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SOCIALIST VOICE
Break the connection

with the euro!
HE crisis surrounding the euro is causing growing i nstability within the European UnionTitself. The EU and the political elite here in Irel and—who actively and willingly carry out

the policies and diktats of the dominant economic f orces within the EU, particularly German
� nance capital—like to give the impression that they  are fully in charge and can control all
events and keep all the balls in the air; yet each new mechanism they establish for shoring up
the euro creates further problems. Di � culties pile upon di � culties..

During October and November they
established the European Financial
Stability Facility “to provide for swift
and eective liquidity assistance, �
together with the European Financial
Stabilisation Mechanism (EFSM) and
the International Monetary Fund, and
on the basis of stringent programmes
of economic and scal policy adjust � -
ments to be implemented by the
aected Member State and ensuring �
debt sustainability.”

At the end of November the
Germans and French agreed to set up a
permanent  European  Stability
Mechanism. Its agreed aims state
clearly: “Assistance provided to a euro
area Member State will be based on a
stringent programme of economic and
scal adjustment and on a rigorous �

debt sustainability analysis conducted
by the European Commission and the
IMF, in liaison with the ECB.”

The agreement between the Euro-
pean Union and European Central
Bank, on the one hand, and the Irish
Government and Central Bank of
Ireland, called the Memorandum of
Economic and Financial Policies, lays
down the economic and nancial �
policies they will carry through from
the 2010 budget up to the end of 2013.
These will be monitored by the EU and
IMF, with both weekly and quarterly
reports to be sent, describing in detail
what has been completed, amounts
saved, and the reductions in public
services, to ensure that the public
spending cuts are fully adhered to.

The €85 billion of “loans” will be
made up of €17½ billion from the
National Pension Reserve Fund. For
these loans they are demanding 5.8 per
cent interest.

The state has socialised corporate
debt in the region of €140 billion, at a

very conservative estimate, and placed
this illegitimate burden on the backs of
4½ million people.

All the talk about being “at the
heart of Europe” if we voted Yes in the
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The euro is a protection shield against the crisis. —José Manuel Barroso , president of the
European Commission, 5 February 2010.“ ”
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referendum on the Lisbon Treaty was
clearly a ruse, a clever trap for the
people. The events of late November
and early December have shown that
the heart of the European Union is
cold and dark.  They are not concerned
about the needs of the Irish people.
Their priority is defending and prop-
ping up the euro, at all costs.

If the cosy deal concocted in
Brussels and wrapped and sold by the
Government to the Irish people was to
stabilise the euro and prevent “con-
tagion,” the instability now appears to
be unstoppable; and as Portugal and
Spain move up the crisis scale the
conjurers in Brussels look more
impotent than ever.

They may be able to cobble some-
thing together to hold Ireland in the
euro, but it’s unlikely that the euro will
survive what they call a “bail-out” of

Portugal, never mind Spain.
As the Communist Party pointed

out when we opposed this state joining
the euro, the state and the Irish people
were handing over a central economic
lever to an outside power in the form of
the European Central Bank—the bag-
men for European nance capital. �

The whole euro project was sold on
the idea that there would be no more
currency charges—you could go on
your holidays to Spain and not have to
change money—and that we were
nally cutting the umbilical cord that �

joined us to England.
All the EU treaties were sold on a

pyramid of lies, half-truths, and bully-
ing. We must now take back the power
to decide our own priorities, take back
economic, scal and political powers �
from the European Union, if we are to
break the growing spiral of debt, mass

impoverishment, and mass emigration.
It’s time to break the link with the

euro.  We need to establish a currency
that we have control over, and estab-
lish it at a rate that meets the needs of
our level of economic and social
development. This is a central step that
needs to go hand in hand with the
repudiation of this illegitimate so-
called “sovereign” debt.

The demands for the re-
establishment of political and economic
sovereignty are not “old hat,” nor are
they some nationalistic anachronism,
but central political demands and
essential tools for establishing a pro-
gressive and socially just Ireland. They
are the necessary building blocks
required for building a planned
economy to overcome the anarchy of
capitalism.

[EMC]

The budget delivered as ordered
Statement by the Communist Party of Ireland, 7 Dece mber 2010

HE much-hyped budget has nally been delivered, much  of it leaked over the last number�Tof weeks in a sordid orgy by “informed sources” and  the serried ranks of commentators
and tame academics, vying with each other to presen t their interpretation of what each and
every leak meant—all contributing to the general st rategy of manufacturing the people’s
passive consent to the draconian measures nally pre sented to them.�

This budget was designed and
manufactured in Brussels, gift-
wrapped for the Irish people by this
discredited Government, and quietly
consented to by Fine Gael and the
Labour Party.

The savage cuts in public spending,
the cuts in social welfare and all the
other measures are designed to make
the poor pay. The increases in indirect
taxes will take more money out of the
pockets of working people, small
businesses, and the self-employed.

While the the politicians have
thrown a bone in the form of cuts in
the salaries and pensions of TDs and
ministers to placate the growing anger
of the people, the homeless and the
hungry will remain homeless and
hungry.

The massed ranks of the un-
employed will grow, diminishing only
by mass emigration, not by job
creation at home.

The increase of €500 in third-level
student charges to €2,000, and the cut
of 4 per cent in student grants, will
further restrict the ability of members
of working-class families to get to
college.

The Irish establishment and their
masters in Brussels and the IMF in
Washington can be well pleased with
today’s budget and the setting in stone
of future budgetary strategy. They
have ensured, for the moment at least,
that working people, small businesses,

the self-employed, the poor, the sick
and pensioners will pay for the deep
and deepening crisis of the system
itself.

It is clear that all the establishment
political parties have committed them-
selves to defending the interests of
European nance houses, the Euro � -
pean Central Bank and the European
Union against those of the Irish people.

The central thrust of this budget
will not be reversed by whatever com-
bination of parties makes up any future
government.

The case for a prolonged campaign
of civil disobedience and opposition to
the new charges has to be the central
focus for the trade union movement
and all those committed to a socially
just Ireland.
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We as a people fought an empire and brought it to i ts knees

Have faith in the  pe opl e to rally and resist!
HE mass mobilisation in Dublin on 27 November, desp ite the inclement weather on theTday, saw 100,000 people travelling from all over th e the country to take part in the demon-

stration called by the ICTU against the cuts and th e budget.

