Zapatistas Reloaded

The Passing of Ramona Pushes the Reset Button

on Marcos’ Six-Month Tour of Mexico

January 9, 2006

SAN CRISTÓBAL DE LAS CASAS AND TONALÁ, CHIAPAS, MÉXICO: In a communiqué issued last night, Subcomandante Marcos announced that the Zapatistas will be continuing their nationwide six-month “Other Campaign” by pushing most previously planned activities three to seven days forward:. The campaign was put into hiatus following the passing of Comandanta Ramona this past Friday.

The schedule for the remaining six months of the Zapatistas’ Other Campaign – in which Marcos, as “Delegate Zero,” will visit all 31 Mexican states plus the federal district – has been reprogrammed and resumes today from where it left off last Friday, in the coastal city of Tonalá. Changes to the original schedule include the decision for the campaign to travel first to Quitanna Roo, as opposed to the Yucatán, follow the coastal state through Chetumal, Playa de Carmen and Cancún. The Other Journalism road team is currently in the Yucatán and will be continuing their work from there. Other changes included the cancellation of the campaign’s plans to visit Comítan in Chiapas, a locale that is a rather significant base of support for the Zapatistas. One cancellation that did not occur, however, was the planned trip to the hurricane afflicted and largely indigenous community of Huixtla. The new schedule has the campaign arriving there for tomorrow.

The campaign’s suspension came immediately after the public announcement of Comandanta Ramona’s death, which was given in a sudden and unexpected fashion during the campaign’s stop in Tonalá. Subcomandante Marcos abruptly excused himself from a town-hall like meeting and an hour later, teary-eyed and choked up, Marcos made the emotional announcement of Ramona’s death. Immediately following the announcement, the “Sixth Commission,” a group consisting of indigenous comandantes and Subcomandante Marcos that are leading the campaign, undertook the long 7.5-hour trip to Oventic, where Ramona’s funeral was held on Saturday. The funeral was closed off to the press and the general public.

The resumption of the campaign to the coast of Chiapas comes after the occurrence of a few events before last week’s temporary cancellation of the campaign. On the way to Tonalá this past Friday, Marcos made a surprise stop at El Amate, a Chiapas prison. The self-named “Delegate Zero” walked towards the fence at the entrance of the prison and went towards highly-armed guards in a moment filled with tension and suspense. Marcos spoke to the guards telling them that there were comrades of the Zapatistas being held at the jail and demanded that their human rights be respected and honored. Through the still stunned prison guards, Marcos sent a message of solidarity to the prisoners inside.

Following the surprise stop at El Amate, an additional stop was made at the small town of Arriaga. Marcos greeted a couple hundred of supporters by receiving letters and complaints in accordance with the Other Campaign’s goal to listen to the “simple and humble” people of Mexico and continued on to Tonalá.

In Tonalá, a long public meeting was held at the auditorium and headquarters of the group the Tonalteco Civic Front (Frente Cívico Tonalteco). The open meeting was similar to the one held last week in Nueva Maravilla, a largely indigenous and impoverished neighborhood on the outskirts of San Cristóbal. In Tonalá, however, locals who were not as politically active than those who spoke at the less publicized meeting in San Cristóbal had a more prominent role. Housewives, fruit stand owners, a young brother of an immigrant, local reporters, and an indigenous community member from Tulijá were amongst the many who spoke about problems unaddressed by the government to Delegate Zero, which is heading the Other Campaign that is designed to provide a platform to speak from to the “simple and humble” people of Mexico. The litany of problems and complaints included a lack of local employment and resulting problems with immigration, high power and water bills in the state that is the source of most of Mexico City’s electricity, lack of educational and employment opportunities for young people and many other problems.

Pedro, a Chol indigenous man from Tulijá, pointedly asked Marcos if he would run for President in six years and abandon the movement. “Delegate Zero” answered with a definitive “no.” Countering, Pedro asked that better lines of communication be open with the Zapatistas so as to construct a new and more democratic nation.

After listening attentively for hours on end and taking notes, Marcos responded to the plethora of local problems and struggles expressed by the ordinary people of Tonalá:“I can identify a number of fears: [one being,] what is going to happen to our movement? I can see in you all a fear that the leaders [of the EZLN] will become corrupt, will leave you all alone and will be brought into the [political] game. What we are trying to do is to assure everyone that in all moments that the compañeros and compañeras will all be taken into consideration.”

Opening lines of communication is the essence of the Other Campaign, which ultimately aims to establish a non-electoral and independent leftist alliance that could provide a force to implement a new anti-neoliberal constitution.

