations from the 1911 census 
shows that, because of openings for 
employment prospects in admini-
stration and secretarial work, for 
example, these enhanced educational 
avenues were opened up.

Throughout the book the exami-
nation of the social considerations on 
individuals and events is a valuable 
part of the narrative. Much use is made 
of statistical information as primary 
sources.

More controversial is the stated aim 
of questioning the role in the current 
iconography of the two dominant 
women in Irish nationalism, Maud 
Gonne MacBride and the Countess 
Markievicz. On Maud Gonne there is a 
debunking of her own autobiography, 
Servant of the Queen.  She appeared to 
be inuenced by a dubious French poli � -
tician, Lucien Millevoye, to be her 
country’s Joan of Arc.

The book states: “So despite having 
spent no more than two years of her 
young adult life in Ireland, within the 
connes of the British garrison and �  
consequently ignorant of life and poli-
tics in Ireland, she devised a plan to 
launch herself on the Irish peasantry as 
a self-proclaimed Joan of Arc.”

In similar fashion the book 
expresses serious misgivings about the 
Countess’s role in this period, which 
contradict many of the heroics associ-
ated with her name.

There is no doubt that the famous 
two, and others, brought their romanti-
cism and some of their social conser-
vatism into the national movement, as 
indeed did their male counterparts. 
But these were marginal compared 
with the thinking and attitudes of 
Cosgrave, Collins, MacNeill and 
Mulcahy when they unleashed the Free 
State counter-revolution.

[TR]
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