It was a great display by working
people in solidarity with each other and
with those suering as a result of the �
cuts and the policies inected on hun � -
dreds of thousands of working people.

Nearly every union made an eort �
to mobilise its members, and many in
the crowd carried their own personal
message to the Government. The turn-
out demonstrated that if the trade
union movement really wants to chal-
lenge the Government it has the
power, the backing and the numbers to
do so.

What the demonstration showed
was that throughout the country our
people are looking for leadership, and
none has been forthcoming up until
now.

The ICTU have promised and
delivered little: cancelling days of
action when they came under pressure
from the mass media or the Govern-
ment’s holding out a hope that maybe
they will be allowed back inside the
tent. All they have succeed in doing has
been to sow confusion, demoralisation,
frustration  and  anger against
themselves.

The mentality of not rocking the
boat and hankering after some new
“social partnership,” with the promise
that they can manage workers’ dis-
content, is indicative of some people at
the top of the ICTU, particularly
within the public-sector unions. They
cling desperately to the Croke Park
agreement in the vain hope that it will
deliver and thereby protect them.

“Social partnership” and the various
deals over the decades have deadened
the movement. They have tied the
movement structurally and politically
to the various Governments down the

decades.
Structurally, the latest version has

seen the ICTU even more structurally
tied in, with “partnership” committees
in the Taoiseach’s o ce and senior �
trade union people, both current and
retired, on or controlling state boards
and companies, such as FÁS. Whole
structures within the trade union
movement have been built up that are
totally dependent on money from the
Government under “partnership.”

At the rst signs of trouble, all the �
funding is pulled. Education pro-
grammes controlled and managed their
expectations and bogged them down in
what is or is not possible under the
law. They were never about empower-
ing rank-and-le trade unionism and �
strengthening trade union organisation
at the shop-oor level. �

Ideologically it has resulted over the

state and the dominant political and
economic forces and seeing itself as an
equal partner—to the point where,
when Bertie Ahern, addressing the
biennial delegate conference of the
ICTU in 2007, condemned people
“sitting on the sidelines, moaning and
cribbing about the economy,” and said,
“I don't know how people who engage
in that don’t commit suicide,” delegates
laughed and sniggered, because every-
thing was going so well in the land of
the Tiger.

One demonstration will not change
Government policy, nor will it frighten
the EU or the IMF. Nor will waiting
and hoping that when the Labour
Party gets into Government they will
do something dierent. �

There is a clear need for a sustained
campaign of civil disobedience by
working people against the imposed
policies of the EU and IMF, which are
supported by the three main estab-
lishment parties, Fianna Fáil, Fine
Gael, and the Labour Party.

Resistance to the budget must only
be the start. The trade unions have no
choice but to break with the paralysis
of “partnership” and nd strength in its �
own demands and in loyal and
traditional working-class militancy.
They need to regain the condence of �
their members.

We as a people fought an empire
and brought it to its knees. We must
have faith in the people to rally and
resist. We have 100,000 reason to
intensify the struggle. There are
thousands more  looking  for



The IMF
A wor ker ’s gui de to our  new rul er s

HE International Monetary Fund was founded in the U nited States in 1944 as anTorganisation that would oversee the international c apitalist system. Its declared aim is to
stabilise exchange rates and to assist in the recon struction of the international payment
system. It does this by enforcing “liberalising” ec onomic policies, especially on poorer
countries, as a condition for loans or aid.

Wealthy countries contribute to a
fund from which less wealthy countries
obtain loans, or sometimes “aid,”
usually on punitive terms that also tie
them to the global capitalist system.
Loans and aid are accompanied by a
requirement that the country adopt
specied “reforms,” such as privatising �
state enterprises or services (including
health and education), reducing (or
abolishing) social welfare, sacking
public servants, abolishing price
controls, or lowering corporate tax.

Since the counter-revolutions in
eastern Europe practically every
country in the world is now a member
of the IMF, the only signicant excep � -
tions being Cuba (which pulled out in
1964) and North Korea.

In 2007 the president of Ecuador,
Rafael Correa, announced the expul-
sion of the World Bank representative.
Shortly afterwards the president of
Venezuela, Hugo Chávez, announced
that the country would withdraw from
the IMF and the World Bank, though

for technical reasons this has not yet
taken eect. �

China has been a member since
1980. This year it was allowed to
increase its stake to obtain the third-
largest quota (the amount of capital
subscribed and the corresponding
voting power), behind the United
States and Japan and overtaking
Germany, France, and Britain.

Unlike legitimate international
organisations, voting in the IMF is not
on the basis of “one country one vote”
but in accordance with a formula based
on the amount of capital subscribed,
the country’s GDP, its foreign
exchange reserves, and other nancial �
criteria.

Important decisions require an 85
per cent vote. In addition, the United
States has a veto.

In 2001, Argentina—considered a
model country for its acceptance of the
conditions imposed on it—experienced
a catastrophic economic crisis. This was
blamed by the government on IMF

conditions, which undermined its
ability to maintain the national infra-
structure, especially in such crucial
areas as health, education, and social
welfare, together with the privatisation
of strategic national resources. In 2002
the government decided to default—
simply refusing to pay back the loans—
while reversing the economic decisions.
The resulting recovery enabled it to
pay o most of the debt. �

In 2008 a study by analysts from
the University of Cambridge and Yale
University concluded that the con-
ditions imposed by the IMF resulted in
thousands of deaths in eastern Europe,
particularly from TB, because of the
requirement that the public health
service be weakened.

This is the organisation, along
with the European Union and Euro -
pean Central Bank, to which the
gombeen politicians of Ireland have
handed over control of the budget
and economic policy and therefore in
eect our national sovereignty. �

By e-by e, Mary?
INN FÉIN’s long-awaited breakthrough in the recent Donegal South-West by-election maySprove in time to be an indication of how far the co untry’s ruling parties have fallen from

grace. While the seismic crumbling of the Fianna Fá il vote was breathtaking, it is nevertheless
the other candidates’ polling in this by-election t hat catches the eye.