That, and other unkept promises pending – such as getting the San Andrés accords for indigenous autonomy in Mexico implemented – would surely be among the best ways to honor Comandanta Ramona’s memory.

************************************************************************

Subcomandante Marcos Asks for Actions “Rich in Imagination” 

to Promote the Other Campaign

By Concepción Villafuerte
Reporting from Chiapas with the Amado Avendaño Figueroa Brigade
January 3, 2006

San Cristóbal de las Casas, Chiapas, January 2: Subcomandante Marcos has asked his followers to carry out actions “rich in imagination” to make the “Other Campaign” contrast with this year’s electoral campaigns.

“We believe it is necessary that public events be realized. Not in the style of the old politics, meaning a big meeting where one speaks and the others applaud or sleep or eat the free food,” he said as he presided over the first assembly of the tour he began yesterday and hopes to continue until June.

	


Marcos arrived discreetly in a closed car at a meeting with 300 people held in the Universidad de la Tierra, a center of alternative education for those who sympathize with the Zapatista guerrillas.

Marcos explained a proposal to massively promote the Sixth Declaration from the Lacandon Jungle among those who have still not decided to participate.

“I think that you can hold public events that are very rich in imagination. Doing this is important because it is important that at this stage in the Other Campaign, it contrasts with the electoral campaigns. I have no doubt that you have initiative, ingenuity, and creativity.”

While the political campaigns for the Mexican presidency will conclude in June, the EZLN’s political initiative goes farther than that, said Marcos. When the candidates’ “circus” is finished, he said, “we will continue.”

He said that his leaving the Chiapas jungles and highlands is a first step towards “getting to know the territory” before the indigenous comandantes themselves begin the journey. This second phase is programmed for September and could last for many months. Delegate Zero didn’t exhibit either his motorcycle or his chicken-penguin, but he made those present laugh by taking pictures of them with a small camera, “so that they believe me when I say I was with all of you.”

Tomorrow morning, January 3, Marcos will leave toward Palenque, in the northern part of Chiapas near the border with the neighboring state of Tabasco. He will stay the day and night there before returning to San Christóbal January 4.

***************************************************

Zapatistas Leave Jungle for Tour of Mexico 

Sun Jan 1, 2006 

LA GARRUCHA, Mexico - Zapatista rebels in rickety trucks and buses streamed out of this village Sunday, leaving their jungle strongholds for the first time in four years for a six-month tour of Mexico aimed at reshaping the nation's politics. 

Thousands of supporters cheered as Subcommandante Marcos, the Indian rights movement's ski-masked leader, roared through La Garrucha on a black motorcycle with a Mexican flag tied to the back and the initials of the Zapatista military army, EZLN, painted in red on the front.

The caravan's trip through all 31 states and Mexico City is meant to influence Mexico's July presidential election. Marcos has said Zapatista leaders will reach out to leftist groups across the country, creating a national movement that will "turn Mexico on its head."

The rebels have pledged to move away from armed struggle and toward politics, but have not clearly defined their new political role 12 years after seizing several towns in southern Chiapas state in short-lived revolt for Indian rights and socialism.

revealed his true identity but has been identified by the government as a former university instructor in Mexico City, has abandoned his military title in favor of the civilian moniker "Delegate Zero."

La Garrucha, accessible only by dirt road, is a rebel-sympathetic village 75 miles from San Cristobal de las Casas, a large mountain city in southernmost Chiapas state.

Marcos' travels marked the first time the Zapatistas have left their strongholds in the jungles of Chiapas since a triumphant tour to Mexico City in the name of Indian rights that made international headlines in 2001. They largely disappeared from public view following that trip.

Former Mexico City Mayor Manuel Lopez Obrador, of the leftist Democratic Revolutionary Party, is the favorite to win the July elections, but Marcos has criticized the candidate. President  Vicente Fox, whose 2000 victory ended 71 years of single-party rule, is barred from running again.

Marcos, known for the pipe and guns he often carries in public, has said the Zapatistas will not run for office or join Mexico's political mainstream.

In speeches from a wooden stage in La Garrucha's main square before the tour, regional rebel leaders offered kind words to non-Zapatista leftist groups, some of which they have fought in the past.

"To the brothers who aren't Zapatistas, we respect all of you, whatever your organization, party or religion," said a masked man, introduced as the leader of La Garrucha, a rebel-controlled village. "We aren't looking for a fight with anybody."

