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SOCIALIST VOICE
Vote left. Vote progressive independents.

No  votes for Fine Gael or Fianna Fáil!
HE outcome of the general election and the decision  about who will form the nextTGovernment will be important for working people ove r the coming years. But while there

is deep anger and frustration throughout the countr y, the political establishment will be very
con � dent that what they have been engineering for some time will be achieved, if nothing un-
foreseen happens: a strong, hard-line right-wing Go vernment, most probably headed and
dominated by Fine Gael.

The three main establishment
parties—Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael, and
the Labour Party—are all committed
one way or the other to implementing
the four-year budgetary strategy
imposed by the European Union and
the International Monetary Fund.
They will continue to pour money into
ghost banks; they will continue to lay
heavy emphasis on the private sector
for creating employment; and they will
all hope—but not publicly say—that
emigration will continue apace,
possibly 50,000 people per year—the
traditional safety value that has always
released social and class tensions in
this country, sapping the strength and
energy of the families and communities

left behind.
The Labour Party started out in

mid-2010 arguing for and believing
that Gilmore could be the rst Labour �
Taoiseach. But since late 2010 they
have quietly dropped the idea and are
happy to play second ddle—in other �
words to prop up Fine Gael, a party
that at its core is extremely right-wing,
while wearing liberal clothes to hide
that deep reactionary centre.

The Labour Party got good mileage
out of having very few ideas that had
any real dierence from the other two �
parties. To be fair, the position they
adopted on the bank guarantee was the
correct one; still, many believed that a
lot of their anti-government policies
were shallow, with Joan Burton sound-
ing more left-wing than she really is
and Gilmore coming in after any
slightly o-message statements to “cor � -
rect” any misunderstanding, so as not
to frighten the establishment media,
the EU, and the other vested interests,
to show that the Labour Labour can be
trusted with the reins of government.

As the election campaign moves
towards its conclusion the Labour
Party’s share in opinion polls continues
to decline while that of their erstwhile
coalition partners continues to grow,
and the possibility of a majority Fine
Gael government looks dangerously
close—especially with a strong showing
by right-wing independents posing as
“anti-establishment”—a case of wolves
in sheep’s clothing.

A lot of Fianna Fáil voters no longer
identify with the party, and support has
haemorrhaged to Sinn Féin and the
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Labour Party, while others have found
no home to switch to.

In January we had Willie O’Dea
warning of the dangers of the left being
the main opposition if Fine Gael and
Labour formed the next Government.
This was an attempt to frighten
elements of the middle classes from
going over to Labour at this time, and
to ensure that the musical chairs that
are the hallmark of politics in contem-
porary western states is maintained.

You need to have enough parties
with similar ideology to play this game
—and we now have about four of them
willing to dance this merry jig.

The election of Mícheál Martin as
leader of Fianna Fáil has been a clever
stroke, as he presents the image of a
warm, likeable school principal, willing
to listen, fast out of the traps with an
apology for the mistakes of the Govern-
ment he had just resigned from after
fourteen years. The media have
embraced him, and he is presented as
the man with principle.

The role the Labour Party has
played, with its rejection of any
alternative to that of propping up Fine
Gael, has left many on the left who are
unhappy or uneasy about voting for the
ultra-left United Left Alliance with

di � cult choices to make. There are also
many who see themselves on the left
but would not vote for Sinn Féin, as
they are deeply infected with a Free-
State partitionist approach to politics.
Then the greater number are very con-
cerned that the Labour leadership are
nothing more than Fine Gael Light.

Fianna Fáil have managed, with the
change of leader, to be the leader of the
opposition while being the only party
in this dying Government. Martin has
managed to position Fianna Fáil as de
facto  opposition to the the next
Government. He has cleverly walked
away from the disarray of Fianna Fáil
being still in Government while simul-
taneously being the opposition to the
next Government.

While many within the labour
movement are unhappy with the possi-
bility of the Labour Party going into
government with Fine Gael, they will
quietly wrestle with their conscience
and then put it away in the drawer, in
the mistaken belief that, well, with
Labour in government it will blunt the
sharp edge of the Fine Gael axe.

This is once again adopting the
position that the labour movement
must wait—wait for the right con-
ditions. One has to ask, What are the

right conditions?
Sinn Féin will probably be the main

beneciary of the anti-establishment �
mood at this time, and its pre-budget
statement marked a shift to the left in
its economic thinking. Many will wait
and see whether this is a fundamental
shift or a tactical one, in the way that
central policies were dumped before
the previous general election for per-
ceived electoral advantage.

[EMC]

Bu ild the people’s resistance—
Bu ild the people’s alternative

HILE the coming election is important, it is not ce ntral to what is needed. The debtWgrows day the day, and the Government—and, it appea rs, also the Labour Party and Fine
Gael—have agreed to put €17½ billion from the dwindl ing National Pension Fund into the
banks before they can draw down money from the loan  sharks of the EU and IMF and their
mugging “Programme for Ireland.”

The future of our country will be
decided by the ability of left and pro-
gressive forces to pull the people
behind a democratic programme for
change—a programme that can be
realised only with the conscious mobili-
sation of the people. The swamp of the
Dáil is to sap the energy of the people.

After the election has come and
gone we may well be in a better
position to struggle. We should have
more left-wing TDs, who, if they can
tame their sectarianism, will be a factor
in articulating the demands of the
streets. We will have more Sinn Féin

TDs, who, if they remain true to repub-
licanism, will also grow. Equally we
will have other left independents who
will play a pivotal role in trying to
bring unity between the ultra-left and
Sinn Féin, and then we would have a
strong, articulate voice.

The ultra-left have yet to learn one
basic lesson of life and politics: you
unite your friends and divide your
enemies. They have to distinguish who
are their friends and potential allies.

Our message: Vote left. Vote pro-
gressive independents. No votes for
Fine Gael or Fianna Fáil!

Po litical statement
2 February 2011

At its regular meeting, the National
Executive Committee of the Com-
munist Party of Ireland discussed the
deteriorating economic crisis, north
and south.

It is clear that the Irish and British

governments are pursuing similar
policies of making workers, their
families and their communities pay the
price for the deepening crisis. The
crisis and the solutions that are being
imposed expose the growing class
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contradictions and antagonisms at the
heart of the system itself.

Not only workers are being forced
to carry the burden but also small
businesses, the self-employed, and
family farmers. Nationally and globally,
these growing attacks on the hard-won
gains of the people are strategically
directed to maximise the benets to �
capital. Wages, terms and conditions,
unemployment benets and pensions �
are all coming under sustained attack.
The crisis and the ruling-class oensive �
are to allow them to implement what
was unthinkable a short while ago.

The reduction in the minimum
wage in the Republic by €1 per hour is
a savage assault on the lowest-paid,
while there are tens of thousands of
workers who are earning less than the
subsistence wage. The attack on the
minimum wage is only the prelude to a
growing assault on registered employ-
ment agreements and other standards
achieved by workers.

The CPI has already pointed out in
relation to the punitive EU-IMF “Pro-
gramme for Ireland,” imposed upon the
Irish people, that this would exacerbate
an already unbearable debt burden. No
amount of “renegotiation” or tinkering
with the wording of this or that para-
graph can change the underlying
savage attack on the people that the
outgoing Government agreed to—an
agreement that the three main estab-
lishment parties and the Green Party
actively support, despite their protes-
tations of wanting to renegotiate
sections of the deal.

The forthcoming meeting of the
heads of EU member-states will see a
further tightening of control by the

centre while the uneven neo-colonial
relations between the centre and the
peripheral countries becomes ever
more consolidated.

The forthcoming general election in
the Republic will not solve the many
problems facing our people, but it will
be an opportunity for the people to
vent their anger at the political estab-
lishment, particularly Fianna Fáil and
the Green Party.

The Labour Party’s much talked-
about breakthrough is now melting
like snow o a winter’s ditch. Its oppor � -
tunism and empty policies are increas-
ingly seen through by growing
numbers of working people. It has
nothing to oer that would give the �
people leadership and a new direction
or a better way forward.

This is equally true of the leader-
ship of the trade union movement. Its
subservience and lack of any clear
alternative has left it with nothing to
say; it is reduced in essence to a
strategy of “better, fairer cuts.”

The central question facing the
people of the Republic is the spiralling
sovereign debt crisis. The socialisation
of billions in private and corporate debt
by the Government has made inden-
tured labourers of the Irish people for
generations to come—all done under
orders from the European Union and
international nance houses. �

The deepening crisis and the
policies that the British coalition
government is pursuing have had a dis-
proportionate impact on the people of
Northern Ireland. They have exposed
the dependence relationship that exists
and that is a major factor in making
solutions to the crisis much more di � -

cult, if that dependence relationship is
not severed and the transfer of scal �
powers is not secured quickly by the
Executive and Assembly.

The Communist Party of Ireland
calls upon working people in the
Republic to vote for left and progres-
sive candidates, to support only those
parties or candidates that call for the
repudiation of the illegitimate, punitive
and perpetual debt forced on the
people. A vote for the Labour Party is a
vote for Fine Gael.

The elections are not the end but
rather must be seen as the starting-
point in building the people’s resis-
tance, in building a coalition of all
those aected by the debt. The growing �
illegitimate “sovereign debt” is the
weakest link in the EU imperial chain.
A campaign of repudiation of the debt
by workers’ and people’s organisations
throughout the European Union is the
key to degrading and eventually break-
ing the capacity of monopoly capitalism
to impose its will.

The repudiation of the debt is a vital
necessity if we are to make progress
linked to the building of a national
democratic coalition. A Democratic
Programme must also include

(1) the repatriation of economic
powers from Brussels;

(2) the social and democratic control
of capital;

(3) an all-Ireland economic develop-
ment body to harness the talents of our
people, from Antrim to Cork;

(4) the national and social control of
all mineral and natural resources;

(5) the planned development of a
socially just and sustainable all-Ireland
economy.

“As serting the interests of citizens”
HE ICTU in its general election statement argues th at trade unionists and their familiesT“need people not just in Dáil Éireann but actually in Government who care about workers

and who will strive to protect our interests in the  dicult times which most certainly lie �
ahead.”

“Vote Labour” is the subliminal
message. To what end? The ICTU
statement sees no problems with the
100 per cent dead certainty that the
Labour Party will go into Government
with Fine Gael in the new Dáil. Will
that Government “assert the interests
of citizens when dealing with the IMF,
the EU and the ECB?” as looked for by
the ICTU statement?

Highly unlikely. Like the ICTU, it
will probably hu  and pu  about the � �
high interest rate that we have to pay
for the “bail-out loan” that was pushed
on the Government last November by
the European Central Bank to help us
bail out the Irish and European
banking system.

Just to be really macho, it might
also look for more time to return to the

scal rectitude demanded of members �
of the euro zone—maybe the equiva-
lent of half a slice of bread extra per
week for those over seventy to make
the bread-and-water regime demanded
by the euro-zone powers a little less
severe.

What the statement doesn’t even
seem to realise is that the position of
the country is a very weak one because
of our membership of the euro zone, a
policy that was supported by leading
trade unionists, such as Billy Attley,
Dan Murphy and others a decade ago—
the same people whose uncritical love
of the EEC, later the EU, led them to
oppose the currency devaluation of
1993 that started the “Celtic Tiger”
growth rates from 1993 to 2001. It is a
tendency within the ICTU whose prin-

cipal representative today is a signa-
tory of the ICTU statement—one David
Begg.

Whatever about the ICTU leader-
ship, it is 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 guarantee given
by Brian Cowen and Brian Lenihan in
September 2008 under pressure, most
signi � cantly, from the governor of the
European Central Bank, Jean-Claude
Trichet, who told them that on no
account should they let any Irish bank
fail. Trichet feared that if that hap-
pened it would lead to big losses for
German, British and French banks,
which had lent vast sums to make
money out of Ireland’s property boom.
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Last November the Government
was again stampeded into agreeing the
ECB-IMF loan, even though it had
enough money to nance itself until �
the middle of this year, to “calm” the
international bond markets so that this
would lessen the pressure on Portugal
and Spain. Again this action was not
dictated in Ireland’s interest.

As the Euro-fanatical Irish Times
admitted, “Ireland’s weakness poses a
greater threat to Portugal in the short
term than it does to this State itself
owing to the latter’s urgent need to
continue tapping the bond market.”

So the stitch-up has been for
preventing bond market “contagion”
spreading among the peripheral euro-
zone countries and thereby threatening
the future of the euro as a whole.

Next month the European Council
will nalise arrangements for an �
amendment to the Lisbon Treaty to set
up a permanent “Financial Stabilisa-
tion Fund” from 2013, to which this

country would have to contribute.
Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael and the Labour
Party are all agreed that this measure
should go through without allowing the
people to vote on it in a referendum.

Maybe the ICTU could tell trade
unionists and their families if this is
another example of what they mean by
“asserting the interests of citizens
when dealing with the IMF, the EU
and the ECB?”

The ICTU has discovered what it
calls a “reputational” element to the
present crisis facing this country. Trade
unionists and their families might
reasonably take the view that the ICTU
leadership itself has a “reputational”
problem where there are concerns
about defending the interests of
workers “in the dicult times which �
most certainly lie ahead.”

Certainly the analysis and advice in
this statement does nothing to improve
that reputation.

[CMK]

ICTU—Co nt inui ng  to fail to lead
HE latest statement from the ICTU regarding the gen eral election is another example ofTunion leaders’ disconnect from their members. The s tatement starts by calling for us to

“elect a Government that cares more about the citiz ens of the country than about bond
markets and big business.” It goes on: “We must ele ct a Government that will assert the
interest of citizens when dealing with the IMF, EU and ECB.”

Now, union members might be for-
given for thinking that at last the
movement is beginning to demonstrate
some leadership, ex its industrial �
muscle, make some demands on the
political parties of the left, giving hope
to its membership and the unemployed
that, at last, the battle for a “fairer and
just society” has begun.

Alas, no. When you read on, the
despair of the leadership’s response to
the crisis returns. The statement is
passive in the extreme and weakly
social-democratic in its political and
economic contents and demands.

When you sum it up, the ICTU
proposal is to extend “the time to make
the adjustment out to 2017 and re-
negotiating the penal interest rates
built into the IMF/EU/ECB package.”

There are two major problems with
the ICTU’s statement.

Firstly, if anybody in the ICTU was
paying even half attention to the
current economic crisis they would
know that renegotiating the bail-out
package is not going to solve our
diculties. �

Indeed the debt is so great that even
if there was an extension to 2017 it is
hard to see how the bonds will be paid,
and the likelihood is that they will need
to be extended beyond 2017, with
Ireland continuing to pay exorbitant
interest that would pay the loans o �
several times over, with further loans
needed to meet the payments—the

reality of a crippling, self-perpetuating
debt.

This brings us to the second point,
the purpose of the ICTU statement.
When a political statement is issued
just before national elections you
would think it would be to call on
members to vote for candidates on the
left who support the ICTU’s policies
outlined in their alternative economic
strategy entitled “A Better, Fairer
Way” (itself a mild political strategy).

They did not do this. The statement
nished with “The bottom line is that �

we need people, not just in Dáil
Éireann but actually in Government,
who care about workers and who will
strive to protect our interests in the
di � cult times which most certainly lie
ahead.”

What kind of message are they
sending out to members? After all,
parties and candidates of the right
argue that they care about the country
and its citizens!

Just as citizens are being encour-
aged to ask political parties and local
politicians where they stand on issues
of concern to them, so also should
trade union members ask questions of
our trade union leaders. For example, I
would like to know, as a trade union
member:

Is the ICTU making demands of the
parties of the left?

Are we placing conditions on the
movement’s continued support for the

Labour Party (which receives signi � -
cant support from a number of unions
during election campaigns)?

Are we looking for guarantees about
keeping our “health service positively
public” (a slogan borrowed from
UNISON when they ran their anti-
privatisation campaign)? After all, Fine
Gael is pushing for a private  universal
health service.

Are we not seeking a commitment
not to privatise our public-sector
industries, like An Bord Gáis, Bord na
Móna, Dublin Airport Authority, and
other public-sector industries? (Some
unions are running their own cam-
paigns about the privatisation of
services.)

Are we making demands for trade
union recognition legislation, and
amendments to the Industrial Rela-
tions Act (1990), which has restricted
members from demonstrating soli-
darity with other union members?

Are we seeking guarantees for the
protection of the minimum wage and
social welfare? No candidate or party
should receive support from union
members who do not pledge a reversal
of cuts to the minimum wage and job-
seeker’s benet. �

Are we seeking guarantees for the
protection of registered agreements?

Come on, ICTU. You can do better
than this. Social partnership is dead.
Your members need you to lead!

[AC]
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Repudiate the debt!
Demand a referendum now!

Statement by the Communist Party of Ireland
3 February 2011

The starting-point in building a sus-
tainable and progressive economy
that can meet the needs of all the
people is the repudiation of the
billions in illegitimate debt imposed
on our people and on future gener-
ations.

This debt was incurred by
developers, speculators and nancial �
institutions and was then immorally
socialised by their friends in the
Government. As a consequence, the
European Union and International
Monetary Fund have imposed an even
greater and more crippling debt on our
people, which is supported by the
establishment political parties.

This debt is odious.  It was not
incurred through expenditure on
health, education, social welfare, hous-
ing, or anything of real value to the
economy or the country: it was
incurred by friends of the Government
so that they could inate and prot � �
from the speculative bubble, with little
or no real benet to work � ing people.

This debt is illegitimate.  This is not
sovereign debt: it is a debt of private
individuals and nancial institutions �
that was socialised by the state. We are
being made to pay for the debt
incurred by a handful of proteers and �
private companies that supported the
Government, against the needs of the
people.

This debt is perpetual.  It is so big
that it cannot be paid o. Add the cost �
of bank recapitalisations and future
losses, the rising cost of NAMA to the
state, the cost of the bank guarantee,
the cost of maturing government bonds
that rose as a result, and the cost of the
EU-IMF loan, and this adds up to
hundreds of billions in debt that does
not belong to the people.

This debt is self-perpetuating.  The
EU-IMF “bail-out” is itself a loan to
cover other debts. But, given its exorbi-
tant interest rate and time limits, it
only means that further loans or exten-
sions will be necessary if payments are
to be kept up. The Government has
created a debt spiral that will cripple
the economy and smother any
potential to grow. And vast fortunes
will be made by nancial speculators as �
the debt bubble grows.

Won’t pay—not can’t pay.  A
number of people and groups are call-
ing for deadlines to be extended, or for
partial defaults, because we cannot
aord to make payments. While the �
cost argument is correct, we do not
believe we should have to default, as
this debt is not ours in the rst place. �
Calling for default acknowledges the
legitimacy of the debt. We must not
default: we must repudiate.

We call for a referendum on this
socialised debt.  The people must

decide. This is a massive transfer of
wealth from the poor, the unemployed,
workers, small businesses, the self-
employed, and family farmers. We have
a choice to make: feed our children and
keep a roof over our heads, or continue
to pay this unbearable and unpayable
debt and suer the mass emigration of �
our children.

Repudiate the debt now. Demand
a referendum now.

Time to reclaim our natural resources
was possibly the most catastrophic year in the hist ory of this state, when the un-2010 thinkable became reality. A shell-shocked populatio n watched as Cowen and his

beleaguered cohorts clung to power, stumbling from one crisis to the next.
Finally, in almost comedic fashion if

it were not so serious, they fell at on �
their faces. The opposition had what
they craved: a general election. Driven
by their huge sense of national patriot-
ism, they took their chance to oust the
gombeenmen and went for the jugular
—didn’t they?

The political landscape looked
sparse. The Labour Party and Fine
Gael were like rabbits in the head-
lights. They bent over backwards to
allow Fianna Fáil to pass the Finance
Bill before ousting them. One can only
surmise that they support the Finance
Bill and its “mechanisms.” They are
interested only in populist nonsense,
rather than real politics.

We can expect to hear lots of
promises and assurances from all the

Dáil parties that they are best placed to
renegotiate the EU-IMF bail-out and
best equipped to deal with the so-called
“crisis” and get people back to work.
Unfortunately, people are desperate to
believe this misleading nonsense rather
than face up to the reality. The crisis is
an intrinsic component of capitalism,
which tinkering here and there will do
little to alleviate.

One issue that should take centre
stage, but will be widely ignored, is
that of our oil and gas reserves.

Surely it’s realistic to believe that
our oil and gas resources could play a
huge role in Ireland’s long-term econ-
omic and scal future. �

It is unbelievable that no major
political party is willing to place this on
top of the political agenda, a certain

election-winner, especially when you
consider the precarious state of the
public nances. �

Our oil and gas reserves o the west �
coast were estimated (by the Depart-
ment of Communications, Energy and
Natural Resources) to be worth a cool
€540 billion in 2008—a staggering
gure, which dwarfs even the various �

bank bail-outs—no mean feat. We are
sitting on the proverbial gold mine; yet
the Irish people stand to benet very �
little.

Why? For reasons unknown,
between 1987 and 1993 Bertie Ahern
and Ray Burke abolished state
royalties and the right to part-
ownership and reduced corporation tax
for oil companies from 50 per cent to
25 per cent.
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Is it any wonder that a former
director of Statoil, Mike Cunningham,
stated: “No other country in the world
has given oil companies such favour-
able terms.” Norway, for example, has
up to 78 per cent tax for oil companies.

The nancial implications of these �
actions are best displayed by the Corrib
gas eld. Fintan O’Toole deserves some �
kudos for his article in the Irish Times
on 4 January, which outlines the situ-
ation perfectly.

“Corrib has a trillion cubic feet of
gas. Its monetary value will of course
depend on global gas prices over the
next decade but on any sober estimate,
Corrib will generate vast prots for the �
Shell-led consortium that controls it.

“The cost of developing the eld will �
probably have reached €2 billion to
€2.5 billion before the gas begins to

ow. Production costs will probably �
account for another €1 billion, making
for a total outlay of €3 to €3.5 billion.
Yet the lowest estimate I can nd for �
the value of the gas is €9.5 billion.
Industry estimates value it at about
€13 billion.

“That leaves a prot of somewhere �
between €6 billion and €10 billion—on
a resource that belongs to the Irish
people.”  So we get a raw deal, while
Shell pockets the prots. �

There is a need for urgency on this
issue, especially if documents obtained
by Wikileaks and published by the
Guardian  are to be believed. Julian

Cetti, head of commercial and business
strategy at Shell Ireland, is quoted as
saying that there “could be twenty or
more Corribs out there—or very little—
depending on how the exploratory
drilling progresses this year.”

The presence of so many more o � -
shore elds would be a major economic �
boost to Ireland. It is imperative that
this and other nds are not simply �
handed over to transnational corpor-
ations to exploit, with the people
getting a few measly crumbs.

Two options come to mind: rigorous
taxation, and nationalisation.

This revenue should be used for the
betterment of all citizens of this island,
to invest in much-needed capital
projects, like schools and hospitals, and
new sustainable state industries; and,
more importantly, it could facilitate
investment in renewable and sus-
tainable energy—surely a vote-getter
for any sane-thinking man or woman.

It’s not the only natural resource
that should be utilised for the better-
ment of all the people of this country
but certainly the most lucrative at
present.

[BH]

Se lling  the  fami ly jewe ls
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Part of the tender they want values
put on are:

“—An estimate of the aggregate
economic value of the forest Landscape.

“—An estimate of the aggregate
economic value of Biodiversity
enhancement and nature conservation
particularly on some 88,000ha of forest
estate managed primarily for bio-
diversity enhancement and nature
conservation but also to a lesser extent
on the remaining 357,000ha of the
forest estate.

—An estimate of the aggregate econ-
omic value of the protection and
management of some 1,600 Recorded
Monuments and Protected Structures,
along with many thousands more of
cultural features throughout the forest
estate.”

“Interest has been expressed” by the
Swiss nance company Helvetia �
Wealth, which owns the International
Forestry Fund, chaired by Bertie
Ahern, the disgraced former Taoiseach.
The other interested party is the China

Investment Corporation.
The evaluation of state assets is

being carried out by Colm McCarthy
for his second report. His terms of
reference are very clear: to put a value
on state assets for the purposes of their
disposal, so that the state could garner
one-o  receipts for the exchequer �
through a “review of the operations of
Coillte with a view to realising optimal
return through rationalisation, asset
disposal and, possibly, privatisation.”

[EMC]

Po litical she na ni gans  in Done gal So ut h- West
S the Donegal South-West constituency reels from on e economic woe to another, theAindependent candidate Thomas Pringle is clearly ru i ng a few feathers of the historically �

established political elite at the hustings.
Pringle’s excellent showing at the

by-election in November last raised a
number of eyebrows, and with Fianna
Fáil arrogantly running two candidates
in this three-seat constituency there
was a clear potential for Pringle to tear
up the long-prepared script and snatch
the third seat, when the other two Dáil
places would go along predicted lines to
Pearse Doherty of Sinn Féin and Dinny
McGinley of Fine Gael.

When the Gallagher-Aryzta bakery
announced the loss of 124 jobs in
Ardara, the only politician on the
ground at the moment the announce-
ment was made to the workers was
Pringle. This didn’t go unnoticed
among the workers, who have since
met Pringle to discuss their options
and how best to pursue them.

Hard on the heels of this un-
welcome announcement, a number of
other local employments have since
ground to a halt—Green House Bar
and Grocers in Ardara and Bay View
Hotel in Killybegs—totalling a further
forty-ve jobs. Again the man at the �
scene oering advice and assistance �
was Thomas Pringle.

As previously reported in Socialist
Voice,  Pringle has no party-political
machinery to aid his electoral
attempts. His record for the shing and �
farming communities, both locally and
nationally, is well documented and

regarded. Because of this high local
regard and respect he has been courted
by a number of political parties, most
recently the Labour Party, to run as
their candidate in the local and
national elections. But he remains an
independent voice for the Donegal
South-West electorate; and just as he
appears to be developing a real connec-
tion with that electorate, where he has
a real chance to prosecute that inde-
pendent voice in the 31st Dáil, the door
appears to be slamming shut.

On Friday 4 February a large crowd
of local people gathered in the Nesbitt
Arms Hotel in Ardara to listen to a
number of tired old and would-be new
politicians profess their shock and con-
cern at the recent economic develop-
ments, the most notable being Dinny
McGinley and Pat “the Cope”
Gallagher.

There was a clear frustration at the

meeting, which on occasion manifested
itself in outright anger, but it was what
developed afterwards that really has
the tongues wagging and the ears
burning.

The meeting was chaired by a local
community activist, Stephen McCahill,
chairperson of the Ardara Traders’
Association, who represented the local
population on a recent RTE “Frontline”
programme (Monday 31 January). On
Monday 7 February, to huge fanfare,
McCahill announced to a well-attended
audience and clear support base in the
same hotel that he would be running in
the election.

Given the large and strong electoral
base that is the Ardara, Glenties and
Killybegs area, this will obviously
present Pringle with many problems,
as he and his comrades had done in-
credible and sterling work not only in
raising his prole but ensuring that he �
would attract the large number of dis-
aected Fianna Fáil voters represented �
in the Glenties electoral area.

With McCahill—whose politics are
well known, and pretty obvious, given
many of those who were represented at
his announcement meeting—now in
the fray, the bets are that Pringle will
lose out to the incumbent, “Mary of the
Gas” Coughlan, despite the fact that �
Fianna Fáil will split their vote as a
consequence  of running  two
candidates.

McCahill’s background and motives
should not be ignored. He has no
chance of getting elected. He has never
stood for election before now. On the
Friday before he announced his inten-
tion he was rubbing shoulders with a
party establishment to which he
historically pandered electorally.

It is obvious to this observer that
Pringle was doing enough to scare and
to rouse the gombeen party politicos to
do what they do so well: squeeze the
opposition!

Time will tell.
[CC]
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Ano the r local ind us try closes
HE loss of 124 jobs at Gallagher’s Bakery in Ardara , Co. Donegal, has been well reported,Tinitially in the national media and since then in t he local Donegal media.

A central theme that appears to run
through all the recent and current
commentary on this economic disaster
for the Ardara area is not only the
obvious impact it has on the local
economy and the workers and their
families but the incredible and
meaningless public pity for the
Gallagher family itself.

A number of years ago the very suc-
cessful Gallagher’s bakery business was
bought out by IAWS—now a subsidiary
of the European giant Aryzta. At that
time there were whispers that Declan
Gallagher, owner of the company, sold
49 per cent of this local jewel for its
then worth, which was €40 million. He
remained as managing director, draw-
ing a lucrative salary, and lived locally.

On the day that 124 job losses were
announced Declan Gallagher and his
business compadres had leaked word to
the media before a hastily called
employees’ meeting, where he read
from a prepared script, after which he
left the building, refusing to listen to,
let alone answer, any of the many ques-
tions and concerns of his employees.

For the past two years it has been
widely known that these jobs were to
be moved to a specically built plant in �
Dublin. But despite the writing on the
wall, and the fact that the business was
booming, many of the workers believed
that the local involvement of the
Gallagher family would protect them.

For the last few years a large pro-
portion of this work force un-
fortunately failed to listen to the advice
that they should unionise, to protect
not only their terms and conditions
and rates of pay but their very liveli-
hood. Some were frightened o by the �
idea of collective solidarity and the
potential industrial unrest that might
be unleashed in seeking work-place

recognition. Others again—and there
were many—unfortunately just felt
they didn’t need a union.

Nevertheless, a noticeable block of
workers did join SIPTU and have
sought representative recognition with
the employer. This so far has been
refused, and a Labour Court hearing is
pending, as the workers scramble for
some sort of comfort regarding the loss
of their jobs, while at the same time
Gallaghers are refusing to recognise
any of their workers’ right to be repre-
sented by a union.

The one consolation is that the
Gallagher family’s strong Fianna Fáil
connection, and the fact that the trans-
fer of this part of the business to
Dublin has occurred during an election
campaign, has witnessed that party’s
politicians rushing to the employer’s
door to try not only to save the remain-
ing fty or so jobs but to get a redun � -
dancy package above the statutory
minimum.

The same politicians then rush to
the media, reporting the incredible suc-
cess of their representations, despite
knowing all too well that the Gallagher
family’s chase of the dollar sounded the
death knell for a vibrant and viable
local business that was the pride of its
community for more than four
decades.

The recent announcement that the
fty or so jobs belonging to Gallagher’s �

fresh-food business have been saved—
apparently bought back by Declan
Gallagher himself—has rightly been
welcomed by the local population and
their representatives. But before every-
one gives dewy-eyed thanks for this
small bit of news, it should be remem-
bered that Gallaghers eectually �
terminated the 124 jobs in the rst �
place when they sold the business to

the transnational Aryzta, which also
beneted from huge injections of grant �
aid from Údarás na Gaeltachta.

But then, capitalists do what capi-
talists do. Now is the time for
workers to do what workers should
do!

[CC]

Capi talism in the  comi ng  de cade s
T is well established that the global nancial crisi s severely damaged a large part of the�I world’s nancial system. Concurrently, the nancial c risis was joined by a recession in the� �

non-nancial sector in many industrialised economies , and continues to linger.�
Policies that had been successful in

conquering past nancial crises in the �
neo-liberal era—expansionary mone-
tary policy along with institutional bail-
outs—appear unable to stem the crisis.
Rather the crisis may be resolved only
through a restructuring of the system.
If the current situation is not a
systemic crisis, then it should be feas-
ible to resolve the nancial crisis with �
state bail-outs of nancial insti � tutions
and the imposition of regulations on

the nancial system, while tackling the �
recession with a broad stimulus
program.

It is not clear, certainly in Europe, if
such a strategy has worked. If interven-
tions do work, neo-liberal capitalism
may resume normal functioning. How-
ever, if the current nancial economic �
crisis is indicative of a systemic crisis of
neo-liberal capitalism, then it cannot
be saved by institutional tinkering:
neo-liberal capitalism will be replaced

by something else.
History has some pointed insights.

Over time, capitalism has alternated
between periods of liberalism, in which
market activity was subject to little
regulation, and periods in which the
state actively regulated market activity.
Notably, both were subject to crisis.
Economic crises in liberal forms, how-
ever, develop more rapidly and are of
greater severity than crises of regu-
lated capitalism. The Great Depression
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of the 1930s was an economic crisis
that developed more rapidly and was
more severe than the crisis of regulated
capitalism of the 1970s. The latter
developed slowly, with problems
appearing from the late 1960s, when
the international rate of prot began to �
decline. Crisis broke out only after
1973. Recent experience is consistent
with this crisis trajectory.

Following this logic, we might
predict that the next economic struc-
ture will involve a signicant expansion �
of the state in the economy. However,
predicting what kind of state-regulated
capitalism might emerge is more
problematic. The outcome will depend
on various political and economic
contingencies.

The obvious option might be a
corporatist form of capitalism domi-
nated by big capital. If popular move-
ments remain weak and are unable to
inu � ence the restructuring, then big
capital will determine the course of re-
structuring. Big business will regulate
the economy through the state, re-
instating the stability and protability �
of capitalism and allowing accumu-
lation to continue over a lengthy
period.

Particular characteristics might
feature the nancial system becoming �
subject to regulation to ensure its
stability, and the resumption of credit

economy, although the exact nature of
a new nancial structure would depend �
on the relative strength of nancial and �
real-sector capital.

This is a debate already taking place
in Britain. The institutions aecting �
the capital-labour relation would
remain similar to those of neo-
liberalism, to ensure a high rate of
prot. Capital would remain fully �
dominant over labour. To resolve the
aggregate demand problem arising
from repressed wage growth there
might be a programme of state invest-
ment in sectors to promote prot- �
making. State investment in transport,
communications, power and techno-
logical development would be likely.

Military and security spending
might also be of import. Such restruc-
turing could seek low wages to ensure a
high prot share. The subsequent �
aggregate demand problem, resulting
from rapidly rising prot and stag � -
nating wages, would be resolved
through expanding state spending.

Of course the economic crisis may
foster strong popular movements,
which would aect the course of re � -
structuring. This might lead to an
alternative type of state-regulated
capitalism, involving a compromise
between capital on the one hand and
labour or other popular constituencies
on the other. Changes in the insti-

relation would be required to enable
labour to increase its wages in step
with growth in productivity. At the
minimum this would require a stronger
trade union movement (or, in the
absence of that, a leftist or populist
political movement), a willingness on
the part of big business to make con-
cessions to labour, and a shift in the
form of inter-capitalist competition to
hold o the severe downward pressure �
on wages that results from  un-
restrained competition.

Under those conditions, growing
aggregate demand might be possible.
Expanding state spending would also
play a role, involving social spending
and environmental spending as well as
infrastructure investment. Again, the
nan� cial sector would be closely

regulated.
These dynamics are more convo-

luted in an Irish context, and whether
they might be replicated is uncertain.
Given the extraneously imposed
requirements from Europe and the
IMF, prolonged economic stagnation is
more likely. The decline of the country
to an economic backwater, serving as
little else than a relatively impover-
ished satellite of the European Union,
is the more probable consequence, and
clearly the most pressing matter at
present.

[NC]

The Communist Party of Ireland
expresses its solidarity with the
working people and all democratic
forces of the Middle East. In particu-
lar we oer our solidarity to the �
people of Tunisia in the overthrow of
the Ben Ali regime and with the
people of Egypt in their continuing
struggle to dislodge the imperialist
stooge Mubarak.

Across North Africa and the Arab
world, from Morocco to Amman, the
allies of imperialism are facing growing
resistance and opposition from the
people. One can only admire the cour-
age of the people in confronting the
armed forces and heavily armed police
of these despotic regimes. What is tak-
ing place is a revolt of the oppressed,
especially workers and their organi-
sations, which have been essential to
the building of the people’s resistance.

The western media, including RTE
and other media outlets, are playing
their usual role in framing how the
peoples of the rest of the world per-
ceive or understand what is taking
place in Egypt. They have been

attempting to promote and put forward
what they term “leaders of the oppo-
sition” to speak about or interpret what
the people of Egypt want, individuals
and groups that have no record of resis-
tance against the regime but are in fact
part of the ruling clique who have con-
trolled, dominated and suppressed the
Egyptian people.

The regime, along with its western
allies, is attempting to elevate certain
forces in negotiations over other forces
in the classic divide-and-rule strategy,
pandering to anti-Muslim fears in the
West with their attempts to elevate the
Muslim Brotherhood as leaders of the
people’s resistance. This particular
organisation was for many decades a
useful tool of the British and French
colonial forces in the Arab world, used
to attack and suppress secular and
democratic forces that opposed
colonialism. They are are attempting to
manage and shape the outcome in the
interests of imperialism. They are
trying to maintain the regime without
Mubarak.

It is the class nature of the revolt

and the social forces involved, and the
challenge this poses to the inuence �
and power of imperialism, that has
Obama and the European Union
scrambling to present themselves as
champions of the people’s struggle
while working openly and covertly to
thwart the people’s aspirations.

Imperialism’s central and most
strategic ally in the region, Israel, is
actively collaborating with the regime,
stirring up division and confusion to
undermine  the  revolutionary-
democratic struggle of the Egyptian
people. Its is no doubt using its well-
known skills of media manipulation
and subversion to the benet of the �
regime to ensure that all appears to
change but nothing changes.

We call upon Irish workers’ organi-
sations to show solidarity and to bring
pressure to bear on the Irish state to
stop the EU from engaging in covert
subversion of the people’s struggle for
freedom and justice. It is the Egyptian
people who must decide, free of all
interference or “advice” about what is
in their interests.

9



Any Palestinian on the ground
would, of course, have been able to tell
you that; but these papers provide
proof. More importantly, however, they
show that no matter what concessions
the PA negotiators oered Israel, they �
were rejected out of hand: Israel is not
interested in peace, it is interested only
in subcontracting its occupation to US-
trained PA subordinates while it con-
tinues its ethnic cleansing of Palestine.

The papers reveal a PA-Fatah
leadership more interested in destroy-
ing their rivals in Hamas than in carry-
ing forward the struggle against Israeli
colonialism  and US imperialism.
Indeed there has instead been collabor-
ation with these, and other, reactionary
forces.

Perhaps one of the most shocking
revelations in this regard is that after
Hamas blew up the border wall with
Egypt in 2008—allowing thousands of
Gazans temporary access to food and
supplies in Egypt—one of the PA
negotiators, Ahmed Qurei, called on
Israel to reoccupy the Philadelphia
Corridor “buer zone” between Gaza �
and Egypt to prevent such a thing from
happening again.

It was also disgusting to learn that
the PA had apparently been facilitating
the extra-judicial assassination of
“problematic” resistance ghters, �
including members of the Al-Aqsa
Martyrs’ Brigade, which itself is closely
linked to Fatah.

In negotiations as part of the so-
called “peace process” the PA—un-
known to the people on whose behalf
they were allegedly negotiating—
showed a willingness to suggest
extreme compromises. They agreed in
principle to grant control over most of
colonised East Jerusalem to Israel
(including Sheikh Jarrah, which has
become a symbol of non-violent resis-
tance to the occupation) and inter-
national control over the Al-Aqsa
Mosque compound.

 Ul ti matel y what the
 Pal esti ne Papers prove is
 that the “peace process”
 is a farce

On refugees, the PA were willing to
forgo the right of return that refugees
enjoy under international law, instead
agreeing to a token return of 10,000
(out of 5 million) to Israel. Further-
more, any referendum on a nal status �
solution would not see the refugees
allowed a vote. This caused uproar, as
the refugee issue has always been a
central plank of the national liberation
movement.

That the PA leadership should sell
out their peoples’ struggle in such a
craven manner comes as no surprise:
such is the fate of bourgeois national-
ism grown fat and weary of struggle; it
has happened to many such move-
ments over the years.

More importantly, the papers reveal
the rejectionist nature of the colonial
Israeli state. Pro-Zionist pundits,
NGOs and politicians have long
repeated the mantra that there is “no
partner for peace,” that Palestinian “in-
transigence” is the main obstacle to a
solution. The papers in fact show that
the Palestinians were willing to make
extreme—arguably indefensible—com-
promises: on refugees, on Jerusalem,
on Israel as a “Jewish state,” even on
the sovereignty of the “future
Palestinian state.” Yet the Israelis
oered absolutely nothing in return. �

As a clearly frustrated Saeb Erekat,
the chief PA negotiator, said to US
negotiators, this “gives them  the

biggest [Jerusalem] in Jewish history,
symbolic number of refugees return,
demilitarized state . . . What more can
I give?”

In response to the release of the
papers the Israeli Deputy Prime
Minister, Moshe Ya’alon, comically told
the Guardian  that Israel is “fed up
with giving and giving and giving, and
not getting any real substance [in
return].” He “dismissed the extensive
concessions oered by Palestinian �
negotiators . . . saying they were in-
signicant.” �

Ultimately what the Palestine
Papers prove is that the “peace process”
is a farce. Negotiations provide a g- �
leaf for Israel to point to while it con-
tinues its bantustanisation and ethnic
cleansing of Palestine while Western
governments continue to ogle the
Israeli g-leaf, modestly averting their �
eyes from the naked horror surround-
ing it. They may also sound the death-
knell for the “two-state solution.”

It may transpire, however, that—
inspired by the popular Arab uprisings
of recent weeks—the Palestinians may
take to the streets, perhaps rendering
the issue of negotiations moot. As the
respected Palestinian commentator Ali
Abunimah, joint founder of the Elec-
tronic Intifada web site, noted, “today,
Palestinians form at least half the
population in historic Palestine-Israel,
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip com-
bined. If they rose up collectively to
demand equal rights, what could
Israel do to stop them? Israel’s brutal
violence and lethal force has not
stopped regular demonstrations in
West Bank villages including Bilin
and Beit Ommar.

“Israel must fear that if it responds
to any broad uprising with brutality,
its already precarious international
support could start to evaporate as
quickly as Mubarak’s. The Mubarak
regime, it seems, is undergoing rapid
‘delegitimisation.’ Israeli leaders have
made it clear that such an implosion of
international support scares them more
than any external military threat. With
the power shifting to the Arab people
and away from their regimes, Arab
governments may not be able to remain
as silent and complicit as they have for
years as Israel oppresses Palestinians.”
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and information about events:
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www.communistpartyofireland.ie

The Pal est ine Paper s and
the Pal est ini an liber at ion movement

The following article was written by a long-time Pa lestine solidarity activist and represents the writ er’s
personal opinion only. We welcome letters and comme nts.

HE Palestine Papers, leaked—allegedly—by disaected functionaries of the Palestinian �TAuthority to Al-Jazeera television and the Guardian  last month, have exposed what many
who have been following Palestinian politics long s uspected: the PA leadership long ago
abandoned the Palestinian national liberation strug gle in their desperation to crush oppo-
sition and cling to the meagre privileges they were  granted under the Oslo Accords.



The peace organisation ANSWER
Coalition, along with the National
Committee to Free the Cuban Five and
other organisations, was there to
demand justice for Posada’s victims.
The organisations carried out several
actions, which included a People’s
Tribunal held on 9 January at the Uni-
tarian Universalist Church and a
protest rally on 10 January outside the
federal courthouse.

Luis Posada Carriles, a terrorist
paid by the CIA, is responsible for the
bombing of Cubana Airlines ight 455 �
in 1976, which killed seventy-three
passengers and crew members. In 1997
Posada directed a series of bombings in
Havana hotels by hiring Central
American mercenaries to plant the
bombs.

The charges of perjury and immi-
gration fraud are related to Posada’s
secret and illegal entry into the United
States in late March 2005, and false
statements that he made to US immi-
gration o cials. �

In 2006 Posada was interviewed by
US immigration o cials. He was asked �
whether he had a role in procuring the
help of mercenaries who planted
bombs in Havana hotels in the summer
of 1997. In one of those bombings an
Italian tourist, Fabio di Celmo, was
killed when shrapnel struck him in the

lobby of the Copacabana Hotel in
Havana on 4 September 1997.

Interviewed by a New York Times
journalist, Ann Louise Bardach, on 13
July 1998, Posada boasted of his direct-
ing role in those bombings. He also
gave the names of his nanciers in the �
Cuban-American National Foundation.
He notoriously told Bardach about di
Celmo’s murder: “I sleep like a baby.
That Italian was sitting in the wrong
place at the wrong time.”

Despite Posada’s admission to
Bardach over this murder, US prosecu-
tors are using that evidence only to
prove that he made false statements to
them. Evidence presented to a twice-
convened grand jury in Newark, New
Jersey, of funds that were wired to
Posada for the production of the hotel
bombs will also be presented in El
Paso, but again only for the perjury
charge.

By trying Posada for perjury and
fraud, the US government is hoping
that it will escape worldwide condem-
nation for its refusal to have Posada
face real justice and a prosecution for
his terrorist murders. The US govern-
ment is fully aware of his crimes in
various Latin American countries,
because he carried them out on behalf
of the Central Intelligence Agency.

The only reason Posada is even in

court is the national and international
outrage over the immunity and free-
dom he continues to enjoy in Miami,
where he walks the streets a free man.

[NM]

“As  if we  were vermi n”
N Thursday 9 December heavily armed Honduran police  and soldiers arrived in BajoOAguan to forcibly evict dozens of unarmed and defen celess peasant families from their

land. Given recent events in the area (reported by Socialist Voice ), there can be no doubt of
the potential for a bloodbath and the further murde r of campesinos. Fortunately, the
presence of human rights organisations and national  and international journalists helped
prevent this.

Many campesino families
are living on the settlement
of Paso Aguan on the banks
of the River Aguan. At 5 a.m.
on 9 December several con-
tingents of soldiers and police
arrived, terrifying the inhabi-
tants. They proceeded to
force men, women and chil-
dren to abandon their homes
at gunpoint.

One of the campesinos
described what happened.
“They arrived at ve in the �
morning, wearing balaclavas
or ski masks. They threw us
face down on the ground and

threatened us. They destroyed
and burned our shelters, as if
we were vermin, they took
away our machetes, and now
they won’t even let us leave
with our things.”
      The soldiers were not
carrying out the orders of any
court, and their actions took
place without any judicial
order or the presence of an
administrative judge. They
were merely acting on the
orders of a businessman and
wealthy landowner. The land
that is providing food and
work for poor campesinos has
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US gover nment  pr ot ect s its hi red ter ror ist s
N 10 January in El Paso, Texas, a US government far ce began with the opening of theOtrial of the terrorist Luis Posada Carriles in fede ral district court. Instead of facing

charges of premeditated murder for the deaths of se venty-three people who died in a Cuban
airliner on 6 October 1976 and for other crimes, Po sada will be tried only for perjury and
immigration fraud.

Though qualied and having prac � -
tised as a doctor, Luis Posada
Carriles trained at the “School of the
Americas,” the US Army school of
terrorism at Fort Benning in
Georgia, where he was commis-
sioned as an o cer. �
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been stolen by Miguel Facusse, to
enable him to grow more oil palms—
just one of his many businesses.

The same campesino stated: “We
already can’t live, and we are resigned
to being killed by the soldiers. We are
abandoned in the Bajo Aguan. They
burned our houses, we are left with
nothing, and we have not the slightest
doubt that this is the work of Miguel
Facusse.”

One human rights eye-witness
described the scene: “The lost looks of

the women holding their children in
their arms. The angry men shouting
their truths, faced by the impassive
looks of the uniformed men who tried
to justify the unjustiable. The dis � -
located families marched in a line.
Every member carried something on
his or her shoulders, toward nowhere.”

The Campesino Movement of the
Aguan oered them a place of refuge. �
It is also suering at the hands of the �
Honduran military, with numerous
members murdered in the last year.

A local priest, Fausto Milla,
summed the situation up: “In
Honduras the law no longer exists. The
only law that is carried out is the whim
of the powerful, and the defenceless
people are under this deadly law. You
have to go to people’s houses and see
how they are living. It is total misery.
The idea that is destroying the world is
that money is more important than
life. We can’t go on like this.”

[JM]

 Letter s
Thought s on lef t uni ty

Thinking on left unity brought back a bit
of nostalgia. There was a tremendous
reception in the Mansion House in the
early 1970s for the formation of the Left
Alternative. Nearly a thousand people
gathered to hear speakers from the Com-
munist Party, Sinn Féin the Workers’
Party, and the Left Liaison Committee of
the Labour Party.

Unfortunately I am the only one of
the six speakers who is still alive and
kicking. Mick O’Riordan of the CPI has
left us, as have Éamonn Smullen and
Tomás Mac Giolla of SFWP and Noel
Browne and Mattie Merrigan from the
Labour Party.

Fortunately, they all lasted longer
than the Left Alternative. It did, however
briey, produce two good policy docu � -
ments: a manifesto and an alternative
economic policy, Go to Work, Ireland.  The
latter policy arose from workshops, invol-
ving active trade unionists from the three
groups and inputs from progressive
economists.

Why was it not sustained? Mainly for
two reasons, one simple, the other
complex.

The Labour Party establishment
vetoed the Left group from appearing on
public platforms with the other lefties.

For SFWP there was a backsliding
from  the common analysis of
imperialism  and a reliance on
apolitical economism, leading to the
notorious Irish Industrial Revolution.
Their secretive Industrial Depart-
ment, identied with Smullen and �
Eoghan Harris, drove this process;
but that is another story.

A Socialist Forum followed later
but was based on individual sponsor-
ship among the broad left rather than
on organisations. Other, more special-
ised broad fronts arose, for example
Trade Unionists for Irish Unity and
Independence. Only the United May
Day Committee, convened by the CPI,
lasted for a decade, until SFWP
members persuaded the Dublin
Trades Council to host it instead.
Thus it was depoliticised, and remains
so to this day. But in general inter-
party unity was fractured for a
generation.

Today there are renewed attempts
at unity as the crisis revealed itself as
a crisis of the capitalist system itself.
The debate is obviously intensied as �
the need for electoral choices forces
an urgency on the issue, while the
question of inter-party alliances has
taken o  with the formation of the �
United Left Alliance.

The fact that for the rst time in �
Southern politics the left and the left
of centre, comprising the Labour
Party, Sinn Féin, the United Left
Alliance, and progressive individuals,
comprises more than 40 per cent
voting strength has shifted the
balance.

For people on the left, how we vote
on the 25th should be tempered not
only by what we want as an
immediate outcome but also how we
would like that 40 per cent to become
the driving force in politics. In many
ways our minimum hopes would be
for a centre-left Government, com-
prising Labour, Sinn Féin, the ULA ,
and  progressive  independents.
Labour, as the “centre” in that
equation, and as expressed in its

present leadership, is no longer even
traditional social-democratic. So our
minimum hope is wishful thinking.
The outcome will probably be a Fine
Gael-Labour coalition but with an
increased left opposition.

Therefore we have to think in the
long term of strategies that do not
keep us in opposition for ever. It must
be based on overcoming the passivity
of many trade unionists and those in
community work and encouraging the
growth of a critical left mass in the
Labour Party and Sinn Féin. The
Marxist left should see itself as a
unifying core.

There may be a left breakaway in
the Labour Party, as has happened in
Germany; but the worst scenario is
the drifting away from active politics,
as has happened to hundreds of
thousands in the Blairite British
Labour Party.

There are no quick xes for �
cementing left unity in action and in
formations: it involves long and
persistent work in education and
mobilising. It is a process involving
honest discussions and patience.
While there are no enemies on the
left, only rivals, there are some who,
judging by their past, are unable to
overcome their in-built sectarianism.

From my experience, the primary
is the politics of such an alliance. It
must be based on a principled under-
standing that imperialism is the main
obstacle to breaking the chains,
whether it is represented by the EU,
the British state, or the global US
empire. The local bourgeoisie is so
intertwined with these as to be their
loyal representatives.

Let that politics guide you as you
vote left and fashion how you give
your PR preferences.

Tom Redmond
Dublin
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