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Government and opposition strategy:
the Golden Circle must remain unbroken
HE rows and the bullying continue as the establishment mass media whip public opinionTinto a frenzy about a few politicians’ and bankers’ pensions. The calls for national sacrifice

by all in the nation’s hour of need continue to beat loudly.
There is a consensus right across

the board. The air waves are filled with
endless and mindless blather about
politicians showing “leadership.” Large
sections of rainforest go under the saw
to make sure we have enough paper for
the righteous indignation of the spivs
and chancers who pass for journalists
to be able to present what is in the
“national interest.”
But the real targets are the selfish

and ungrateful public-sector workers.
There is an orchestrated campaign of
bullying and growing attempts in the
media to isolate them.
None of the trade unions that orga-

nise public-sector workers have yet (at
the time of writing) to call a ballot of
their members. Many in the leadership
of the ICTU are hoping against hope
that enough workers will be brow-
beaten into accepting the destruction
of their terms and conditions.
Their dithering over strategy and

how not to respond to the crisis has
allowed a huge gap to open up between
public and private-sector workers. This
new public service agreement that
workers will have to vote on has fur-
ther polarised workers and has even set
different sections and grades of public-
sector workers against each other.
The tactic of divide and rule is

paying dividends, both to the
Government and to the private-sector
employers waiting in the wings to push
forward what they dare not push at
this moment.
The sending of letters to the

Government seeking clarification on
certain points of the agreement is just
a delaying tactic, allowing the pressure
to mount, while every day the crisis

deepens, the credit rating of this state
collapses, the debt and the cost of
borrowing continue to grow, tax
revenue continues to decline, and un-
employment grows, as does emigration,
as thousands of young people attempt
to find a future somewhere else.

Whether or not a handful of poli-
ticians give up their pensions (which of
course they should) will not make a
whole lot of difference to the national
coffers; but it does allow for additional
pressure to be brought to bear on
workers: that they should follow the
example of the political class and sacri-
fice everything for the “national good.”
If the ruling class are “patriotic,” then
workers must follow their example.
The answer needs to be said loud

and clear: No. Workers, small and
medium family farmers and fishing
communities did not cause this crisis,
nor should we pay the price for over-
coming it.
The labour movement has no

strategy, other than propping up and
supporting the Government and EU
policies of making working people pay.
What is needed now is a strategy

that rebuilds the unity of workers,
regardless of the sector in which they
earn a living: to build unity between
organised workers and communities
experiencing severe cuts in the services
they rely upon–a strategy that has the
potential to transform the political
landscape and tip the balance of forces
in favour of progressive radical change.
The Government’s strategy is to

ensure that the Golden Circle remains
unbroken. That Golden Circle can and
must be broken.
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political economy, science, and religion are in favor of our existing industrial system.–
George Bernard Shaw, preface to Fabian Essays in Socialism (1908)“ ”
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The tactic of divide and rule
is paying dividends



EU Commission to decide your budget
UST when you thought it couldn’t get any worse, up pops another opportunity for the EUJCommission to take further power away from national parliaments and governments–that

means from you.
On 12 May the Commission will

propose a major move in EU co-
ordination of the economic and
budgetary policies of the member-
states of the euro zone. One of the
central planks of the new proposals is
the creation of a “permanent crisis
resolution mechanism,” which would
have a more direct say in the possible
and continuing financial crisis within
the euro zone.
This may include financial assis-

tance through bilateral loans from
other members of the euro zone, with
clear terms and lending conditions laid
out in advance. No discussion or
debate: you take what is given. There
will also be the stick of sanctions if you
don’t follow through on what you have
signed up to.
It is also proposed that there will be

a tightening up of the stability and
growth pact: the application of sanc-
tions, such as the withholding of struc-
tural funds and reviews of and control
of national budgets, for a country that
does not accept the prescribed
medicine.
The Commissioner for Economic

and Monetary Affairs, Olli Rehn, will
propose that finance ministers of the
euro zone should vote by “qualified
majority” on whether draft national
budgets are in line with EU economic
guidelines and rules on fiscal discipline.
The euro zone would also adopt recom-
mendations about what should be in
countries’ budgets.
It is plain that budgetary priorities

will be determined not by national
interest, not what each nation and its
people believe or decide what economic
and social priorities should be, but by
the European Central Bank. This is
that the prime economic concern of all
governments must be a reduction of

deficits to the level prescribed in the
EU’s growth and stability pact.
Any reading of the communiqués

issued by the ECB and the Commis-
sioner for Competition, Joaquín
Almunia, demonstrates that this is the
case. The meetings of EU finance
ministers lay down timetables for
debtor-countries and prescribe how
deficits are to be cut: the “focus,” they
say, must be “on the expenditure side”
rather than on tax increases.
These measure are all aimed at

thwarting the potential of national-
democratic class struggle being effec-
tive as real power shifts dramatically
towards the centre.
What is being constructed is a new

form of internal neo-colonialism.
Policies are being imposed on the
peripheral member-states, just like
those the European Union as an
imperial state imposes on external
countries that wish to trade with it.

What is coming more clearly into
focus is the real extent of the weakness
of the ruling elite in the peripheral
countries. While their ideological influ-
ence over workers is still very much
intact, the material and economic base
of the elite in many of the peripheral
countries is very weak and very much
dependent on the power of the Euro-
pean Union to shore them up. This

means in effect that Germany and
France will decide and, in particular,
German monopoly capital.
Another feature of the crisis is that

the resistance of the Greek working
class has frightened the monopolies,
and they have little faith in the ability
of the Greek elite to hold the line and
not to cause terminal damage to the
euro and the whole European Union
corporate project.
One side effect of the Greek

workers’ resistance is that the Euro-
pean Central Bank has been unable
and politically unwilling to put up
interest rates. As a result, rates for
Irish mortgage-holders have not gone
up, easing some of the pressure–
temporarily at least–on Irish home-
owners and small businesses.
This unfolding scenario was pre-

dicted by the No campaign, particularly
by the People’s Movement, during the
campaign on both referendums on the
Lisbon Treaty. A grab for control would
be the consequence, flowing from the
major transfer of powers contained in
the Lisbon Treaty and other treaties.
The arguments of the No campaign

were dismissed by the establishment
and its media, the pseudo-leftists and
anti-national left, social democrats of
the Labour Party, and many within the
upper echelons of the trade union
movement. Now the chickens are
coming home to roost.
 The Greek working class have

shown tremendous courage, and the
workers of Europe owe them a debt
for standing up and resisting. As Jim
Larkin said, “It is better to die on
your feet than to live on your knees.”
Unfortunately, large sections of our
trade union leadership appear happy
to live on their knees.

[EMC]

Groundwork being laid for union acquiescence
HE decision by the National Executive Council of SIPTU to recommend acceptance of theTCroke Park deal is the beginning of a gradual campaign to swing the union movement in

favour of the agreement. This decision by the executive of the largest union in Ireland opened
up a breathing-space for the subsequent move by the National Executive of IMPACT, which
had previously declared that it could not recommend acceptance, to seek “clarification” on the
particulars of the agreement.
This is likely to be the start of a

move within that union to halt a swing
towards rejection. Already Peter
McLoone has told branch secretaries
that “contacts with other unions” had
made it clear that, in the absence of a
negotiated settlement, no other union

would be prepared to join it in a cam-
paign of co-ordinated stoppages to
achieve its objective.
Notably, he added that “the

feedback we are receiving suggests that
there is generally less support for
sustained work stoppages.”

The groundwork is being laid for
union acquiescence; and a narrowing of
the alternatives outside the agreement
is being driven home. Yet strip away
much of the talk about “clarifications”
and we are likely to find little more to
it than reassurances by the Govern-
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ment that it will not renege on its side
of the bargain (a position that appears
untenable, given clause 28).
Even if the present manoeuvrings

prove too little to stem rejection by
Congress later in May, we can expect a
further choreography between union
leaders and Government and a sort of
replay of the “Lisbon 2” strategy being
put into effect by the pro-agreement
elements.
The pro-agreement wing of the

unions, despite its best efforts, has
offered some rather poor reasons for
favouring the agreement. As noted in
the previous issue of Socialist Voice,
clause 28 states that “the implemen-
tation of this agreement is subject to
no currently unforeseen budgetary
deterioration.”
The anti-agreement wing of the

unions has rightly pointed out that this
ultimately offers little in the way of
defence against further pay cuts, as the
entire deal is contingent on the
Government’s claimed fiscal position.
Yet SIPTU has gone to great

lengths to play down the significance of
clause 28. Jack O’Connor has claimed
that, “at the end of the day, if the
Government do opt out it would be
open to us to renew and scale the
industrial campaign.” Unfortunately, in
the light of its current posturing, this
is flawed logic and when unpacked
becomes nonsense.
The SIPTU leadership is telling its

members that intensifying any indus-
trial campaign is unlikely to reverse
the Government’s position, because it

is constrained by existing budgetary
constraints.
Yet simultaneously the SIPTU

leadership is proposing that at some
possible future time, if the Govern-
ment decides to opt out of the agree-
ment (presumably to be legitimised on
the grounds of “unforeseen budgetary
constraints” that allow little scope to
manoeuvre), a campaign of industrial
action can then be used to force re-
negotiation.
But if those same circumstances

more or less prevail now, and the union
leadership are willing to submit to the
Government’s lead on these matters,
how valid is it to propose that the
union leadership will not concede to
the fundamentals of the Government’s
position in the future?
Why not push for further industrial

action now, and force renegotiation
now?
In any case, it is clear that some sec-

tions of the union leadership have com-
pletely abandoned any idea of
industrial action on these questions.
Indeed David Begg has undermined
SIPTU’s position on some possible
future industrial campaign to overturn
the use of clause 28 by claiming that
any mobilising action “would be very
traumatic for our country.”
The union leadership, despite

spending the best part of 2009 tub-
thumping about an alternative way out
of the crisis, has succumbed to TINA
–“There is no alternative.” When not
defending clause 28, this is the best
they can muster. “A better, fairer way”
has been quietly shelved.
There will be no consideration of

alternative strategies. The philosopher-
kings of Leinster House, the Central
Bank and the ESRI have spoken on the
nature of the crisis, and public-sector
workers are to submit.

[NC]

Seán Quinn, CFDs, and jobs
S this article is being written, the full hearing of the Financial Regulator’s action to putAQuinn Insurance into administration has been postponed, to be heard in the High Court in

the coming weeks. Presumably when this is being read the High Court will have sat and will
have granted the Regulator administration rights for the Quinn Group, which is without ques-
tion the legal and logical manner in which the state should act.
We have seen demonstrations of

workers concerned about their jobs
and, rightly, acting to publicise their
plight. However, backing Seán Quinn
to pull the group, and in par-
ticular the insurance side of
things, through these diffi-
culties with a commitment to
jobs is naïve at best.
Quinn says of himself: “I

accept that we are technically
wrong, but there is no-
body . . . saying we haven’t got
a very good model and a
proven track record making
money. So if we have, why put
us into administration?”
And some TDs, such as

Ned O’Keeffe, may even call
him a patriot. He said of the
Quinn Group: “They won’t be
depending on the state and Mr

Elderfield [the Regulator] to tell us
what to do. We don’t want foreigners in
here. Michael Collins, Liam Lynch,
Pádraig Pearse and James Connolly

wouldn’t have those foreigners running
our business.”
Leaving aside the absolute ridicu-

lousness of these two comments, it is
important for employees of
the Quinn Group to realise
and understand that it is the
actions of Seán Quinn and co.
that have put their jobs at risk
and have run the company
they work for into the ground,
amassing huge personal debts
in the process, including a
debt of €2.8 billion to Anglo-
Irish Bank.
     This last debt was accumu-
lated through a “creative”
financial product known as
“contracts for difference” or
CFDs, a contract that specifies
that at a specific time the
buyer (Quinn) or seller
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(Anglo-Irish)–depending on whether it
is positive or negative–will make up
the difference between the price of the
asset from when the contract was
signed to its contracted date. This
allows for speculation and investment
without the purchasing of shares,
thereby hiding the information from
the market.
Workers supporting the old

management would do well to remem-
ber that the Quinn Group, being a
private company, was previously used
to write off the personal debts of Seán
Quinn and his family. The accounts for
2007 record a loss of €425 million as

company funds were used to cover the
growing losses on Seán Quinn’s CFDs
with Anglo-Irish Bank.
Quinn not only amassed these mas-

sive debts and proved himself more
than capable of “technically” bringing a
business into administration but also
has a record of grossly flouting regu-
lation in pursuit of private gain, the
insurance arm having previously been
fined €3.4 million.

Unfortunately there is no easy
slogan or rallying point for employees
of the Quinn Group. They have been
abused and misled by their employer.
Their labour has been used to enrich
and bail out their greedy, disgraced
boss. But the state hardly appears as a
welcome saviour, given its savage
attacks on working people and their
services.

[GM]

The limits of social democracy
Part 1

(Part 2 of this article will be published in June.)
E might think that, at a moment when capitalism is in something approaching crisis andWmany of its shortcomings have been exposed for all to see, people unhappy with either the

effects of the crisis or some of the social consequences of capitalism would begin to question
the system itself.
Unfortunately, this is not happen-

ing. Indeed, such has been the success
of capitalism in the ideological struggle
in the decades since 1990 that people
seem much more likely to insist that it
is socialism that does not work than to
look at what the recession and crisis
tell us about capitalism as a way of
organising the economy and society.
But it would be wrong to think that

there is not widespread dissatisfaction
and anger at the failure of the ruling
class to meet the basic social, econ-
omic, political and cultural needs of
people to live decent, fulfilling lives.
Vincent Browne regularly points to the
systematic inequalities of capitalism
and its dire social effects; five thousand
Irish citizens die prematurely every
year because they are poor. The ICTU

and the trade unions based their cam-
paign against Government budgetary
strategy on the slogan “A better, fairer
way.”
Parties such as the Labour Party

and Sinn Féin are genuinely in favour
of a more equal society and understand
much of the human suffering that is
caused by the great inequalities that
exist. Rank-and-file trade union
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The following is a letter written by GM to the editors of
Monthly Review, and the reply by the associate editor.

Given the unprecedented bail-outs and socialisation of
debt, is the solvency of states threatened? States are
increasingly tied necessarily to the short-term profiteering
of these bailed-out companies. What are the consequences of
this, especially with regard to the states’ view and/or
support for:
(1) increasing the rate of exploitation of workers;
(2) aggressive short-term profit-maximising business

plans;
(3) disregard for environmental impact;
(4) resource and market-driven wars;
(5) inter-imperialist conflict and/or war?
In recent weeks* in Ireland the state has moved in to

bail out a privately owned business, Quinn Group, whose
solvency has been seriously questioned by the reckless pur-
chasing of financial products (contracts for difference),
resulting in huge debt being owed to one particular failed
Bank, Anglo-Irish Bank.
The move to bail out the Quinn Group–and having

seen similar support given by national governments to so-
called strategic companies or those of national interest in
the United States (GM) and France (PSA, Peugeot, Citroën,
and Renault) and elsewhere, in addition to the global bail-
outs of numerous banks–has provoked these questions.
Contradictorily, of course, many governments argue

that they are bailing out institutions reluctantly and only
because they got too big and are too important to the state.
In doing so they are in fact contributing to the increasing
monopolisation of the system and will be even more tied to

the needs and profitability of these few monopolies.
Having invested billions in these companies, can states

afford not to support aggressive short-term profiteering in
order to ensure that their investment is protected and a
return gained?
Any thoughts or comments on this would be greatly

appreciated.

*At the time of writing, the future of the Quinn Group was un-
clear, and there existed the possibility that the state would bail
it out through Anglo-Irish investment.

 
Thanks for your note. I agree with your points in

general. The connection between finance and the state is
as tight as it has been in a very long time. The massive
bailouts will not solve the problems inherent in the sys-
tem. But the more the state does bail out businesses, the
bigger the stake it has in continuing to do so.
For a state like the US, solvency isn’t really

threatened, as the state’s capacity to raise and print
money is very great, and the dollar is an international
currency. For smaller states, the solvency issue is more
important. What all this means is exactly what you say,
the state will do things very detrimental to the well be-
ing of the people and the environment.
How to fight out of this trap is the real question.

Mainly I think, the fight for democracy is key, in every
struggle we engage in. And to push forthrightly for a
new value system, challenging what capital and the state
do at every opportunity.
Solidarity,
Michael Yates, Associate Editor



members in the public service know
that they are under attack, ideologi-
cally and materially, and want to fight
back. The liberal and centre-left aca-
demics and commentariat endlessly
dissect the crisis, proposing all manner
of ways in which the system can be
improved or repaired to provide better
lives for citizens.
The problem is not that people

think the present way of doing things
is fine; they don’t. The problem is that
they do not identify capitalism itself as
the cause of the inequalities and social
devastation that raise their dissatis-
faction and anger, and do not under-
stand that capitalism, whether run
with the greatest or least amount of
probity, systematically produces these
outcomes.
So, the solutions that are proposed

are more regulation of capital, more
encouragement of entrepreneurship,
greater competitiveness, reform of the
political process and institutions, fewer
TDs, abolition of the Seanad, and list
systems to elect legislators rather than
client-servicing politicians. The thin-
ness of these solutions and their simi-
larity to what already exists should
alert everyone–including those who
propose them–to the fact that there is
a problem here, that these solutions
are not going to work.
But, having rejected socialism, the

social democrats and republicans
cannot see beyond a reformed, fairer
capitalism. While this is almost self-
evidently destined to lead to failure, it
is worth while examining once again
the limits of social democracy. Three
recent examples of social-democratic
thinking are an article in the Irish
Times (8 March 2010) from twenty-
eight economists and social scientists;

the response of the trade union and
labour leadership to the attacks on the
public service; and the “Renewing the
Republic” series in the Irish Times.
In the article headed “All the wrong

options have been pursued,” the econo-
mists and social scientists correctly
conclude that the deflationary policies
being implemented by the Government
are likely to lead to low growth, high
debt, high unemployment, and greater
inequality. In place of this they propose
a “modernisation” of the economy and
society. Sustained investment and a
reform of corporate governance prac-
tices are required, and investment in
education is the key, because it
increases employment in the short
term and increases competitiveness
and productivity in the medium term.
They say that the resources and

labour needed for this project are avail-
able; political will and vision are lack-
ing. While the principal thrust on fund-
ing is for borrowing (new bonds, off-
balance-sheet borrowing and invest-
ment, accumulated borrowings in
exchequer cash balances), they also
address taxation and reform of the
public service.
On taxation they recommend non-

deflationary ways of increasing
revenue, such as property taxes, the
removal of regressive tax breaks,
environmental taxes, and broadening
the tax base through social insurance
and local taxes. For the public service
they suggest that public-sector workers
should become “partners” in increasing
productivity and efficiency: employee-
driven innovation is the best way to
reduce costs and raise output.
They conclude that investment in

sustainable growth and full employ-
ment must complement addressing the

Government deficit.
Clearly this is a better strategy for

Government policy in several respects:
stimulation seems a better option than
deflation if growth and jobs are to be
created; investment in education and
indigenous industry is a more sustain-
able strategy than relying on attracting
foreign investment; improved regu-
lation of corporate practices is in the
interest of everyone who is not on the
take; the proposals on taxation are
broadly progressive and would make
the better off pay a larger and fairer
share of taxes; and involving workers
in bringing change to the public
services might produce a better out-
come for all concerned.
But when it is looked at in this way

it is quite a limited programme, and it
is clear that it would not change much
about the nature of either the economy
or society. We can support this agenda
to the extent that, in the struggle over
budgetary strategy, it generally makes
demands in the right places (stimu-
lation not deflation; investment in
indigenous industry; a greater propor-
tion of taxes paid by the better off; no
imposed cuts in public services, and so
on).
And this is important. The real lives

of workers are affected by Government
policy: reversing Government attacks
on workers’ pay and conditions and on
public services would be a significant
victory and would improve the lives of
ordinary people in measurable ways.
Also, any victories at this time are
important in boosting morale and
showing that struggle is meaningful
and can produce results.
However, this programme also

reveals all the shortcomings of social
democracy. In a sense, though none of
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the usual countries are cited in the
article, it reflects the Irish social-
democratic dream: make us like

Sweden or Denmark, or wherever, and
everything will be better. It is a
hankering for the European social-
democratic model of capitalism, where
a higher tax take funds a bigger
government sector, which provides
decent public services.
And there is the nub of the prob-

lem: a strategy that pursues a fairer
form of capitalism is still pursuing a
capitalist solution. It does not identify
capitalism as the source of the
problem.
If we understand capitalism as a

system with inherent contradictions
(overproduction  and  under-
consumption; overaccumulation of
capital and problems in finding outlets
for investment) that lead to periodic
recession and crisis, then ameliorating
some of its most destructive effects in
the short term is not without merit,
but it cannot prevent us returning
again and again to crisis and the deva-
station of ordinary people’s lives.
Something more is required.
Alongside the failure to identify

capitalism as the problem, the social
democrats also, inevitably, fail to
identify properly the class interests
involved. In a broad plea for greater

fairness in taxation and the distri-
bution of financial burdens there is a
recognition that the great inequalities
in Irish society need to be tackled and
reduced. But they do not ask the
crucial questions: Who produces the
wealth in society? How is that wealth
distributed? What effect has budgetary
strategy on this distribution? Who is
paying for specific items of budgetary
policy? Who gains most from and
contributes most to the overall budget?
These are class questions, and the

answers are pretty much self-evident.
All wealth is created by people who do
work–workers. Capitalists appropriate
(I prefer the word “steal”) as much of
this wealth as they can and seek to re-
invest it to extract ever larger amounts
of the wealth created by workers.
Budgetary strategy can move the
balance in one direction or another but
never addresses the answers to the first
two questions.
In time of recession, government–a

committee of the ruling class, after all
–invariably seeks to make workers pay
for the crisis and protect the position
and privilege of the better off and
capitalists as much as possible.

[CF]

Improving services by abolishing them
US Átha Cliath has just announced that it will be letting 150 workers go, and takingBninety buses off the streets–and that at the same time it will be improving the service.
Only a spin doctor could claim that

reducing the number of buses will
improve rather than disimprove the
service. They do this by claiming that
services will be faster through the
introduction of additional bus lanes
(which is true, but has nothing to do
with the case), while some routes will
be taken off and other routes
“straightened” (which clearly is a reduc-
tion in service for some areas).
The truth is simpler: public services

must be reduced to make room for the
profiteers who have been waiting on
the sidelines for years for the promised
introduction of “competition.” It is the
inevitable outcome of the drive towards

privatisation, which is both an
ideological obsession of the Govern-
ment and an imperative forced on it by
the European Union and especially by
the Lisbon Treaty. The only way that
privateers can get a slice of the action,
as promised to them for years by their
political cronies, is if enough of the
public service is undermined or
eliminated to make room for them.
What, incidentally, will happen to

the ninety buses being discarded? Will
they be used for landfill? Or will they
be sold off cheaply, given a paint job,
and put back on the streets by
privateers? Even the oldest Dublin
buses are in perfectly good condition,

and they were paid for mostly by our
income tax, not by fares. It would not
be the first time that the Government
made a virtual present of our property
to gombeen-men and profiteers.
And the first principle of the

profiteers will be non-union employ-
ment. The only way that commercial-
ised public services can make a profit–
which is the whole point of
privatisation–is with lower wages and
poorer conditions. The fares certainly
won’t be lower, the fuel and other
operating costs will be the same: only
wages and conditions can be “flexible.”
The destruction of the trade union

movement is now an objective of the
employers and therefore of the Govern-
ment that serves them. The privati-
sation and commercialisation of public
services therefore serves two purposes
simultaneously: the transfer of public
wealth to profiteers, and the elimi-
nation of the trade union movement as
a serious organisation.
The only force that can stop this

drive is the trade union movement
itself; but it’s all too clear that most of
the present trade union leadership are
incapable of anything other than lying
down and accepting whatever they are
told by employers, politicians, and
media. Until the worm turns it will be
more of the same.

[SOB]
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A proud chapter in Irish revolutionary history
feature of the liberation struggle of 1919–1923 that has been wiped from public memory isAthe setting up of “soviets” or workers’ councils in parts of Munster. TG4 threw light on this

aspect of the Black-and-Tan War period in a documentary in the “Anamnocht” series last
month, “Soviet na hÉireann.”
By far the most important of these

revolutionary enterprises, and the one
closest to the Russian model, was the
Limerick Soviet. There, fourteen
thousand workers went on strike in
protest against the military law and
harassment inflicted by the occupation
authorities. The city was virtually
governed by the strike committee, led
by John Cronin, a carpenter, James
Casey, a printer, and James Carr, an
engineering worker. The committee,
which quickly earned the description of
“soviet,” regulated prices and con-
trolled transport. Subcommittees dealt
with propaganda, finance, food, and
vigilance.
With enemy forces besieging the

city, they organised the underground
importation of essential supplies.
While the Limerick Soviet did not last
very long, it inspired other “soviets,”
which were involved in the take-over of
factories by workers and their transfor-
mation into producer co-operatives.
The best example of this was the
Knocklong creamery in Co. Limerick,
seized from the Cleeve family–notori-
ously bad employers–which raised the
slogan We make butter, not profits.
Similar projects emerged in Bruree and
Castleconnell (Co. Limerick), Water-
ford, and Carrick-on-Suir (Co.
Tipperary).
It would be a mistake to imagine

that a Soviet Republic of Ireland was
around the corner. Unfortunately, the

conditions for that did not exist, but
nevertheless the soviet movement in
Munster was of great significance. It
showed that a class and internationalist
consciousness was widespread among
urban and rural workers. The very
adoption of the term “soviet” displayed
a positive attitude towards the Russian
Bolsheviks and was a sign of solidarity
with workers fighting under the Red
Flag throughout Europe. The Irish
“soviets” came into being because of
the objective conditions of the time,
mainly the collapse of the state in
many areas of the country, as much a
result of passive popular resistance as
of the military achievements of the IRA
flying columns.
The “soviets” could have had a huge

impact on the nature and result of the
struggle were it not for certain nega-
tive circumstances. These included the
absence of a communist party, no
organisational unity between the vari-
ous efforts, and the lack of sympathy at
the top of the labour, trade union and
national movements. There was no
James Connolly. Thomas Johnson was
leader of the Labour Party, which had
backed down from taking a leading role
in the national revolution; and the
largest trade union, the ITGWU, was
led by Bill O’Brien, who had embarked
on a lifelong position of cultivating a
cult of Connolly without doing any-
thing to forward the great man’s
ideology.

The national trade union leadership
threw cold water on the “soviets” and
worked to restore peace, as they saw it.
There were radical republican leaders,
like Séamus Robinson, Peadar
O’Donnell, Seán Murray, and Liam
Mellows, who might have pushed
towards social revolution, given the
chance, but the national leadership had
no great sympathy with what was hap-
pening. De Valera and Collins had an
identical conservative nationalist mind-
set, and attacks on private property
would have horrified the reactionary
Arthur Griffith.
In the end, what lingered of the

Munster soviet movement was broken
up brutally by the Free State army,
aided by vigilante-style groups of
strong farmers’ sons–predecessors of
the Blueshirts, who a little over a
decade later would have turned Ireland
into a gangster-state were they not
faced down by communists, repub-
licans, and (let it be said) the Fianna
Fáil of the time.
• The definitive account of the
Limerick Soviet by Liam Cahill was
published in 1990 and is out of print,
but the author has kindly made it
available free of charge on the internet
at www.limericksoviet.com.
• At the time of writing, the video of
Soviet na hÉireann can still be viewed
on www.tg4.ie; follow the lead from
“TG4 Beo.”

[CDF]

ICTU flexing its political muscle
on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict

NYONE who pays even passing attention to politics in the Middle East knows that what isAhappening in Palestine is nothing short of an attempted genocide of the Palestinian people
by the Israeli government, in particular the attack on Gaza, which was one of the worst in
recent years and which caused an unprecedented level of human suffering on the Palestinian
people.
At an ICTU conference on Israel

and Palestine held on Friday 16 April
in Dublin Castle, the discussion
centred on possible ways that Ireland
can support the calls from Palestine for

a boycott, divestment and sanctions
(BDS) campaign against Israel. The
ICTU had previously adopted as policy
the boycott of Israeli goods at its bi-
ennial delegate conference in 2007.
Passing resolutions, although

important, just isn’t enough any more:
there is a recognition that the time has
come for more direct action.
The conference was chaired by Jack

O’Connor, who made it clear early in
the debate that the trade union move-

ment’s stance was not anti-Semitic and
was not an attack on the Israeli people.
The keynote speaker was the Minis-

ter for Foreign Affairs, Mícheál Martin,
who told the conference that the
Government does not agree with or
support any form of boycott of Israel,
stating that such an approach would be
counterproductive to efforts to resolve
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. “We all
know that ultimately it is the politics of
persuasion which is best placed to win
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the day and which must be the path
that we pursue,” he said. The minister
did, however, note that he has consis-
tently argued against any move to up-
grade EU-Israel relations “until such
time as the level of political progress
on the ground warrants it.”
Jack O’Connor rejected calls from

some delegates for the ICTU to sever
links with Histadrut, the Israeli labour
federation, which is opposed to the
BDS campaign.
Avital Shapira-Shabirow, director of

Histadrut’s international department,
was very critical of the ICTU’s stance,
and there was a vigorous exchange of
views when she explained her organi-
sation’s position during a panel discus-
sion. She argued that it was easy to
outline “simplistic solutions” to comp-
lex situations from afar.
Omar Barghouti, a founder-member

of the global BDS campaign, estab-

the boycott was a “moral obligation and
political imperative.” He noted that the
campaign was gaining momentum
internationally, and he praised the
ICTU’s efforts. “By holding on to its
position and spreading the BDS
message, and starting now to think

now applying a lot of pressure on the
Government and we hope that in time
this will bring results.” He was one of
several speakers to call for Ireland to
exercise its veto to block Israel from
joining the OECD.

[CA]

N late 2009 Pablo Bac and five comrades were shot in an attack in the early hours of theImorning. The six Mayan Qeqchi men were well-known anti-mining activists who had been
very active in the campaign to stop their expulsion from the land their community and
families have lived on for hundreds of years by the Guatemalan Nickel Company (CGN), a
wholly owned subsidiary of the Canadian company Hudbay Minerals.
Pablo Bac lost an eye after being

shot in the head on 28 September last
year. On 27 March he finally died from
the complications he suffered as a
result of the assassination attempt.
There is no doubt that this attempt to
murder indigenous activists protecting
their land and communities is con-
nected to their opposition to Canadian
mining in the area.
What is saddest about this latest

murder of an anti-mining activist is
that Pablo Bac’s father, also Pablo Bac,

met the same fate in 1981 for his oppo-
sition to the Canadian mining giant
INCO. In 1999 the United Nations
“Truth Commission” concluded that
this murder was carried out by the
Guatemalan army in collusion with
INCO. Hudbay Minerals is the succes-
sor to this organisation in the attempt
to rape Guatemala and take its natural
resources, and its relentless drive to do
this, regardless of how many com-
munities it needs to drive off their land
or how many people it needs to
murder.
These murders of a father and

twenty-nine years later of his for the
same corporate interests show the un-
checked environments that global
mining companies operate in. The
Canadian Pension Plan owns $5 million
worth of shares in Hudbay. All
Canadians over the age of eighteen
contribute to this plan. How many
know that their pension is invested in a
company soaked in the blood of
indigenous people struggling to sur-
vive, where the very idea of a pension
plan is completely alien?
This struggle being fought by the

Mayan Qeqchi on the shores of Lake
Izabel stretches back to the 1960s. A
continuous flow of Canadian mining
companies has come to the area and
driven the local people from the land
they have lived on for generations, by

whatever means necessary. They have
done this with the support of US-
backed military juntas, which have
illegally sold land to these companies.
The US-trained Guatemalan military
have worked hand in hand with these
companies in carrying out killings,
beatings, forced evictions, and torture.
What makes this all the more

shocking is the deafening silence com-
ing from Canada. Politicians, investors,
the media and people generally in
Canada never mention the murders
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Israel has now more than two hundred settlements in the occupied
territories, housing almost half a million settlers. A network of Israeli-only
roads, checkpoints and barriers entrench Israel’s illegal occupation of
Palestinian land. They make life a misery for Palestinians trying to travel to
work, school, or hospital.
The attack and the blockade on Gaza continues; the occupation remains

in place; the settlements, the wall, the attacks on east Jerusalem and
expulsion of its Palestinian inhabitants all continue unchecked.
In one panel discussion at the ICTU conference John Douglas, general

secretary of Mandate, recalled the involvement of Irish retail workers in the
boycott of apartheid-era South African goods and said his union would
support a consumer-led boycott campaign against Israel followed by a
worker-led effort.
The time for action is now. Support the boycott.



and untold environmental damage
being carried out by their country’s
companies throughout Central
America.
On 27 September last, the day

before Pablo Bac junior was shot,
Adolfo Ich, a community leader and
teacher, was kidnapped, tortured and
then murdered by security guards

working for CGN/Hudbay. There are
numerous eyewitness accounts of this.
However, no charges have been
brought against the culprits or their
employers.
While this latest death shows that

there is no end in sight to the murder-
ous activities of foreign transnational
corporate and capitalist interests in

poor countries, it also shows that there
will be no end to the resistance by
indigenous communities against even
the most overwhelming odds. The
memory of Pablo Bac, father and son,
will live on in the continuing struggle
of indigenous communities to hang on
to a little piece of land and dignity.

[JM]

The murder of Bety Cariño
EATRÍZ Alberta (Bety) Cariño Trujillo, an indigenous Mexican human rights defender,Bwas shot dead, together with a Finnish peace activist, Jyri Jaakkola, on 27 April in Oaxaca

state, Mexico, by local paramilitaries. A campaigner for the rights of peasants, especially
women, she was a guest speaker at Latin America Week in Dublin in 2009 and at a Front Line
human rights conference in Dublin in February this year.

The killers were blockading a small
town since December, with the support
of the Mexican army; water, electricity
and medical services had been cut off
and schools shut.
Before setting off that morning she

sent messages to the Latin America

Solidarity Centre in Dublin and spoke
by phone to her Front Line friends,
asking them to stand by and watch for
news, as they were concerned by a local
radio announcement that the head of
the paramilitaries had stated that his
forces would not be responsible for

anything that might happen to them.
These forces have been linked by

many to local caciques (powerful land-
owners and wealthy business people)
entrenched in the Institutional Revo-
lutionary Party, which ruled Mexico for
seventy years and still holds power in
almost twenty provinces.
When the caravan of vehicles got to

about half a mile from the town a
barricade of stones blocked their route,
and paramilitaries opened fire with
automatic weapons. Two people were
killed and one other person was
wounded. The paramilitaries then
prevented medical services reaching
them, so that it was a day before the
deaths could be confirmed.
Three other colleagues fled up the

hillsides and have not been seen since.
They may have been shot, or have been
taken prisoner.
Survivors taken from cars had their

identity papers examined and were
threatened with death before being
turned loose on the highway.
Front Line and LASC held a com-

memoration outside the Mexican
Embassy in Dublin, and LASC later
held a larger demonstration of protest
and solidarity there.

[JM]

 Book review

A novel that celebrates Cuban resistance
Tomás Mac Síomóin, Ceallaigh: Scéal ón mBlárcatha (Dublin: Coiscéim, 2010; €10).

UBA’S fight for freedom in the nineteenth century and its continuing struggle in theCpresent to defend its independence is at the heart of a new novel by Tomás Mac Síomóin,
which was launched recently by the Cuban ambassador, Teresita Trujillo.
While the Cuban people are the

heroes of the work, the two main char-
acters are Irish journalists, two
genuine seekers after truth in a well-
disgraced profession. One of the char-
acters is an actual historical person,
James J. O’Kelly, who worked with the
New York Herald and who is much

better remembered in Cuba today than
in Ireland. He reported on the Ten
Years’ War of 1868–1878, when the
Cubans rose against Spanish domi-
nation and managed to break through
the “paper wall” whereby what was
happening in Cuba was hidden from
the outside world. Mac Síomóin in a

prologue makes the direct connection
between the events of that decade and
the victory of the popular forces in
1959. “Aithnítear gurb é an Cogadh
Deich mBliain a las an tine bheo.” [It is
recognised that it was the Ten Years’
War that lit the living flame.]
The second character is one Séamas
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S. Ó Ceallaigh, who is sent to Cuba by
his right-wing editor in Dublin to send
back a series of articles on the
“dictatorship,” repression of dissidents,
poverty, a dysfunctional system, etc.,
etc. (See the daily and Sunday papers
for other well-worn lines in the litany.)
The fictional Ó Ceallaigh (who bears an
uncanny likeness to the author) dis-
covers a different Cuba and a different
reality from the proposed story. The
country that is described (or, more
accurately, describes itself) through
interviews, conversations  and
experiences–none of which, one feels,
are really fictional–is a seriously
democratic national community work-
ing hard to build a socialist revolution
in a context of constant economic and
diplomatic warfare waged by the
United States.
The Cuba of Ó Ceallaigh is not

Heaven on Earth, or anything like it.
The relative poverty, by European
standards, is noted; but it is suggested
that the real comparison should be
with Haïti, Guatemala, or Honduras. Ó
Ceallaigh / Mac Síomóin records the
complaints of dissidents of different
kinds, including people who find the
economic siege personally difficult,
some would-be exploiters, and not a
few begrudgers.
Tourists also figure in the work,

especially the kind who have their
minds made up that Cuba is backward
and downtrodden but is worth a cheap
holiday. In one scene the author
records a cacophony of ignorant insults
on a Havana–Madrid flight because the
take-off is delayed. “You wouldn’t
expect punctuality in Cuba”; “Every
one of them is in a bad way, except for
those that have relatives in Europe or
the United States”; “A shower of
beggars, all of them.” This is backed up
by references to prostitutes (a subject
not ignored in the book) and sneers at
negritas. They even get a racist guffaw
out of the fact that the pilot has a
Basque name. “Píolóta de chuid ETA
atá ar dtiomáint!” [One of ETA’s pilots
is driving us!]
Then a middle-aged woman stands

up and refers to her terminally ill

daughter seated beside her. She says
she has been to Cuba for a second
opinion, because the high standard of
medicine in Cuba makes it the obvious
place to bring her child.
There is a constant swing in the

novel from the experiences of O’Kelly
in the 1870s to those of Ó Ceallaigh in
the 2000s, and the author’s use of the
first person requires a mental shift in
the alert reader.
On the face of it, the two episodes

blended together seem to belong to
different worlds, but the connection is
the understanding that both quasi-
fictional Irish journalists have of the
libertarian nature of the two Cuban
movements and, in the case of the
current struggle, the essential unity of
the fight for national sovereignty and
the development of socialism.
Of course, the values expressed in

the novel are universal. Mac Síomóin
observes: “Nach iontach go deo an
cumas ag an ní neamhbheo
mothúcháin shuanmhara a chur ina
ndúiseacht? An fhuil a chur ag
coipeadh sna cuisleanna–nó a cheansú.
An suaimhneas anama a ghineann
fothram tomhaiste brachlainní ag
briseadh ar dhuirling, cantaireacht na
n-éan ar bhóithrín tuaithe san earrach,
siollaí maorga Beethoven, baslóga ag
borradh ar chraobhacha. Na taibhsí a

dhúisíonn dathanna luaineacha an
duilliúir sa bhfómhar. Radharc ar
bhratach  náisiúnta. Ar thír-
dhreachanna áirithe. Ar fhothrach
seaneaglaise . . .” [Isn’t it wonderful the
way an inanimate thing can awaken
somnolent emotions? To send the
blood rushing through the veins–or to
calm it. The peace of soul that is gener-
ated by the measured noise of breakers
beating on a stony beach, the singing of
birds on a country bóithrín in the
spring, the stately sounds of
Beethoven, buds sprouting on
branches. The ghosts that lighten up
the fluctuating colours of the leaf in the
autumn. The sight of a national flag. Of
certain landscapes. Of the ruins of an
old church . . .]
And then the author, in a way,

breaks the lyrical mood by adding, “Ar
mhaiseite i gcófra gloine iarsmalainne!”
[Of a machete in a glass museum case!]
–the Cuban version of the pike in the
thatch, a banal weapon ennobled into a
symbol of resistance. The resistance
continues.

[CDF]

 Film review

Capitalism: A Love Story
love Michael Moore’s films, and I loved Capitalism: A Love Story too. In the cinema in NewIYork where I saw it, a cheering audience got up and applauded the film as the credits rolled

over the screen.
Moore reaches a mass audience. Of

the top grossing five documentaries of
all time, four are Michael Moore’s.
Only Al Gore’s An Inconvenient Truth
also makes the top five. His first hit
was the documentary Roger and Me
(1989). The election of George W. Bush

gave him another worthy foe. Bowling
for Columbine (2002), Fahrenheit 9/11
(2004) and Sicko (2007) rank as the
sixth, first and fourth-highest-grossing
documentaries of all time. Bowling for
Columbine won the 2002 Academy
Award for Documentary Feature.

Fahrenheit 9/11 took home the Palme
d’Or, the top honour at the Cannes
Film Festival. And Sicko got Moore
investigated by the US government for
possible violations of the blockade of
Cuba.
Standing out in my memory is
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Sicko, his denunciation of the heartless
for-profit American health-care system.
He assembled a dozen or so ill
American citizens, lacking health
insurance, loaded them into a motor
boat, and sailed to Cuba, right into
Guantánamo Bay. On the bow, with a
megaphone in hand, he berated the US
garrison, demanding that these fine
Americans ought to receive care at
least as good as those imprisoned at
Guantánamo.
Naturally, his plea was ignored.

Moore then sailed to Havana, where
they received top-notch care from the
Cuban medical system, free of charge.
Michael Moore’s latest film begins

with the issues he’s been examining
throughout his career: the disastrous
impact of corporate dominance on the
everyday lives of working-class
Americans.
There are constants in his docu-

mentaries: tongue-in-cheek humour,
the beefy frame, the careless dress and
trademark baseball cap, his attempts at
citizen’s arrests of corporate evildoers.
Moore represents Everyman, or
perhaps a Candide, innocently trying
to understand the illogicalities and
hypocrisies of American society.
But this time the culprit is much

bigger than General Motors: this time
his thesis is that the problem is capital-
ism itself. Capitalism: A Love Story
explores the price that America pays
for its love of capitalism. Moore takes
us into the homes of ordinary people
whose lives have been turned upside
down by economic crisis and corporate
greed. He goes looking for explanations
in Wall Street and in Washington,
alternating between humour and
outrage.
Who is Michael Moore? Born in

1954, he had an Irish Catholic upbring-

ing in Michigan. He attended parochial
school and originally intended to enter
the seminary. In this film Irish viewers
may find interesting his interviews
with leaders of the American religious
left. He poses such questions as, Would
Jesus belong to a hedge fund? Would
Jesus sell short?
Moore briefly discusses his own

spiritual beliefs as a Catholic. His con-
clusion is that “you can’t call yourself a
capitalist and a Christian, because you
cannot love your money and love your
neighbour.” His revelations about his
religious background disclose the
moral compass he has been using all
these years.
The critical reaction to Capitalism:

A Love Story divided along right-left
lines. On the left, among trade union-
ists, working people, and progressive
filmgoers, Moore’s admirers are many.
The People’s World, the CPUSA news-
paper, reported that Moore was invited
by the California Nurses’ Association
and the AFL-CIO to show Capitalism:
A Love Story and then led a march for
single-payer health care at the conven-
tion. Mineworkers, steelworkers,
nurses and lots of other workers and
professionals marched with Moore,
demanding health care for all. The next
day Moore sent out this e-mail
message:
But it wasn’t till last night, at the
annual convention of the AFL-CIO in
downtown Pittsburgh, PA, that a
packed house of rank-and-file union
members–plumbers and nurses and
steelworkers and 73 other trades–
watched the U.S. premiere of our
film and, I kid you not, the roof prac-
tically came off the place as the
credits rolled. I’ve never witnessed,
in my 20 years as a filmmaker, such a
response to one of my movies. I’m
sure the theater management must

have been thinking a riot was going
to break out. After years of having
the crap kicked out of working
people of this country, the crowd in
Pittsburgh was ready to rumble after
watching two hours of cinema that
laid it all out about how Corporate
America has gotten away with
murder. I was profoundly moved by
this overwhelming and enthusiastic
response.
A portion of this film was shot in

Chicago at a company called Republic
Windows. In December 2008 its
workers were being screwed out of
severance payments after the owners
decided to shut it down. The workers
sat in, determined to force the bosses
to pay what was owed to them. It was
the first real factory occupation in
decades. The workers won their modest
demands.
If I spotted one flaw it was his

answer to the question, If capitalism is
so bad, what is the alternative? The
alternative to capitalism is . . . co-ops.
Moore cites workers in Wisconsin and
California running businesses as co-
operatives. Now, for an American mass
audience, which knows little about
socialism, fair enough: this is a rela-
tively progressive notion. It makes the
point that casino capitalism isn’t the
only way to run an economy. But I wish
he had been as bold in prescribing
solutions as he was in describing the
evils of capitalism.
In his final voice-over, Moore hints

that this may be his last documentary.
He says he hopes the people rise up
and change the system soon, because
he’s been at this exposé work for many
years, and he’s getting tired.
Don’t get tired, Michael! Capitalism

offers many more evils for you to
expose.

[TK]

 Revolutionary songs

For what died the sons of Róisín?
Luke Kelly

For what died the sons of Róisín–was it fame?
For what died the sons of Róisín–was it fame?
For what flowed Ireland’s blood in rivers
That began when Brian chased the Dane
And did not cease nor has not ceased
With the brave sons of ’16?
For what died the sons of Róisín–was it fame? 

For what died the sons of Róisín–was it greed? 
For what died the sons of Róisín–was it greed?
Was it greed that drove Wolfe Tone
To a pauper’s death in a cell of cold wet stone?
Will German, French or Dutch inscribe the epitaph of Emmet 
When we have sold enough of Ireland to be but strangers in it?
For what died the sons of Róisín–was it greed?

To whom do we owe our allegiance today?
To whom do we owe our allegiance today?
To those brave men who fought and died
That Róisín live again with pride?
Her sons at home to work and sing
Her youth to dance and make her valleys ring
Or the faceless men who, for mark and dollar,
Betray her to the highest bidder?
To whom do we owe our allegiance today? 

For what suffer our patriots today? 
For what suffer our patriots today?
They have a language problem, so they say:
How to write “No trespass” must grieve their heart full sore
We got rid of one strange language;
Now we are faced with many, many more.
For what suffer our patriots today?
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SOCIALIST VOICE

 Opinion

The following article was submitted by a young person active in his community, attempting to engage with and involve young
people in standing up for better facilities at the community level. He is expressing views that are shared by many thousands
of young people throughout the country and raises some interesting questions that need to be discussed and debated within
communities, trade unions, and political parties. We are witnessing a growth in the use and abuse of drugs, from legal ones
such as alcohol, in the rise of binge drinking, to illegal ones such as heroin. State provision for the rehabilitation of drug
abusers is minimal. One thing is clear: present policies are not working. If you wish to respond to the issues raised in this
article, e-mail them to cpoi@eircom.net; fifty or a hundred words (maximum).–Editor.

Headshop hypocrisy
RELAND is in the grip of a national frenzy. No, it’s not NAMA, or HSE, or the evil CrystalISwing: it’s “headshops” and the “legal highs” they sell. This moral crusade has been led by a

somewhat unusual alliance of community groups, independent politicians, and political
parties. Granted that many of the products on sale in these outlets are probably not good for
you; but it’s the hypocrisy of the manipulative and ill-informed arguments that are prob-
lematic, preventing a real discussion on the issue from taking place.
In a country with a renowned prob-

lem, or love, of drink–depending on
what way you look at it–the same
moralistic crusade to shut the bars,
pubs and off-licenses doesn’t exist; yet
the misuse of alcohol does untold
damage to individuals, families, and
communities, not to mention the cost
to the taxpayer.
The disparity of media coverage is

much to blame. Moral compasses such
as Joe Duffy have whipped up hysteria
they can’t control: look at the number
of attacks, including arson, on head-
shops, which put ordinary workers at
serious risk.
The protests against the shops have

received more coverage than they are
worth. Larger protests calling for the
nationalisation of Corrib gas, for
example, are frequently ignored. These
people claim to be working to protect
the “youth,” when their time would be
better spent campaigning for social,
sporting and creative centres to
provide an alternative to both drugs
and drink.
One of the most frequently used

arguments is that the shops are provid-
ing a “gateway to drugs.” Headshops
have been around for maybe five years,
yet the use of drugs has been with us a
lot longer than that. Many are con-
vinced that by shutting the shops the
problem will go away; in fact they will
force people back to buying from
dealers–the only people who’ll benefit
from the closure of the shops.
As one of the few growth areas in

our economy, shops are springing up
throughout the country, creating jobs
and contributing much-needed taxes to
a very unhealthy exchequer.
It wasn’t possible to track down

some figures on this, but it raises the
simple question: do we want the money
to benefit our country by paying for
public projects or continue to flood in
to the criminal world?
The ever-changing ideological

chameleons, the establishment parties,
continue to follow the right-wing neo-
liberal economic model of non-
intervention and non-regulation when
it suits them, or their lobbyists. What
happened to leaving markets alone and
the market being above all? Why can’t
they take similar stringent actions
against bankers, speculators, and other
fiscal miscreants?
Lest we forget, these are the parties

(excluding Sinn Féin) that scare-
mongered the passage of Lisbon 2,
which enshrines the market’s needs
above all, yet they pay no heed. And if
“we” are all European, why not begin
to liberalise laws on drugs, like other
EU countries?
This façade has raised some serious

issues that need to be dealt with in a
calm and relaxed fashion, not the knee-
jerk reactionary response we have wit-
nessed thus far. The prohibition of
drugs appears to have failed; perhaps
it’s time we as a society re-evaluated
the state’s position on drugs. It’s un-
clear at present what the answer is, but
it’s apparent that many people are will-

ing to buy and use drugs, so we should
look at how we can take control of the
trade, regulate it, making it safer by
introducing standards and quality
control–much like alcohol, tobacco,
and pharmaceutical drugs.
The first thing on the agenda should

be the regulation and licensing of
“headshops,” the introduction of a
minimum age for products, and
curbing opening hours in line with off-
licences.
The true origins of this campaign

are unclear, but it may have been a
clever political ruse on behalf of some-
one in Fianna Fáil to distract attention
from their economic incompetence and
pitiful attempts to run this country. If
so, it’s worked.
The greatest crime of all is that

parties have rushed to the streets to
protest against the “headshops” yet are
unwilling to do the same against
NAMA and the slashing of wages,
services and benefits, not to mention
the quisling-like giveaway of our
natural resources.
With laws on the way to outlaw

many of the products sold in these
shops, much of the hype and guff is
simply political opportunism on a
colossal scale. To curb such hypocrisy,
mandatory drug testing should be
introduced for the proponents of these
campaigns; this might make them less
excitable.
The closing of these shops and out-

lawing of certain substances will not
tackle the overall issue and problem of
drugs in our society. It’s simply the
quaint Irish attitude of sweeping it
under the carpet. If history can teach
us anything, this will solve nothing.

[BH]
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