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The Turnbull government’s agenda for
education is part of a broader budgetary
strategy which is centred on privatisation,
deregulation and clobbering the poor and
most disadvantaged.

It is in line with the attacks on social secu-
rity recipients, the assault on penalty rates of
those on the lowest incomes and its plans to
privatise education and Medicare. The gov-
ernment realises that the 2013-14 budget went
too far too quickly. It has taken a step back,
changed its language and is proceeding with
caution.

This budget will be used to test the water
with the new Senate and determine how quickly
and ruthlessly it proceeds.

The government has gone quiet on its
sloganising about jobs, innovation and growth
and the importance of science, technology,
engineering and mathematics (STEM). It is per-
haps not surprising with the latest round of cuts
to school and university funding announced last
week.

The Abbott/Hockey government attempt-
ed to slash $30 billion from school funding in
the horror 2013-14 budget - which fortunately
failed to pass the Senate. Now, in a sleight-of-
hand a hedge fund manipulator would admire,
Education and Training Minister Simon
Birmingham has announced an increase in edu-
cation funding of $18.6 billion over 10 years
that will leave schools $22 billion worse off,
even if existing Gonski agreements between the
Commonwealth and states were to be honoured
in full (which they won’t be). Big increase!

State premiers, Labor and Liberal, are not
happy with the loss of funding.

It does not amount to additional funds. To
add further deception to injury, the government
describes it as implementing Gonski funding!

Private schools benefit

Representatives from the Catholic schools
system and some of the elite private schools
are up in arms over the changes. The Catholic
schools fear they may lose control over how
the money is distributed and what it is spent on.

They involve an increase from 17 percent
of the Schooling Resource Standard for gov-
ernment schools in 2017 to 20 percent in 2027,
reflecting the Commonwealth’s role as the
minority public funder of this sector.

For non-government (private) schools
the increase will be from an average of 76.8
percent to 80 percent in 2027, reflecting the
Commonwealth’s role as the primary public
funder of this sector also.

As a result of the new package 24 elite
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private schools are set to experience a small
reduction in public funding and 353 private
schools are likely to experience a lower rate
of increase.

At present the government’s Quality
Schools reform package provides for an invest-
ment of $242.3 billion in schools’ recurrent
funding over the next 10 years. This sounds
large but is a fraction of the money being spent
on the military.

The government is also increasing
its investment in capital funding for non-
government schools from an estimated $141.4
million in 2017 to an estimated $182.5 million
in 2021.

Universities take another hit

Birmingham chose May Day to announce
a new round of cuts to universities which are
already reeling from previous cuts. Student fees
will rise. Students will now be expected to meet
46 percent of the full cost of their education, up
from 42 percent.

They will be required to repay their loans
sooner, when they reach the income threshold
0f $42,000 instead of $50,000. This new thresh-
old is only a little above the minimum wage.

At the same time the indexation rate on stu-
dent loans will be increased meaning they will
have to repay more on the same loan.

The National Tertiary Education Union
(NTEU) estimates that the net effect of its
changes will be:
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* a 10.2% decrease in real value of the
Commonwealth contribution,

* a 7.4% real increase in student fees,

* a2.9% reduction in the real level of public
funding per student.

“It is another significant burden on the next
generation already struggling under mounting
cost-of-living pressures, and it will further
squeeze university staff already struggling to
fulfil the expectations of an expanding sector,
but increasingly in insecure employment,” said
NTEU national president Jeannie Rea.

The government is attempting to justify
the cuts — “efficiency dividends” — to univer-
sities by pointing to a new report which found
universities receive adequate funding for most
courses they teach and that their revenues are
growing faster than costs. The report was com-
pletely flawed, assuming a very narrow frame-
work for costs and ignoring other aspects such
as maintenance of buildings.

“While the Minister is promoting the gov-
ernment’s higher education reforms as a ‘no
surprises’ set of relatively benign policy chang-
es, the cuts to funding for government support-
ed students (Commonwealth Grants Scheme)
amount to a 10 percent real cut in the level of
public investment per student,” said Jeannie
Rea.