The first leg of the tour is San Cristobal de las Casas, where the Zapatistas started their rebellion on New Year's Day 1994. Thousands of gun-toting Indians took over the mayor's office and declared war on the Mexican government.

A cease-fire with government forces quickly ended the uprising, but there has been sporadic violence between rebel supporters and other Indian groups in southern Mexico.

Alejandro Cruz, a rebel supporter and 33-year-old high school teacher from Mexico City, said the Zapatistas could be looking to become an organization like the Brazilian landless peasant movement Sin Tierra, which has no candidates of its own but has a strong influence on elections.

"The tour is clearly part of a Zapatista strategy to get legal recognition," Cruz said. "Without that, they have a very uncertain future."

Ricardo Mendez, 28, a Zapatista farmer and native speaker of the Mayan tongue Tzeltal, said the rebels want to expand their influence.

"We will never die. Look how many of us there are," Mendez said, pointing to thousands of masked men and women and children in the village square.

Among the rebel's sympathizers gathered in La Garrucha was a group organized by Higher Grounds, a company from Lake Leelanau, Mich., that buys coffee from Zapatista communities at prices about 50 percent above the market rate. 

Higher Grounds' 31-year-old owner, Chris Treter, said the Zapatista ideas could resonate north of the Rio Grande. 

"There are a lot of people in Mexico and in the United States who are disenfranchised and are looking for a voice they can't find in the political parties," Treter said.


********************************

A Penguin in the Selva Lacandona I/II

(The zapatista is just a little house, perhaps the smallest, on a street called “Mexico,” in a barrio called “Latin America,” in a city called the “World.”)

You’re not going to believe me, but there’s a penguin in the Ezeta Headquarters. You’ll say “Hey, Sup, what’s up? You already blew the fuses with the Red Alert,” but it’s true. In fact, while I’m writing this to you, he (the penguin) is right here next to me, eating the same hard, stale bread (it has so much mold that it’s just one degree away from being penicillin), which, along with coffee, were my rations for today. Yes, a penguin. But I’ll tell you more about this later, because first we must talk a bit about the Sixth Declaration.

We have carefully read some of your doubts, criticism, advice and debates about what we posited in the Sixth. Not all of them, it’s true, but you can chalk that up, not to laziness, but to the rain and mud that’s lengthening the roads even more in the mountains of the Mexican Southeast. Although there are many points, I’m only going to refer to some of them in this text.

Some of the primary points of criticism refer to the so-called new intercontinental, to the national Mexican nature of the Sixth, and, along with this, to the proposal (it’s still just that, a proposal) of joining the indigenous struggle with that of other social sectors, notably with workers in the countryside and the city. Others refer to the definition of the anti-capitalist left and to the Sixth’s dealing with “old issues” or using “worn out” concepts. A few others warn of dangers: the displacement of the indigenous issue by others and, consequently, the Indian peoples being excluded as the subjects of transformation. The vanguardism and centralism that could arise in the politics of alliances with organizations of the left. The replacement of social leadership by political leadership. That the right would use zapatismo in order to strike a blow at López Obrador, in other words, at the political center (I know that those observations speak of AMLO’s being on the left, but he says he’s in the center, so here we’re going to take what he says, not what they say about him). The majority of these observations are well intended, and they seek to help, rightly warning of obstacles in the path, or rightly providing opinions as to how the movement which the Sixth is trying to arouse might grow.

Concerning cutting and pasting

I will leave aside those who are lamenting that the Red Alert didn’t end with the renewal of offensive combat by the EZLN. We are sorry that we didn’t fulfill your expectations of blood, death and destruction. No way, we’re sorry. Perhaps another time…We will also leave aside the dishonest criticisms. Like those who edit the text of the Sixth Declaration so that it says what they want it to say. This is what Señor Victor M. Toledo did in his article “Overweening Zapatismo. Sustainability, indigenous resistances and neoliberalism,” published in the Mexican newspaper La Jornada (July 18, 2005). I believe one can debate the aims and methods posited by the Sixth Declaration without needing to be dishonest. Because Señor Toledo, utilizing the “cut and paste” method, has edited the Sixth in order to note that it lacks…what he cut. Toledo said: “It is surprising that (the EZLN in the Sixth Declaration) decided to join forces with campesinos, workers, laborers, students, women, young people, homosexuals, lesbians, transsexuals, priests, nuns and social activists, and that it does not make one single reference to the thousands of indigenous communities devoted to the search for sustainability.”