Firstly, Pearse Doherty of Sinn Féin
was always in the driving seat, and
rightly so, for a number of reasons:
• He always polled a respectable vote
since standing for election in this large
constituency.
• He had the courage to go to the
courts to force the Government to hold

the by-election.
• He is young and articulate and so has
an appeal for young voters as the youth
nally shun familial fealties towards �

Civil War party politics.
• Fianna Fáil was due a kicking!
• And Sinn Féin has an electoral party
machine that compares very favourably
in energy, endeavour and organisation
with that of Fianna Fail.

As for Fianna Fáil, its candidate,
Brian Ó Domhnaill, must wonder if he
has committed political suicide, as it
appears that his ego outweighed his
pragmatism when taking the leap into
a contest in which he was always going
to face an uphill struggle to poll well,
let alone win.

This can be better explained when
we see that, before taking that leap, he
probably analysed the previous election
results and realised that Sinn Féin
would more or less have to persuade

half the Fianna Fáil vote in this con-
stituency to change. And that’s exactly
what happened.

A closer examination of all the
recent polls demonstrates that such a
seismic voting shift was on the cards,
especially when Sinn Féin played the
trump card, that the people of this con-
stituency had been denied their right-
ful democratic and constitutional
representation in Dáil Éireann for the
last seventeen months.

Ó Domhnaill’s campaign was shot
when he was clearly being ill-advised or
even lied to about what was going on in
Dublin with the IMF and the EU. His
remarks about how dangerous and im-
practical the IMF bail-out would be,
and that it wasn’t happening, when the
whole country and their mothers knew
what was on the cards, had a shattering
eect on his campaign. �

This was further compounded when

4



the Taoiseach himself advised constitu-
ents on Árainn Mhór that there would
be no IMF-EU bail-out the day before
it was o cially announced, by the same �
person.

Fine Gael, while coming second, are
clearly rocked by this result. Together
with their main rivals, their vote
decreased, and the writing is already
on the wall for their candidate, Barry
O’Neill, as the party have already
declared that the incumbent, Dinny
McGinley, will have to be persuaded to
run again—this despite the fact that he
had to be cajoled and coaxed to run in
the last election, as he sought to retire
from politics.

Their disappointment reected �
their arrogance and that of Fianna Fáil,
in that both thought they could derail
the Sinn Féin bandwagon and take this
seat. However, given the backdrop to
this election, a 4½ per cent decrease is a
shocking performance for a party that
was supposed to be in the ascendancy,
and it has been heard at a recent
wedding in the constituency that a
sitting Fine Gael TD was extremely
embarrassed at their electoral showing
—especially in Dunfanaghy, where,
despite its predominantly Protestant
population, Sinn Féin polled excep-
tionally well.

Thomas McBrearty, for the Labour
Party, provided the by-election’s
humour; but it raises serious questions
about this party that they put this
candidate forward at all, despite
increasing the Labour vote by 9½ per
cent.

It must be asked, What would be
possible had the Labour Party put
forward a credible candidate that was
lucid in policy and able to communicate

eec� tively? Also, he was little known
outside his heartland of Raphoe, and
his rantings and ravings were not going
to cut the mustard. In fact there are
whisperings that dyed-in-the-wool
Labour voters moved away from the
Labour Party in this by-election, for
reasons to do with both their embar-
rassment about this candidate and the
Labour Party’s economic position.

But the real surprise of the by-
election has to be the independent,
Thomas Pringle, who hails from
Killybegs and is a long-standing com-
munity activist and councillor of
repute.

Pringle’s poll shocked  commen-
tators, as he consistently had to ght a �
rearguard campaign with no party
machine other than about thirty volun-
teers and with the media providing him
only token air time.

Building on his reputation as a
councillor, Pringle managed a very
credible and encouraging performance
and will surely stand in the coming

general election. He won’t win but will
certainly have a say in who does.

As for the last candidate, Ann
Sweeney . . . enough said.

Regarding the forthcoming general
election, Pat the Cope Gallagher has
already said he will not be standing,
and his media musings regarding this
by-election denitely suggest that all is �
not well within the local Fianna Fáil
cumainn.

This leaves the Tánaiste, Mary
Coughlan, as the front runner for
Fianna Fáil; but considering her local
electoral base, the Frosses, she may
take a heavy hit, as Sinn Féin did
remarkably well here in the by-elec-
tion. It appears that her credibility is
shot when the local electorate remem-
ber her embarrassing and arrogant per-
formances in the Dáil and elsewhere.

This could prove a dicult one to �
predict, but Mary Coughlan is certainly
in for a rough time when she starts
canvassing.

So there is every likelihood that
Brian Ó Domhnaill will seek to resur-
rect his political career and stand as
the second Fianna Fáil candidate,
which might prove worth while, as he
has every chance of overtaking his
party colleague, given that to some
extent his reputation—unlike that of
Mary Coughlan—is not stained or
tarnished with the economic mess now
being experienced in the country.

Dinny McGinley will stand for Fine
Gael and take a seat for his party; but
Pearse Doherty is likely to top the poll
for Sinn Féin on both rst preferences �
and transfers.

Hopefully, the recent by-election
signals a bye-bye to Mary!

[CC]

Reclaimi ng  our  seas
HOMAS Pringle, the independent candidate who put up  such a good performance in theTDonegal South-West by-election, was part of a two-p erson People’s Movement delegation

that met the EU Commissioner for Maritime A airs and  Fisheries, María Damanáki, on 7�
December. They are part of a larger delegation from  the Reclaim Our Seas Alliance that
travelled to Brussels for the meeting.

ROSA is an alliance of shing �
groups from  England, France,
Northern Ireland, Scotland and the
Republic supported by the People’s
Movement, united in a campaign to
halt the economic and social decline
suered by sh � � ing communities caused
by the Common Fisheries Policy.
ROSA represents a new strategic direc-
tion for sh � ing policy that gives
member-states with an interest in a
particular sheries area the primacy of �
deciding the right policy for that area.

ROSA’s objectives are:
(1) to � halt the centralising process

that has characterised EU sheries �
policy through the real CFP of equal
access to the resource, with exclusive

competence for all marine resources
being with “Brussels”; and

(2) to initiate the process immedi-
ately of repatriating control of policy,
management and stocks back to indi-
vidual EU maritime member-states.