“Basically the government’s plan is to
make students pay more, give universities less
and then pocket the difference.

“Suggesting that the latest cuts won’t have

a detrimental impact on teaching and learn-
ing ignores the reality that the universities’
approach to absorbing cuts has been to casual-
ise the academic workforce.

“The NTEU expects this further squeeze on
funding to lead to higher student to staff ratios,
the cancellation of more classes, and an even
greater reliance on the use of casual staff, who
already deliver up to 70 percent of classes in
some courses,” Rea warns.

“These cuts will not only compromise the
quality of teaching, research and community
service our universities can offer, they will also
contribute to de-professionalising academic
work, and placing our much-envied interna-
tional reputation at risk.”

Neo-liberal agenda

When the public education system was
introduced in the early 1870s in Australia, there
was a need for a more educated workforce fol-
lowing the industrial revolution.

The requirements today, with so much
automation and the potential for even more
have changed that. Education will in the eyes of
the capitalists become increasingly the realm of
the rich, with the exclusion of the overwhelm-
ing section of the working class.

While the extra dollars for schools are
welcome, they fall far short of what is needed.
Philosophically, these cuts reflect the elitist,
born-to-rule rights-to-entitlements view of the
Liberal Party and must be defeated. &
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1939-45
Marking the defeat of fascism

Guardian
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Never forget

May 9 was celebrated throughout the former socialist countries of
Eastern Europe as Victory Day, the day that commemorates the defeat
of Hitlerite Fascism in Berlin in 1945. That day marked the end of a
nightmare that for some countries began as early as 1933, when the Nazis
won power in Germany.

By 1935, with the tacit co-operation of anti-communist Western pow-
ers (notably Britain and France), the Nazis had extended their control to
Austria, which was incorporated into the German “Reich” at the point
of a gun. Spain soon followed as did Czechoslovakia.

A world war was in the making, about which British and French
imperialism were untroubled. They smugly thought they were the most
powerful countries in Europe (perhaps in the world) and they were to-
tally preoccupied with the possibility the war afforded for getting rid of
Bolshevism once and for all.

They had no doubt that a rabble of Russian peasants and workers would
be no match for the sophisticated civilised military forces of European
capitalism, especially if they could persuade Germany to spearhead the
assault. They had a cosy vision of Anglo-French forces mopping up after
the Russians and the Germans had worn each other out (although they
could also live with a German victory, just so those Bolsheviks got their
come-uppance).

So, despite then Soviet Foreign Minister Litvinov’s strenuous efforts
to organise collective security for Europe, Britain and France would have
none of it. German occupation of Poland was an essential step before Hitler
could invade the USSR, so Poland was abandoned to its fate. The Second
World War was off and running. Before it was over it would spread across
the world and cause the deaths of tens of millions of people, 26 million of
them in the USSR alone.

I was discussing the War with a Moscow schoolteacher friend of mine
once and she said to me, with great feeling, about the Nazi advance: “You
have no idea of the horror that was coming towards us.”

The Nazi horror totally consumed what is now the Republic of Belarus,
which lost every fourth citizen.

If you visit the Hero City of Leningrad (since the overthrow of socialism
in the USSR rechristened St Petersburg) you will still find many memorials
to the siege by the Nazis, not least the huge mass graves where those who
succumbed to cold and hunger (particularly in 1942) are buried.

The Soviet people bore the brunt of German imperialism’s class hatred,
so also had to face Germany’s best weapons — its biggest, fastest tanks, its
biggest guns, its fastest most powerful fighter planes and bombers, and
of course by far the greater part of its armies.

Even against Japan, the USSR’s Special Red Banner Army of the Far
East, stationed in Siberia, kept Japan’s elite Kwantung Army pinned in
China for the duration, unable to be moved south to bolster Japanese
forces elsewhere.

But the capitalist world would rather wipe out that it was the Reds who
broke the back of Hitler’s war machine, that it was the Russian steamroller
that crushed his dreams of world domination and brought the edifice of
Nazism crashing down in ignominy.

