
The election is over,
but the struggle continues

HE result of the general election is a small but im portant step forward. The winning by aTsection of the left of ve seats under the banner of  the United Left Alliance is to be wel� -
comed. The question facing all the left—both inside  and outside Dáil Éireann—is how do we
build and develop the in uence of the left in every community in the country, urban and rural.�

Also to be welcomed is the election
of a number of progressive independent
TDs. The formation of the technical
group should provide a stronger plat-
form within the Dáil from which to
articulate working people’s demands
and concerns.

The collapse of Fianna Fáil, coupled
with the Labour Party’s undignied �
haste in joining Fine Gael in govern-
ment, beneted Sinn Féin, who now �
have fourteen seats. This is a clear indi-
cation that a signicant � and growing
minority of our people are looking for a
change of direction but are not neces-
sarily clear about that direction.

If the United Left Alliance can set
aside its sectarianism it could be in a
position both to inuence some of the �

nd a work� ing relationship with Sinn
Féin, which could have a benecial �
impact and strengthen the undoubted
left forces within Sinn Féin itself.

The election proved to be a signi � -
cant if not a terminal blow to Fianna
Fáil. The haemorrhage of working-class
support that has been a feature over
the last decade or more became a ood �
this time round. Serious questions now
arise for the party. Will it be possible to
reconstruct the all-class alliance that it
so successfully built and sustained over
the decades?

While Fianna Fáil championed the
integration and assimilation of the
Southern state into the European
Union, the policies of the EU itself
have contributed to Fianna Fáil’s

the defenders of the national interest,
yet at every step, with every treaty, the
EU eroded national accountability,
undermining sovereignty and democ-
racy. It forced through privatisation
and the breaking up of public
companies—areas that Fianna Fáil,
along with the other two establishment
parties, used for dispensing patronage,
coupled with the corruption and graft
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No society can surely be o � urishing and happy, of which the far
greater part of the members are poor and miserable. —Adam
Smith , An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth  of
Nations  (1776). ”
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endemic at all levels of the party.
Fianna Fáil’s capacity to dispense

the largesse of o ce was increasingly �
conned to the big boys, unlike the �
past, when even small supporters could
look forward to a few more crumbs
than their Fine Gael counterparts.

The nal straw for many was the �
sight of the European Union and Inter-
national Monetary Fund formally
taking control of the country and the
façade nally falling, revealing clearly �
that we had really sold our sovereignty
and independence a long time ago.

Fianna Fáil’s only hope is if they can
establish some relationship with Sinn
Féin and present an alternative
coalition when the present one
collapses—as collapse it will.

No doubt over the next few years
Mícheál Martin will be vocal about how
he has cleaned up the party and
returned it to its members and to its
core “republican” values, hoping that
the ckle nature of people’s historical �
memory will work in his favour. But
Fianna Fáil can nd space to attack �
only if they are allowed by Sinn Féin
and allowed to present themselves as
the champions of the “national
interest”—very dicult for them to do, �
as they have been central to the
erosion of sovereignty and democracy.

The new Government is what the
establishment required if it could not
have a Fine Gael majority Govern-
ment. They have the best of both
worlds: Fine Gael driving the economic
and political agenda, rmly committed �
to the EU-IMF intervention, and the
Labour Party using its inuence in the �
trade union movement to manage and
control workers’ expectations and
aspirations. With the Labour Party in
the Government, sections of the trade
union movement will have to defend
“better, fairer cuts,” as against a “better,
fairer way.”

This Fine Gael party is the most
right-wing since Cumann na nGaedheal
of the 1920s and 30s. For the Labour
Party it is not that it wrestled again
with its conscience (and won) but

rather that it has no fundamental prin-
ciples: it has few if any values distinct
from the other establishment parties.

Once again it rallied to the estab-
lishment, precisely at a point in history
when the best option would have been

to put itself at the head of a possible
future progressive Government. But,
like other European social-democratic
parties, it has long since made its peace
with the system and is more than will-
ing to administer it and to manage
workers’ aspirations within the system.
As Seán O’Casey wrote of an earlier
coalition, “their posteriors are aching
for the velvet seats of o ce.” �

The programme for government is
not some marrying of two opposite
economic strategies or philosophies but
rather a coming together of two similar
economic and political outlooks.

A strong, stable Government com-
mitted to implementing the agreement
signed by the previous weak coalition
with the EU and IMF is what both
these bodies require. The images of
Merkel and Barroso meeting Kenny
during the election campaign were to
convey the message that he was the
man they could do business with.

The programme for government
essentially adopts the outgoing
Government’s four-year plan. Instead
of getting rid of 30,000 public
employees, as Fine Gael wanted, or
17,000, in accordance with the Labour
Party’s campaign, they reached a com-
promise and settled for 25,000 to go by
2015. They will cut €9 billion from
public spending. They did not increase
direct taxes but did increase indirect
ones, so the elite will rest easy in their
beds.

The middle classes ocked to Fine �
Gael, with its promise of no tax
increases, a review of the universal
social charge, and its stated aim of
squeezing out “waste” in welfare and in
state bodies. It was a very class-
conscious vote, to make the poor pay,
to make lower-paid public-sector
workers pay.

The extent to which the Labour
Party have abandoned any challenge to
capitalism or any commitment to build-
ing an alternative society is seen in the
fact that investment priorities and job
creation will be centred on the private
sector, with the Strategic Bank being
the vehicle for delivering capital to it.

The idea of a state strategic bank is
of itself good; but in conditions where
economic and social policy are deter-

mined by EU law and the primacy of
the market, for such a body to be
eective it would have to give priority �
to state-led economic and social
development over that of market-led
development; and this is outlawed by
the EU treaties. The privatisation of €2
billion of what they call “non-strategic”
state assets will only be the start. In
the “Programme for Ireland” signed
with the EU and IMF there are clear
commitments to selling o state assets � ,
including the ESB, An Bord Gáis,
ports, airports, and much more. €2
billion will not be enough.

The “compromise” about meeting
the deadline of the European Central
Bank regarding budget decits is a sop �
to show that they played tough, that
the EU blinked and they got conces-
sions. They may well get an extension
on the schedule of debt payment; they
may get a reduction in the interest
rate; but what is central is that they
will commit themselves to paying every
penny of the debt, regardless of the
cost to the people. And both parties
must hope that tens of thousands of
our young people will simply leave the
country.

The make-up of the new Govern-
ment is the hard right of Fine Gael,
with the likes of Bruton, Shatter,
Hogan, Coveney, Reilly and Varadkar
all committed to making the people
pay. We will see a sustained assault on
workers’ rights, on public services, and
on public companies.

