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The political response was as one would have predicted. 
The unionists have been completely wrong-footed, and 
their responses ranged from expressing interest but want-
ing clariġ cation or to see more substance in relation to de-
commis sion ing and the end of æcriminal activitiesç to 
down right hostility. One can almost hear Paisley and the 
likes saying, æGo back to waråwe can cope with that; we 
canét cope with politics and political change.ç Elements of 
the Southern establish ment, like McDowell and some 
media commentators, expressed scepticism and down right 
hostility; but the over whelming view is that this is a 
positive and import ant devel-
op ment and a wel come step 
forward.

What the IRA statement 
has clearly done is once again 
to give the initiative to repub-
li cans and to wrong-foot the 
unionists in the North and 
the neo-unionists in the South. It is also clear that there 
were signiġ cant behind-the-scenes talks and negoti ations 
between republicans and the British govern ment lead ing 
up to the IRA statement. The Irish govern ment was also 
involvedåthough it is diĤ  cult to evaluate to what 
extentåin the behind-the-scenes wheeling and dealing, 
despite both governments stating publicly that they would 
not talk to Sinn F®in.

The swift response from the British government, with 
the beginning of the dismantling of British Army watch-
towers in South Armagh and the planned further dis-
mantling and removal of others, including the demolishing 
of Divis Flats in west Belfast, is also to be welcomed and is 
very necessary, if not long overdue, under the Belfast 
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Agreement.
In addition, the announcement that the Royal Irish 

Regi ment is to be disbanded over the next two years and 
the size of the British military presence drastically 
reduced is a further indication that momentum is build-
ing. The Royal Irish Regiment is one of a long line of 
unionist-dominated military and semi-military organi-
sations, from the Special Constabulary (A and B Specials) 
to the Ulster Defence Regiment. The disbanding of such 
para military forces was a long-held demand of the civil 
rights movement in the late 1960s and early 70s.

    There still remains the 
diĤ   culty over the PSNI 
Special Branch. As is usually 
the case with such politi cal 
police sections, the state is 
very reluctant to bring them 
under democratic control or 
bring them to account. For 

the state, political police are a necessary and important 
unit within society for monitoring and control ling political 
dissent.

Just as there has been a struggle and debate within 
republicanism over the future of the IRA, it is clear that 
there has also been much resistance within the British 
state, particularly within military intelligence and the 
PSNI Special Branch and among neo-unionists within the 
state itself over the extent and pace of change and 
demilitarisation in the North. But change is on the way, 
though the extent of that change will depend on a number 
of factors over the next decade.

It is clear that republicans have moved a long way and 
have learnt many lessons over the last thirty years of 

Welcome for IRA statement
THE statement issued by the IRA in late July, in which it announced a complete end to 

its armed campaign and instructed its members to no longer carry out any activities 
on behalf of the organisation and to become actively involved in building Sinn F®in, is to 
be very much welcomed. The statement announced that the IRA had re-engaged with the 
inter national body to complete the acts of decommissioning as quickly as possible. This 
new statement by the IRA should be seen as a major political step forward in republican 
thinking.

I do not care for a mechanical revolution. I want an educated movement. Discontent is not 
enough, though it is natural and inevitable. The discontented must know what they are aim-
ing at when they overthrow the old order of things.åWilliam Morrising at when they overthrow the old order of things.åWilliam Morrising at when they overthrow the old order of things.å , reported in the Daily 
News (London), 8 January 1885. çæ

A positive and impor tant 
development and a 
wel come step forward



struggle. Certainly there are those who at one time were 
on the left when the republican movement split into the 
Provisional and OĤ  cial wings in the 1970s who are now 
claim ing that the Provisional movement wasted thirty 
years and are back where the civil rights movement was in 
the late 60s. Some are looking for Sinn F®in to apologise 
for wasting thirty years and for the loss of life and the 
thou sands maimed and injured. One can understand the 
pain of those who suģ ered on all sides; pain was not 
inĢ icted by only one side or suģ ered by only one side. Nor 
were right and wrong altogether on one side or the other. 
The struggle happened, and that is a historical fact. Union-
ism and the British state operated and planned their 
actions to have the required political impact to suit their 
political, economic, military and strategic interests, using 
whatever means were at their disposal, including intern-
ment, torture, shoot-to-kill, covert bombings, assass-
inations, æsupergrassç trials, funding and aiding loyalist 
para militaries, child prostitution rings (as in Kincora 
Childrenés Home), and an armoury of repressive laws and 
institutions.

Republicans, whether IRA, INLA, OĤ  cial IRA or other 
group ing, certainly carried out some horrendous acts, 
such as the æBloody Fridayç bombings. Innocent people 
were killed and many maimed and wounded. This did give 
a pre text for widespread repression right across Ireland; it 
allowed revisionism to gain a stranglehold over historical 
study; it reinforced Free-Statism in the South; it further 
allowed the establishment to present the struggle around 
the national question as a problem of æterrorismç and not 
a political problem.

These actions and those of the British state and union-
ism accentuated the existing divisions that pertained with-
in the North of Ireland before and since partition. The 
IRA did not create sectarianism but was shaped and 
formed by the conditions pertaining; it was a product of 
the material conditions prevailing at the time. People 

react to situations in diģ erent ways. If people have learnt 
and it may have taken them longer than others may have 
wished, that is life. The important thing is that we do 
learn from historical experience.

Important questions now face republicans. What are 
the lessons we need to learn from the past, and how do we 
apply those lessons? What demands do we now make, and 
whom should we be addressing them to? What forces do 
we want to bring forward?

One clear lesson needs to be learnt by those republicans 
who still believe that armed resistance is the way forward. 
Those who have been involved in armed resistance for the 
last thirty years have realised that it had run its course. 
They could not defeat the British, and the British could 
not defeat them, and they fought each other to a standstill. 
To make a principle out of a tacticåthat only armed resis-
tance and an elite armed group can deliver a United 
Ireland, that the mass of the Irish people, both north and 
south, must remain on the sideline or only give un-
conditional supportåis the road to nowhere. It has 
nothing to do with the politics of Wolfe Tone or of James 
Connolly.

Having a gun or a bomb does not make you immune 
from politics, nor does it prevent you nor make you 
immune from æselling outç the struggle. It is the ideology 
of the organisation and its members that is central.