That is the outcome ROSA is look-
ing for from the current review of the
EU’s Common Fisheries Policy. ROSA
strongly believes that the CFP has
failed to support biological and eco-
logical sustainability, match shing �
capacity with shing opportunities, �
establish clear and fair levels of com-
pliance throughout the EU, and engage
with the industry to improve sheries �
policies.

ROSA believes that a successful

sheries policy should deliver sus � tain-
able sheries management arrange � -
ments that will bring an end to
discards, co-management with industry
and marine stakeholders, sheries �
management arrangements that are
aligned with marine environmental and
marine planning objectives, and
sheries policies that recognise and are �

sensitive to the needs of sheries- �
dependent communities.

To achieve these objectives, funda-
mental reform is required at the EU
level. Central to that reform is the re-
patriation of decision-making powers
to member-states and the establish-
ment of a series of regional sheries �
management arrangements between
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relevant member-states. Additionally, a
greater recognition of conservation
measures, including discard reduction
measures and closer engagement with
marine sheries � , will lead to improved
policy.

Representatives of ROSA had a
working lunch organised by Struan

Stevenson, vice-chairperson of the EU
Parliament Fisheries Committee, on 7
December in Brussels with members of
that committee, together with
Damanáki and Lowri Evans, Director-
General of Fisheries and Maritime
A airs, to explore these issues. �

The involvement of the People’s

Movement begins from  the basic
principle enshrined in the Procla-
mation of the Irish Republic: “the right
of the people of Ireland to the owner-
ship of Ireland, and to the unfettered
control of Irish destinies.”

This means defending and asserting
the interests of the working people, the
self-employed and the productive
entrepreneurial sector through cam-
paigning for a democratic, independent
economic development policy with a
leading role played by the state sector
rather than the transnationals.

The present economic crisis also
shows the continuing relevance of self-
development to a country like Ireland.
This points to the need to develop our
own resources to the maximum. To be
able to do this we must control those
resources.

Fishing is a glaring example of a
resource over which we do not have
that necessary control. Therefore,
there is a need to campaign for the
return of control of our sheries to �
this country from the European
Union and the renegotiation of the
Common Fisheries Policy.

[CMK]

“Ne ’er a wi ng , ne ’er a we t”
HE centenary of the birth of Máirtín Ó Direáin was marked in 2010. Many people whoseTknowledge of Ó Direáin is con ned to a couple of his  early “simple” poems may not be�

aware of his true place in Irish literature. He was  a deep and complex thinker and an imagina-
tive word-artist of great ingenuity. His quiet, gen tle exterior hid a huge concern and anger at
the state of Ireland in his day.

Ó Direáin is regarded as the father
of modern poetry in Irish, who
pioneered new modes and themes. His
personal diculty as an Aran Islander �
of the early twentieth century tting �
into city life spurred him to consider
the society in which he lived but that
he felt was alien. The concept of alien-
ation is central to much of his later
work. In “Ár Re Dhearóil” he wrote:

  Tá cime romham,
  Tá cime i mo dhiaidh,
  Is mé féin i mo lár
  I mo chime mar chách.

[There is a prisoner in front of me, | a
prisoner behind me, | and me in the
middle | as much a prisoner as
anybody.]

  An macha cúil
  Tráthnóna Shathairn,
  An cluiche peile,
  An imirt cártaí
  Is ósta na bhfear
  Ina múchtar cásamh.

[The back yard | on Saturday after-
noon, | the football match, | the card
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game | and the men’s pub | where con-
cern is smothered.]

Máirtín would have a lot to say about
the current situation. He once wrote
(in “Lá an Scriosta”):

  Céard is díol éimhe
  Is an bás ina shuí
  Ar chirín an domhain?

  Ráta malartáin na huaire?
  A fhir bhig an úis
  Ní cabhair duit a pháirt
  Lá an léin.

[What is the cost of complaint | with
death sitting | on the crest of the
world? || The current exchange rate? |
Little man of the (loan) interest | it’s no
damn use to you | on the day of
anguish.]

Ó Direáin’s loyalty throughout his
life was always to the cosmhuintir, and
he had contempt for their exploiters.
He thought a lot about politics and
once said (our translation): “You ought
to be able to sit down at your breakfast
. . . and examine the latest statement
from the Central Bank, and know what
is going on . . . You should be able to
understand plenty of things of that
kind, instead of going out to vote once
every fourth or third year, and only get
your vote and have no hand, act or part
in the work after that. I don’t think
that is democracy.’

Hearing the phrase “merchant
princes [of Galway]” caused him to
comment: “Bhí ceannaithe i nGaillimh
agus tá mé siúráilte nach dtabharfaidís
pingin rua duit dá mbeifeá ag fáil bháis
ar an dtairseach, agus ní raibh aon
spéis acu in ealaín na i litríocht ná in
aon rud mar sin.” (“There were
merchants in Galway and I’m certain
they would not give a penny if you
were dying on the threshold, and they
had no interest in art or literature or
anything of that sort.”)

The idea of the paranoid establish-
ment having detectives following its
perceived political enemies around,
here, there, and everywhere, amused
Máirtín, and he remarked that he
supposed that they had Peelers
following Karl Marx from his house to

the British Museum.
When Ó Direáin lived in Galway the

workers in Hynes’s wood mills went on
strike for a rise of one shilling. There
was little strike pay, and one of the
strikers told Máirtín that they had
“ne’er a wing nor a wet.“ (A wing was a
pre-decimal penny; a wet was a drink.)
The result was the poem “An Stailc.”

  Scilling bhreise an focal faire!
  Ó bhéal na mbocht, ó chlann an duig.
  Scilling a dhiúltaigh na toicí móra,
  Scilling bhreise san uair do na r. �
  “Ne’er a wing, ne’er a wet.”

  Scilling an focal, scilling an déirce
  A tharraing ar na toicí racht na mbocht.
  Na cruimhe á gcreimeadh thíos faoi na fóda
  Á ghuidhe dóibh arís le fórsa
  “Ne’er a wing, ne’er a wet.”

  Droim le balla ag caoineadh an tuillimh,
  Ag agairt na hainnise ar an sotal,
  Scilling an focal, scilling an t-éileamh,
  Bia, deoch, cíos is éadach.
  “Ne’er a wing, ne’er a wet.”

  Scilling á hiarraidh, beart is daonna
  Na codáin á ríomhadh mar éileamh,
  Á ríomhadh ar chaoi nach léir dom,
  Fios a d’fhionnas ó chlann an duig.
  “Ne’er a wing, ne’er a wet.”

[CDF]

So lida rity agains t mi litarism
HE annual general meeting of the Peace and Neutrali ty Alliance (PANA) in Dublin on 4TDecember was attended by the chairperson of Scottis h CND, Alan Mackinnon, and the

national secretary of CND Cymru (Wales), Jill Geogh .
At a post-AGM  seminar, Jill

Geogh gave a summary of the impact
of imperialism on Wales, covering
eorts to eradicate the Welsh as a �
distinct people as well as their
language and the impact of militar-
ism on the life of the country.

On the other hand, Wales has had
a long history of opposition to war,
arising from parallel traditions of
Nonconformist pacism and inter � -
nationalist socialism. Wales was the

rst country to proclaim  itself �
nuclear-free; but Jill Geogh warned
that if and when the Trident nuclear
missile base was moved from Scot-
land (because of the “danger” of Scot-
tish independence) the London
government might try to move it to
Wales. This, she said, would be
opposed by the vast majority of
Welsh people and would be fought
tooth and nail.

She expressed solidarity with the
Irish people in their situation and
said that the IMF had no right to
make decisions for Ireland.

Alan Mackinnon said there was
increasing support for scrapping the

Trident system as it became more
and more widely realised that the
£100 billion saved could be invested
in jobs and services. Much of SCND’s
recent activities were centred on that
campaign and on working towards a
Nuclear Weapons Convention to ban
nuclear weapons throughout the
world. Another project that was
highly successful in Scotland was the
Mayors for Peace movement, which
had widespread support in local
authorities.

The chairperson of Irish CND,
David Hutchinson Edgar, said the
threat of nuclear weapons had faded
in public consciousness and that
there was as great a need as ever for
the CND.

The continued use of Shannon
Airport as a stop-over for US soldiers
was emphasised by Roger Cole, chair-
person of PANA, who described it as
a disgrace to the Irish Government
and state.

[CDF]
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NTI-mining  activists in  ElASalvador were kidnapped and
robbed last month while on their way
to a meeting with the Guatemalan
government to discuss the threat to
shared water supplies.

The activists were members of the
Centre for Investigations into Invest-
ment and Commerce (CEICOM). They
were en route to Guatemala City to
discuss the threat to water supplies
shared by both countries as a result of
a proposed gold mine by the Canadian
corporation Goldcorp Inc. The activists
had all their computers and documents
taken and were left at an abandoned
farm.

This is only the the latest in a long
campaign of intimidation carried out
by Goldcorp and its allies against anti-
mining activists. On 30 July this year
CEICOM activists were also kidnapped
in the same area while on their way to
Guatemala. CEICOM has demanded a
government investigation into the con-
tinuing intimidation.

The proposed mine is the Cerro
Blanco mine in the south-eastern
Guatemalan department of Jutiapa,
near the municipality of Asunción Mita
and close to the border with El
Salvador. This mine was approved by
the hated former right-wing president
of Guatemala, Oscar Berger, who
always knelt down in front of trans-
nationals and their interests.

Goldcorp’s mining activities in
Guatemala and elsewhere in Latin
America have been the subject of
numerous protests by environmental
and civil society organisations. Activ-
ists in both countries are extremely
concerned about the massive risk posed
to the shared Lake Guija, as well as to
a number of rivers.

CEICOM and local residents are
demanding that the mine be shut
down, because of the irreparable
damage it will cause to water supplies,
soil, animals, plants and human settle-
ments in the surrounding areas. The
main threat posed by the mine is to the

Lempa River. This river is of huge
importance to many people in El
Salvador. It supplies more than 3
million people, supporting their
activities in agriculture and livestock.

David Pereira, an activist with
CEICOM  described the problems:
“Toxic waste water from the mine will
be discharged into the Ostua river in
Guatemala, and will ow into the 45 �
square kilometres of Lake Guija, and
on into the Lempa river, the main river
basin in El Salvador.”

The Salvadoran Catholic Church
has also expressed its concern about
the mine, and asked El Salvador’s left-
wing president, Mauricio Funes, to
intervene.

The assault on the members of
CEICOM  is likely to increase
Salvadoran concerns about this
proposed mine in neighbouring
Guatemala and any potential threats to
El Salvador’s most important water-
shed.

Anti-mining groups in El Salvador
are already planning their next round
of actions.

HE hated Honduran capitalist,Tparasite, thief and all-round  low-
life Miguel Facusse has stepped up
his campaign of murder and intimi-
dation against peasants and workers.

Socialist Voice  has previously
reported the actions of this particularly
disgusting thug, who holds massive
inu � ence in the corridors of power in
Tegucigalpa among the rich and power-

ful of Honduras.
On Monday 15 November, in the

area of Tunbador in Trujillo on
Honduras’s Caribbean coast, ve �
members of the Campesino Movement
of Aguan (MCA) were brutally
murdered in the early hours of the
morning. The murders were connected
to a continuing dispute regarding the
ownership of land in the area. These
lands belong to the MCA, as it legally
bought them and holds the deeds.
However, as always, Facusse is
attempting to usurp the lands, without
any legal basis for doing so. He has
been attempting to drive the peasants
from the land and to take control of it.

Facusse is receiving support from
the usual suspects in the police and the
military. In a statement, the Campe-
sino Movement of Aguan stated: “We
condemn the brutal and savage attack
which made victims of our compañeros
from MCA, located in the municipality
of Trujillo, where ve inno � cent people
were killed by assassins and hired
killers working for Miguel Facusse in
collaboration with members of the
police and military, who were trained in
anticipation of such bloody acts.”

The MCA has long accused the
police and military of supporting
Facusse, and it stressed this point
again in its statement. “We condemn

the attitude of the police and military,
because though they already have
information about the armed groups of
the businessmen Miguel Facusse, René
Morales and Reynaldo Canales, don’t
act but instead protect them and pro-
vide them with their vehicles, fatigues,
and heavy-calibre weapons . . . This
conrms to us that the army doesn’t �
defend the interests of the people but
instead defends the powerful groups in
the country.”

“We assert that due to this massacre
they won’t stop the struggle and that
our people will not continue to be
subjugated to slavery.”

[JM]
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Salvadoran anti-mining activists kidnapped

Murder of Honduran peasants continues

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.



Wiki leaks  and La tin Ame rica
VER the last couple of weeks we have been given a v ery disturbing view of the world ofOUS diplomacy and its operations abroad. The documen ts published by Wikileaks show the

views of the US diplomatic corps and the government  it represents.
Many of these documents are

related to US operations in what it
regards as its “own back yard” in Latin
America. They give a very good insight,
even if it is very worrying at times, into
the mind of US diplomats and the
information they were sending to
Washington. The picture that emerges
does nothing to change the predomi-
nant view of US activities and inter-
ference in Latin America and in par-
ticular in opposing the rise of the
region’s left-wing presidents.

A number of the les from 2005 �
describe the massive eorts carried out �
by the United States in Brazil in doing
everything possible to stop the country
from moving to the left under Presi-
dent Lula. The United States saw
Brazil as the key to its struggles
against the rising tide of the left
throughout the continent. In 2005 it
was under pressure. Hugo Chávez was
proving to have mass support, and it
were becoming increasingly worried
about Evo Morales winning the presi-
dential election in Bolivia. The United
States was intent on trying to end
Brazil’s support for Hugo Chávez and
Venezuela. It was trying to create a
common US-Brazilian arrangement,
while accusing Venezuela of funding
Morales in Bolivia.

The US ambassador to Brazil, John
Danilovich, held a meeting with a
Brazilian general, Jorge Armando
Felix. Danilovich used this meeting to
make many accusations against Chávez
and to attempt to undermine the
position of the Brazilian government.
The cable does not clearly say what the
Brazilian general’s response was, but it
hints that he may have been leaning
towards opposing his own govern-
ment’s support for left-wing presidents
in the region.

It is not clear whether other “diplo-
matic” approaches were made to high-
ranking military o cers and what �
exactly the United States hoped to
achieve. It should be noted, however,
that Washington has long had a close
relationship with the Brazilian military,
which has traditionally been viciously
anti-communist and responsible for
previous coups in the country.

The Wikileaks cables also show us
how the US government viewed
Argentina’s move away from being
little more than a US colony. They
show the dicult relationship between �
the United States and the new presi-
dents, Nestor Kirchner and then his
wife, Cristina Fernández de Kirchner.

While the United States seems to have
believed that it knew Nestor Kirchner
well, it was quite in the dark regarding
his wife. The Secretary of State, Hilary
Clinton, requested information on her.
Amazingly, and again quite distur-
bingly, she wanted to know how
Cristina Fernández de Kirchner
managed “her nerves and anxiety,” as
well as whether she was taking any
medication.  Clinton  repeatedly
requested information on her psycho-
logical and emotional prole. �

This raises massive questions. Why
would a senior member of Barack
Obama’s government need this
information—especially after he had
claimed that his presidency was a
chance for a new beginning in relations
between the United States and Latin
America? Was this just more empty
rhetoric from Obama? Was Clinton
trying to uncover information that they
could use to undermine and to manipu-
late the Argentine president?

Some of the most interesting les �
relate to the coup in Honduras in 2009,
which led to the overthrow of President
Manuel Zelaya. On 24 July 2009, less
than a month after the coup, the US
embassy in Tegucigalpa sent a cable to
Washington regarding the power grab
that had taken place on 28 June. The
cable outlined the views of the US
embassy on what had happened and
declared that “there is no doubt” that
what had happened “constituted an
illegal and unconstitutional coup.”
After listing the arguments being used
by the perpetrators, the cable declared
that “none has any substantive validity
under the Honduran constitution.” The
embassy went as far as to describe the
military’s actions as an “abduction” and
a “kidnapping.”

This cable was sent to a number of
high-ranking American o cials, includ � -
ing Tom Shannon, then Assistant

Secretary of State for Western Hemi-
sphere A airs, Harold Koh, legal �
adviser to the State Department, and
Dan Restrepo, Senior Director for
Western Hemisphere A airs in the �
National Security Council. From there
it was forwarded on to the White
House and to Hilary Clinton. This con-
rms that there can be no doubt that �

all members of the US government
were aware of this assessment of the
coup that had taken place. There was
no confusion in the corridors of power.

This again raises many important
questions. Despite knowing what had
just happened, why did the United
States try to confuse the situation by
publicly stating that it was not clear
what had just happened in Honduras
and what the legal implications were?
They claimed it was clear whether what
had happened was in fact a coup. This
allowed the United States to continue
providing aid to the new illegal regime
in the immediate aftermath of the
coup, thus evading full compliance with
their own laws, which would have
demanded that all aid be cut o �
immediately.

The likely reason for the attempt to
confuse the events in Honduras are
that the US government supported the
coup leaders. They supported the
removal of President Zelaya from
power and an ending to the political
direction Honduras was taking. The
United States did not want another
Latin American country in its “back
yard” to reject US control and domi-
nation and instead look towards its
Latin American neighbours for a better
and more equal way forward.

The coup in Honduras was success-
ful for US interests in Latin America.
They got rid of a president who
opposed US imperialism. What the
Wikileaks documents show is that the
United States knew that the coup was
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illegal and unconstitutional but decided
to give it what was tantamount to sup-
port, in order to ensure that it
succeeded.

In Paraguay the US ambassador,
Liliana Ayalde, was summoned con-
cerning Wikileaks documents that
showed that there is US spying within
the country as well as prying American
eyes on the country’s oil reserves. The
Minister for External Relations, Héctor
Lacognata, spoke on behalf of his
government when he advised on how
concerned they were over the Wiki-
leaks les that showed numerous �
spying eorts by the United States. �
The les stated that there was a �
coherent attempt at spying on the 2008
presidential candidates, in particular
the successful left-wing candidate,
Fernando Lugo, as well as the then
vice-president, Luis Castiglioni.

Perhaps an even more sinister
element of US policy that was exposed
in Paraguay was its interest in the
people’s natural resources. US o cials �
were trying to get information on the
large oil reserves in the Chaco region
and information on corruption within
the country as well as on the country’s
possible ties with states that the
United States accuses of backing
terrorism.

It is easy to see why this infor-
mation might have been so important
to the United States, and how it could
have been used in its attempts to get
access to these oil reserves.

Perhaps most interesting is the
Wikileaks documents relating to
Bolivia. These give a very interesting
insight into the US stance against the
Bolivian government, as well as its
general view of the people of the
country. While it is common knowledge
that the United States is extremely
hostile towards the Bolivian govern-

ment led by Evo Morales, the les �
reveal the extent of hostility of the US
embassy and its biased opinion of Evo
Morales’s government. It also shows
that they severely underestimate the
support that Morales and his Move-
ment Towards Socialism (MAS) have
within the country and just how
removed from the reality of Bolivia the
United States is.

Disgustingly, the Wikileaks docu-
ments also show how the United States
sees Latin Americans, in particular
indigenous people, as being uneducated
and incapable of making up their own
minds about how their countries
should be run. They paint a picture of
Bolivians doing as they are told by
Morales without question.

A cable sent in January 2009, in the
days before the adoption of the new
constitution on the 25th of that month,
speaks about how the majority of com-
munity leaders and their supporters
had not even read the new consti-
tution. They claimed the reasons for
this were out of “disinterest, blind faith
to Evo Morales’ political project, and
illiteracy.” They add that this was
particularly the situation in indigenous
areas such as the Antiplano, the high
plains of western Bolivia, where
Morales holds a lot of support. The
cables said the people there “take their
marching orders from the MAS and
vote for the constitution.” They went
on to claim that Morales and MAS had
“cheated” and “fooled” the people into
believing that they cared about
indigenous issues and even raised
doubts about whether Morales himself
was really indigenous.

These are, of course, inaccurate
views on the Movement Towards
Socialism but even more so of the
Bolivian people. Support for the new
constitution did not come from il-
literacy and ignorance: the constitution
was the result of many years of discus-
sion, debate and consultation with the
Bolivian people. The MAS worked with
and mobilised the people for many
years and gained their support, as they
understand the needs of the people and
bring the marginalised inside the
political processes of the country.

Of course this sort of people’s
democracy, and allowing the poor and
marginalised to have a say, goes against
US interests, as it is a dangerous chal-
lenge to their political and economic
interests.

The les spoke of electoral fraud �
being carried out by MAS. This was a
strange view, as o cial international �
inspectors found none. These inter-
national inspectors were provided by
the European Union, United Nations,
and the Carter Center, among others.
The cable took a lot of its information
from a group called the Santa Cruz
Civic Committee. This is closely
aligned to the Bolivian business elite

and violently opposed to Evo Morales.
It has been implicated in attacks by
racist youths and acts of violence
against indigenous and MAS activists.
Why was the United States taking
information from an organisation com-
pletely unrepresentative of the
common view in Bolivia as its main
source?

The danger that can be created by
the misinformation the United States
was peddling was clearly shown in the
department of Pando in September
2008. In that month, right-wing forces
in Bolivia mobilised against Morales
and his MAS government. They
ransacked human rights o ces, �
attacked indigenous people and MAS
supporters, and destabilised the
country. In Pando, paramilitaries under
the control of Leopold Fernández, the
town prefect, red on unarmed campe � -
sinos marching in support of MAS.

The picture painted by the US
embassy was very dierent and was �
made up of a complete rewriting of the
facts. According to the cable, “MAS
deliberately fomented unrest in Pando”
as a cover for “deposing Leopold
Fernández and arresting opposition-
aligned leaders.” They accused MAS of
doing this to cause “hundreds of oppo-
sition supporters to ee to Brazil while �
importing 2000 new security forces,”
who were probably MAS voters.

This was pure ction. Morales �
expelled the US ambassador to Bolivia
as a result of this, as the embassy had
been supplying money to the right-
wing opposition groups and conspiring
with them against President Morales.

While much of the information in
these les is not surprising, because we �
are very much aware of the policies of
US imperialism within Latin America,
it shows just how far the United States
will go to undermine sovereign states
and their governments. It also shows
that Obama has not marked a new
departure in US-Latin American aairs �
but rather just more of the same.

[JM]
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HE Mighty Stef and the Baptists  is album number 3 from the Mighty Stef, the DublinTtroubadour, and for the occasion he’s enlisted the help of a “Gothic-folk-rock congrega-
tion,” the Baptists, a veritable supergroup of folk  from Humanzi, the Last Tycoons, and
Howlin’ Dowlin’.

If death was a lingering theme
throughout his last album, this one’s a
howling roller-coaster ride of revenge,
sin, and redemption. He continues
delving into the darker side of life with
the murky “John the Baptist (Part 2)”
and “Blood and Whiskey,” and, as with
all great troubadours, his songs reect �
the world that surrounds him.

A tectonic shift of societal con-
ditions sees his style and songwriting
follow suit, and how! “We Want Blood”
is a polemic shot across the bows for
working people against the continued
exploitation by banks and the govern-
mental and religious elite.

Similarly, “Hollywood” could be
viewed as a fervent attack on the

cosmetic and fake side of modern
materialistic society.

Aside from the superlative slick
songwriting, we’re treated to lashings
of blues and folk with punk rock atti-

tude, from the dark and thunderous
“Social Science” to the inspiring and
uplifting “Georgia Girl” or “John the
Baptist (Part 1),” which could quite
easily be Primal Scream or the Rolling
Stones in their pomp.

While the nods in the direction of
Nick Cave and Johnny Cash remain, he
seems more comfortable and at ease.
He’s found his voice and his sound,
freed from the shackles of his some-
what overbearing inuences. The �
Baptist record is the Mighty Stef’s
most ambitious project yet, the one
fans knew he was capable of, and he’s
passed with ying colours. His best �
work yet.

[BH]

 Opinion

One  woman,  one  vote—or is it?
ECENT debate in the media, and in the Irish Times i n particular, has focused on positiveRdiscrimination in favour of female TDs in order to reect the gender balance of the �

electorate within Leinster House. It is time for su ch a debate within the Irish trade union
movement.

To date, the gender debate within
trade unionism is often summed up by
the statement that trade unions are
“male, stale, and pale.” Whatever about
“stale” and “pale,” trade unions are no
longer the preserve of males. Statistical
evidence from the Central Statistics
O ce demonstrates that the majority �
of union members in the Republic are
female. 1 In Britain in 2009, for the
seventh consecutive year, female union
membership has been higher than
male membership. 2 Yet women are
under-represented in the leadership
positions of trade unions.

One way of combating this is posi-
tive discrimination. Many unions, as
well as the Irish Congress of Trade
Unions, already provide for this within
their own rulebooks or constitutions.
Such measures include reserved seats
for women on executive councils as
well as women’s committees and
conferences.

However, these measures are con-
tentious, as their opponents argue that
women trade unionists should see
themselves as trade unionists rst and �
as women second. 3 Furthermore, such
positive discrimination structures
separate the very members it was

originally intended to help, and
reinforces the alleged inferiority. 4 The
beneciaries of (for example) reserved �
seats for women on an executive
council will be treated as second-rate
representatives. 5 Additionally, unions
are meant to be for what unites
workers, not what divides them.

Finally, what about the issue of
class, in that fragmenting the move-
ment into sections such as women, race
etc. only deals with symptoms of
oppression and not the causes. 6

On the other side of the debate, a
study of separate structures for women
in British trade unions concludes that
such structures allow unrepresented
constituencies to come together in a
“safe” environment to develop their
own priorities and agendas and to feed
them back into the mainstream move-
ment. 7 

However, such structures can be
mere tokenism in order to ghettoise
“female” issues away from the main
business of “real” trade unionism.

While the growth of such separate
structures within the trade union
movement is well accepted, the debate
surrounding them remains contro-
versial among male and female

members alike.
It is a debate that cannot be

ignored, not least given that the
majority of union members are female
and that this is not reected in the �
power structures of trade unions. The
argument that all members have a
level playing pitch for participation and
inu � ence does not stand up to scrutiny.

The absence of direct discrimination
against women does not automatically
demonstrate an absence of bias. A legal
denition of discrimination, and one �
accepted by the Labour Court, is that
discrimination arises when one treats
“either similar situations dierently or �
dier � ent situations identically.” 8

For example, in regard to equal pay,
two workers of dier � ent sex doing
equal work (similar situation) being
paid dierent wages (treated dier � � -
ently because of their sex) is discrimi-
nation. Or an employer refusing un-
reasonably to modify a work-place to
accommodate potential or actual
employees with a disability is treating
dierent situations identically and so �
can be considered discriminatory.

For women, therefore, to show that
they are in a dierent situation and �
should therefore not be treated in an
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identical fashion when it comes to
union participation and activity
depends on establishing that as a con-
stituency they are dierent. �  One sup-
porter of such an argument was Lenin,
who in 1913 wrote about workers and
their families.

He contended that “millions upon
millions of women in such families live
(or, rather, exist) as ‘domestic slaves,’
striving to feed and clothe their family
on pennies, at the cost of desperate
daily eort and ‘saving’ on everything �

—except their own labour.” 9

Of course today it is argued that
women are now equal, because of uni-
versal surage, the feminist move � -
ment, equality legislation, equal edu-
cation, etc.; therefore the unions do
not have to adjust their structures, as
society has levelled the playing pitch.
But has the plight of women really
improved since Lenin proclaimed that
“present-day capitalist society conceals
within itself numerous cases of poverty
and oppression that do not im-
mediately strike the eye”? 10

Today such hidden factors remain
but are conveniently ignored to suit
the status quo. The acclaimed soci-
ologist Judy Wajcman cites research
that “has repeatedly conrmed that, for �
all men’s protestation about aspiring to
an egalitarian marital partnership, on
average, wives still do approximately
two-thirds of unpaid domestic work.” 11

Of course it is possible that other peer-
reviewed academic research could
oppose such ndings, by arguing the �
subjective nature in measuring the
share of unpaid domestic work.

A more objective distinction of the
dier � ences between the sexes states
that “physically, women’s life experi-
ence diers from that of men . . . �
women have a bodily experience of con-
ception,  pregnancy,  childbirth,
lactation, menstruation and meno-
pause that men do not.” 12  Conse-
quently, if women are arguable
burdened with an unfair share of
domestic duties in the home, and have
dier � ent bodily experiences, the ques-
tion for the trade union movement and

society in general is, Does the alleged
level playing eld discriminate against �
women?

As mentioned above, this debate is
contentious, but that should not be a
reason for avoiding it.
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The Pipe: Big Oil, Small Village.  A lm by Risteard Ó Domhnaill. �
HIS is a new documentary lm on the struggle of the people of Rossport, Co. Mayo, to�Tdefend their community against the the Shell oil co rporation and its activities.

The Corrib gas eld was discovered �
in 1996. The Irish state gave the
company a bargain deal, to such an
extent that the Norwegian state will
get more revenue from the Irish gas
eld than the Irish state will. �

The lm opens with an overight of � �
the rugged and beautiful landscape of
north-west Mayo. It then brings out
very clearly a number of crucial issues.

In the rst place, this small com � -
munity had the will and the determi-
nation to resist the bullying and black-
mail of Shell.

Despite huge pressure on them
from the state, the meddling of the
local Catholic church, and the buying
o of dierent sections, includ � � ing some
elements of the local sher � men, they
stuck doggedly to their resistance, even

enduring prison sentences.
Another crucial area revealed in the

lm is the vast network of repression �
inicted on local people, both by the �
state and by private “security”
companies employed by Shell. (One of
those individuals ended up being shot
in Bolivia, having entered the country
with a bogus security company
believed by many poor Bolivians to be
part of a plot to overthrow the
government.)

This is a great lm to show that �
when people are and remain united
they can take on the biggest of global
corporations, and the untrammelled
abuse of power by the forces of the
state. Under siege and almost curfew-
like conditions, they dare to struggle,
they dare to win.

While the battle is still going on, the
heroic struggle of this community
remains an inspiration to everyone as
we as a people face new struggles to
regain our national political and econ-
omic sovereignty.

The socialisation of all our natural
and marine resources will be an
essential element in building a new and
sovereign republic. If we resist we can
win; for without hope we have no
future.

Get along and see it.
[EMC]
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