Not content with largely ignoring the War on the Eastern Front (in
marked contrast to books, magazines, newspapers and films of the time,
which stood in awe of the exploits of the Red Army), many influential
sources in the capitalist world today actively denigrate and smear or deny
the crucial role of the Soviet Union in WW2.,

This is particularly so in areas where the extreme right has gained the
ascendancy. In that part of the Ukraine where the anti-Soviet elements
are in control, they have actually sunk so low as to erect a memorial to
a Wartime SS unit made up of Ukrainian traitors, which fought against
the Ukrainian and Soviet people on behalf of Hitler!

Similarly, in Latvia (where the Communist Party is forbidden to use
the word Communist and must be content with calling itself the Socialist
Party), Soviet war memorials have been destroyed and pro-fascist terror-
ists honoured instead.

As the current world capitalist depression shows, capitalism as a system
is already on its way to the rubbish heap of history. It may take a while
yet before it is finally discarded, but discarded it assuredly will be.
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Last week the government announced that gambling firms will not be
allowed to advertise during sporting matches between Sam and 8.30pm.
But as Noel Coward didn’t quite say, “given the fact they’re burning to
act, it’s really not enough!” The government has just won an international
court case over plain paper packaging laws for cigarettes. Advertising for
cigarettes has been banned for years, and gambling is just as damaging
as smoking. It wreaks financial havoc on Australian families and causes
marriage break ups, suicide and mental breakdowns. We’ll be pressuring
the government to ban gambling advertising altogether, and if you

agree with us, please send us a Press Fund contribution for the next
edition, because we really need your support. Many thanks to this week’s
contributors, as follows:

A Fox $70, Mark Mannion $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15,
This week’s total $100 Progressive total: $2,560

Julius Fucik remembered

Journalists in various parts
of the world remember on
September 8 Julius Fucik, the
fighter against fascism, the
teacher and the journalist cru-
sader who was murdered by
the fascists on that day in 1943.
He left behind a global legacy
— the famous Report from the
Gallows, since his death trans-
lated from Czech into a number
of other languages.

There are schools of journal-
ism, roads, streets and factories
named after him as a man who
fought against fascism but also
gave journalism an ideological
content.

It goes to his credit that while
in countries such as Australia
awards are given in the name of
press barons who, in their own
words, could “even commit
murder” for profit, here was a
journalist for whom the world was
seen as a call to action. To quote
Fucik himself: “A hero is a person
who at a decisive moment gives
everything in order to do what
should be done in the interest of
the society.”

It would be more than correct
to say that even when his physi-
cal space as an editor was confined
within prison under the threat of
the executioner’s guillotine, Fucik
was able to look far ahead, far
beyond the frontiers of his life.
Indeed, journalism to him was
very passionate and purposeful as
well, without illusions of the most
modern day scribes of being great
newsmakers. It was on the con-
trary an artistic instrument calling
for action.

September 8, 1943 was the
day of a decisive victory over
the German fascists in the battle
at Kursk. It thus became a day of
foreboding of the impending capit-
ulation of fascism. For some, how-
ever, it was a day of deep sorrow
as on the same day the Nazi execu-
tioners dragged Fucik from his cell
and executed him.

Referring to his teachings, he
once said that “there is nothing
known as a neutral journalist, a
journalist who stands above every-
thing”. Of course, those were not
the days of market-driven journal-
ists, who could become political
and ideological turncoats, daily
changing sides for money and
power. To him, anyone opting for
this profession has to exercise it
as a vital calling, to make an ideo-
logical choice, and learn to seek
and recognise the new.