Joan Burton, as Minister for Social
Protection, will take the responsibility
for massive cuts in social welfare, with
more and more people being denied
benets on the imsiest of grounds and � �
so contributing further to emigration.
Brendan Howlin, as Minister for Public
Expenditure and Reform, will oversee
the removal of 25,000 public-sector
workers, rstly by a voluntary sever � -
ance package and, when that does not
deliver the required numbers, forced
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At the special Labour Party confer-
ence that decided to go into govern-
ment a small number of delegates
voted to oppose coalition. This is to be
welcomed. What also emerged at this
conference was the role played by lead-

ing gures from “Claiming Our Future” �
and “Is Féidir Linn,” arguing tren-
chantly for the programme for govern-
ment and for entering coalition and
conrm � ing what many felt was the
motivation of a signicant number of �

the people behind both groups: to
channel the dissent and anger felt with-
in communities behind the Labour
Party and to head o  any possible �
alternative.

[EMC]

The crisis of Labour
F you told Labour Party supporters that there was a  crisis confronting their party youI would be drowned out by howls of triumphalist laugh ter as they celebrate their greatest

electoral victory in decades. However, there is  a crisis: a crisis of identity. Just as the melt-
down of Fianna Fáil leaves open the question of whe ther it has run its course, the Labour
Party too must decide its future.

It is hard to get Labour supporters,
and many trade unionists, to debate
this, as the preoccupation now is with
the deals of coalition and how much
social protection can be spared from
Fine Gael neo-liberalism.

Having ridden to power on the back
of Fianna Fáil’s unpopularity, the new
Government is promising more of the
same. Buried away as a throwaway line
at page 16 of the 64-page coalition
agreement is the statement: “We
believe it is appropriate, in order to
enhance international credibility, to
stick to the aggregate adjustment as set
out in the National Recovery Plan for
the combined period 2011–2012.”

So there it is: Labour’s complicity
with the austerity measures. Sure,
there will be tinkering around the
edges—the minimum wage will be
maintained, for example—but this has
as much to do with the heroic Daven-
port Hotel strikers as with the concep-
tion of social justice.

The crisis in social democracy pre-
dates the present economic crisis. How
does the Labour Party view itself? Is it
a radical, reformist or socialist party?
an agency for change in Irish society?
It uses ne neutral slogans, like � fair-
ness, family, equality,  etc., but never
“redistribution of wealth.”

Vincent Browne has commented:
“During the period from 1994 to 1997
when Ruairí Quinn was minister for
nance, Seán Healy, then of Cori, �

calculated that in every one of the
budgets for which Quinn was respon-
sible, it was the rich who beneted �
most. And, in a telling indictment of
Labour’s ve-year tenure in o ce in � �
the 1990s (rst with Fianna Fáil from �
1992 to 1994 then with Fine Gael and
Democratic Left from 1994 to 1997),
the Institute of Public Health calcu-
lated that 5,400 people died prema-
turely every year because of the scale of
inequality here.”

It is too easy to classify the retreat
even from basic social-democratic prin-
ciples as being personal careerism and
glory-hunting (although  Gilmore,
Rabbitte, Quinn, Burton and others did
not resist the temptation of Marxism
when it was fashionable). No, the

malaise of Labour is deeper: it is the
decline of European social democracy
of the twentieth century. And it is
important to examine the social and
cultural changes in Europe that forced
the retreat from the spirit of ’45.

After the victory over fascism the
European labour movement sought
deep structural changes and political
reforms. The welfare state, the
nationalising of strategic resources,
universal health services, progressive
town planning and social housing were
all acknowledged social gains on an
agenda driven initially by left unity.

The Cold War destroyed the latter,
and the social gains were soon the
battleground of defence. In the hard
choices of class interests, the self-
interest of the social-democratic part of
the labour movement won out.

This is the legacy of the modern
social-democratic parties and the sec-
tions of the trade union movement
allied to them—its positive and nega-
tive features, its hopes and failures.

But in our day there was to be a
further dramatic retreat. The recovery
of the economies after the war saw the
dominance of American capital, and the
further monopolising of trade and
nance, with global signicance. Neo- � �

liberalism (“free trade” and unregulated
markets) and the onslaught against
trade union and social gains are now
crudely identied as Thatcherism. �

In the developed west, profound
industrial changes were taking place,
steered and shaped by technology in
the hands of the employers and by
governmental policies. Factories were
being moved to cheap-labour countries,
shipyards were being replaced by
cheaper competitors, and new econ-
omic zones threatened the former
homes of the Industrial Revolution.
Great shifts were aecting national and �
local economies; and political mechan-
isms such as the European Union were
making this seem an inevitable and un-
beatable scenario.

In the 1970s our small indigenous
factories soon went to the wall, while in
Britain the process was slower and
deeper. Alarm bells soon began to ring
in the British labour movement as the

traditional Labour strongholds of
reliable voters were being depopulated.
Trade union membership was receding,
and traditional areas of militant labour-
ism, such as the Clyde and mining com-
munities, were in terminal decline.
Services and white-collar industries
were growing, and income policies were
being pushed by social-democratic
thinkers as a part of “social partner-
ship.” It was their response to the hard
line of anti-working-class Thatcherism.

This paved the way for Blair and the
New Labour “third way”: the end of
ideology, a mishmash of consumerism
and individualism, media manipula-
tion, US-style elections, unprincipled
politics, and corrupt MPs—not forget-
ting imperialist wars. Social democracy
was shedding its historic past and was
unwilling to face the challenges of
social, industrial and cultural shifts to
the centre.

But it is not alone in all this, as it
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tted into a west European philo � -
sophical framework without any com-
mitment to socialist ideas, as promoted
by, among others, PASOK in Greece,
the SPD in Germany, and the PS in
France.

Does the Irish Labour Party t into �
this dismal picture? Even more easily,
as it rarely had a permanent left
stream inside it, was without an inu � -
ential trade union presence, and was
devoid of a coherent intellectual
strategy or socialist thought. There
were certainly exceptions, and still are
a few; but the move to the Blairite
model was pushed by a section who did
understand where labour should
position itself.

This was the strategy of those who
came out of SFWP, into Democratic

Left and then into the present leader-
ship. They would have read the Marx-
ism Today  debates of the 1970s, under-
stood its implications, and were intelli-
gent and sharp enough to undertake
the revisions necessary. They would
have been aware of the characterisation
of the old Labour Party by the Fianna
Fáil leader Seán Lemass fty years ago: �
“I gather . . . that someone accused the
Labour Party of going Red . . . May I
straight away dissociate myself from
any such suggestion? The Labour
Party are, and always have been, the
most conservative element in our com-
munity. Far from the Labour Party
going Red, they are not going anywhere
. . . The Labour Party are a nice, res-
pectable, docile, harmless body of men
—as harmless a body as ever graced

any parliament.”
Without being over-dramatic, it is

safe to say that for this generation
social democracy, in the form of the
Labour Party, is now a liberal, centre,
establishment party. It has a small left
content, as witnessed by the votes
against coalition, those grouped around
the Dublin Trades Council, and others.
Because of some radicalism in its past,
the a liation of some trade unions, �
and the contradictions between its
stated aims and its practice, class ideas
will rumble inside it.

The broad left must recognise and
encourage these rumblings into practi-
cal co-operation while exposing the
opportunism of coalition. How this is
to be done is another debate.

[TR]

Cha ng ed ut terly?
HE most hyped general election since the early 1930 s generated enough fodder for theTpundits and chattering classes for the last couple of months to drive us all demented; and

now, two weeks after the dust has settled in the co unt centres, there’s not much sign of it
letting up.

The Irish Times  on 28 February
trumpeted: “Political mould shattered
by most remarkable election in State’s
history.” Several of the “experts” who
bleat on the air waves every Saturday
and Sunday morning emotionally
reminded us that “people in Libya are
dying for what we just achieved here.”
But how does the reality stand up to
these extravagant claims?

Fine Gael, having received 36 per
cent of the vote, are now the largest
party in Dáil Éireann, with seventy-
seven seats, but in fact secured a
slightly higher percentage in 1982; so,
despite the hype, no sea change there.

The Labour Party have their largest
number of seats ever, at 37, with 19.4
per cent of rst preferences, but it’s �
hardly earth-shattering, as they had 33
seats with 19.3 per cent of the vote in
1992. So no breakthrough there.

The Green Party have gone the way
of all the small boutique parties that
pop up from time to time—Clann na
Talmhan, Clann na Poblachta, Progres-
sive Democrats, etc. They came, they
helped prop up Governments that were
lacking an absolute majority, they
made noise for a while, they dis-
appeared. So again, nothing un-
precedented.

What makes this election dier � ent
is the destruction at the polls of Fianna
Fáil, which has been the main party in
the state since the 1932 election. To go
from 41 per cent of the vote in 2007 to
17½ per cent in 2011 is a stunning
reversal, more than 470,000 voters
having deserted them, many taking the
unprecedented step of switching votes
to the dreaded “enemy,” Fine Gael.

This, in my opinion, means that this

election should not be dismissed as just
the usual Tweedledum-Tweedledee of
bourgeois politics.

Fianna Fáil—like the Liberal Party
in Britain, the Christian Democrats in
Italy, the Unionist Party in the North—
has since its early years been one of the
great catch-all political parties of
modern European politics. But previ-
ously, even when losing elections and
being briey out of government, they �
remained by far the largest party in the
country, claiming, not without justi � -
cation, to be more of a national move-
ment than a mere political party.

Now Fianna Fáil has gone the way
of those other monolithic blocs. Its
humiliation at the polls reected the �
unprecedented hostility, bordering on
hatred, with which their canvassers
were greeted throughout the recent
campaign. This goes beyond the 5 to 10
per cent swings that usually determine

the outcome of elections.
But the mass desertion of Fianna

Fáil by the “common people” is less sig-
ni � cant (in the medium term at least)
than their fall from grace with the
upper and middle classes and their
media sycophants. Fianna Fáil for
decades has been the weapon of choice
for Irish and international capital in
ensuring that their writ runs in this
benighted state. Yet it is almost impos-
sible to nd a good word for Fianna �
Fáil from those who acted as uncritical
cheerleaders all during the years of the
so-called Celtic Tiger, when the self-
same politicians could do no wrong.

And what is the crime for which
they are now pillorying Fianna Fáil?
The return of mass unemployment? A
generation of Irish youth yet again
destined for emigration? The betrayal
of whatever degree of independence the
Irish people had won? A health service
increasingly unt for purpose? �
Thousands of homes lying empty and
unnished while thousands of people �
are homeless?

No, Fianna Fáil committed the
greatest of all crimes in the eyes of
what passes for a ruling class and their
hired hacks: they got caught out.

Because not only does capitalism
permit all the horrors listed, it relies  on
them to keep the people weak and
divided. And the function of a political
party is to ensure “business as usual.”
Fianna Fáil, through its arrogance and
recklessness, failed in this task and has
therefore lost the condence of the � real
paymasters: international nance � capi-
tal and its agents, the European Union
and the International Monetary Fund.
They have managed, albeit unwittingly,
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to expose to gaze the real  rulers of
Ireland, and that means they are no
longer “t for purpose.” �

However, despite all the protesta-
tions and blustering, the Fine Gael-
Labour Government is totally com-
mitted to the same EU-IMF strategy.
Oh, sure, they’ll tinker around the
edges with some details; but they will
ensure that there is no fundamental
challenge to the power of nance �
capital. Their claim to fame is that they
will be more loyal and eective local �
agents for capital than the collection of
horse-dealers who preceded them and
that they will be better at keeping the
natives quiet and compliant than
Fianna Fáil were.

From the “new, improved” Blue-
shirts we will get exactly what it says
on the tin and what their history dic-
tates: hard times, cuts in essential
services, and repression for those who
resist. The Labour Party, also in keep-
ing with their traditions, have again
wrestled with their conscience and,
again, have won.

It is a sobering fact that for all the
talk, work and struggle of many honest
members and supporters through the
years, the Labour Party’s most striking
contribution to Irish politics has been
to leap to the defence of capitalism in
times of crisis, thus helping to secure
its hegemony for another generation.

If this sounds like a harsh judge-
ment, consider the record. The Labour
Party stood aside in the 1918 general
election to let the various wings of Irish
capitalism ght it out for electoral �
supremacy; they eectually supported �
the Free State government during the
Civil War; they propped up various
Fine Gael governments (more recently

they also propped up a Fianna Fáil
Government). In every case they
claimed to be acting in the “national
interest.”

Their highest ambition—as they
openly stated in the last week of the
campaign—is to curb the worst
excesses of Fine Gael. By doing so they
yet again give credibility to the farce of
bourgeois democracy, and yet again we
will witness the obscenity of the
Labour Party ministers voting for, and
implementing, neo-liberal policies.

On every occasion they have
emerged demoralised and decimated
from coalition with the main right-wing
parties. This is exactly the fate that
awaits them this time.

Fianna Fáil will retreat to the oppo-
sition benches and seek to rebuild their
shattered fortunes. But which direction
will they go? The great catch-all popu-
list party is being squeezed. On the
right there is no room: Fine Gael and
Fine Gael Lite have that sewn up; on
the left there is now a vocal and asser-
tive opposition with the ve United �
Left Alliance TDs, Sinn Féin’s fourteen,
and most of the twelve independents
being broadly on the left. (Labour
people will bristle at the term “Fine
Gael Lite”; but the reality is that Fine
Gael could not form a remotely “stable”
government without them.)

Will Fianna Fáil seek to woo Sinn
Féin? Although Sinn Féin mounted an
eec� tive and generally progressive
campaign, it is not clear how a party
can oppose cuts in one jurisdiction
while implementing them in another.
Has the grand ambition of being in
government on both sides of the border
been replaced by a more consistently
radical, class-based approach? Time
will tell.

The success of the United Left

Alliance is signicant because their �
candidates stood openly as socialists.
However, Dáil Éireann is a new arena
of struggle for all but one of them, the
redoubtable Joe Higgins. Higgins has
played a positive role on many issues
but still on occasion betrays a left sec-
tarianism that he needs to move on
from. They will have to quickly master,
as Higgins has promised, the combin-
ing of parliamentary and extra-
parliamentary forms of struggle.

This injunction applies equally to
Sinn Féin and the left independents.
Between the United Left Alliance, Sinn
Féin and the broadly left independents
there is a potential bloc of twenty-ve �
or more TDs committed to opposing
the neo-liberal consensus. A progres-
sive Labour Party, ambitious for the
class it purports to represent, would
have put itself, with its thirty-seven
TDs, at the head of a serious left group-
ing consisting of more than a third of
the 166 TDs elected to the 31st Dáil.

Now wouldn’t that be a sight to see?
—Fine Gael, the rump of Fianna Fáil
and a few maverick right-wing indepen-
dents openly endorsing and imple-
menting the policies of their capitalist
masters, with a vibrant and growing
left bloc in the Dáil working in con-
junction with a mobilised working class
and a ghting trade union movement! �

It is far too early to suggest that
this election has broken the mould of
26-County politics. Capitalism still
rules, through the banks, the media,
the majority of politicians; and that
rule is not yet fundamentally chal-
lenged. Depending on the degree and
eec� tiveness of mobilisation of and by
working people, the next election may
provide a better barometer of the
maturing of class politics and the
mounting of a real alternative.

[EG]
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Si nn Féin: left alternative
or political chameleons?

HE recent general election has thrown up a number o f historic results. Fianna Fáil’s voteTcollapsed, while the Labour Party, Sinn Féin, left and independents returned a record
number of deputies.

This should be welcomed,
even if the Labour Party has
gone into coalition with Fine
Gael. It shows some progres-
sion in how people voted and
that they believed, at least,
the Labour Party to be “left.”

As soon as the votes were
counted the mainstream
media seemed perplexed by
Sinn Féin’s gains. The party
ran an excellent campaign,
building on Pearse Doherty’s
resounding by-election vic-
tory. They reaped rewards from the
decline in support for Fianna Fáil and
the Labour Party’s increased identi � -
cation as a party of the establishment.

They did their best to present them-
selves as the “left” alternative, and
many voters turned to them in desper-
ation. During the campaign (and since)
the mainstream media have framed
them as such and are unwilling or in-
capable of properly examining the
party.

So, what credibility, if any, have
these claims?

Sinn Féin have been vocally
opposed to the previous Government’s
four-year plan of savage budget cuts,
and this was the cornerstone of their
campaign. In the rst week of the new �
Dáil they were at it again, attacking the
coalition’s programme for government
as a “dolled-up version of the Fianna
Fáil/Green Party four-year plan.” Fair
points; but up the road in Belfast they
passed a four-year budget that includes
£4 billion in cuts, pay freezes, and
increases in rates. Opposing cuts in the
South and supporting them while in
power in the North—hypocrisy, or
partitionism?

Yes, it is only an “Executive” and
not a government as such; but cuts are
cuts. Their hands would be similarly
tied in Dáil Éireann by budgetary regu-
lations set by the European Union, not
to mention the EU-IMF bail-out deal.

Voters should be wary of such
opportunism from a party unable or
unwilling to ght cuts imposed by the �
British government. Are their claims of
standing up to the EU and “kicking out
the IMF” believable?

They allege that they are dierent, �
oer� ing “new ideas, new politics, and
real leadership”—a rather weak asser-
tion if we look north once again. The
recent water scandal there left forty
thousand homes and businesses with-

out water. Conor Murphy of Sinn Féin,
as Minister for Regional Development,
was the person ultimately in charge,
yet in the face of mounting pressure he
refused to resign. In fact his party col-
leagues Martin McGuinness, Gerry
Adams and John O’Dowd lined up to
support him, branding the calls
“pathetic” and “politically motivated.”
In the end the chief executive of
Northern Ireland Water resigned, all
but letting Murphy o the hook. �

We have become accustomed to
ministers in this state refusing to
resign. This lack of political accoun-
tability has had Sinn Féin politicians
howling from the other side of the Dáil
for ten years. Are we to suppose there
is one rule for the North and one for
the South—or one in opposition and
another when in power?

Sinn Féin’s recent history in
Southern politics is questionable.
Before the last general election, in
2007, they were desperate to enter a
coalition with Fianna Fáil, a stance
that the electorate punished them
heavily for. At the 2010 ard-fheis two
motions called on Sinn Féin not to
enter government with parties such as
Fianna Fáil or Fine Gael, and secondly
“not under any circumstances [to]

enter into coalition or any
other electoral pact with
Fianna Fáil before, during or
after a General Election.” The
Ard-Chomhairle put forward
an amendment that any
decision to go into coalition
would be made by a special
delegate conference, and this
was overwhelmingly carried.
      Martin McGuinness later
added: “We have absolutely
no interest in government
with Fine Gael.” One can sur-

mise that the only coalition partner of
interest was Fianna Fáil—an argument
furthered by Gerry Adams, who, when
questioned on this issue, said, “When
you can do business with Ian Paisley
you can do business with anyone.”

The collapse of Fianna Fáil makes
this argument irrelevant, but it illus-
trates their thinking. They now seem
intent on castigating the Labour Party
for going into government with Fine
Gael.

The growth of Sinn Féin is wel-
come. It’s another progression away
from Civil War politics. But the party
needs to decide about the republic it
wishes to replace partition with.

Sinn Féin remains a party of com-
promise and can be summed up in a
similar way to how the great Tony
Benn once described the British
Labour Party: “The Labour Party is not
a socialist party, but it has many social-
ists in it.”

On this evidence the establishment
can rest easy. Apart from a commit-
ment to Irish unity there is little to
suggest that Sinn Féin is radically
dier � ent from what has existed in Dáil
Éireann for years: an Ireland united in
cuts, united in hardship.

[BH]
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“Ireland as distinct from her people is nothing
to me; and the man who is bubbling over
with love and enthusiasm for ‘Ireland,’ and
can yet pass unmoved through our streets
and witness all the wrong and the su � er-
ing, the shame and the degradation
brought upon the people of Ireland—aye,
brought by Irishmen upon Irish men and
women—without burning to end it, is in my
opinion a fraud and a liar in his heart, no
matter how he loves that combination of
chemical elements he is pleased to call
‘Ireland’.”—James Connolly



 

Pr ogressive inde pe nde nt  gives the  lead
ESPITE the electoral odds, Thomas Pringle of Killyb egs ensured that Fianna Fáil wouldDnot take the remaining third seat in the Donegal So uth-West constituency.

Given the huge task facing him and
his campaign comrades, Thomas’s vic-
tory is all the more pleasing and really
proves that concerted and strategic
doorstep canvassing really does work
as he broke the long-standing
Coughlan dynasty in the constituency.

Local reports suggest a Fianna Fáil
melt-down as their many members and
canvassers struggle to come to terms
with this electoral ignominy. While
they argue about their electoral
strategy of running two candidates,
especially at a time when the opinion
polls were suggesting that Fianna Fáil

were due to take a pasting, the most
di � cult pill to swallow is that the elec-
toral landscape has changed. Many of
the young voters in this constituency
and the country as a whole, especially
in the 25 to 45 age bracket, are shed-
ding the voting shackles of previous
generations and looking for something
new and dierent. �

Sinn Féin seem to be the real
beneciaries of this demographic factor �
in Co. Donegal; and certainly, after
many years of hard work, that party
has broken new ground and seems very
formidable for future electoral battles.

The Labour Party, if it could sort
out its internal personality issues and
structure an organisational base within
Co. Donegal, has the potential to build
on its electoral progress. Like other
parties, however, it seems hell-bent on
personalities rather than credible sub-
stance as a means of winning elections.

Fine Gael cannot aord to rest on �
its laurels, as its vote actually declined
in the South-West constituency, and it
still hasn’t been able to replace the
evergreen Dinny McGinley.

Coughlan’s demise is welcome. She
personied all that many in the �
country found dicult to accept � , and
her arrogant and dismissive approach
throughout her political career lacked
real empathy and connect with the
ordinary person, but she was always
able to fall back on her party’s electoral
machine and strong vote base.

For Thomas Pringle the work is
only beginning. But given his record at
the council level, he has the real
potential to build on his new-found
electoral base. He is well liked and well
regarded in Co. Donegal and clearly
struck a chord with the local electorate
as they pushed him further and further
into the political eld. His personal �
appeal and hard work can further
cement his political vocation in this
constituency.

[CC]

Never mi ss an opportunity
presented by a crisis

S the crisis of the European capitalist system is n owAcentred around the euro, the meeting of EU heads of  state
and heads of government this month will attempt to bring in
new rules for the euro zone and for dealing with th e mounting
debt crisis in Ireland, Portugal, Spain, and Greece .

Leading elements are attempting to
use the crisis to push forward the
position that the problem lies in the
economic competitiveness of the EU
countries and the idea that if we
remove “obstacles” to competitiveness
this will kick-start economic growth.
But what is clear is that their under-
standing, and the proposals regarding
the “Competitiveness Pact,” is about
exporting the model of no wage
increases and in fact reductions in
wages in all the members-states. The
right to collective bargaining is also in
the cross-hairs of the EU Commission
and big business.

This will further pit workers against
each other under the guise of “competi-
tiveness” in a downward spiral, being
encouraged to undercut each other’s
wages and working conditions. This
follows at least a decade-long strategy
of stagnant wages and increasingly pre-
carious working conditions. Workers
will be pitted against each other, while
prots, bonuses and divi � dends soar.

Monopoly capitalism is taking full
advantage of the crisis to push back
working people’s rights, to take back
what they have been forced to concede
over decades of struggle.

[EMC]
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Workers in peripheral countries
paying a heavy price

URO-zone politicians are meeting in Brussels this m onth to try to come forward with newErules in relation to the euro and to the growing di culties being experienced by the �
peripheral states as they struggle to cope with the  massive debts they have taken on—money
originally borrowed from nance houses mainly in the  core countries of Germany, France, and�
Britain.

It seems increasingly likely that
they will not be able to square the
circle in relation to new rules, on the
expansion of the bail-out fund, or any
renegotiation of their terms.

What may well be up for discussion
is more exibility in relation to interest �
rates and a rescheduling of the  dead-
lines on the existing loans. Merkel has
also hinted that they might agree to
increase the lending capacity of the
existing temporary rescue fund.

But Merkel is not in a position to
support giving the senior bondholders
a severe “haircut,” as they are German
banks, and German banks are already
in di � culties and want their money
back. 

German manufacturers are con-
cerned that consumption throughout
the euro zone will further decline, as

the cuts in public spending would take
more money out of the economy, there-
by reducing the market for German
goods. The German nancial interests �
that pumped up the credit bubble in
the peripheral countries, no longer
having this  outlet for their money, are
now seeking to create a credit bubble
in Germany itself.

In mid-March the Spanish central
bank issued its o cial gure on the � �
cost of recapitalising Spanish banks,
putting it at €15.15 billion. This is in
stark contrast to Moody’s estimate of
€40 to €50 billion, which the markets
seem to have judged more credible.
(Much of the dierence is put down to �
the central bank’s denition of core �
capital.)

The Austrian Minister of Finance,
Josef Pröll, added to the growing pres-

sure being put on Portugal to go for a
bail-out, while the European Commis-
sion and the president of the European
Central Bank, Jean-Claude Trichet,
claimed to have discovered a “nance �
gap” in Portugal’s budget planning.

All this pressure on the Portuguese
people is contributing to the manu-
facturing of fear, which they hope will
lead in turn to the consent of the
Portuguese people, giving the ruling
class the necessary cover for launching
renewed attacks, under the guise of “re-
structuring,” with privatisation and
savage cuts in public spending as more
and more revenue will go to servicing
an unpayable debt. What is left of the
gains made in the Portuguese Revo-
lution of 1974 will be further under-
mined and rolled back. 

[EMC]

Repudi ate the  de bt !
HE CPI recently launched the Repudiate the Debt cam paign, demanding a referendumTon the illegitimate debt that has been imposed on t he people by a corrupt Government

that had no popular mandate.
The campaign web site, www.

nodebt.ie , contains many of the leaets �
and materials being used and provides
a link to the on-line petition calling for
a referendum, which we are urging
people to sign. The site will be con-
tinually updated with new resources
and information.

Petition
We call for the democratic right to
vote on the socialisation of debt by a
Government that had no mandate
from the people.

It also hosts an on-line debt counter,
showing how much the state has made
each person owe to the international
banking system. In addition to this,
CPI members, friends and political
activists who support the campaign are
taking to the streets to collect signa-
tures and to publicise this crucial issue
facing present and future generations.

The media and establishment poli-
ticians are running a very successful
campaign of scaring people into the
belief that there was and is no alterna-
tive but for working people to save the
banks and save the system through

accepting harsh cuts and transferring
the people’s wealth, savings and assets
to the nancial system—while senior �
managements still enjoy millions in
bonuses. This is the only way, accord-
ing to the media, Fianna Fáil, Fine
Gael, and the Labour Party: working
people must suer to save the rich. �

The CPI has consistently disagreed
with this line and has produced various
publications and held many public
meetings to show another way out of
this crisis, by working people and for
working people. This way starts with
the repudiation of this debt. It is not
sovereign debt: it is the debt of a
private nancial system and other �
European economies.

As part of the campaign the party
has published a new pamphlet, Repudi-
ate the Debt: For a Better Future. It is
vital that people arm themselves with
the facts and the evidence from this
pamphlet.

There is no reason to fear repudi-

ating the debt: many countries, of vary-
ing political colours, have done it
before. There are various alternative
sources of funding the state can turn
to, both internal and external, and that
would provide the state with a far
greater degree of independence and
democratic control, in which the people
of this country can determine our own
future, free from economic blackmail
and the whims of international pirate
pro � teers.

Support the campaign! Sign the
petition!

[NL]

    Some countries that have
    repudiated national debts:
    Argentina Poland
    Costa Rica South Africa
    Cuba Soviet Union
    Germany Turkey
    Iraq United States
    Mexico
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• Repudiate the Debt Campaign: www.nodebt.ie
• On Facebook: www.facebook.com/people/Repudiate-TheDebt/100001997 186088
• The petition: www.gopetition.com/petition/42998.html



Repud iate the  debt:
For a better fut ur e

HIS pamphlet is a contribution to the debate that i s urgently neededTin relation to what our establishment calls Ireland ’s “sovereign debt.”
The pamphlet, complementing the CPI’s earlier publi cation An Economy
for the Common Good,  seeks to place the attack on public services, and
those who provide them, in the context of a soverei gn debt crisis that is
very much a part of the current Great Financial Cri sis—a cyclical crisis
whose root causes lie in the logic of capitalism in  its current “nan � cial-
ised” phase.

Missing from the debate on this subject
as presented and controlled by the
media has been any analysis of the
economic system  in which this
sovereign debt crisis is taking place.
While opinion pieces abound on public-
sector pay, the role of “partnership”
and even the growth of the property
bubble, very few accurately place these
developments within the context of the
socio-economic system in which they
exist: capitalism.

The pamphlet is not an exhaustive
analysis but aims to show the historical
causes of the debt crisis and the struc-
tural developments within capitalism
that brought us to this point. But,
importantly, it also points to a political
and economic way out that benets the �
majority of people in this country,
which must start with repudiating the
illegitimate debt that has been loaded
on people and on future generations.

There are no easy, “neutral” econ-
omic solutions to this crisis: there are
only political  solutions; and these
require a political understanding,
political campaigning, and political
choices. Who will pay for this crisis,
and who will benet from  the �
recovery?

The pamphlet aims to show that, as
manufacturing stagnated globally
because of the limitations of capitalist
production—despite post-war recon-
struction and increased military spend-
ing—the mass of capital accumulated in
the system required a new area of
investment. Finance provided that
opportunity, rstly in stocks and shares �
and later in the highly complex “nan � -
cial products” that exist today. Finance
has become the dominant source of
prot and growth for the capitalist �
system, replacing what is often des-
cribed as the “real economy.”

With this nancialisation came �

increasing instability and speculative
bubbles. Debt became a tool, used to
fund consumption, as wages declined
both in real terms (purchasing power)
and in relation to prots. For govern � -
ments also debt became a tool to cover
for the declining tax revenue that
resulted from declining wages and from
tax cuts in favour of big business and
capital and the privatisation of prot � -
able state enterprises.

As the system has come to rely on
n� ance to absorb accumulated capital

and facilitate its reproduction, nance �
has also greatly increased its political
importance, to the point where today,
to save the economic system, states
have had to intervene to bail out and
support nance. Only with this under � -
standing do the bail-outs make sense;
and it is these bail-outs and currency
stabilisation (in the case of the euro)
that are causing the sovereign debt
crisis that now exists.

The bank guarantee that served as a
socialisation of private and corporate
debt, and the consequent recapitali-
sations and the establishment of
NAMA, constitute the biggest transfer
of wealth ever from working people in
Ireland to nance and to foreign banks �
in Germany, France and Britain in
order to save the euro and the EU
political project.

As a consequence, our country is
now dictated to and controlled by the
European Union and the International
Monetary Fund, not in the interests of
our people but in the service of global
nance houses. Our chil� dren and

future generations have become virtual
indentured labour for as long as it
takes to pay o these debts. �

More and more public companies
and assets, including our rich natural
resources, will be sold o in the eorts � �
to pay back money owed to these
bankers. The Programme for Govern-
ment, with its declaration of depen-
dence, exists very clearly in the EU-
IMF Memorandum of Understanding,
and it should be read by all who are
concerned with our country’s future.

Instead of merely accepting this as a
situation outside our control, the
pamphlet is calling on people to

demand a repudiation of this illegiti-
mate, perpetual and unpayable debt.

Working people have a choice to
make. Do we sacrice all we have �
struggled for over many generations,
or do we join the campaign to repudi-
ate this debt and demand a referen-
dum, so that the people can vote on
this debt placed on their backs?

Beginning by outlining the nature
of crisis in the system—in particular
the recurring crisis of over-production
—the pamphlet sets out to explain how
we got to the current “nancialised” �
phase of capitalism, what exactly it is,
and what are its trends.

Following this, but inextricably tied
to it, is the role of debt. From the
record level of household debt in
Ireland to the imposition of tens of
billions in debt on the economy from
the EU and IMF and the nance �
houses, on top of the socialised debt of
private banks, there is no question but
that for meaningful economic develop-
ment to occur the debt question needs
to be solved.

This pamphlet believes it can,
should and must be done, but that
political choices need to be made in
favour of working people.

[NL]
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Repudiate the Debt:
For a Better Future

Launching the campaign for
repudiation of the illegitimate
debt •  €3 (£2.50), postage free
within Ireland, from Connolly
Books, 43 East Essex Street,
Dublin 2.