Well, the parts which Señor Toledo edited out of the Sixth stated the opposite. For example, in the part which recognizes the existence of resistances and alternatives to neoliberalism in Mexico, and in first place in the enumeration of them, it notes: “And so we learned that there are indigenous, whose lands are far away from here in Chiapas, and they are building their autonomy and defending their culture and caring for the land, the forests, the water.” Perhaps Señor Toledo was expecting a detailed account of those indigenous struggles, but that is one thing, and it’s another very different and dishonest thing to say that there was not one single reference. In the account made by Señor Toledo of the efforts of those with which the EZLN decided to join, he has cut out the first social group to which the Sixth refers, which says, verbatim: “And then, according to the agreement of the majority of those people to whom we are going to listen, we will make a struggle with everyone, with indigenous, workers, campesinos, etcetera.” In addition, the first point of the Sixth precisely states: “1. We are going to continue to fight for the Indian peoples of Mexico, but now no longer just for them nor just with them, but for all the exploited and dispossessed of Mexico, with all of them and throughout the country.” And, at the end of the Sixth, it says “We are inviting all indigenous, workers, campesinos…etcetera.” In sum, I imagined there might be, among those irritated by our criticisms of López Obrador and the PRD, more serious, and honest, arguments for the debate. Perhaps they might be presented some day. We’ll wait, that is our specialty.

Concerning we don’t want you in this barrio

There are also those criticisms, although more hidden, that the Sixth Declaration makes reference to some international issues and the manner in which they are addressed. And so some people criticize the fact that we refer to the blockade which the US government maintains against the people of Cuba. “It’s a very old issue,” they say. How old? As old as the blockade? Or as old as the resistance of the Indian peoples of Mexico? What are the “modern” issues? Who can honestly look at the world and pass over - “because it’s an old issue” - an attack against a people who are doing what all peoples should do, that is, deciding their direction, path and destiny as a nation (“defending national sovereignty” they say)? Who can ignore the decades of resistance of an entire people against US arrogance? Who, knowing that they can do something - even if it’s but little - to recognize that effort, would not do so? Who can ignore that that people has to lift itself up each time after a natural catastrophe, not only without the aid and loans enjoyed by other countries, but also in the midst of a brutal and inhumane siege? Who can ignore the US base of Guantánamo on Cuban territory, the laboratory of torture which it has been turned into, the wound it represents in the sovereignty of a Nation and say: “Go on, that’s an old issue.”

In any event, does it not seem natural that, in a movement which is primarily indigenous like the zapatista, sympathy and admiration would be evoked by what the indigenous in Ecuador and Bolivia are doing? That they would feel solidarity with those who have no land and are struggling in Brazil. That they would identify with the “piqueteros” of Argentina, and they would salute the Mothers of the Plaza de Mayo. That they would perceive similarities in experiences and organization with the Mapuche of Chile and with the indigenous of Colombia. That they would warn of the obvious in Venezuela, namely: that the US government is doing everything possible to violate the sovereignty of that country. That they would enthusiastically applaud the great mobilizations in Uruguay in opposition to the imposition of “macroeconomic stability.”

The Sixth Declaration does not speak to the institutions of above, good or bad. The Sixth is looking below. And it is seeing a reality that is shared, at least since the conquests made by Spain and Portugal of the lands which now share the name of “Latin America.” Perhaps this feeling of belonging to the “patria grande” which is Latin America is “old,” and it is “modern” to turn one’s gaze and aspirations to the “restless and brutal north.” Perhaps, but if anything is “old” in this corner of Mexico, of America and of the World, it is the resistance of the Indian peoples.

Concerning we don’t want you on this street

There are also (I shall note and summarize some of them) those criticisms for trying to “nationalize and even internationalize” our discourse and our struggle. The Sixth, they tell us, falls into that nonsense. Therefore recommending that the EZLN remain in Chiapas, that it strengthen the Good Government Juntas and that it confine itself to the waterproof compartment that is their lot. That once that project is consolidated, and once we have demonstrated that we can “put into practice an alternative modernity to that of neoliberalism in their own lands,” then we can set forth on the national, international and intergalactic arenas. In the face of those arguments, we present our reality. We are not trying to compete with anyone to see who is more anti-neoliberal or who has made more advances in the resistance, but, with modesty, our level and contributions are in the Good Government Juntas. You can come, speak with the authorities or with the peoples, ignore the letters and communiqués where we have explained this process and investigate, first hand, what is happening here, the problems which are confronted, how they are resolved. I do not know before whom we have to demonstrate that all this is “putting into practice an alternative modernity to that of neoliberalism in their own lands,” and who is going to characterize us con palomita o tache, and then, yes, allow us to come out and attempt to join our struggle with other sectors.

Besides, we had the premonition that those criticisms would be praise…if the Sixth had declared its unconditional support of the political center represented by López Obrador. And if we were to have said that “we are going to come out in order to join with those citizens’ networks in support of AMLO,” there would be enthusiasm, “yes,” “of course you have to leave, you don’t have to stay shut away, it’s time for zapatismo to abandon its hideout and join its experiences with the masses devoted to the one-in-waiting.” Hmm…López Obrador. He just presented his “Alternative National Project” to the citizens’ networks. We are suspicious, and we don’t see anything more than plastic cosmetics (and which change according to the audience) and a list of forgettable promises. Whatever, perhaps someone might tell AMLO that he can’t promise “the fulfillment of the San Andrés Accords,” because that means, among other things, reforming the Constitution, and, if my memory serves, that is the work of the Congress. In any event, the promise should be made by a political party, noting that its candidates will fulfill it if they are elected. The other way there would have to be a proposal that the federal executive would govern above the other branches or ignore them. Or a dictatorship. But it’s not about that. Or is it?

In the politics of above, the programs seek, during election periods, to add as many people as they can. But by adding some, others are subtracted. Then they decide to add the most and subtract the least. AMLO has created, as a parallel structure to the PRD, the “citizens’ networks,” and his objective is to add those who aren’t members of the PRD. AMLO has presented 6 persons for those citizens’ networks who are going to coordinate, at a national level, all those non-PRD lopezobradoristas. Let’s look at two of the “national coordinators.”

Socorro Díaz Palacios, Under Secretary of Civil Protection in the Carlos Salinas de Gortari government. On January 3, 1994, while the federales were perpetrating the Ocosingo market massacre, he stated (I’m citing the Department of Government Press Bulletin): “The violent groups which are acting in the state of Chiapas display a mix of national as well as foreign interests and persons. They demonstrate affinities with other violent factions which are operating in Central American countries. Some indigenous have been recruited, pressured by the chiefs of these groups, and they are also undoubtedly being manipulated as regards their historic claims which should continue being dealt with.” And further on: “ The Mexican Army, for its part, will continue acting with great respect for the rights of individuals and of peoples while giving a clear and decisive response to the demand for order and security…blah, blah, blah.” In the days that followed, the Air Force bombarded the indigenous communities south of San Cristóbal de Las Casas, and the federal army detained, tortured and assassinated 3 indigenous in the community of Morelia, at that time in the municipality of Altamirano, Chiapas, Mexico.

Ricardo Monreal Ávila - In January of 1998, just a few days after the Acteal massacre, the then PRI deputy and member of the Permanent Commission of the Congress of the Union “commented that the Zapatista Army of National Liberation (EZLN) is a paramilitary group, the same as those who killed the 45 Tzotzil indigenous on December 22, 1997 in Chenalhó, Chiapas. ‘Because everything that acts like an Army without being one and arms itself as civilians is paramilitary. They all must disarm, because they have all contributed to this unnecessary, unjust and stupid violence which has had all Mexicans in mourning,’ he stated” ( “El Informador” of Guadalajara, Jalisco. 3/1/98). Days later, after moving to the PRD because the PRI didn’t give him the candidacy for governor of Zacatecas, he was to state (I am citing the note by Ciro Pérez and Andrea Becerril in La Jornada, 1/7/98) that the Chenalhó episode (referring to the Acteal massacre) was indeed planned, “but not by the one stated by the white leader of the dark-skinned indigenous,” he opined that the EZLN’s position regarding the massacre had to do with “securing an preemptive justification for Marcos and for those interests he is protecting,” and he finished by warning that the EZ serves foreign interests which seek “to obtain control of the Isthmus of Tehuantepec region, its resources and its strategic location, an objective which is suitably served by Marcos and the armies which are fighting for the indigenous flag.” Hmm…it sounds like, like…yes, Point 28 of AMLO’s program which reads, verbatim: “We will link the Pacific with the Atlantic, in the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, through the construction of two commercial ports: one in Salina Cruz, Oaxaca, and the other in Coatzacoalcos, Veracruz, as well as container shipment railways and the widening of the existing highway.”

López Obrador has defined himself with those individuals. He has added some, and, with them, he has subtracted, among others, the “neozapatistas.”