As he puts it: “A good report-
age consists of small specific facts,
facts that are diverse which are in
no case isolated exceptions. Only
from them can one create a living
and faithful picture of people
and events, an image that we call
reportage. Usually there is no lack

of such small typical events, but
it is necessary to single them out
of the grey monotony of everyday
materials.
“If we want to properly judge
a reporter, we must evaluate him
not only according to the way he
writes, but also the way he sees.”
On a visit to the Soviet Union after
scrutinising one paper in depth, he
made what has become a motto:
“Show me the newspapers of your
country then I will tell you what
the situation in your country is.”
The fascist occupation of
Prague marked the beginning of
the most difficult test in his life. In
the summer of 1942 he was arrest-
ed and brutally tortured. Every
trick was tried to break him and to
force him to betray his comrades.
Then began the last period of his
life when he wrote his greatest
piece, “Report from the Gallows”.
Each of its papers bared evi-
dence of not only his horrific
experiences but also the methods
of torture used by the enemy. One
also got flashes about those who
betrayed and those who withstood
the trials. He also explained why
he had embarked on such a dif-
ficult struggle with all its hard-
ship. He observed: “We lived
for joy and for joy we are dying.
Therefore never let sorrows be
associated with your names.”
Another aspect of Fucik’s
intellectual greatness was his
refusal to slot people simply
into categories of good and evil.
He made a request to his reader-
ship: “You, who will survive this
time do not forget the good or the
bad. Patiently gather evidence
about the fallen. One day, today
will be the past, there will be talk
about a great age and about name-
less heroes who created history. I
want you to know that there were
no nameless heroes. They all had
their names, their faces, their long-
ings and their hopes.”

In present times, the onslaught
of global capitalism has made the
likes of Rupert Murdoch a hero.
Mafia dons sit in the houses of the
people and genocide takes place
in a variety of forms as evident in
the wars on Iraq, Libya, Syria ...
embedded journalism is the buzz-
word. It is in such adverse circum-
stances that names such as Julius
Fucik have a significant place in
the history of progressive and
democratic journalism.

The anniversary of Julius
Fucik’s death is still, for many, a
day to express human solidarity
and determination to defend life
against death. It is a moment to
defend peace with his famous, his-
toric appeal: “People I love you.
Be on your guard” — an inspir-
ing legacy for progressive demo-
cratic journalism. As he states in
the preface to his book: “I have
seen the film of my life a hundred
times, in thousands of details.

“Now I shall attempt to set
it down. If the hangman’s noose
strangles before I finish, millions
remain to write its happy ending.”
He says in the end, “We always
reckoned with death. We knew that
falling into Gestapo hands meant
the end. And we acted according-
ly, both in our own souls and in
relation to others, even after being
caught. My own play draws near
its end. I can’t write that end, for
I don’t yet know what it will be.

“This is no longer a play. This
is life. In real life there are no
spectators: you all participate in
life. The curtain rises on the last
act. I loved you all, friends. Be on
guard!”

It was a call to be on guard
against fascism in a variety of
forms and guises. It is still visible
in many parts of the world today.
People’s Democracy,

Communist Party of India (M) &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

When the last king is hanged with the bowels of the last priest,
the human race can hope for happiness.

Renegade priest Jean Meslier, France 1791
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An independent investigation by Professor
Megan Davis and Kathryn McMillan into
Queensland’s youth justice system has rec-
ommended an overhaul of the approach of
punishing vulnerable children and instead
working with communities to help young
people.

The Queensland Independent Review of
Youth Detention was announced last August,
after Amnesty International exposed allega-
tions of abuse in detention, including the use
of dogs against children, including Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander children.

The report highlights serious abuses of chil-
dren in Queensland youth detention and rec-
ommends a less punitive approach to dealing
with children in the justice system. It recom-
mends not using security dogs to discipline
children, ensuring children are not physically
restrained unless it is a last resort, better mental
health support and limiting the use of solitary
confinement.

It recommends the government consider
justice reinvestment collaborations between
existing community-based services and the
Youth Justice Department. This is an approach
where people and families going through dif-
ficult times are supported so they don’t offend
in the first place.

It also recommends that Indigenous organ-
isations play a key role in stakeholder con-
sultation around the issue of 17-year-olds in
detention. Indigenous children are 28 times
more likely to be detained in Queensland than
other children.