An end of armed resistance does not automatically 
mean an end to struggle but rather that struggle takes 
new forms and methods. Is the struggle going to be purely 
con ġ ned to parliamentary forms, and is parliamentary 
represen tation the end in itself, rather than a means to an 
end? Does the involvement and mobilisation of working 
people become secondary to gaining parliamentary 
represen tation? Sinn F®in is now coming under increased 
pres sure to ditch some of its policies, particularly in 
relation to economics and to the European Union. Union-
ists may say such things as that Sinn F®in need a period in 
which to be æhouse-trained.ç And what unionists say in 
public, the southern establishment say in private, and 
really mean it. They want to make sure that Sinn F®in has 
accepted the status quo; they need to be reassured that 
radi cal republicanism has been drawn into the swamp of 
the political establishment.

The struggle is now on for the political heart of republi-
can ism and its future direction. Republicans are now 
facing the question posed by James Connolly ninety years 
ago when he addressed those who talked about an indepen-
dent Ireland in abstract terms. What type of Ireland do we 
want? Who should beneġ t, and what forces should we look 
towards?

The political establishment in the South have shown 
thems elves to be unreliable allies in the struggle to bring 
about national unity. Events over recent years conġ rm 
this. They are more concerned about their own class 
power and interests and maintaining the status quo than 
about a united Ireland. There is a need to build the neces-
sary coalition of forces of the left and of democratic 
opinion to challenge the establishment, to give real 
substance to the political demand for an all-Ireland 
democracy.
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Shell attempted to use the courts to bully the local 
com munity and to allow them to push on with a pipeline 
that they have no permission to build in the ġ rst place. 
In late July the company appeared to admit that the 
con struc tion and installation of the pipeline was illegal, 
because it has not got permission from the Minister for 
the Marine and Natural Resources. The minister has 
stated that the companies have breached the terms 
under which they were given per mis-
sion to go ahead. This is all diplomatic 
speak. In early August the same 
minis ter gave Shell permis sion to 
begin construction on the underwater 
section of the pipe line, from the gas 
ġ eld to the shore.

Clearly, Fianna F§il, along with 
Fine Gael, are caught on the horns of 
a dilemma. They have been bought 
and paid for by the transnational cor-
por  ations; but the local com munity 
wonét play ball and stub bornly refuse 
to buckle under and bend the knee to 
Shell. Five men refuse point blank to 
back down and allow Shell to ride 
rough-shod over their community.

The government cannot balance the public interest 
with the interests of the oil companies by opposing or 
try ing to change the terms and conditions under which 
they operate here in Ireland. It would not look good to 
their political masters in Washington and Brussels but 
would appear to be an æanti-businessç act. On the other 
hand, this has always been bedrock Fianna F§il and 
Fine Gael territory. The brother of the present leader of 
Fine Gael is chairperson of Mayo County Council. At 
the last council meeting he ruled out of order a reso-
lution supporting the Five and calling for their 
releaseådespite the fact that the resolution was 
properly constituted and conformed to standing orders. 
Fine Gaelés hopes of forming the next government will 
take a big hit in County Mayo!

What Shell and the other oil companies want to do is 
land the gas directly on land and bring it across country 
in a pipeline to storage facilities and their reġ nery. This 
is an extremely dangerous operation, as the gas comes 
out of the gas ġ eld at very high pressure and most 
certainly would pose grave dangers; but it is the cheap-
est option for Shell. It is estimated that Shell would save 
î360 million in capital costs; and landing the gas 
directly on land from the gas ġ eld would reduce their 
operating costs by as much as 40 per cent per year.

The whole planning process was faulty from the 
start, with the Bord Plean§la inspector responsible for 
view ing Shellés planning application stating that æthe 
choice of preferred option is primarily based upon the 
cost diģ erence between it and other oģ shore options 
rather than on environmental or technical constraints.ç 
So the option chosen was the one that suited Shell and 

The Rossport Five need our support!
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FIVE men, mainly small farmers, went to jail in late June because they refused to obey 
a High Court injunction won by Shell Oil. Shell, along with Marathon Oil and the Nor-

wegian state oil company Statoil, are attempting to build a pipeline from the Corrib gas 
Ģ eld across their land, which theyätogether with large numbers of the local communityä
object to on safety grounds, and with good reason for doing so.

the other oil companiesånot one that would provide the 
best beneġ t to the local com munity or the 
environment.

In a further twist of the screw, the state forestry 
agency, Coillte, sold 400 acres of state forest land to the 
con sor ti um of Shell, Marathon and Statoil for the site of 
the reġ nery.
    Shell got a High Court injunc tion against the ġ ve 

men by providing mis lead ing infor-
mation to the court in the ġ rst place. 
So how can these ġ ve men be in 
breach of the law if the infor mation 
presented against them was false? As 
John Rogers, senior counsel and 
former Attorney-General, stated in 
the High Court, æthis brought the law 
into disrepute.ç He went further to 
state that Shell was in breach of its 
own undertaking and asked the 
judge, æDid this not require some 
explan ation to the court?ç
    We can only agree with and support 
the statement read by Dr Mark 
Garavan, speaking on behalf of the 
ġ ve men after the High Court hear-

ing, that æthe free dom the Rossport Five require is the 
free dom and obli gation all citizens have: the freedom to 
use all peaceful means to protect themselves and their 
neighbours . . . We cannot agree to a proposal that 
proposes to ban us from continuing to protect our lives 
by opposing the Shell works . . . This does not involve an 
apology. It involves giving an undertaking not to protest 
against Shellés activities on the ground in Mayo, and 
this is some thing the men cannot do.ç

What you can do
We need to build the broadest public campaign in 
support of these ġ ve courageous men, both here at home 
and internationally.

Å Place a åDrive by Shellæ picket on the nearest 
Shell or Statoil station, asking people to pass on and 
to get their petrol at another station. You donèt need 
big numbers: get your neighbours out.

Å Raise the issue at your union meeting and get 
the union to make sure that union cars are not Ģ lled 
at Shell or Statoil stations.

Å Get your union branch or trades council to 
begin campaigning for a boycott of Shell stations 
and for them to call on their aĠ  liates to support the 
boy cott and support the Rossport Five.

Å E-mail all your relatives and friends and get 
them not to buy Shell or Statoil.

The CPI has written to other communist parties 
around the world asking them to support the case of 
the Rossport Five and to take solidarity action in sup-
port of their campaign.
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              All natural resources
                   should be nationalised

THE jailing of Ģ ve County Mayo men for contempt of court has once again brought into 
sharp focus the vast natural resources off our coast, as well as on land. The Ģ ve men were 

jailed for failing to obey a High Court ruling ordering them to stop picket ing the pipeline 
works being built on their land by Shell Oil, which would bring gas from the Corrib gas Ģ eld.

Foreign transnational corporations like Shell own all 
the natural resources of our country. The Irish people 
get little or no return from the exploitation of these valu-
able and increasingly scarce resources. Already the 
Kinsale gas ġ eld is almost depleted.

Earlier this year the government issued new exclusive 
licences for exploiting new areas of Irish territorial 
waters oģ  the north-west coast. According to all 
accounts, Shell will have secured additional licences to 
further exploit and explore for oil and gas.

An area of more than 15,800 sq. km, known as the 
Rockall Basin, was up for grabs; and every company that 
secures a licence will have exclusive exploration rights 
there for up to sixteen years. This is one year more than 
what was allowed for in the 1992 licensing terms. Those 
terms are very generous indeed, having been negotiated 
by one Ray Burke TD, now convicted of corruption, who 
was the minister responsible for natural resources and 
for handing out licences at the time. This itself should 
raise serious question about the initiation of the whole 
scheme in the ġ rst place.

These giant corporations pay a small fee for the 
licence; then all they have to do is sink one well and they 
have exclusive rights for sixteen years and will own 
what ever hydrocarbons they ġ nd, be it oil or gas.

What do the Irish people get?
Under the modiġ ed terms of 1992, the exploration 
companies will only have to pay 25 per cent tax on 
declared taxable proġ ts. So how are these ætaxable 
proġ tsç calculated? If we take Shell and the Corrib gas 
ġ eld as an example, the taxable amount is calculated 
after writing oģ  all exploration and development costs. 
They can even include the cost of closing down the wells 
when the resources are depleted. Little or nothing will 
come to the Irish people. This is virtually giving away a 
valu able natural resource for nothing.

In Norway, oil corporations have to pay 78 per cent 
tax. The government keeps a very tight control on their 
natural resources, and the control and use of those 
resources was one of the main arguments for Norway 
not joining the EEC (later the European Union). They 
wanted to retain as much power and control as possible 
at home in Norwegian handsåwhich is the direct oppo-
site of what was done by the cabal of businessmen and 
gombeen politicians who have sold oģ  our country to 
trans  national corporations and the European Union.

The licence terms are such that these companies will 
control these areas of the sea-bed for such a long time 
that they consider it to be a permanent control. The 
Irish government have shown themselves to be so com-
pletely subservient to transnational corporations that 
they have committed themselves to not increasing or 
changing the tax rate. There is not even an obligation to 
land in Ireland whatever oil or gas is found in our 
waters.

Another example of the way the government sells out 
our natural resources is the fact that Shell conġ rmed 
that a well they sank in the Corrib ġ eld two years ago, 
which they sealed and recently reopened, has revealed a 
æsub stan tial gas condensate columnç; so they have exten-
sive knowledge of what is out there and are sitting on it 
as the price of oil and gas continues to rise, along with 
their proġ ts. Another reason for sitting on them is to 
make sure that the terms and conditions remain the 
same, in complete favour of the transnational 
corporations.

The rise and fall of the Resources 
Protection Campaign

In the early 1970s we saw the emergence of a growing 
and inĢ uential campaign to protect our natural 
resources and to develop them in a planned way to meet 
the needs of the Irish people, to build up an indigenous 
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industrial base around the oil and gas, such as Tara 
Mines (County Meath), Silvermines (County Tipperary), 
and numerous other known reserves of natural 
resources. The Resources Protection Campaign was an 
alliance of the left of the Labour Party, Sinn F®in the 
Workersé Party (as the Workersé Party was then called), 
the CPI, and left independents.

One of the successes of the Resources Protection 
Cam paign was that the then minister responsible for 
natural resources, Justin Keating (Labour Party), did 
bring in regulations in relation to the exploitation of our 
natural resources and the stake that would accrue to the 
Irish state. The tax rate from 1975 for oil and gas 
companies was 50 per cent, there was an automatic 50 
per cent stake by the state in any commercial well, and 
there were royalties of 6 to 7 per cent. (Today in a 
number of other countries in Europe the state share can 
be anything from 55 per cent up to 79 per cent.)

This campaign was gaining inĢ uence within the 
trade unions and had been pushing the government to 
change policy. But because of the sectarian policies 
adopted by SFWP, they voted oģ  every member of the 
cam paignés leading body who was not a member or sup-
porter. The campaign collapsed shortly afterwards. Two 
of the leading ġ gures within SFWP at that time were 
£amonn Smullen and Una Claģ ey. (Smullen is dead; 
Claģ ey is now an adviser to Bertie Ahern.)

Narrow sectarian party politics destroyed a very 
impor tant campaign, which had the potential to change 
the direction of our country and its economic policies. 
That particular clique were committed to seeing the 
trans national corporations coming into Ireland as a 
æshort cutç to building the working class and so destroy-
ing Irish gombeen capitalism and the small farmers. 
They also saw it as a battering ram with which to 
destroy Irish nationalism, which they saw as 
reactionary.

When Fianna F§il under Haughey came into govern-
ment he appointed Ray Burke as minister responsible 
for natural resources in 1987. As we now know, this was 
a case of the fox looking after the hen-house. After lobby-

ing by the oil and other exploration companies, Burke 
reduced the stateés 50 per cent share, and removed the 
pay ment of all royalties. Again in 1992, under the 
coalition government of Fianna F§il and the PDs, the 
arch-free-marketer Bobby Molloy (then a member of the 
PDs) reduced the tax rate to 25 per cent, and 100 per 
cent tax write-oģ s were introduced. This also followed 
much lobbying by the corporations, with little or no resis-
tance from the government. 

Today we are witnessing massive oil and gas price 
rises right across the world. At the same time the oil 
corpor ations are making vast proġ ts. A number of 
factors are pushing up oil and gas prices, including the 
con tinu ing instability in Iraq and the inability of 
imperial ism to defeat the resistance there. The Arab 
world is increasingly unstable, and strong competition 
for these scarce resources is also coming now from 
China and India. The former Soviet republics in the 
south are new areas to be developed and exploited, but 
the surrounding regions are still very unstable.

The greed of the corporations knows no limits and 
will only grow. And the reserves of the worldés largest 
producer, Saudi Arabia, are rapidly reaching a plateau 
and will soon begin to decline. Controlling these 
resources is one of the main factors in the aggressiveness 
and the growing instability of the imperialist bloc of the 
United States and the European Union.

Nationalise all natural resources!
It is clear that we need once again to begin to campaign 
for the nationalisation of all our natural resources, 
which are becoming increasingly scarce, both at home 
and globally. They must be brought under public owner-
ship in order to see the most eģ ective and eĤ  cient use 
made of them and to see that whatever beneġ ts derive 
come to our people and do not contribute to the already 
bloated proġ ts of foreign corporations.

The establishment will sayåand correctly soåthat 
under EU rules you canét nationalise them. But that is 
their problem. They have sold away our rights for their 
own class interest.

Low corporation tax:
The writing is on the wall

WHATèS left of the concept of åindustrial developmentæ in Irish public policy circles 
tends to revolve around two main carrots to attract transnational investment. The 

Ģ rst is low corporation tax, the second a skilled work force. The latter approach is a much 
more long-term prospect; for while there would seem to be a causal link between high 
levels of education and an ability to attract foreign direct investment from a highly skilled, 
techno logical base, the economic returns are more nebulous and imprecise in the short 
term.

The ġ rst approach, thereforeåthat of low corporation 
taxåhas tended to remain the predominant vehicle 
used to promote Ireland as a location for foreign invest-
ment. Corporation tax is now at 12Ĝ per cent. Low as 
used to promote Ireland as a location for foreign invest-
ment. Corporation tax is now at 12Ĝ per cent. Low as 
used to promote Ireland as a location for foreign invest-

that is, many companies manage to pay even less. Any 
company in the manufacturing or internationally traded 
services sector that has operated in Ireland since 1998 
pays only 10 per cent tax on its proġ ts. In Britain that 
ġ gure is around 30 per cent, while in Belgium it is over 
40 per cent. Low corporation tax is regarded as instru-
mental in attracting high levels of foreign direct invest-

ment; but is it a sustainable means to economic 
development?

As an article in the July issue of Socialist Voice
showed (æIreland no longer so attractive to foreign capi-
talç), the answer would seem to be negative. While Ire-
land still remains a hot favourite with American trans-
national corporations, as a recent analysis by the Ameri-
can tax journal Tax Notes shows, countries like China 
and India are growing competitors. Rising prices and 
the enlargement process, however, have ceded that 
position to the EU accession countries of central and 
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London bombings used as a pretext
for attacks on civil liberties 

eastern Europe, while our creaking infrastructure 
further limits our ability to draw foreign investment.

Central and eastern European countries are following 
Ire land down the same path. Nokia, the Finnish tele-
communications giant, has set up production facilities 
in Estonia, thanks to a corporation tax regime that 
could not be more favourableå0 per cent! While the 
IDA might argue that Ireland is competing on a diģ erent 
platformåskills and knowledge rather than coståit 
might be argued that, as when Ireland joined what is 
now the European Union, the nature of foreign invest-
ment changed substantially, and there is every reason to 
expect that the same will happen for new member-
states. Certainly, countries like the Czech Republic and 

Hungary have high-skill economies, and there is every 
chance that they can compete directly with Ireland. In 
that case, where does tax competition end?åa race to 
the bottom, as states compete to attract investment with 
lower corporation tax and perhaps even lower labour 
regu lation and lower health and safety regulation.

Ireland cannot compete with eastern European 
tax rates, unless we want to bankrupt the economy or 
impose higher taxes on spending and low to middle 
incomes. In addition, there are pressures emanating 
from the European Union to harmonise corporation tax, 
which means that the writing could well be on the wall 
for low rates sooner rather than later. 

[NC]

TTHE bombing of the London underground and bus network HE bombing of the London underground and bus network 
was an act of sheer terror ism. It solved nothing. What it did was an act of sheer terror ism. It solved nothing. What it did 

succeed in doing was to give a pretext for further attacks on succeed in doing was to give a pretext for further attacks on 
civil liberties in Britain and throughout the European Union.civil liberties in Britain and throughout the European Union.

Imperialism and terrorist organisations like al-Qaèida need 
and feed oģ  each other. Both have inĢ icted and continue to 
inĢ ict terror on innocent civilians. They have used each other 
to further their own military and politi cal objectives and will 
no doubt continue to do so if imperialism needs them.

The Muslim community in Britain is deeply alien ated 
from the rest of British society and the British state, and 
this alienation is easily exploited by those elements in that 
community who believe that strik ing terror within the British 
public as a means of hitting Blair and his clique is the way 
forward. As in all struggles, when imperialism attempts to 
impose its views and values on oppressed peoples, to place its 
prioritiesåwhether economic, political, cultural, or militaryå
above other nations and peoples, it will meet with resis tance 
from the oppressed, by what ever means is at their disposal.

The execution-style killing of Jean Charles de Menezes, 
the young Brazilian man working as an elec trician in London, 
was a reĢ ection of the deep racism that pertains within large 
sections of the British police. People of colour have always had 
diĤ   culties and have always suģ ered discrimination at the 
hands of the British police. The young man was the son of a 
very poor Brazilian family who arrived in England to earn a 
living and to send money home to his family. Not alone did the 
young man lose his life but a poor family lost one of their main 
breadwinners.

The shoot-to-kill policy of the police was instigated by John 
Steven son, who was supposed to be investigating the links 
between loyalist paramilitaries and the RUC and British Army 
in the North of Ireland. As has been said many times over the 
last four decades, what the British Army, RUC and military 
intelli gence learnt in the North of Ireland would sooner or later 
be applied in Britain itself; it was in the British peopleés own 
interests to see an end to British involvement, that their own 
rights and civil liberties would be infringed in due course. The 
North of Ireland was used as a grand experi mental laboratory 
for all kinds of population control, monitor ing, surveillance tech-
niques, shoot-to-kill and other counter-insurgency policies.

British imperialism will not be defeated by a few bombs in 
the underground. It will be defeated only by the political mobili-
sation and action of the British people themselves. These types 
of actions only prolong and delay that necessary struggle.
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The 51st state of the union?
IN mid-July the Minister for Justice, Michael McDowell, and the US Attorney-General 

signed a åmutual legal assistance instrument.æ The provisions of this åmutualæ agree-
ment will be contained in the Criminal Justice (Mutual Assistance) Bill, which McDowell is 
expected to publish in the near future.

Under the agreement, US investigators, including 
CIA agents, will be allowed to interrogate Irish citizens, 
on Irish soil, in total secrecy. This can take place without 
the Irish state having to be informed that it is happen-
ing. Other provisions make the Irish government and 
the Garda mere messenger-boys for the US Attorney-
Generalés oĤ  ce.

The Irish authorities will be required to
Å track people down in Ireland
Å transfer prisoners in Irish custody to the United 
States
Å carry out searches and seize evidence on behalf of the 
US government
Å allow the US authorities access to the private bank 
details of any Irish citizen.

The Irish government must keep all these activities 
secret. Suspects will have to give testimony and allow 
property to be searched and seizedåeven if what they 
are accused of is not illegal in Ireland.

McDowell and the Department of Justice claim that 
this æinstrument of agreementç merely updates existing 
agree ments. But the Mutual Legal Assistance Instru-
ment goes much further than the æMutual Legal Assis-
tance and Extradition Treatyç signed between the Euro-
pean Union and the United States in June 2003. We can 
only concur with the Irish Council for Civil Liberties 
when it stated that it was æan appalling signal of how the 
rights of Irish citizens are considered by the Minister 
when engaging in international relations.ç

When signing the agreement, McDowell stated that 
æthe international community must do everything it can 

to combat terrorism with every means at its disposal . . . 
Ireland will not be found wanting.ç

This agreement between the Irish government and 
the United States has been made with the current US 
Attorney-General, Alberto Gonzales, the man respon-
sible for proposing the notorious ætorture memoç to 
George W. Bush, which set out how far CIA agents can 
go in torturing prisoners.

It is now estimated that there are more than 20,000 
immi grants in prison in the United States who have 
been charged with no crime.

Recently Ed Horgan, a retired Irish Army comman-
dant, requested information about a US military air-
craft parked at Shannon for two days, whether the 
govern ment or the Garda² had requested information 
about what the aircraft was doing, and whether it was 
carry ing military weapons. He was stonewalled, and 
received no reply. Under existing agreements, military 
equip ment is not allowed to be transported through 
Shannon Airport.

The government has in eģ ect abandoned its guardian-
ship over Irish citizensé rights and handed them over to 
a foreign government. This agreement, coupled with the 
col labor ation in the occupation of Iraq by allowing 
Shannon Airport to be used by US military aircraft 
travel ling to and from Iraq, has torn up Irish sovereignty 
and any semblance of an independent foreign policy.

We are now little more than an appendage of the 
United States and bear all the hallmarks of a Ģ fty-
Ģ rst state, rather than that of a sovereign nation and 
people.

Colombia Three return home
THE recent return of the three Irishmen known as the Colombia Three should be seen 

as closure on this particular chapter of the last thirty years of Irish history.
Niall Connolly, Jim Monaghan and Pearse McAuley 

have spent four years in Colombian jails. They were 
charged with aiding terrorism and helping to train the 
FARC guerrilla army, which has been ġ ghting a ġ fty-
year war with the government of Colombia. The three 
men claimed they were in Colombia to explain about the 
Irish peace process and to assist the development of a 
peace process in that country.

During the trial it was shown that evidence against 
them was fabricated, and that the US embassy played a 
central role in producing evidence in relation to traces of 
explos ives on the menés clothes. The three men have 
found themselves caught up in all the talk about ædefeat-
ing global terrorism,ç with the European Union and the 
United States deġ ning the FARC guerrillas as æterror-
ists.ç

The original trial judge found the men not guilty, and 
stated that two of the witnesses for the prosecution 
should be charged with perjury. It was the appeal judge 
who found them guilty.

Mary Harney may huģ  and puģ  like a blow ġ sh, but 
these men, now back in their own country, Ģ ed a corrupt 
and totally Ģ awed judicial system. People do not get 
justice in Colombia; æjusticeç is dispensed by the right-
wing death squads.

It would be best for all if we moved ahead and 
built on the momentum now growing to develop the 
politi cal forces that will bring about the re-
establishment of a national democracy. The wolves 
now bay ing for blood, like Harney and the Fine Gael 
leader, Enda Kenny, would be better off solving the 
crisis over the jailing of the Rossport Five.
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Sixtieth anniversary of nuclear bombings
     UGUST of this year is the sixtieth anniversary of the dropping of nuclear bombs
       by the  United States on the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The United 
States is the only country ever to use such weapons of mass destruction, which resulted in 
the deaths of hundreds of thousands of Japanese citizens. Up to today people have con-
tinued to die from the results of radiation in those two cities.

A     UGUST of this year is the sixtieth anniversary of the dropping of nuclear bombsA     UGUST of this year is the sixtieth anniversary of the dropping of nuclear bombs
       by the  United States on the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The United A       by the  United States on the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The United 

The United States also used a chemical weaponå
another weapon of mass destructionåin the form of 
Agent Orange, on vast areas of Viet Nam, against the 
liber  ation forces and civilian population in its war of 
occu  pation. Thousands died, and today more thousands 
of Vietnamese citizens are still being aģ ected by that 
deadly poison. Children are born with dreadful abnor-
malities: some with two heads, others with only one 
arm, or with three arms.

This was a war crime, a 
geno cidal act by US imperial-
ism, yet to this day the United 
States does not acknowl  edge 
that it did any thing wrong. It 
has failed to compen  sate or to 
help the Viet nam ese govern-
ment with the legacy of that 
chemical warfare.

Japanese militarism was 
well on the way to defeat, and 
the use of nuclear weapons was 
and is still indefen sible. 
Shortly beforehand the United 
States had ġ re bombed Tokyo 
and other Japanese citiesåjust 
as the British had ġ re bombed 
Dresden, killing tens of thous-
ands of German civilians. The 
motiv ation for the use of 
nuclear weapons had more to 
do with signal ling what the 
out come of the war should be 
after it had ended in both 
Europe and Asia.

The Soviet Union emerged 
vic torious in Europe, the Chin-
ese people had liberated them-
selves, and the Com mun ist 
Party was on the verge of tak-
ing power in that country. 
These were the real targets of 
the bombing: a shot across the 
bows of the Soviets and the 
Chinese.
    The threat was implied; the 
poli tics of contain ment was 
the priority, not the defeat of 
Japanese militarism.

Today our world continues to be threatened by a 
spiral  ling arms race, with both nuclear and biological as 
well as conventional weapons. The United States has 
made it very clear that it no longer wishes to abide by 
the nuclear non-proliferation treaties it signed with the 
Soviet Union. It sees its nuclear, biological and sub-

space missiles, as well as its conventional weapons build-
up, as its trump card in its grand total-spectrum domin-
ation of the globe.

It knows that if more and more countries acquire 
nuclear power, which invariably leads on to nuclear 
weapons production, it loses that total domination. 
Countries know from history and from experience at the 
hands of the imperialist powers that imperialism speaks 

in double-talk; they know that 
imperial ism wishes other 
nations and peoples to ædo as 
we say, not as we do.ç
    If the United States was 
serious about ending the arms 
race and the poten tial for more 
and more countries acquiring 
nuclear weapons, it should 
start by example, abandon its 
own mis sile programme, and 
open up real global talks 
through the United Nations to 
end the develop ment of nuclear 
weapons.
    Peoples across the globe 
know that it is the bellicose 
statements and actions of the 
United States and its allies 
that are the source of the 
desire for acquiring nuclear 
weapons and that feed the 
need of a growing number of 
states to acquire them. Every-
one knows that two of the 
closest client states of the 
United StatesåIsrael and 
Pakistanådeveloped nuclear 
weapons with the tacit agree-
ment of the US govern ment, 
because these were Americaés 
local policemen, local enforcers 
of US foreign policy priorities. 
So when the United States 
calls on Iran or North Korea to 
aban don their nuclear develop-
ment pro gramme, these 
countries know that they 
speak with a double standard 
as the historical backdrop.

    Sixty years later, we owe it to those who died, and 
to those who survived and continue to suffer from 
these acts of mass murder, to end the nightmare of 
the nuclear arms race, before our planet is laid 
waste, whether by acci  dent or design, by these 
horrendous weapons of mass destruction.

 Lessons of the Second World War
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Recently new evidence has emerged that shows this 
to have been the case. When the Red Army defeated the 
German fascist forces at the Battle of Stalingrad, 
Winston Churchill, head of the British government, 
travel led in 1943 to Turkey to have secret talks with 
Hitler, to seek æpeaceç and to see what could be done in 
the light of the war turning in the Sovietsé favour.

Recent research has shown that the British 
governmentåno doubt with the knowledge and agree-
ment of the United Statesåencouraged remnants of the 
German army to attack Soviet forces, even before the 
end of the war, in countries already liberated by the Red 
Army.

It has further emerged that more than 35,000 Soviet 
soldiers were murdered by Lithuanian, Latvian, 
Estonian, Ukrainian and Belorussian fascists, with 
arms and other material assistance they received from 
the western allies, from May to December 1945, that is, 
after the war had ended and at a time when they were 

UN reform neededäbut not this way
IRISH sovereignty and neutrality, in both foreign policy and military co-operation, have 

almost disappeared. This is seen in the recent decision of the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, Dermot Ahern, not to take any position in relation to the proposed changes in the 
run ning of the United Nations, and in particular on the expansion in the number of perma-
nent members of the Security Council.

The Department of Foreign Aģ airs spokesperson is 
reported to have stated that æthe Government has yet to 
take a position on any of the various proposals,ç and æif a 
decision has to be taken on one or all of the proposals in 
circu lation, it will be taken nearer the time and at the 
high est political level.ç

The issues and the various proposals will come before 
the General Assembly in early September at the earliest. 
At present there are ġ fteen members of the Security 
Council. China, France, Britain, the United States and 
Russia are permanent members and have a veto power 
on all decisions. The remaining ten members are elected 
by the General Assembly every two years.

It has long been a strategic demand of the United 
States and its allies that fundamental changes be made 
both to the structures and to the Charter of the United 
Nations. Both are the result of the outcome and the 
balance of forces after the Second World War and of the 
power and inĢ uence of the Soviet Union and the growing 
anti-colonial and national liber ation struggles. The 
United States and its allies want to undo the essentially 
demo cratic thrust of the Charter, and the blocking 
mechan ism that the veto gave at the time.

The proposal now on the table is to expand the 
number of permanent members from ġ ve to ġ fteen, 

though the new members would not have a veto for ġ f-
teen years. This proposal comes from what is called the 
æGroup of 4,ç which is made up of Brazil, Germany, 
India, and Japan. They all wish to be among the eleven 
new permanent members, with two seats for African 
countries.

So whichever way it goes, the United Nations will 
increas ingly come under the control and domination of 
the imperialist powers. The Irish government is clearly 
wait ing to see what position the United States and the 
Euro pean Union will take. There will be little public 
debate; and because the D§il is in recess until Sep-
tember, the vote, if it takes place, will happen without 
the Irish people or their public representatives having 
debated what position the Government should adopt or 
being allowed an opinion on the future of this vitally 
impor tant world body. Ireland is caught in the double 
bind of dependence on American investment and the 
desire by the emerging European superstate to assert 
it self globally.

It is not looking good for a more independent and 
assert ive UN role in world affairs. The fear of many 
people is that the United Nations could go the road of 
the League of Nationsäa hapless tool of imperial ism 
and imperialist interests.

New pages in European history
COMMUNISTS and others have long argued that the real motivation for the Second 

World War was to smash the Soviet Union. British, French and US imperialism hoped 
that fascism would defeat socialism, and in the process weaken itself, which would then 
allow the western allies to Ģ nish it off.

sup posed to be allies of the Soviet Union. These same 
fascist forces were the remnants of the White Russians 
and their allies in the civil war against the Bolsheviks 
that followed the Russian Revolution. They had not aban-
doned the struggle against Soviet power.

Many of the same forces and their collaborators 
remained intact and continued to work against Soviet 
power long after the war. They never gave up the dream 
of returning to power, which they ġ nally succeeded in 
doing in 1989.

New research is slowly debunking much of the 
history constructed about the origins and the outcome 
of the Second World War by the western allies. All those 
who continue to drag up the æHitler-Stalin Pactç must 
take into account these new facts that continue to 
emerge. Then they might just begin to see how and why 
the Second World War started, the reasons for it, and 
why such temporary pacts might just have some basis in 
the needs and the reality of the time.

 Lessons of the Second World War
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56% of Luxembourgers voted Yes, but the 
majority of workers and youth said No

by Ali Ruckert, chairman, Communist Party of Luxembourg

THE nomenklatura in the Luxembourg capitaläthat is, the leaders of the state-
supporting parties, trade union leaders, and associations of entrepreneursäwere 

breath ing a sigh of relief last Sunday [10 July] when they learnt that the Yes for the 
Constitution treaty of the European Union had reached 56.52 per cent. During the last 
weeks they had started a broad campaign that can only be compared with a propaganda 
steamroller to flatten any kind of opposition against the treaty. This campaign was Ģ nally 
successful, at least in part.

It was most notable that mainly in the countryés capi-
tal and its surroundings, where the higher-income 
earners are living, the percentage of Yes was exceedingly 
high. Apart from that area there was no other region in 
the country with a big majority in favour of the treaty.

And it is no surprise at all that seven communities in 
the south voted against the constitution treaty, among 
them the second-biggest and third-biggest cities, Esch-
sur-Alzette (53.24% No votes) and Diģ erdingen 
(55.17%).

Diģ erdingen is a city with a population of workers, 
where in 1921 the Communist Party of Luxem bourg 
was founded. Already in 1919 the people of Diģ er dingen 
had voted in a referendum against the monarchy, in 
favour of establishing a Republic of Luxembourg. And 
in 1937 the workers of Esch, Diģ erdingen and the other 
southern communities rejected in a referendum the 
plans of the right-wing government to ban the Com mun-
ist Party.

Apart from those historical aspects, we think that 
mainly the workers, the employees and greater parts of 
the youth have understood that the neo-liberal Europe 
that is the aim of the constitution is not in favour of 
their interests. They feel that this document is directed 
against the interests of the working people and that 
their situation will become worse if this treaty comes 
into force.

By the end of June the Luxembourg parliament had 
already voted in favour of the constitution. The result of 
the vote was 100 per cent of the present deputies. This 
means that almost half of the Luxembourg population is 
not represented by the parliamentarians. The gap 
between the oĤ  cial opinion of the ruling class and the 
really existing opinion of the people can hardly be 
greater. 

In late July and August the Luxembourg govern-
ment will discuss the so-called Lisbon Strategy. It is 
beyond any doubt that they will not consider concrete 
measures against the growing unemployment and 
poverty or how to eliminate existing social problems. 
The main content of this meeting will be arrange-
ments to increase åcom peti tivenessæ and the proĢ ts 
of big capital. It goes with out saying that this will be 
at the expense of existing social services, at the 
expense of the working people. This is how they 
under stand the content of the consti tution treaty.

Cuban Five win 
a new trial

ITèS been a long time coming, but justice 
will prevail in the case of the Ģ ve Cuban 

patriots wrongly charged and con victed in 
the United States.

The US Circuit Court of Appeal has issued a decision 
that agrees with the ġ nd ings of the UNHCR Working 
Group on Arbitrary Deten tion in declaring the original 
trial of the ġ ve to have been unfair. This is the news we 
have been waiting for since the appeal hearing in March 
2003.

Details have not yet emerged about what will happen 
nextåwhether the ġ ve political prisoners have to apply 
for bail in the area where they are held or have to apply 
in Miami.

This result is a small but very signiĢ cant one 
and is due in the main to the worldwide campaign 
of solidarity with these Ģ ve men. It is just the Ģ rst 
step in getting the men freed and back home to their 
families in Cuba.

 Referendum on the EU Constitution in Luxembourg
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Under cover of the Gaza disengagement

Deepening occupation in Jerusalem
and the West Bank

UNDER cover of the Gaza Disengagement Plan, the Sharon Government is carrying out 
far-reaching steps to deepen the occupation throughout the West Bank, especially in 

the Jerusalem area. While the attention of public opinion is riveted on Gaza, the erection 
of the so-called Separation Fence in Jerusalem has been greatly accelerated. For nearly its 
entire length this fence passes through East Jerusalem, and its completion on that route 
would cut off from the city some 60,000 Arab East Jerusalemites. Not only is this a far-
reach ing political step but it would also seriously disrupt the private daily life of these tens 
of thous ands of people. Any daily errand at the city centre would require getting permits 
from the Israeli authorities and going through the ordeal that Palestinians go through 
when needing to get through Israeli barriers and check-points.

Meanwhile the demolition of Palestinian houses in 
the Jerusalem area (and not only there) is sharply on the 
increase, and thousands of new demolition orders have 
been issued, which might be implemented in the near 
future. At the same time the construction of Jewish-
only housing is also accelerated in the settlements 
around Jerusalem, and plans have even been Ģ oated to 
deepen the settler penetration into the Arab quarter of 
the Old City.

For Sharon, all this is far from enough. Recently he 
declared that æthe major settlement blocsçåwhich com-
prise the majority of the West Bank landsåwould 
remain æfor everç under Israeli rule. Moreover, he 
declared Jerusalem to be ænon-negotiable.ç On other 
issues he would be ready to enter negotiations only 
æafter the Palestinian Leadership dismantles all terror-
ist infrastructures.ç In eģ ect, he is demanding that the 
Palestinian Authority embark on what amounts to a 
civil war. But this is less a concrete demand that Sharon 
expects the Palestinians to comply with and much more 
a convenient excuse to avoid negotiations altogether, so 
as to perpetuate the existing situation of continuing 
Israeli occupation in the the great majority of West 
Bank lands.

Israeli exit from the twenty-two Gaza Strip settle-
ments and from a very limited number of ones on the 
West Bank is a positive step in itself. It needs to be 
remem bered, however, that this would not constitute a 
com plete withdrawal, as Israel would retain total control 
over all passages connecting the Gaza Strip to the out-
side worldåby land, sea, or air. An area that remains 
totally besieged by the occupier cannot in any way be 
said to be totally free of the occupation, even if the 
presence of settlers and army deeper inside is removed.

The Gaza disengagement could indeed have been a 
step promoting a comprehensive solution to the conĢ ict 
åbut only if it had been carried out in the framework of 
an agreement with the Palestinian Authority on the 
basis of a complete withdrawal from the Gaza Strip, 
followed later by evacuation of the other occupied terri-
tories and the creation of an independent Palestinian 
state. But what is actually taking place is quite the oppo-
site: the Gaza settlements were æsacriġ cedç so that the 
far more numerous ones on the West Bank, holding a far 
greater number of settlers than Gaza, would not only 
remain but would go on expanding, pushing further the 
pro cess of deepening occupation and de facto annexation 

through out the West Bank.
It should be noted that opposition to the Gaza dis-

engage ment often entails extreme-right rampageså
which the authorities fail to stop or adequately deal 
with. In fact such rampages serve Sharon well, helping 
him to present himself as a æpeace-seekerç to both local 
and international public opinion. Extreme-right mili-
tants get a wide audience in the mass media, both state-
owned and private, and make use of it to make far-
reaching nationalist pronouncements and even utter 
bald threats against anybody who dares oppose their 
views and acts.

It was against this background that an army deserter 
and extreme-right sympathiser earlier this month 
carried out a murderous terrorist attack at the Israeli 
Arab town of Shefaréamer, killing at random four of its 
inhabi tants and wounding several others. Two weeks 
later a second such attack, at the West Bank settlement 
of Shiloh, claimed the life of four Palestinian workers. 
Evidently, both these assassins intended to precipitate a 
bloody cycle of retribution and counter-retribution, 
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An honest look at Soviet history
Se§n Edwards

Moshe Lewin, The Soviet Century (London: Verso, 2005; ISBN 1-84467-016-3; Ã25).

THIS book is very welcome. The author, utilising the now available Ģ les from the Soviet 
state, sets out to give an objective appraisal of aspects of its history.

First he sets out to examine Stalin in his historical 
con  text. He aims to counter the received view in the 
West, which demon ises Stalin and 
projects æStalin ismç back ward and 
forward in time. For example, the 
number of political executions, at 
800,000, is horrendous enough but 
a long way from the multi-million 
esti mates. The whole system of 
repres sion was much less bad than 
the accepted image, even though the 
descrip tion in the book is awful 
enough.

He is also unsparing in his assess-
ment of Stalinés character: his 
devious ness, ruthlessness, and 
paranoiaåso much so that you might 
wonder how the suc cesses of his time 
were possible, the basis of industri ali-
sation and the defeat of Nazism. Per-
haps also he attaches too much impor-
tance to the person ality of Stalin, the 
sin he himself condemns.

The Soviet state after Stalin 
endeavoured to deal with its diĤ  cult 
inheri tance in many ways, dis cussed in this book. How-
ever, as the author remarks, the bureau cracy was liber-
ated most of all and managed to multiply its much-
resented privileges. Bureaucratic in eĤ  ciencies enabled 
a semi-legal æshadow economyç to develop and within 
that a class of people who sought ways to enrich them-

selves. Furthermore, policy-making remained very 
much concen trated on the indi vidual 
leader, so Khruschevés impetu  ousness, 
and Brezhnevés later in activity, caused 
more damage, which a genu ine collec-
tive leadership might have corrected.
    As Lewin sees it, the Com mun ist 
Party did not function as a party, and 
the administration actu ally held more 
power. To quote the book, æReviving 
the partyés internal politi cal life . . . 
was the programme formu lated by 
Andropov, one year before he 
succumbed to illness.ç This part of 
Andropovés policies was not followed 
by Gorbachov.
    This book is about the problems 
and weaknesses of the Soviet Union, 
rather than its achieve ments, which 
the author acknowl edges. It does not 
claim to be a com pre hensive history 
but suc ceeds in using the newly 
avail able sources to add to our 
under standing. His own opinions, 

when he expresses them, are interesting and enlighten-
ing. A very honest book.

SOCIALIST VOICESOCIALISTSOCIALISTSOCIALISTSOCIALIST VOICE≥

which might have halted the Gaza withdrawal even at 
the last moment (which of course did not happen). Still, 
responsibility for the Shefaréamer attack is shared also 
by the individuals and groups who in recent years have 
conducted a campaign of de-legitimation against the 
Arab population and its leadership. Part of this cam-
paign is the presentation of the Arab population as a 
ædemo graphic danger,ç presenting a æthreatç that must 
be countered in whatever way.

Under these circumstances one should highly com-
mend the solidarity manifested by Israeli Jewish demo-
crats and peace-seekers towards the Shefaréamer inhabi-
tants and the Arab population in general. Peace-seekers 
arrived in the town for solidarity visits, met the victimsé 
families, and condemned those responsible for creating 
an atmosphere conducive to such crimes. And when 
right-wingers came up with a provocative demand to 
æinvesti gate the circumstancesç in which the assassin 
was killed after shooting down four unarmed Shefar 
éamer inhabitants, peace-seekers rebuģ ed this crude 
attempt to distract attention from the real culprits and 
putting the victims in the dock.

Given all these facts, we believe that intensive 
struggle should be conducted against all aspects of 

govern ment policy. Especially given the widely mooted 
possibility of an early general election, it is vital to 
achieve the maximum possible co-operation between 
the political parties and movements active among the 
Arab population in Israel, as well as between these 
parties and movements and the consistent Israeli Jewish 
peace forces, so as to strongly confront the new 
conspiracies against the Palestinian people.

A common basis for such wide co-operation would 
include such principles as withdrawal from all the occu-
pied Palestinian territories, including East Jerusalem 
(and the Syrian Golan Heights); the creation of a 
Palestinian state within the June 1967 borders, side by 
side with Israel; the right of Palestinian refugees to 
imple ment their rights in accordance with the relevant 
UN resolutions; an end to discrimination against the 
Arab population in all spheres; and a substantial change 
in socio-economic policies, including the slashing of occu-
pation, settlement and military expenditure, increasing 
the welfare budgets, and abolishing the draconian 
measures enacted in recent years against workers and 
the disadvantaged.

Source: Israeli Communist Information Centre.