But, on another hand, why is there nothing in that program about the political prisoners and disappeared in the dirty war of the 70s and 80s? Nor about the punishment of former officials who enriched themselves illicitly. Nor about serving justice in the cases of the massacres of Acteal, El Bosque, Aguas Blancas, El Charco. I am afraid that, as to justice, López Obrador is offering “wipe the slate clean and start anew,” which, paradoxically, is not new. Before returning to the criticisms of the statements the Sixth Declaration of the Selva Lacandona makes on Mexico, Latin America and the World, allow me to tell you something:

That we are going to come out

We are going to come out. We are going to come out, and they had better get used to the idea. We are going to come out, and I believe, there are only 4 ways of stopping us.

One is with a preventative attack, so fashionable in this neoliberal period. The predictable steps are: accusation of ties with drug trafficking or with organized crime in general; invocations of the rule of law and rubbish to that effect; an intense media campaign; a double attack (against the communities and against the General Command); damage control (that is, distributing money, concessions and privileges among the “spokespersons of public opinion”); the authorities call for calm; politicians state that the most important thing is that the election takes place in peace and with social tranquility; after a brief impasse, the candidates renew their campaigns.

Another is taking us prisoners the moment we come out, or during the course of the “other campaign.” The steps? Clandestine meetings among the leaders of the PRI, PAN and PRD in order to make agreements (like in 2001, with the indigenous counter-reform); the Cocopa states that dialogue has broken off; the Congress votes to overturn the Law for Dialogue; the PGR activates the arrest warrants; an AFI commando unit, with help from the federal army, takes the zapatista delegates prisoner; simultaneously the federal army takes the rebel indigenous communities “in order to prevent disorder and maintain the peace and national stability;” damage control, etcetera.

Another is to kill us. Stages: a hired assassin is contracted; a provocation is mounted; the crime is committed; the authorities regret the incident and offer to investigate “to its fullest extent, regardless of outcome….” Another alternative: “a regrettable accident caused the death of the zapatista delegation which was on its way to blah, blah, blah.” In both: damage control, etcetera.

Another is to disappear us. I am referring to a forced disappearance, as was applied to hundreds of political opponents in the PRI “stability” period. It could be like this: the zapatista delegates don’t appear; the last time they were seen was blah, blah, blah; the authorities offer to investigate; the hypothesis is ventured of a problem of passion; the authorities state that they are investigating all leads, and they are not discarding the possibility that the zapatista delegation has taken advantage of their departure to flee, with a quantity of bitter pozol, to a fiscal paradise; INTERPOL is investigating in the Cayman Islands; damage control, etcetera.

These are the initial problems which the Sixth could run up against. We have been preparing for many years to confront those possibilities. That is why the Red Alert has not been lifted for the insurgent troops, just for the towns. And that is why one of the communiqués pointed out that the EZLN could lose, through jail, death or forced disappearance, part or all of their publicly known leadership and continue fighting.

(To be continued…)

From the mountains of the Mexican Southeast

Subcomandante Insurgente Marcos

Mexico, July of 2005.
*******************************************

A New Year's Message From Subcomandante Marcos

Dec. 31, 2002 

Ah, the intellectuals of Power! Always striving to understand and absolve those of above and to judge and condemn those of below. 

December 29, 2002. 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Greetings. Yes, the cold and rain are encircling us in their embrace, and not even a bonfire made up of all the criticisms they have sent me (us) can manage to even moderately warm one up. It must be because most of them are so mediocre. 

Of course, they are varied and sundry. Some are making great efforts to get us to apologize. And not for any purported sympathy towards ETA (which anyone with a modicum of vision and shame knows is nonexistent, either in theory or in practice). No. What they want is for us to apologize for having got off the subject in which THEY have pigeonholed us, to wit: the zapatistas can, and should, speak only about the indigenous question. We are banned from any other subject, national or international. And, since we got off (got off?) the indigenous issue in the last seven letters, we should, ergo, apologize to the neo-commissars of "good manners." The only thing that remains for them to tell us, in the same arrogant and scolding tone, is to not put our elbows on the table and to not belch in the presence of his majesty. 

And, indeed, we should apologize after all. But not to them, not to the little king, not to Aznar or to Felipillo (to Garzón, but only if he wins the debate). If apologies must be made to anyone it is to the noble people of Navarre, who, through an error when the letter - which has provoked so much enthusiasm among Mexican and Hispanic intellectuals - was being transcribed, were left out of the Basque people. And so, to the people of Navarre, our sincere apologies: Navarre is Basque. Gora Nafarroa! Gora Euzkera! Gora Iparralde! Gora Hegoalde! 

Not all of them are like that, nor is that all of them. Because it is only fair to say: not all Mexican intellectuals are busily engaged in patting themselves on the back and congratulating each other ("I even sent a copy of my column to Felipe. I'm sure he'll be putting me on the list of candidates for the Prince of Asturias prize. Yes? Sure, but my etceteras against the masked one of cotton seemed quite superior to me..."). No, some people do indeed realize what is going on around them, and they know, just like that, by turning that corner, resentment and despair begin to mount. They know that terror (that of above and that of below) feeds on that combination. They know that when that happens, there will be no declaration of war, nor communiqués, nor twee and/or melodramatic letters, nor anyone to scold for being badly educated or disrespectful. 

Ah, the intellectuals of Power! Always striving to understand and absolve those of above and to judge and condemn those of below. 

But there are intellectuals in Mexico and the Iberian peninsula who avoid the traps set by Power. Just like the United States intellectuals who courageously denounce Bush's insane bellicosity, even though they are accused of sympathizing with Bin Laden. Or the Israelis who refuse to support the massacres perpetrated by their country's army, without that meaning support for the actions of the Palestinians. 

Of course, in the troubled waters of the moment (how many comandantes have left me!), the scoldings and calls to behave well (all useless) by intellectuals and columnists, the Mexican government has been injecting itself, and now it's trying to dislocate several villages which, driven by war and poverty, have found themselves forced to settle in the so-called Montes Azules. And there, also, they are not all them, nor are they all that there are. 

For example, there are some 160 zapatistas living in the new town called 12 de Diciembre (a clearly subversive name). Their history has not merited any letters in support of good manners. They are from the village of Salina Cruz. On November 2, 2000, militants from that organization called MOCRI assassinated Manuel Méndez Sánchez and Gloria Méndez Sánchez. They ambushed them, shot them and, when they were already dead, they hacked them with machetes. 

The motive? At that time the MOCRI leaders were engaged in a torrid romance with El Croquetas Albores, and they were a part of that failed Zedillo strategy of buying consciences. Manuel and Gloria were, are, zapatistas and, as such, they were promoting resistance. Using the argument of words, Gloria and Manuel convinced the community to resist and to not accept government charity. That went against the MOCRI leaders' economic premises, and they gave their support to the assassination. THE MOCRI people also threatened the rest of the zapatistas in the same style which the government used for the recent "peaceful dislocation," which merited so much coverage in the Mexican press: either you stop being zapatistas or you'll meet the same fate as Manuel and Gloria did. 

The compañeros and compañeras preferred being displaced to letting themselves be shot by MOCRI and thus be party to one of so many histories of confrontations between indigenous. The crime will not go unpunished. And it will not be by enforcing Talion's Law [an eye for an eye], nor by using the "humanitarian" methods of the Chiapas government. Justice will be served, but with wisdom and in calm. Perhaps it will also serve to teach Garzón that terror is not defeated by that other terror which hides behind laws and judges, which tortures prisoners and which makes ideas illegal. 

12 de Diciembre is not the only zapatista village being threatened with dislocation (I am not going to mention the names of those that are zapatista, so as not to uncover those which are not zapatista), but all the zapatistas who are in the same predicament are there, not because they lack land or take morbid pleasure in destroying the Selva, but because they have found themselves forced to leave everything so as not to swell the ranks of the silence with which the Power and the intellectuals bury the misfortune and deaths of the Mexican indigenous. 

We have spoken with the representatives of those zapatista villages and with the authorities of the Autonomous Municipalities to which they belong. They have communicated to us their decision to stay there, even at the cost of their own lives, as long as the zapatista demands are not met. 

We have replied to them that we completely support them. 

And so it is good that everyone know in advance: in the case of the zapatista villages, there will be no "peaceful dislocation." 

Returning to the sudden proliferation of experts on the Basque question, I don't know why they are getting so upset: the persons in question (except Garzón) haven't been affected in the least. As for the king, for example, I just saw a recent photograph, and he still has the same face. Aznar, despite the postscript he got from the Prestige, continues braying with marked enthusiasm. And Felipillo, well, he did get angry, he gagged the Iberian press and mobilized all his homeboys in this Mexican Republic, which would be a monarchy if it were not for a few of this country's intellectuals. 

Even so, I ask forgiveness from all those intellectuals who are enthusiasts of the Spanish crown (and of their literary prizes). I did not wish to be lacking in respect for his majesty or anything like that. What I, in fact, wanted to say, to put it, more than anything, in Spanish terms, is that I don't give a damn about the monarchy. 

Because know that for us there are no worldly kings other than those in a deck of cards (Spanish, to be more precise), nor any queens other than those who, from time to time, rob us of our sleep with barely a glance and then leave us. 

But fine, given that they have been allowed to ramble on about the EZLN's unlikely sympathy for terrorism, here are some other subjects for them (conveniently disguised as questions): 

Why does the EZLN want to begin its so-called march through Europe (Ah! So it's a European march?) in the Spanish state and not, for example, in Italy, where there are many imprisoned and free zapatistas (almost as many of both as there are in Mexico)? Why did the zapatistas choose such a difficult and complicated subject as the Basque one, about which there has been a complicit and widespread silence in order to avoid the accusation of being "terrorists"? 

Is the EZLN going to try and refute Fox's statements in the European Parliament that there is peace in Mexico? 

Doesn't the EZLN know that in Europe, and in the world, the right is the government, and it is more belligerent than ever? 

Why is the EZLN trying to exhaust the peaceful path to a resolution of the war, instead of rushing the World Trade Center with a horse (we only have paper airplanes) loaded with explosives and in that way provide the columnists with a topic on the zapatista "sympathies" for Al Qaeda's methods? 

When it visits France, will the EZLN attend one of the presentations of Zorró, el Zapato, which the children from the poor barrios are presenting under heroic conditions? Will the EZLN speak with Chirac and Le Pen or with those Sans Papiers? Will they revisit the Latin Quarter? Will they go to Place Pigalle? 

Will the EZLN be wearing proper clothing for withstanding the inclement weather in the Nordic countries, in Switzerland, in Holland, in Belgium, in Germany? Will they visit rebel Greece? Will they make gestures of elegant contempt at the monarchs of Sweden, thus losing the opportunity for a Nobel Prize? 

Does the EZLN assume that their cayucos will be able to satisfactorily cross the English Channel and disembark in Great Britain, thus emulating "D" Day, but in reverse? Will they go to Ireland to pay homage to the San Patricio Battalion? 

In sum, they are subjects which still fall in the category of the hypothetical. 

There are more, but this letter is already turning out to be quite long, and the postscripts are yet to come. 

Right then, last but not least, the purpose of this letter is to wish you a Happy New Year. 

And, as everyone knows, one will be happy if one does not stop fighting for what one believes in. 

Vale. Salud and, as you can now see, there are globalizations and globalizations. 

From the mountains of the Mexican Southeast. 

Subcomandante Insurgente Marcos 

Mexico, 

December of 2002. 

PS WRAPPED UP AS A GIFT: Following its custom of serving its kind clientele, the Recurring Postscript recommends to its readers the following gifts for - joining in the intellectual enthusiasm for the crown - the upcoming King's Day, January 6: for little king Juan Carlos, a laxative (they exist in various forms); for Pepillo Aznar, a flute; for Felipillo (that dark object of desire who is fought over by (a)Nexos and Letras Vencidas), a protection order (for the unlikely day in which Spanish justice calls him to account for sponsoring the terrorist group GAL). 

PSS WITH BERET PULLED DOWN AND CIGARETTE IN LIPS: Viva the Republic! Down with the monarchy! Long live the Workers Committees! Down with returned Francos! Viva republican Spain! Viva the International Brigade! Viva Spain! Gora Euskera! Gora Zapata! Viva life! Death to death! Long live the ghosts that will again walk Europe! 

PS FOR BERLUSCONI: Don't laugh, because you're next. Remember that "all roads lead to Rome." 

ILLEGAL PS: It would appear that we insist on not respecting the laws of good behavior. The only Law which deserves our respect is the musical group of the same name (I even think it's Chilean), and that only when they're accompanied by the Mexican Ely Guerra in the song titled El duelo, and, if not, then not even that law. 

PS WHICH INSISTS ON GETTING OFF TOPIC: Argentina is still generous. Previously they gave the world Che, now they're giving an entire world action plan. Because that "Everyone out!" is not just a slogan. Viva the Argentine rebellion! 

LATIN AMERICAN PS: Respect for the sovereignty of Venezuela! 

MASOCHISTIC PS: Keep beating us! More journalistic punches! Like that! More! Oh! Yes! More! More! Oh my god! Ahhh! (Mmh, I love it when you get angry). 