Amnesty Indigenous rights campaigner
Roxanne Moore welcomed the government’s
pledge to accept, in principle, all 83 recommen-
dations and promise of $6.2 million for youth
justice.

“These are investments in young people’s
futures to stop them re-offending. Now we
need to see a time frame for these recommen-
dations to be implemented promptly,” she said.
Solutions recommended in the report include
investing in community-based wrap-around
services to address the causes of young peo-
ple’s offending.

“In particular, Indigenous children need
culturally specific support,” Moore said.

“That’s why this government must invest in
innovative healing programs run by Indigenous
leaders, which see outstanding success in
keeping kids out of detention and with their
families.”

Australia

Youth justice report
highlights abuses

Moy 10,207 3

“Indigenous children need
culturally specific support.”

Programs

Moore said successful programs included
the Red Dust healing program in Townsville
and the Mona horsemanship program in Mount
Isa, which are seeing impressive results in con-
necting with Indigenous children and keeping
them in their communities.

The Queensland government came under
fire for censoring the report with hundreds of
pages fully or partially redacted (blacked out).
Queensland Attorney-General Yvette D’Ath
refused to say whether any children were hog-
tied in the state’s youth detention centres and
defended a decision to redact large parts of the
report, which she says was done on the advice
of crown lawyers to avoid identifying minors.

D’Ath refused to comment on pictures in
the report that allegedly showed children tied

up. “I’m not going to start talking about the
photos that are in (the report). That defeats the
purpose of redacting them,” she said.

However, she said one of the recommen-
dations was to ensure staff were made aware
of the proper procedure when youth had to be
“ground stabilised”. “We need to make sure
that the staff are properly trained as to when
restraints can be used, we need to make sure
that when those incidents occur they are prop-
erly reported, and if there are any complaints
they are properly investigated,” D’ Ath said.

It appears even the report’s authors intend-
ed for its contents to be made public, with a dis-
claimer in the introduction warning of graphic
images and case studies, all of which were
redacted.

Opposition Leader Tim Nicholls slammed
the redacting of the report.

“Page 154 of the report ... talks about
capacity concerns in youth detention in relation
to the Premier’s plan to move 17-year-olds into
youth detention,” Nicholls said. “But simple
statistics have been blacked out so nobody can
see what the report says is a ‘sobering statisti-
cal prediction’.”

The review was ordered following the
emergence of footage of young detainees being
allegedly mistreated, including one case in
which a 17-year-old boy was restrained by five
adults, stripped and left in that state for an hour.

D’Ath said the government had accepted
all 83 of the report recommendations, and had
begun to implement many of them before its
release.

Koori Mail &

From the archives

The Guardian, December 2000

PLEASE DON'T
FORM A UNION,
| PROMISE TO
BE GOOD!

Solidarity with the Palestinian People

Palestinian film and speaker
Saturday May 13
4:30 pm- 6:30 pm
74 Buckingham Street, Surry Hills

Admission: gold coin donation
Presented by Communist Women's Collective
More info — Linda 02 9699 8844

Sydney

Nibblies provided

| JUST HAD A HORRIBLE
THOUGHT, IF THE UNION
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THESE STUPID ANGEL
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May Day Toast,

To celebrate the International Day of soli-
darity of the working class, the Community
Union Defence League (CUDL) held a May
Day Toast at 43 Below in Perth attended by
over 70 people. Several eminent defenders
of the working class were invited to speak
and propose a toast. The proceedings com-
menced fittingly with a song by well-known
local working class guitarist, singer and
former leader of the Working Voices Choir,
Barnard Carney.

The first speaker was Unions WA Secretary,
Meredith Hammat who spoke about the hard
work by the Western Australian union move-
ment in helping to oust the anti-worker govern-
ment of former Liberal Premier Colin Barnett
and helping to bring about a Labor government
led by Mark McGowan. Hammat added, “It is

Australia

Unite for your rights

Perth 2017

important to remember who we are and we
need to stand up together to defend our hard
fought wages, conditions and rights.”

Simon Millman, the newly elected ALP
member for the seat of Mt Lawley and former
lawyer for the CFMEU, in an echo to ACTU
secretary Sally McManus recent reminder of
the need for the working people of Australia to
defend their rights for if we were to leave it to
the conservatives in this country, we would be
on the fast track to fascism.

Alison Xamon, Greens Upper House
member for North Metro, criticised the previ-
ous Liberal government which had cut funding
to Worksafe and thereby inhibited its ability to,
“undertake effective investigations and system-
atic inspections”.

Mick Buchan, state secretary of the

Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union raised current state and federal govern-
ments’ attack on the rule of law through the Fair
Work Building and Construction Commission
and its successor ABCC that are compliant
tools of the interests of construction compa-
nies and developers.

Unionists for Refugees spokespersons Tim
Dymond and Melissa Wagner spoke of the need
to defend the rights of refugees as the govern-
ment is trying out their agenda of diminishing
the right of the most vulnerable members of
our society as a precursor for other sectors of
Australian society.

Aaron Bearsell of CPA Youth spoke of the
need to have strong independent unions which
are not tied to class collaborationist political
parties.

Guardian

Dean Keating, of Cairde Sinn Fein gave a
brief history of the last two hundred years of
the of the working people in Ireland struggle
against unemployment which spiked in Ireland
to 18 percent, with 350,000 workers having to
migrate to secure their livelihoods.

The Final speaker was Elizabeth Hulm
of the Community Union Defence League
(CUDL) WA who spoke of the war against
workers and their representative organisations
which is making it more difficult to organise
workers in their struggle to defend hard fought
wages, conditions and rights. Hulm urged
workers to unite as a collective for a brighter
and sustainable future. @&

May Day march, WA, 2017.

“Pure greed”

NRG Energy has taken steps
to terminate the Enterprise
Agreement which provides job
security, as well as decent pay and
conditions at the Gladstone Power
Station in Queensland. Workers
have expressed deep concern
about the move, saying they are
simply seeking to maintain their
current conditions given the rising
cost of living in Gladstone.

The CFMEU Mining and
Energy Division Queensland dis-
trict vice president Shane Brunker
said Gladstone workers should not
have to suffer a loss of income and
conditions due to NRG's proposed
changes, including mooted closure
of the power station for 2029.

“Any loss in take home pay is
unjustified with rising profits for
generation companies and would
have a major impact on workers’
ability to provide for their family.

“This is simply about the com-
pany pre-positioning to minimise
its costs when the station closes by
reducing the final pay out for work-
ers. This action by NRG is pure
greed,” Mr Brunker said.

The impact on workers of
NRG’s proposals at Gladstone
Power Station, include:

» Reduction in job security
for permanent employees at
GPS with contractor clauses
and wages to staff limitations
removed.

* Providing the company power to
unilaterally change rosters and
working hours, leaving working

no stability or certainty about
their shifts.

* A two-tier system for redundancy
and Superannuation for new and
existing employees, making new
staff second class workers.

* Reduction in weekend penalty
rates.

Brunker also said the legality
of the company’s so-called “skills-
based pay” proposal is questionable
given the lack of detail provided,
but it is clear the company is seek-
ing to create a loophole to make fur-
ther pay cuts.

“NRG have proposed the imple-
mentation of a ‘skills based pay’
structure which has not been devel-
oped or consulted on. They demand-
ed a vote from workers without any
detail about the concept, demon-
strating their heavy handed tactics
on bargaining,” Brunker said.

Mr Brunker said workers are
concerned and struggling to assess
the impact of the changes. He
said the company’s irresponsible
actions had left the union no alter-
native but to seek protected indus-
trial action at Gladstone and Kogan
Power Stations, potentially plac-
ing Queensland’s energy security
at risk.

“Both NRG and the state
government-owned CS Energy
Corporations are poised to take
advantage in power generation in
the upcoming years. The CFMEU
is concerned these corporations
want to increase their profits at the
expense of their workers.” &

Art as transformation

Richard Titelius

On April 20, the Communist Party
of Australia (WA Branch) held a
Politics in the Pub on the theme
of Arts under Socialism. The event
was chaired by Lorena Trigo.

The arts are an underrated topic
in the discussion of societal transi-
tion and change in a capitalist soci-
ety where the arts are often seen as
a commodity to be used to express
support and a mirror to reflect soci-
ety without engaging in a reflection
or criticism of the prevailing society.

The first speaker was Dr
Christopher Crouch, a socialist and
arts academic, who said that under a
capitalist society all relationships had
been reduced to economic relation-
ships - what we can get for ourselves
and what we can get from others. We
had become alienated under this eco-
nomic system where there is a mate-
rial basis for our existence, he said.
Culture, continued Crouch, is made
to sit atop of our existence instead
of being drawn into our material
conditions.

However, our lives were too
important to leave to the market and
art instead should be used to offer a
reflection and criticism of the social
and economic forces which affect our
lives. If we have no means to make
sense or criticise the order of the
world which often weighs us down
we often feel powerless and it affects
our being in the world and our rela-
tionships with other people.

We strive, observed Crouch, to

have the freedom to act for our own
good and for the good of others — the
quest for individual autonomy and
(ethical) agency helps to empower
us and challenge the system.

As such, under socialism we
would go beyond the manner in
which capital measures or evalu-
ates us like other commodities and
instead art and culture can become
transformative.

However, for art to be trans-
formative of people, education
needs to be available for people to
learn artistic skills and be apprecia-
tive of the possibilities the arts have
in enriching our communal lives.
Crouch also suggested there needed
to be a diversity of arts and culture,
as a mono culture is dangerous just
like mono agriculture and can lead
to malnourishment of the soul. There
was a saturation of bad art at the
moment, he concluded, a “saturation
of superheroes” evident in the cul-
ture industry of the West-Hollywood
responding to the sense of powerless
felt by many people in the world as
events today threaten to overwhelm
people: but that this formulaic art
mostly addresses the symptoms
rather than the cause.

The second speaker Olga Cironis
— a community artist — continued
with the discussion on the dangers
of mono-culture in particular in the
West where the need for spectacle
and distraction is needed to keep
people compliant.

Education was needed to devel-
op artistic knowledge and skills.

However, as education was becom-
ing more a privilege than a right,
those who developed artistic skills
tended to be those with wealth and
privilege, which usually meant being
white and male.

The final speaker was Pilar Kasat,
a former Director of Community
Arts Network in Western Australia
who gave an insight into the fund-
ing of the arts generally in Australia
and especially the Australian Arts
Council. Kasat said that owing to
the way the arts are funded and run
in Australia, the majority of the arts
grants (85 percent) were received
by performing arts companies while
community arts received very little.
Kasat gave a number of examples of
how the community arts projects he
had been involved with had produced
transformative results for those indi-
viduals and communities who had
engaged with these projects. This
included a group of Noongar women
in Narrogin in the south west of WA
—members of the Stolen Generations
— who made a series of symbolic
dolls which were curated in an exhi-
bition that has toured the world and
were later displayed in the National
Gallery in Canberra.

A lively Q&A followed the
informative presentation by the three
speakers and gave them an opportu-
nity to expand on their earlier con-
tributions. Dr Crouch spoke on the
Communist Party of Australia’s draft
policy on the arts which was warmly
received. &
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reflect big media changes

Peter Mac

Last week staff of Fairfax Media went on
strike for seven days over the company’s
decision to sack 115 employees. As Sydney
Morning Herald journalist Marcus Strom
stated on ABC TV, the sackings were
announced with very little notice, and staff
had no opportunity to discuss alternative
approaches or make preparations for find-
ing other employment.

The immediate effect is that the quality
of Fairfax news coverage is likely to deterio-
rate, because most of those given notice are
journalists.

The sackings reflect big changes in the
commercial mass media, particularly the arriv-
al of digital news broadcasting. