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SOCIALIST VOICE
Repudiate the debt!

N February the Communist Party of Ireland will laun ch its “Repudiate the debt” campaignI to make this an issue in the forthcoming general el ection. It is the CPI’s view that a repudi-
ation of the debt, along with the necessity of putt ing forward an alternative economic and
social strategy that puts the people at the heart o f economic and social policies—a strategy
that challenges the power and control of the Europe an Union—is central to a progressive

ght-back.�
Many groups and organisations and

some political parties have been calling
for a “renegotiation” of the terms of the
EU-IMF deal; others have been calling
for a rescheduling of the debt; others
predicting that the state will have to
default anyway. Even the American
Chamber of Commerce in Ireland has
supported the idea that some of the
debt should be dumped.

All these positions the CPI believes
accept the logic and the underlying
ideology of why we have this unpayable
debt placed upon the backs of our
people. The “We would if we could but
we can’t” approach will reinforce the
dominant economic values. This is a
question that cannot be ignored or
opportunistically set aside because it
might lose votes in the forthcoming
election.

Challenging that  underlying
ideology is the only way we can begin

to make progress. It is the same as
with those who say that the national
question is a “distraction.” If we don’t
challenge them we are allowing the
establishment and its media to deter-
mine what our demands and strategy
should be.

 The massive debt is the weakest
 link in the chain of control and
 subordination that the EU and
 IMF and the Irish Golden Circle
 wish to retain over the Irish
 peop le.

The CPI will be calling for a plebis-
cite on the EU-IMF deal. A series of
public events is being organised around
the country.

A new pamphlet on why we need to
repudiate the illegitimate “sovereign
debt” will be launched in early Febru-

ary with a public event in the New
Theatre and Connolly Books. This
event will be open to all elements of
the left and republicans and will kick
o the “Repudiate the debt” campaign. �

Will an election
change anything?

S the old year passes and we begin Aa new one the air is lled with the �
ramblings of commentators who
believe we have hit the bottom and
that there is only way to go: upwards.
Certainly 2010 will be remembered as
the year in which the European
Union and European Central Bank
publicly and o cially took control of �
our country, with the International
Monetary Fund joining them to look

after the interests of American
nance capital. �

The people await the possibility of
an early election to in ict a heavy �
beating on Fianna Fáil, with the
Green Party facing wipe-out and a
return to their nice middle-class
organic gardens. Their opportunism
and lack of any real anti-capitalist
politics lie exposed and shattered
around them. The tyranny of that
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War-battered dogs are we, War-dogs hungry and grey,
Fighters in every clime; Gnawing a naked bone,
Fillers of trench and grave, Fighters in every clime
Mockers bemocked by time. Every cause but our own.

—Emily Lawless , “With the Wild Geese” (1902)“ ”
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particular middle-class opportunism
that is the bedrock of the Green
Party will take some time to re-
emerge.

While there is certainly a deep
economic crisis engulng our �
country, North and South, the struc-
tural weaknesses and the dependence
relations of these two failed economic
entities show that any eorts to �
cobble together some solutions con-

ned to the two individual entities �
will surely fail, as they have done in
the past.

Will elections in March, as many
believe, really change anything? The
three main establishment parties—
Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael, and the
Labour Party—are all committed to
making the people pay for the crisis.
All three are wedded to the strategy
imposed by the EU-ECB and the IMF.
Fine Gael and Labour will talk about
“revisiting” the agreements with the
EU and the IMF; but this is mere
window-dressing and pure electoral-
ism, pretending to be dierent in �
substance from Fianna Fáil.

They most certainly will go
through the motions of meeting the
EU and the IMF, and may even get a

couple of paragraphs reworded; but
the substance and the core political
ideas and values underpinning the
agreement will remain.

The trade union leadership’s non-
response to the EU-ECB and IMF
deal and the subsequent budget was
a new low point, while some hu ng �
and pu ng took place around the �
reduction of one euro in the mini-
mum wage. The wider picture of the
growing assault on registered
employment agreements etc. was
ignored.

For decades they have not only
allowed the Government to do their
thinking but have allowed the EU to
provide not just a view on the Irish
economy but also their world view.
This is not just a problem of the
present generation of trade union
leaders but is a strategy and political
approach that go back to the foun-
dation of this state.

It was not just that “Labour must
wait” but rather that they were will-
ing volunteers for waiting. Since the
1930s Fianna Fáil has asserted huge
in u� ence inside public-sector unions,
while the Labour Party in the main
controlled the two big general

unions, the WUI and ITGWU. It was
in the interests of both these parties
and of the state to have an acqui-
escent trade union movement. They
could hide behind the ag of “No �
politics” inside the trade union move-
ment and shutting o  the use of �
union buildings to alternative politi-
cal forces.

Likewise today, they are waiting in
the vain hope that if the Labour
Party gets into government it might
do something dierent, thereby �
letting them o  the hook. Even poor �
old Gilmore has given up the ghost of
wanting to become the rst Labour �
Taoiseach, so loudly proclaimed in
early 2010, reduced now to guaran-
teeing to make up the numbers for a
new Fine Gael Government.

As we face a new year the solu-
tions to our people’s and our
country’s problems will not be found
in the political parties that look like
forming the next Government. It is
the independent mobilisation of the
people to resist the cuts and to
defend what they have that will be
the building blocks of future radical
political change.

[EMC]

Po litical collaps e, and the  alterna tives
T is now inevitable that Fianna Fáil and the Green Party will su er meltdown in the fort � h-I coming general election. Present prospects are that  the main beneciaries will be the �

opposition wing of the neo-unionist consensus, name ly Fine Gael and the Labour Party.
I use the term “neo-unionist” to

describe those interests, and in particu-
lar those parties, whose policies have
been to make the country totally
dependent on economic and political
forces outside it: foreign capital, trans-
national rms, the European Union, �
the European Central Bank, and now
the International Monetary Fund. It is
the dominant ideological mindset that
pervades vast swathes of the political,
business, trade union and media elite
of this state. Inevitably, it also nega-
tively inuences sections of republican �
and left opinion.

Anti-establishment parties and
groups will pick up electoral support
from the FF-Green collapse. This is
inevitable, given the enormity of the
crisis, the harshness and patent unfair-
ness of the Government’s response, and
the blatant nature of the lies and deceit

used to justify it—for example, that
there would have been no money for
customers in ATM machines if the
banks hadn’t been given a blanket
guarantee by the Government!

The prospects are that Sinn Féin
will have at least eight TDs and the
United Left Alliance at least two to
three TDs after the general election.
There will also be a number of progres-
sive TDs unaligned with either Sinn
Féin or the United Left Alliance.

What can we expect?
After the seminal Navan meeting of

August 2009, Gerry Adams said that
Sinn Féin is “not about elections for
the sake of them but to eect real, �
positive changes in the lives of the citi-
zens.” How does this square with his
more recent pronouncement that Sinn
Féin is ready to go into coalition with
the Labour Party in the unlikely event
of the numbers stacking up?

Adams’s intervention should be
seen as another episode in his eorts to �
bring about the “realignment of
politics” that he has called for on a
number of occasions.

He said after Navan that what Sinn
Féin wants from such a “realignment”
is an end to the “marginalisation” of
the party. If what he means by that is
acceptance into the neo-unionist con-

sensus, then what he is advocating is
pure opportunism.

In particular, there has been a pro-
nounced weakening of the Sinn Féin
position in relation to the European
Union. Sinn Féin documents—for
example “Democracy in the EU” and
“EU Support for Irish Reunication”— �
talked grandly about “reforming” the
EU on “internationalist” and “socialist”
principles, identied EU integration as �
a motor for Irish reunication, and �
urged consideration of the euro as the
currency of a united Ireland. None of
these formulations would be out of
place among the most Euro-federalist
rhetoric.

Any political programme that
ignores the basic economic common
sense that an independent Irish state
must have an independent currency
and control over its interest and
exchange rates is built on illusion, or
deceit. Euro-zone “socialism” is about
as likely as CIA socialism.

It is now becoming more and more
obvious that joining the euro zone was
the biggest mistake the Irish state ever
made—followed by its second-biggest
mistake, the blanket bank guarantee of
September 2008.

By joining the euro in 1999 Ireland
halved its interest rates, though the
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economy was then in the middle of the
“Celtic Tiger” boom. Result: the
borrowing binge that bankrupted the
banks. On the exchange rate side, join-
ing the euro zone tied us to the
currency of an area with which we did
little more than a third of our trade.

The consequence is that we can no
longer restore our lost economic com-
petitiveness by devaluing our currency,
as we have no currency to devalue, so
we are faced instead with “internal de-
valuation,” which means in eect turn � -
ing the country into an economic
wasteland.

The present crisis shows the con-
tinuing relevance of policies for
developing our own resources to the
maximum, especially our land (which
on average produces only half its
potential) and our mineral wealth, as
well as policies of state intervention
both to encourage exports and to
expand and develop the domestic
market in a planned way so that
growth of demand is met by extra
domestic production.

The new economic departure that
this crisis calls for requires a much
more economically independent stand
by the Irish state, a radical reform of

our state structures, and a willingness
to tackle powerful interests within the
country. It is not the politics of the neo-
unionist mainstream.

The programme of the United Left
Alliance is a leftist version of euro-zone
“socialism” that can “reject the capital-
ist market” but fail to make any refer-
ence to the fact that some two-thirds of
our laws are made by an EU that
decides much of the 26-County state’s
economic and foreign policy, in the
interests of large capital.

The document is full of the rhetoric
of “building solidarity with workers
across Europe . . . to put the needs of
workers and the unemployed before
the greed of speculators and pro � -
teers,” without any explanation of
whether the “solidarity” is to try to
force member-state governments or
the EU to introduce these pro-worker
measures. If the former, before this
could happen member-states, or a
group of member-states, would have to
win back the necessary economic
instruments lost through the EU inte-
gration process; if the latter, it’s an
illusion.

So, for parts of the programme, it’s
not clear whether demands are being

directed to the Irish state or to the EU.
For example, a section headed “Build a
real left alternative in Ireland and
Europe” talks about “forging a new
direction,” but again it’s not clear
whether this refers to a “new direction”
for the EU or for member-states. After
all, the main drive for the “neo-liberal
policies of curbing public spending and
promoting austerity” that all progres-
sive opinion wants to defeat comes
from the EU-ECB-IMF axis.

It is very dicult for a small �
country to deal with more than one
overwhelming problem at the same
time. This country faces three prob-
lems: overcoming the crisis and
developing a progressive economy on
the basis of national independence;
halting the erosion of national
sovereignty brought about by EU
integration; and developing the
economy of the whole island by all-
Ireland government policies committed
to 32-county development.

These problems are closely inter-
twined and constitute what the “re-
conquest of Ireland” is all about
today. An “alternative” that ignores
this reality is no alternative at all.

[CMK]

Illegitimate, odious, and perpetual!
RELAND’S “sovereign debt crisis” is not a sovereign  debt crisis according to any rationalI understanding of sovereign debt.
Sovereign debt is the debt incurred

by a state to nan � ce the needs of its
citizens, for example running or
improving health and education
services. In a healthy, productive
economy a state should be able to meet
its expenditure through its own
revenue and income and thereby never
enter into debt, let alone face a
sovereign debt crisis. However, symp-
tomatic of contemporary capitalism’s
inherent instability and long-standing
stagnation in productive forces, debt
has become an important vehicle for
investment and a necessary tool for
fundamentally weak economies, such
as Ireland’s.

The shocking state of both personal
and state debt in this country is no sur-
prise, even leaving aside recent
developments. However, this of itself is
not the cause of today’s so-called sover-
eign debt crisis. While debt has been
used both by individuals and by the
state to nance expenditure that their �
own income cannot meet, it is the huge
cost of the nancial bail-out that has �
created what is described as Ireland’s
sovereign debt problem.

The state bank guarantee, NAMA
and the recapitalisation of nancial �
institutions have caused Irish state
debt to soar to levels previously unseen
and almost unheard of. This has black-

listed Ireland for international lenders
and resulted in the EU-IMF bail-out,
which was designed to protect German
lenders and the future of the euro.

This debt, caused and created by
banks and developers and now taken
on by the state, is socialised private
debt. It is not  sovereign debt.

To give just one example of how the
state guarantee has worked we can
take the continuing funding problems
of the Irish Nationwide Building
Society, a building society that acted
like a private fund for its then chief
executive, Michael Fingleton, and
enabled him to walk away with a
pension of €17 million.

Earlier this year, with the full
approval of the Department of Finance,
the Irish Nationwide issued a €4
billion loan (money it did not possess)
to a holding company and subsidiary of
the society. The building society,
legally, then called in the state guaran-
tee and, through the European Central
Bank, transformed that €4 billion debt
into €4 billion cash.

As if like magic, it created €4 billion
that immediately went out of the Irish
Nationwide to pay o  international �
lenders. The state, however, was an
additional €4 billion in debt.

This debt, and all the debt created
by the state guarantee, NAMA, and

the recapitalisation of the banks, is
not  legitimate debt.

In addition to this debt, and as a
consequence of it, there is now also the
bail-out imposed by the European
Union and the International Monetary
Fund. The €85 billion imposed by
them  has an exorbitant average
interest rate of 5.82 per cent (5.7 from
the IMF and 6.05 from the EU), with
an average maturity of 7½ years.

To put this in perspective, Greece is
expected to pay 5.2 per cent. Indeed
some analysts are saying that the true
cost is not reected in the 5.82 per cent �
interest, as this does not include other
fees and costs attached to the loan. In
addition, the rates will vary according
to “market conditions,” and the state’s
debt situation will worsen if the
economy doesn’t grow by about 3 per
cent each year of the four-year plan.

How the state hopes this increasing
debt will inspire condence from inter � -
national lenders and so decrease the
private sector’s reliance on state bail-
outs is lost on many commentators.
This doubt was reected in the initial �
reaction by the market to the bail-out,
which showed an increased fear of a
state default.

But leaving aside other lenders and
debt that will be incurred, this debt
and the interest attached to it are un-
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payable by an economy our size with
such fundamental weaknesses. What
happens on maturity when we
inevitably haven’t paid o, and cannot �
pay o, the loans? �

This raises the question: is this debt
perpetual, designed never to be paid o �
but always to be paid? Perpetual debts
were rst created in the thirteenth �
century by lenders to loan to warring
Italian city-states to force those states
to nance their wars through perpetual �
interest on a loan that was unpayable.
This provided a constant source of
income for the lender, and forced the
city-states to continually expand to
nance the debt. �

Has Ireland been subjected to one
of these? But how can we expand?
There is an established legal concept in
international law known as “odious
debt.” This is described as national debt

incurred by a regime for purposes that
do not serve the best interests of the
country—usually, but not exclusively,
wars of aggression or the suppression
of internal opposition. Odious debt is
considered the private debt of the
regime and not of the nation.

This theory was most compre-
hensively examined by Alexander Sack
in the 1920s. He described it as debt
amassed “not for the needs or in the
interest of the state, but rather to
strengthen itself . . . This debt is odious
for the people and of the entire state . . .
The reason why these odious debts
cannot attach to the territory of the
state is that they do not full one of the �
conditions determining the lawfulness
of State debts, namely that the State
debts must be incurred . . . for the
needs and in the interests of the
State . . . They cannot expect a nation

which has freed itself of a despotic
regime to assume these odious debts.”

The debts recently incurred by the
Fianna Fáil Government were entered
into to protect the people who
frequented the Fianna Fáil tent at the
Galway Races and who supported their
regime over the previous twenty years.
They have been incurred by a Govern-
ment with no mandate from the
people.

Consequently, these debts are the
regime’s debts and not the state’s or
the people’s and so need not be
honoured by any Government elected
with a mandate from the people—
despite what the EU memorandum of
understanding says.

Any new  Government must
repudiate these illegitimate, odious
and perpetual debts.

[NL]

Fur the r ba nki ng  losses like ly
S the real reason for the takeover of Ireland by th e European Union and the Inter-Anational Monetary Fund is being exposed—a fumbling attempt to save the euro by sacri-

cing the peripheral countries—the exposure of Europ ean banks to Ireland and the exposure�
of Irish banks to other weak countries has also com e to light.

It seems that Irish nancial insti � -
tutions played a ltering role in �
borrowing at very low interest rates
from British, German, French, Dutch
and Belgian banks and then themselves
lent to such countries as Greece,
Portugal, Italy, and Spain.

The total exposure of European
banks to both public and private debt
in Ireland is €508.6 billion. Of that,
Britain holds €148.5 billion, Germany
€138.6 billion, Belgium €54 billion,
France €50.1 billion, and the Nether-
lands €21.2 billion. Britain and

Germany between them hold more
than 56 per cent of the total exposure
of European banks to debt in Ireland.

But this much-feared contagion of
defaults, bankruptcies and insolvencies
that threatens the euro, and makes
takeovers of Portugal and Spain
possibly necessary, is equally a result of
the lending practices of peripheral
countries, such as Ireland. For, as we
received capital from core countries,
what could not be pumped into the
Irish speculative bubble was exported
to other speculative bubbles, namely in

Greece, Portugal, Spain, and Italy.
Irish lenders are now indebted by

€5.1 billion to Portugal, €25.3 billion
to Spain, €40.9 billion to Italy, and
€7.8 billion to Greece. Proportionately,
this makes Ireland one of the largest
lenders to these peripheral countries.
Indeed Ireland is the fth-largest �
lender globally to Italy, Greece and
Portugal and the seventh-largest to
Spain. This all makes further banking
losses highly likely and, as a result,
Ireland’s illegitimate debt even greater.

[NL]

We have rights only in so far as
we are able to defend them

HILE much has been written about the imposed EU-IMF  financial package and theWbudgetary strategy that they have demanded, other a spects of the agreement and their
possible impact are now slowly coming to light.

Under the imposed deal, the
Government has agreed to set up a
committee to review employment regu-
lation orders and registered employ-
ment agreements.

These agreements regulate the
terms and conditions of workers in a
range of industries, from the building
industry to hairdressing. They ensure
that there is a uniformity of wage rates
within a particular industry, below
which wages and conditions cannot go.
The rates in these industries are
greater than the national minimum
wage.

These agreements have been under
attack for some time by employers who
wish to see either the legislation on
which they are based repealed or at

least the regulations severely weakened
and curtailed.

It is against this background that
we must look at why the European
Union  demanded a cut in the Irish
minimum wage. This is just another
step in the continuing assault on
workers’ rights and conditions through-
out the European Union. They wish to
remove or greatly restrict all legal pro-
tection for workers.

The working group is now being
established by the Government, but its
make-up may ultimately be decided by
the EU itself. At the time of writing,
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the chairperson of the Labour Court,
Kevin Duffy, was being � oated as chair-
person of the review body, which has
come under strong pressure to limit if
not to prevent him being given that
position. The review group is being
established in accordance with the EU-
IMF  “memorandum of understanding”
on the Government’s four-year plan,
which, under the EU-IMF “Programme
for Ireland,” provides for “consultation
with the EU Commission Services.”

What the employers and the EU are
hoping for is to determine the outcome
of the review before the process has
even begun by determining who is or is
not on the review body. They want to
establish a committee of “independent”
experts. It is the classic situation: don’t
ask the question unless you already
know the answer. That is how things
work in our society. Those in economic
power always know what they want

and then set about securing it.
The undermining of registered

employment agreements and the
employment regulation orders is very
important for both the employers and
the EU, so the outcome of any review
is critical to the continuing assault on
workers’ right to statutory protection.
They want the full application of
“market forces” to be brought to bear,
with wages being driven further down
to the level of the minimum wage,
which they cannot do at the moment.
They want to break what they call
“rigidity in the labour market”—the
fact that workers have statutory wage
rights, which need to be broken.

This follows from the announce-
ment by the Minister for Labour
Affairs and Public Service Transfor-
mation,  Dara Calleary, that he would
introduce legislation to have rights

commissioners appointed by other
means than the existing procedure
where they are nominees of either the
employers or trade unions. That would
have a significant e � ect on their
decisions and the little justice that
workers receive in these industrial
forums.

This will be a great test and chal-
lenge for the trade union movement in
defending its members and their rights
and conditions. The movement has
been demobilised for many decades and
suckered with a plethora of tribunals
and commissions, rather than securing
its rights through the strength of its
own members, organisation, and
mobilisation.

We have rights only in so far as we
are able to defend them. That is now
the central challenge facing the trade
union movement.

[EMC]

SI PTU member s in Veol ia recei ve 2½ per  cent  incr ease
IPTU members employed bySVeolia Transport Dublin Light

Rail Ltd (Luas) are to receive a 2½ per
cent pay increase this month as part
of a comprehensive agreement
negotiated by the union’s section
committee last year.

SIPTU represents 150 drivers, 34
revenue protection o cers, 8 revenue �
protection supervisors and 11 tra c �
supervisors in the company, which
provides light rail services to
hundreds of thousands of commuters
in Dublin each year.

This agreement covers a period
from the end of 2008 and was signed
by the parties in February last year,
providing for increases in pay and
improved terms and conditions of
employment.

Private health care is undermi ning
the public health system

HE  announcement by the biggest health insurance co mpany, VHI, that it was increasingTits premiums by amounts ranging from 15 to 45 per c ent comes at a time when working
people and pensioners have all experienced increase s in direct and indirect taxes, including
the new “universal social charge” in the December 2 010 budget.

The VHI has lost more than fty �
thousand members in the last two
years as increasing numbers can no
longer aord to pay health insurance �

because of unemployment or because
they have to give priority to buying
food or paying the gas or electricity
bill.

According to the VHI, 60 per cent of
its subscribers will be faced with an
increase of 15 per cent on family plans,
while for older subscribers the cost of
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plan B or plan B with options will rise
by 35 and 45 per cent, to €1,224 and
€1,430, respectively. The VHI is claim-
ing these increases because of a loss of
€147 million for insured patients over
the age of seventy.

The root problem aecting the VHI �
is not simply the increased costs associ-
ated with people living longer but
fundamentally relates to the lack of an
adequate “risk equalisation” mechan-
ism. This approach was designed to
support the principle of community
rating, which establishes inter-
generational solidarity, because every-
one is charged the same premium,
regardless of age or risk prole. �

The Chief Justice, Mr Justice John
Murray, determined in 2008 that the
applicable legislation only allowed for
risk equalisation within each plan on
the market rather than throughout the
market of all insured persons. Under

Government proposals, a comprehen-
sive risk equalisation system will not
be introduced until 2013.

As the health service will be
increasingly starved of funds, as more
and more of the state budget will go
towards paying the illegitimate
“sovereign national debt,” the pressure
on the public health system will only
grow. Mass unemployment has always
been bad for people’s health, with poor
diet and poor-quality food becoming a
feature of people’s lives.

The policy of this Government in
giving priority to private medicine will
increasingly bear heavily on the public
health system. Those who have private
insurance will jump well up the queue,
or will not have to queue at all. If you
wish to get an appointment with a con-
sultant, they ask you whether you wish
to go public or private. If you answer
“public” it could be a year or more; if

you say “private” that same consultant
will see you within a few days—one
health system for those who can aord �
to pay and one for those who can’t.

[EMC]

The  fut ur e of the  communi ty sector
The writer of this article was for ten years a comm unity development worker in north-east inner-city D ublin, but
his comments on the sector aim to go beyond those c on nes. � Socialist Voice  welcomes comments and criticism.

Part 1
HE  age-old con ict between capital and labour is fo ught not alone in the work-place but�Tin the streets and living environments of working p eople. There is a world of dierence, if �

only a few miles’ distance, between life on Million aire Row and in the housing estates and
inner-city ats. Just as the County Dublin coastline  from Howth to Dalkey was preserved for�
the bourgeoisie, the location of social housing was  also predetermined. Everywhere in the
world of capital there is the same social straticat ion, although with horrifying extremes. �

In most countries of western
Europe the defeat of fascism in 1945
and the resulting militancy of its
peoples ushered in massive welfare-
state reforms. The nationalising of
essential resources and the creation of
social housing and free health services
were the main achievements.

Ireland was not part of that surge
and remained an inward-looking,
deeply conservative and hostile place.
It took a whole generation before the

application of Victorian Poor Law
philosophy and practice were chal-
lenged. But, despite the evolution of
social and cultural changes, won by
struggle, class stratication remained �
in most essential areas.

Housing was such an area. Although
the right to adequate housing is
enshrined in international legal instru-
ments to which Ireland is a party,
inadequate social housing remained a
constant scandal. Successive Govern-
ments have ignored such rights; and
the permanent waiting list for social
housing and the many substandard
estates and ats complexes, from �
Moyross to St Michael’s, are proof of
this.

While there has been widespread
criticism of the lack of housing plan-
ning by local and national authorities,
it was the standard policy to avoid
social mixing. The ghettoisation of
housing saw the families of Dublin’s
infamous tenements rehoused in dense
inner-city ats complexes; later the �
plebs were dispersed further to estates
in the suburbs, and further still to the
heights of Ballymun.

In the inner city the ats became �
pockets of intergenerational poverty,
which undermined neighbourhood
resilience, while in the new estates the

disruption of family ties was increased
by the lack of facilities and services.

In recent times the commercial
attraction of Dublin’s centre drove
property values sky-high. Sheri �
Street ats were bulldozed to make �
way for the International Financial
Services Centre. Ireland had come of
age.

The interests of private property,
nance and capital were the order of �

the day, and the banks, developers,
builders, state agencies, accountants,
establishment politicians and the
media all scrambled for their share.

Meanwhile the working people in
the high-density ats and estates still �
experienced high unemployment and
all that it entailed: the wrong address,
on the wrong side of the tracks. Black-
spot marginalisation was added to by
insu cient state supports and services. �
Typical was the lack of child-care
facilities for the growing number of
lone-parent families.

Gradually from the 1970s there
began a ght back, with demands for �
action on single issues leading to con-
sideration of the wider problems of
neglect. Some of the older people had
been involved in or would have known
of the unemployed movement of the
1950s and the Housing Action Com-
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mittees of the 60s, while many younger
people were inuenced by the prevail � -
ing radicalism of the times. While it
was localised and uneven, it ushered in
a thinking that refused to depend on
clientelist politicians’ promises or the
hostile bureaucracy of the authorities
but rather looked to community self-
help, strength and cohesion.

As with all social movement in
action, no matter how small, chal-
lenging power is a self-educational
process. Local people, particularly
women, set up projects with such
diverse functions as child care, after-
school clubs, youth clubs, community
training workshops, older citizens’
clubs and rest care, adult learning,
counselling, and women’s centres; and
later, sadly, came drugs support and
rehabilitation.

Leaders and resources
Two ingredients were necessary to
sustain this work: local volunteers had
to become leaders and acquire exper-
tise; and they had to search for
resources and funding.

Similar experiences were taking
place in the slums of all industrially
developed countries, from Glasgow to
Boston, and the term “community
development” was assigned to it.

Universities soon had sociology
departments devoted to its study and
were churning out “professionals for
the new industry.” Local activists had
to learn such new terms as social exclu-
sion, empowerment, gatekeepers, stake-
holders, ring-fencing, pilot scheme,
templates,  and frameworks.  Needless
to say, many bright young graduates
served their time with community
projects and were impressed by their
self-help philosophy. Similarity, many
state employees seconded to com-
munity work “went native” and served
the interests of the projects rather than
the agency.

In the beginning funding came from
the European Union, as part of the
Social Fund schemes, channelled
through the exchequer and then
through the establishment of Area
Development Management (ADM)—
now Pobal—and Combat Poverty. This
funding was for specic purposes and �
generally had to have employment
potential. For example, in Dublin’s
north inner city an Alliance for Work
Forum was set up, which ran computer
training courses, issued a local
newspaper, and established a folklore
project. However, the need for sus-
tained employment to tackle the
permanence of educational dis-
advantage and poor health was
stressed, and demanded. Massive state
investment was needed.

Some initiatives came from pres-
sure on the Government, encouraged
somewhat by social-democratic inu � -

ences in the EU, the need for a liberal
face on “social partnership,” and organi-
sations like the ICTU’s Centres of the
Unemployed and the Irish National
Organisation of the Unemployed.

These initiatives brought some full-
time jobs to projects; but the main
sta ng of work in the community was �
to be based on schemes. The most
important of these were the Com-
munity Employment (CE) scheme and
the Job Initiative (JI) scheme. CE was
a two to three-year programme for a
half-week’s work, with retention of
many social welfare entitlements, and
was attractive particularly to women. It
had an emphasis on job progression
and further training. JI was full-time
and geared to slightly older people, but
there were fewer places than in CE. All
had to work for non-prot organi � -
sations and were thus utilised to sta �
community projects throughout the
country.

Apart from these projects, many
non-governmental  organisations
(NGOs) and groups such as Citizens’
Advice Bureaus availed of them.

The primary argument of com-
munity activists was that the work of
community development was to make
up for state deciencies and therefore �
should be funded and resourced. It was
not a “poverty industry” or “charity
industry.”

Then there’s politics

But there was another side to this com-
munity awareness that worried the
political elite. Community activism
could endanger their clientelist support
at the local level. The warning shot
came in the election of Tony Gregory
in north inner-city Dublin as a com-
munity councillor in 1979 and as a TD

in 1982. Gregory was a socialist repub-
lican and was active in every struggle
in the area. The team who worked for
the seat were, and remain, mainly com-
munity activists.

Worse still, the area then in 1980
elected Dublin’s rst Sinn Féin coun � -
cillor, Christy Burke (God, were these
plebs never grateful?)—this in the con-
stituency that was to give Bertie
Aherne one of the largest vote-catching
machines in the country.

After Charlie (“we have to tighten
our belts”) Haughey departed, and with
a modest growth in the economy (rela-
tive and temporary), successive
Governments, with great fanfares,
announced plans to end “social exclu-
sion” with the National Poverty
Strategy, the National Development
Plan, and RAPID. Not all of them sank
as dramatically as the latter, but
illusions were spread among some who
thought that the promises of social
partnership were holy writ.

The scourge of drugs
The community faced, and still faces,
two great threats. The rst is the con � -
tinuing ravages of drugs. The problem
is now intergenerational, as whole
families are shattered, and the drug
environment has instilled fear in
people’s lives.

When the epidemic rst struck, in �
the 1970s, the immediate reaction in
neighbourhoods was to take action
against the visible enemy: the drug-
pushers. “No-go” drug-free areas were
created, with people patrolling the
streets to keep pushers and users out.
Popular marches and mass meetings
were held, leading to concerned
parents building local organisations
and then extending them throughout
the city. The establishment and the
bought media screamed “vigilantes!”
and warned of IRA involvement.

But remedies were dicult to nd. � �
Marching on homes was often divisive,
the Gardaí were indierent or even �
hostile, and the state didn’t want to
know. The realisation that drugs were
here to stay led to the majority of
activists, after intense discussions,
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deciding to politicise the issue by
demanding state intervention, with a
joint strategy of education, prevention,
and rehabilitation.

Under public pressure, the state
began to slowly deliver measures such
as methadone clinics. Some of these
were Health Board and some joint ven-
tures with the community. A National
Drugs Strategy was evolved with a task
team and a minister of state with
access to the Government. Believing it
was a society problem, drug activists
promoted inter-agency co-operation,
which eventually saw local Drugs Task
Forces being set up in the areas worst
aected� .

At rst the health authorities saw it �
only as a medical problem, relying on
methadone (itself addictive) and a few
detox facilities (their number remain-
ing few to this day).

Community organisations, knowing
the social origin and the consequences
of drugs, pioneered rehabilitation pro-
grammes to help drug-users to readjust
and rebuild their lives. They were deal-
ing with the most fragile, shattered,
and poor, unlike the middle class and
the celebrities with their recreational
drugs.

The criminal drug-dealers and
barons are not selective in what they
oer and to whom: it depends on the �
market. Many health professionals
came to understand what are called the
social determinants of health in-
equality and were, and are, strongly
supportive  of the  community
contribution.

Drug use is a permanent feature of
Irish and western society and will
remain so as long as the industry—like
pornography, the arms trade, and
human tra cking—is protable, i.e. a � �
part of the mechanism of the capitalist
economy. The heroin on Irish streets,
like 90 per cent of the world’s supply,
comes from a country occupied by the
United States and NATO: Afghanistan.
The money is laundered in respectable
banks in respectable countries, while
anti-drug activists seem to be battling
against the tide.

(The second part of this article will
deal with the oensive against this �
sector, not alone with cut-backs but in
dismantling the infrastructure built up,
as described above, over a generation.)

Shock therapy
The second-greatest threat to com-
munity development is in the savage
cut-backs and withdrawal of funding.
These are not only part of the austerity
oen� sive, like the threats against
wages, pensions, and entitlements, but
part of a deliberate strategy to dis-
member community infrastructures
built up over generations.

While the agents of the state were
often passive in supporting community
eorts, they were unhappy about the �
same organisations commenting on or
criticising policy matters. In many
instances community activism had
gone even further and demanded, and
sometimes got, equal representation
and power-sharing around the table.
The public servants and statutory
representatives resented this as being a
step too far but gritted their teeth to
appease their political masters. For the
latter it was often good optics of popu-
lar liberalism in the voting market.

The time to strike back came when
the economic crisis loomed and the
power elite had many believing that
there was no alternative: we had to
“share the pain.”

The strategy of such attacks is well
documented in Naomi Klein’s book
The Shock Doctrine : use any crisis,
whether human-made or natural, to
undo social gains achieved by mass
social action over decades.

The extremes of any counter-
oensive succeed only when people are �
confused, disillusioned, or defeated. It
is a model of the “neo-conservative”
ideology of Milton Friedman and the
Chicago School, put into practice by
them after Pinochet’s fascist coup in
Chile, the destruction of socialism in
the Soviet Union, and, nearer to their
home, in New Orleans.

The power elite in Ireland need not
be totally conversant with the
doctrines of the Chicago School, but
their gut class reactions led them down
the road to the same slash-and-burn
model.

The road our ruling elite took in
gutting the community sector was
gradual and is well documented to dis-
prove any accusation of a conspiracy
theory. Opening gambits were the
withdrawal of funding from  the
national Community Workers’ Co-op
for its independent research and evalu-
ations and from Pavee Point for its
poster campaign for equal citizenship
for Travellers. Then Pavee Point was
publicly threatened for its perceived
support for a homeless sit-in by Roma
at a motorway in Dublin.

Support for these organisations was
vocal but ineective. These decisions �
should have been seen as warning
shots. As the nancial crisis deepened, �
the antics were stepped up.

The community drug representa-
tives on the National Drugs Strategy
Team were nding that their contri � -
bution, based on their knowledgeable
inputs to policy and recommendations,
were being ignored. They resigned
publicly and were vindicated when that
semi-independent multi-agency was
embedded in the department. Power
was restored, and the civil servants and
the state authorities could now rule
uninterrupted.

The power elite strike back
Another element in community infra-
structure was the Community Develop-
ment Programmes (CDPs), funded
under a separate scheme. They are
diverse in their objectives but are cata-
lysts for development and support in
their localities. Roughly 140 in
number, they are scattered in the most
marginalised areas around the country.

They received a letter from their
funder, the Department of Community,
Rural and Gaeltacht A airs, not only �
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warning them not to be associated with
political organisations but also bluntly
telling them they were funded “to
implement Government Policy.” While
many CDPs would have the common
sense not to be involved in partisan
politics, the wording was ominous.

A year later more than thirty of
them were told that funds were being
withdrawn. After a dubious appeal, the
crunch came for many of them. A dis-
proportionate number of closures were
in Dublin’s inner city. Two of these
were managed by Seánie Lambe and
Mick Raerty, two nationally known �
community leaders for more than
thirty years. Both had been active sup-
porters of Tony Gregory from the
beginning.

Is the writer over-reacting? Are the
statutory organisations and politicians
not bound by standards of fairness and
impartiality? Were they not just
interested in value for public money?
My arse! as Brendan Behan would say.

Neutral and impartial? In the 2009
budget an overhaul of some semi-
independent organs of Government
was announced. Combat Poverty and
the National Consultative Committee
on Racism and Interculturalism were
wound up and their functions sub-
merged in their departments. The
budgets of the Equality Authority and
the Irish Commission on Human
Rights were axed, making them almost
unworkable.

All had stretched their inde-
pendence by being critical of various
aspects of the Government’s failure to
deliver on its own policies and recom-
mendations.

Equality, rights and opposition to
racism were no longer part of the
elite’s “liberal” agenda. The slash and
burn was spelt out in the neo-liberal
dogma that is the McCarthy Report,
and to follow will be the selling o  � of

the national assets of the ESB, An
Bord Gáis, etc.—the application of the
shock doctrine.

But the plebs don’t always lie down.
Some two years ago SIPTU and
IMPACT started a massive drive to
increase union density in the com-
munity sector. With bottom-up sup-
port from projects, more than thirty
thousand people were enrolled, includ-
ing CE and JI workers. Last June they
organised more than fteen thousand �
people in a national demonstration to
the Department of Finance against the
community cuts. Then, predictably, the
projects received letters from their
funders telling them to deduct from CE
and JI workers the time taken o  for �
attending the demo. The ungrateful
were not alone joining trade unions but
were shouting outside the windows;
and the petty bureaucrats were having
their revenge.

While the nation’s wealth was being
used to bail out the toxic banks and
their wealthy shareholders, people in
condemned ats complexes in Dublin �
and Limerick who had been promised
reconstruction and regeneration were
again to be kicked in the teeth. The
regeneration was to be achieved by a
collaboration of the local authority and
private builders, known as “public-
private partnerships.”

The history of the organisation,
energy and dedication of a local com-
munity in engaging with planning,
design and the implementation process
has been well documented in John
Bissett’s book Regeneration,  describing
St Michael’s Estate in Inchicore,
Dublin. After a twelve-year struggle,
from discussion and negotiation to
pickets, the PPP is now dead. The
builder, McNamara, walked, and the
present proposals—if achieved—are a
shadow of their former self.

John Bissett states: “The experience
of regeneration in St. Michael’s Estate
would suggest that the actions of the
state have done more to maintain and
consolidate inequalities of power than
they did to change them.”

Yet in spite of all they had been
through, at the community demon-
stration “Spectacle of Hope” in
December the St Michael’s contingent
was one of the largest and most
colourful.

However, the planned strategy of
slash and burn is now sanctied by the �
McCarthy Report and continues along
its socio-political course. Who was to be
targeted, and where would the blow
fall?

Among the thirty-eight or so
partnership companies spread across
the country the one most tuned to local
community needs was the Dublin Inner
City Partnership. It mainly sought to
carry out its remit regarding employ-
ment, enterprise and education by
devolving its operational delivery on

local projects. DICP has now been
closed down by Pobal, in spite of objec-
tions by SIPTU and community
protests. Is it a coincidence that the
manager of DICP is the chairperson of
the Community Branch of SIPTU, and
led the march of fteen thousand �
people to the Department of Finance?
As Brendan Behan would say . . .

Searching for solutions
Is this oensive stoppable? At a prac � -
tical level, are there other ways of dis-
placing the dependence on state fund-
ing? Is the community sector too
parochial and too local to eect politi � -
cal change? Are there forces on the left
that can encompass its interests with-
out threatening its autonomy and not
just adding it on to point X on its long
list of alternative demands?

There is a growing number of inde-
pendent councillors, not just with
single-issue concerns, some indeed
class-based; should they be encour-
aged? If so, how does the left relate to
them: as competitors or as allies? How
does the trade union movement relate
to the community sector? Surely not
just with the paternalism of the ICTU
but rather by expanding the networks
that SIPTU, Impact and Unite have
begun to establish.

So many questions, not enough
debate, never mind answers! But what
must frame the debate, both on im-
mediate practicalities and on strategic
goals, is understanding that this oen � -
sive is driven by a state and a political
elite that have endorsed the ideology of
Milton Friedman, the Chicago School,
Maggie Thatcher, and Colm McCarthy.

To take take one question: is there
an alternative to state funding?
Alternative independent sources, like
Chuck Feeney’s Atlantic Philan-
thropies, are rare and are very specic �
about what they fund. The argument
persists that because community
projects do the state’s work in match-
ing its own deciencies they should be �
funded and resourced by the state. It
does this more eectively and more �
e ciently and with better value for �
money.

But the problem at present is to
whom and how the money is delivered;
and it is obvious that the mechanisms
and the channels have to be changed.
An alternative method used in other
countries is to devolve the resources
and power on some form of local
authorities, where a budget can be
more democratically allocated and
overseen by councillors and a panel of,
among others, community and volun-
tary sector representatives and trade
unionists. In Ireland this method
would need a radical change in local
administration; it would require
systematic change in power relations
and culture. But it is a vision worth
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pursuing, as there seems to be an
appetite for a “new politics” that would
limit suocating bureaucracy and �
expand democratic and popular
accountability.

The other questions require debate,
and we will return to them in Socialist
Voice  (and we encourage readers’ con-
tributions). In the meantime the
struggle to resist and reverse cut-backs
has to continue. Small victories are
possible, are encouraging, and can be
learnt from. Last year Dublin City
Council in its wisdom tried to close

densely  working-class areas of
Crumlin, Seán MacDermott Street, and
Coolock, arguing that they were losing
money. (Were libraries to be next?)
The decision was immediately opposed
by local campaigners and supported by
left-wing councillors. All-party support
defeated the proposals over the usual
managerial obstructions.

In building the people’s resistance,
alliances have to be made with such
diverse elements as students, older
citizens, people looking for answers,
like many who attended the Claiming

munity sector. The left and the trade
union movement have a vital role to
play in being the motivators of this
process, seeing that the three main
political parties share a consensus of
back-to-normal politics.

The left, while correctly aiming to
increase its inu � ence on the political
stage, must broaden its social objec-
tives with the wider issues of democ-
racy, equality, and rights.

[TR]
�  Part 2 of this article will be pub-
lished in next month’s issue.

HE refusal of the Spanish government to accept the terms oered by ETA for a ceasere � �Tdoes not bode well for the future of the Basque pea ce process. These terms—based on the
Northern Ireland peace process—included an immediat e and permanent cessation of all
hostilities, the monitoring of the process by an in ternational commission, and talks with
Basque separatist representatives to discuss a grea ter autonomy for the Basque Country
(Euskal Herria). ETA also called for an end to the harassment of separatist activists by the
state security forces.

O cial reaction to the ETA�
announcement reected the belief that �
the security forces have gained the
upper hand on the armed Basque
separatist organisation, which is in no
position now to pose conditions or
make political demands. Attention is
drawn to the fact that the incidence of
street political violence in the Basque
Country fell from more than 1,000
instances in 1996 to 74 last year. Based
on the reaction of Spain’s political
leaders, unconditional surrender is the
only ETA announcement that will now
satisfy the Spanish authorities.

President (Taoiseach) Zapatero of
the ruling neo-liberal Spanish Socialist
Workers’ Party (PSOE) said that the
possibility of talks with ETA was nil.
Vice-President (Tánaiste) Alfredo Pérez
Rubalcaba was clearer: he said that
ETA’s announcement was not what the
government wanted to hear. Judged on
ETA’s ceasere record, he said, the use �
of the word “permanent” was meaning-
less. ETA declared a ceasere in March �
2006 and nine months later caused,
without forewarning, an explosion in
Barajas Airport at Madrid, killing two
workers. The word Rubalcaba wanted
to hear, and didn’t, was “irreversible.”
He rejected ETA’s proposal for an
international commission to monitor
the ceasere, saying that this was a �
role for the Spanish security forces
only.

According to the chairperson of the
Spanish Parliament, José Bono, the
only acceptable message from ETA

would be that the organisation was dis-
solving itself and handing its weaponry
over to Spanish state security. Regard-
ing negotiations with this “terrorist
organisation,” he said: “The Govern-
ment of Spain doesn’t talk to
criminals.”

Although Batasuna welcomed ETA’s
declaration, many of its members were
disappointed that its limited nature
places their organisation in a quandary.
Batasuna (Basque separatism’s illegal
political wing) and ETA are related to
each other much as Sinn Féin and the
IRA. Batasuna’s leadership, and
notably the former activist Arnaldo
Otegi, realise that the armed struggle
has failed and that participation in the
political process is the only viable way
forward. They wish to put forward
candidates in the municipal elections to
be held later this year and in the
Spanish national elections next year.
However, their association with the
physical-force organisation ETA debars
them from the political process.

ETA is therefore coming under
increasing pressure from Batasuna to
unequivocally and denitively reject �
violence in pursuit of their stated
common aim: the establishment of a
socialist Basque state. Batasuna’s
members are not hopeful that their
application for legitimate political
status, based on the latest ETA truce
announcement, will be successful.

The question is often asked, Why is
the Spanish government unwilling to
adopt the “Northern Ireland peace
process model,” as adopted by ETA, to
resolve the Basque imbroglio? Their
o cial spokespersons are  not�
altogether wrong when they say that
the two cases are not comparable. For
we are dealing here with two contrast-
ing ideologies, two contrasting
methods of managing a multinational
bourgeois state: a loose federal associ-
ation of self-governing units (analogous
to the German “länder” model) or a
rigidly centralist model, as in multi-
national France.

Sinn Féin talked to the British
government at a time when the de-
centralisation of state power was seen,
pragmatically, to be the key to a stable
political order in multinational Britain.
The devolved Scottish Parliament and
the Northern Ireland Assembly were
side-products of this thinking.

O cial state ideology in multi � -
national Spain, however, is based on
the French model, with a denial that
the Basques, Catalans or Galicians are
separate nations. Unlike the situation
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in the “United Kingdom,” the answer to
attempts to assert the national rights
of these nations is intensication of the �
centralist power of Madrid. The fear of
the ruling elite is that any perceived
threat to, or diminution of, full

Spanish sovereignty in the Basque
Country would set a very dangerous
precedent for the other regions of
Spain that harbour an unresolved
national question—most notably for
Catalunya, Spain’s richest region,

where a combative nationalist govern-
ment has recently come to power.

In that context, Batasuna’s present
quest for political legitimacy appears to
be a forlorn one.

[TMS]

Israeli repr ession of Pa lestini ans
and Jewi sh activists cont inue s

T the time of writing we are less than a week into the new year, and already the Israeli mili-Atary has killed two Palestinian civilians in the We st Bank. Jawaher Abu Rahmah, a woman
in her thirties, died on 1 January from tear-gas in halation. She was tear-gassed while attend-
ing a non-violent protest against the Wall in Bil‘i n the previous day.

She began vomiting and foaming at
the mouth and later suered a fatal �
heart attack in hospital. The Israeli dis-
information campaign began im-
mediately, the state’s o cial Twitter �
claiming she died of cancer! Multiple
eyewitness and medical accounts refute
this nonsense.

Tragically, Jawaher’s  brother
Bassem was also murdered by the mili-
tary, in April 2009, when he was shot in
the chest with a high-velocity tear-gas
canister. Her cousin  Abdullah

languishes in an Israeli prison on a
charge of “possession of arms,” which
relates in fact to an artistic display he
created using spent tear-gas canisters.

The second victim, a young man in
his twenties, was shot in the chest at
the Al-Hamra roadblock near Nablus
on 2 January. A medical eyewitness
reported that the man had his arms
raised and posed no threat, yet he was
shot multiple times from close range.
According to the Israeli military, the
soldiers “felt their lives were in
danger,” as he was holding a glass
bottle. In the previous week two shep-
herds and two resistance ghters were �
also killed in Gaza.

Of course the “routine” oppression
also continues. Gaza continues to
suer under the siege. According to a �
coalition of rights groups, including
Amnesty and Oxfam, there has been
“little improvement” since the alleged
easing of the siege six months ago.
Israeli air strikes continue to hit Gaza,
while inside Israel a “new war” is
openly talked of.

People in the West Bank are denied
freedom  of movement, detention
swoops and beatings by settlers and the
military are almost daily occurrences,
houses continue to be demolished, and
illegal colonial settlements continue to
expand.

Meanwhile, inside the Israeli state
the crackdown on democratic expres-
sion continues apace as both
Palestinian citizens of Israel and
Jewish-Israeli human rights activists
are targeted. The Israeli parliament
has just passed a law establishing a
Committee of Inquiry to investigate
rights groups that monitor the Israeli
military. Protesters were charged for
returning American-made tear-gas
canisters to the US ambassador, the
homes of Israeli leftists have been
raided, and activists have received
intimidating phone calls from the
secret police.

On average, the secret police arrest
an anti-occupation Israeli or inter-
national every thirty-six days. A raft of
proposed new laws aims to equate anti-
occupation activities with “terrorism.”
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HE singer-songwriter Dylan Walshe became the 200th signatory of theT“Irish Artists’ Pledge to Boycott Israel,” which co mmits the signatories
not to “avail of any invitation to perform or exhib it in Israel, nor to accept
any funding from any institution linked to the gove rnment of Israel, until
such time as Israel complies with international law  and universal principles
of human rights.”

The pledge—an initiative of the Ireland-Palestine S olidarity Campaign—
was launched last August and since then has garnere d the support of many
creative and performing artists, including Stephen Rea, Sinéad Cusack,
Christy Moore, Dónal Lunny, Andy Irvine, Damien Dem psey, Neilí Conroy,
Conor Kostick, Liam Ó Maonlaí, Sharon Shannon, Robe rt Ballagh, and
Nuala Ní Dhomhnaill. (The full list of signatories can be viewed on line at
www.ipsc.ie/pledge .)
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The Israeli Coalition of Women for
Peace has just produced a report on the
development  of anti-democratic
measures over the past two years.
Entitled All-Out War: Israel Against
Democracy,  it makes chilling reading

and also exposes the oft-repeated lie
that Israel is “the only democracy in
the Middle East.”

The report is available from www.
bit.ly/hlo9xm .

[KS]

La tin Ame rican count ries
recogni se Pa lestine

NTIL last year Venezuela was the only South America nUcountry that recognised the right of the Palestinia n
people to national self-determination. Then, in Dec ember,
Brazil announced that it was now recognising a Pale stinian
state. This was quickly followed by similar announc ements by
Argentina, Bolivia, and Ecuador. Paraguay and Urugu ay
have stated that they will do the same in early 201 1, with
Chile and Peru expected soon after that.

This is a great sign of a common
foreign policy being adopted in Latin
America that is not controlled by the
United States.

The announcements came after a
request by the Palestinian National
Authority to the former President of
Brazil, Lula da Silva. He discussed it
with the other eleven South American
countries through the Union of South
American Nations (UNASUR). Brazil
then announced its recognition of a

borders.
There were the usual attempts at

bullying by Israel and the United
States at this decision, but Brazil
remained steadfast. Three days later
Argentina recognised Palestine as a
“free and independent state.” At a
summit meeting in December the
Southern Common Market (Mercosur)
—made up of Argentina, Brazil,
Paraguay, and Uruguay—signed an
agreement to negotiate a free-trade

As Latin America moves further
away from US domination and control,
it is showing the important part it can
play in international aairs and in �
supporting other peoples in  their
struggle.

[JM]

NTHONY Fox and myself andAall our team at the New Theatre
have seen yet another year out with
great satisfaction. We have kept the
beautiful 66-seat theatre open all the
year round, not only staging our own
productions but hiring out the theatre
to visiting companies from all parts of
Dublin, Ireland, and abroad, and the
fringe festival, Dublin Theatre Festival,
and the Absolut Gay Theatre Festival.

All companies remark how much

they love the theatre space and our
team: Jane, Róisín, Cathy, Shane,
Leanne, et al.

But what is really important is what
we, the New Theatre, produced our-
selves. In the annual new writing week
we had Chaos Theory  by Róisín Coyle,
directed by Yvonne Ussher, and Spider
by Arthur Sheridan, directed by
Anthony Fox. Then we presented the
rst production for thirty years of �

Brendan Behan’s The Quare Fellow,

which ran for eight weeks to packed
houses and then toured around Dublin.

This was followed by the world
premiere of Reunion  by Fred Uhlman,
adapted for the stage by Ronan Wilmot
and featuring a truly powerful perform-
ance by Daniel Reardon. There is a
strong possibility that this show will
transfer to New York in 2011.

Thank you for all your support in
2010. Venceremos!

[RJW]

 Letter s
Donegal South-West

Dear Editor,
Cllr Thomas Pringle, far from

having to ght a “rearguard campaign” �
(“Bye bye, Mary?” Socialist Voice,
December) in the Donegal South-West
by-election was on the political oen � -
sive throughout on key issues such as
the social, economic and community
disaster that is the EU Common
Fisheries Policy as well as on policies
for renewable energy, the revival of
manufacturing in the area, and many

others. His good result was a testimony
to the fact that for him the ght on �
these issues is not just at election time,
and this was conrmed in another �
article in the same issue (“Reclaiming
our Seas”).

But the reporter was correct that
the Dublin media coverage was dis-
graceful. Maybe a group of small-party
and independent candidates contesting
the forthcoming general election might
consider taking a constitutional case to

challenge the obvious undemocratic
bias of the media against small and
independent political voices?

Kevin McCorry
Wexford
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