This is a synopsis, rather than a
critical review, of the recently
launched pamphlet Repudiate the
Debt: For a Better Future.  We wel-
come critical reviews of the pamph-
let with a view to publishing them
in future issues.



The  Wiscons in effect:
Uni on power rediscovered

NLY four months ago the consensus among the politic al establishment was that of a right-Owing resurgence in American politics, typied by the  “Tea Party” movement. Workers�
were bracing themselves for further attacks, while Corporate America returned to prosperity.

Four months later the picture could
not be more dierent. Suddenly, state �
capitals are swarming with protesters,
and workers are taking action to stop
the ideological assault on their union
rights.

After decades of decline in the
private sector, the relatively greater
but dwindling strength of unions in the
public sector has long been a target of
the right. Under the pretext of solving
budget crises throughout the country,
politicians—including members of the
Democratic Party—have accelerated
the agenda of austerity, calling for a
kind of “shared sacrice” from which �
the wealthy are exempt.

The beleaguered labour movement
has been on the defensive for decades.
Its numbers and its power have dim-
inished dramatically as business gained
the upper hand.

In Wisconsin, however, the anti-
union “budget repair” bill, sponsored
by the governor, Scott Walker, which
threatened to strip public workers of
their collective bargaining rights, has
touched a nerve. It appears that the
waning labour movement has arisen
from its slumber.

From the start, Walker’s union-
bashing bill was more than just the
usual attack on public-sector union
pensions and benets—workers have �
been losing ground on these issues for
years. The governor’s budget bill was
replete with punishing austerity

measures and posed a threat to the
very existence of unions in Wisconsin
and beyond.

Thankfully, his anti-worker crusade
backred profoundly. �

The attempt to divide and conquer
workers by pitting private-sector
workers against the supposedly lavish
income and conditions of public-sector
workers has failed. A study by the
Economic Policy Institute last Septem-
ber exposed the myth of the overpaid
public employee, nding that public- �
sector workers actually earn less on
average than their private-sector
counterparts when education and
experience are taken into account.

The images of tens of thousands of
workers and their supporters—includ-
ing teachers, students, and reghters � �
—who took part in the occupation of
the state legislature building in
Madison for more than two weeks have
reignited the morale and militancy of
the labour movement. Even beyond
labour, the scenes from Wisconsin have
shown ordinary people the power they
possess when they are organised and
take bold action. Many who visited
Madison in the rst two weeks of the �
struggle commented on the breath-
taking spirit of solidarity among the
protesters, the e cient operation of �
self-organised demonstrators, and the
display of democracy come to life.

Who could have predicted in those
days of Tea Party triumphalism in

November that unions and labour soli-
darity would soon come to dominate
the national discourse?

Having suered low popularity in �
opinion polls for years, the labour
movement has gained sympathy
throughout the country because of
Wisconsin. According to a recent
survey, 42 per cent of American people
side with the unions, compared with 31
per cent who side with the governor.
And when it comes to stripping public
employees of their collective bargaining
rights, 64 per cent are opposed.

“We’ve never seen the incredible
solidarity that we’re seeing now,” said
the president of the AFL-CIO (the
national union federation), Richard
Trumka. And this solidarity has been
more than just an American phen-
omenon: statements of solidarity and
support have come from as far away as
Egypt, where for the past decade
workers have been staging strikes in
important industries that opened the
way for the revolution that ousted the
US-backed dictator last month.

The fourteen Democratic state
senators who stalled Walker’s bill by
leaving the state, thus making a
quorum impossible, prompted many
media pundits to see the ght in �
Wisconsin as one between Republicans
and Democrats. It was a rude wake-up
call, but Democrats are nally remem � -
bering their base and have chosen to
stand on the side of workers this time—
at least so goes the liberal analysis. But
in reality the Democratic Party—par-
ticularly at the national level—has
marched shoulder to shoulder with
Republicans in putting the onus on
public-sector workers for reining in
decits. �

The ght in Wisconsin was thrust �
into the national spotlight in part
because tens of thousands of teachers
rang in sick for up to four days, bring-
ing out the critical mass of protesters
that made the legislature building feel
like Tahrir Square.

In the labour movement, most
leaders have been in step with the
Democratic Party in arguing that their
members need to make more conces-
sions to deal with the real scal crisis �
facing states and towns around the
country.

But if union leaders are having a
hard time  members that there simply
isn’t enough money and that
concessions and cuts need to be made,
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it’s because working people see cor-
porations recording some of the largest
prots in history, while the top 1 per �
cent of households, which are now
worth more than $19 trillion, continue
to enjoy tax breaks.

In Wisconsin many Democrats and
labour leaders are eager to advise
union members on the necessity of
accepting further cuts in benets and �
pensions, but they are prepared to ght �
hard when it comes to eliminating col-
lective bargaining and the automatic
deduction of union dues that would
directly aect their own pay cheques �
and campaign coers. So while the �
“Wisconsin 14” who ed the state are �
understandably viewed as heroes, there
are some undeniable economic and
political calculations  for  self-
preservation that motivate them,
beyond pure principles of solidarity.

But rank-and-le workers have seen �
in the last few weeks the power they
have with the strength of unions at
their side. Unions are the most formid-
able organisations on the side of
workers that have any hope of beating
back the naked class oensive being �
waged by politicians and bosses like
Walker and the billionaire Koch
Brothers (paymasters of the Tea
Party).

Wisconsin has become a proving-
ground for the full-scale assault now
under way; but the battle lines have
extended to other states, and the spirit
of ghting back has reverberated as �
well. Protests have halted (for now)

similar anti-union eorts in Indiana; �
and though the gauntlet has already
nearly fallen in Ohio with the immi-
nent passing of a similar bill, the
attempt there to strip public workers of
collective bargaining rights just barely
made it through the State Senate,
thanks to Republican defections that
were undoubtedly inuenced in part by �
the surge of mass protests there.

After more than two weeks of being
occupied by protesters, the nerve
centre for the union ght-back, the �
state legislature building in Madison,
was illegally closed o  to most of the �
public. But after Republicans forced
the split anti-union bill through the
Senate this week, protesters retook the
building. That the stakes could not be
higher is crystal-clear to the protesters,
who rapidly responded to develop-
ments by descending on the building in
their thousands.

If unions are to seize on this
moment, the movement will need to
work out not only how to defeat
Walker and his like but also how to
translate this new vibrancy of struggle
from a defensive front into an oensive �
one. For the movement to take advan-
tage of this moment, protests need to
be coupled with job actions. That, of
course, will entail an arduous struggle
by rank-and-le workers, who will need �
to go up against not only the anti-
union forces but also at times against
their own leaderships, which will try to
put the brakes on more militant
actions.

Whatever the outcome in Madison,
however, there is a strong sense that
the long-awaited period of American
labour’s resurgence has nally come. �

�  Adapted from Counterpunch  ( www.
counterpunch.org ).

big hit during the recent Dublin Film Festival, Benda Bilili!  is likely to inspire music in theAsame manner that the Buena Vista Social Club did ba ck in the 1990s. This is soul music
from Kinshasa that will lift your heart, and get th e rest of you jumping and jiving!

A big hit during the recent Dublin
Film Festival, Benda Bilili!  will inspire
music bus in the same manner that �
the Buena Vista Social Club did back in
the 1990s.

The story of a combo that ends up
touring European cities to promote
their CD Très Très Fort  (“Very very
strong”), the lm starts in the group’s �
rehearsal space, the “ragged bone shop
of the heart”—the city zoo—which pro-
vides the necessary quiet they need to
play and sing. The musicians of Sta �
Benda Bilili are led by Leon Ricky
Likabu, whose songs they perform with
pathos, humour, and an energy that
leaps o the screen. �

Their resources are limited, as the
core members are paraplegics who get
around in customised wheelchairs
made from bike parts and who live in a
shelter for the disabled. They live in a
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SOCIALIST VOICE

way that makes the notion of “inde-
pendent living” redundant: befriending
the homeless children who hang
around at their rehearsals, telling their
children to learn all they can at school,
attending local football matches.

In the evenings they busk outside
restaurants frequented by tourists and
so become acquainted with two lm- �
makers who end up lming them over �
a period of ve years, introducing them �
to a Belgian record producer who
specialises in Congolese music. This
culminates in the making of the CD
and the eventual tour of Europe.

The men themselves and their

families’ conversations touch on per-
ceptions of Europe and Europeans
from the vantage point of those who
are locked outside, their expectations
of each other as musicians, and the
importance of music as a way of com-
municating important messages, such
as polio vaccinations, and not looking
down on those below you. (The band’s
name was chosen because Benda Bilili
means “Look beyond appearances” in
Lingala.)

They are joined by a boy who also
busks the city streets at night. He is
Roger Landu, who plays an instru-
ment, the satonge, that he’s made him-

self from a tin can, a string, and a bent
stick. He gets a great sound out of this
home-made lute and earns the respect
of his older comrades.

The lm was selected by the �
Quinzaine des Réalisateurs (directors’
fortnight) at the 2010 Cannes Film
Festival and was shown on the opening
day. At the Dublin Film Festival it got
a great reaction from the audience, and
it will be showing at the Irish Film
Centre in Eustace Street, Dublin, from
25 March. Here’s hoping the band will
play a gig in Dublin some time soon—
preferably not a sit-down venue!

[MNM]

“The Promise” (Channel 4, 2010), directed by Peter Kosminsky
HE Promise” is the latest in a number of programmes  critical of Israel to have been“Tshown on British television over the past few month s. However, unlike Jezza Neumann’s

“Children of Gaza,” Nurit Kedar’s “Concrete,” and “ Louis Theroux and the Ultra Zionists,”
“The Promise” is unique in that it is a work of ser ious political ction. �

“The Promise” is a four-part serial
that tells the story of an eighteen-
year-old Londoner, Erin, who uses the
year before starting university to visit
Israel to emotionally support her
dual-nationality school friend, who
has been conscripted into the Israeli
military. Just before embarking she
nds her dying grandfather’s diary, �

which describes his life as a soldier
during the Second World War. The
diary begins with the liberation of the
Bergen-Belsen concentration camp,
then sees Len sent to the British
mandate territory of Palestine between
1945 and 1948 as British imperialism
prepared the ground for fulll � ing the
promise of the Balfour Declaration: the
creation of the “Jewish state” of Israel
at the expense of the Palestinians
already living there.

The diary is a narrative device that
allows the series to exist in two histori-
cal time frames: Erin’s journey of dis-
covery in Israel in 2005 and Len’s
experiences in Mandate Palestine. This
is an approach that pays o, allowing �
the director, Peter Kosminsky (himself
Jewish), to juxtapose imagery and
events from past and present.

A striking example is the British
policy of destroying the homes of Zion-
ist militants and Israel’s policy of
demolishing the homes of Palestinian
resistance ghters. Also interesting is �
the comparison drawn between suicide
attackers (viewed with revulsion in
Israel) and the King David Hotel
bombers (widely viewed as heroes).
Kosminsky also allows us an insight
into how—whatever about British
imperialism—squaddies posted in

Mandate Palestine in large part
initially sympathised with the idea of a
“Jewish homeland” but by 1948, after
seeing comrades die and Palestinians
ethnically cleansed, had come to view
Zionism with extreme distaste.

While it is brilliantly acted (by
Israelis and Palestinians), scripted and
directed, “The Promise” is not without
its aws, both political (for example a �
relative softness on the role of British
imperialism in the Palestinian catas-
trophe) and dramatic (such as an over-
reliance on unlikely coincidences—
though this was probably unavoidable
to advance the plot), in general it is a
fantastic piece of political drama, made
all the more amazing by virtue of the
fact that it was shown not as part of a
niche lm festival but over four weeks �
in a prime-time slot on a British tele-
vision channel.

It is also worth noting that it was
shot entirely on location, using an
Israeli crew; and, interestingly, the
scenes depicting Gaza were shot in Jisr
az-Zarqa, one of the poorest villages in
Israel, populated (not coincidentally)
by Palestinian citizens whom the state
has eec � tually abandoned.

     If it took many British soldiers
some three years to change their atti-
tude towards the racist colonial
project called Zionism, it has taken
large segments of the world popu-
lation signi � cantly longer to begin to
move in the same direction. However,
in recent years there has been some-
thing of a sea change in opinion in
relation to Israel. Events like the
building of the Wall, the siege of Gaza
and the wholesale slaughter of “Oper-

ation Cast Lead,” the murderous attack
on the Freedom Flotilla and the
increasing repression of progressive
forces within Israel have exposed the
true apartheid nature of the Israeli
state.

That “The Promise” could be shown
in 2011 is a sign of this shift in opinion;
and while it may never have the same
impact on collective consciousness that,
for example, “Roots” had when it was
rst shown in the United States, it is to �

be hoped that Kosminsky’s work will
reach out, speak to and engage a new
audience that were unaware of the
great historical and contemporary in-
justices perpetrated against the people
of Palestine.
�  “The Promise” is a must-see. Catch it
on line at Channel 4oD ( www.bit.ly/fyl
04i ) while you still can, or buy the DVD
or Blu-Ray box-set, which has some
interesting-looking extra features.

[KS]
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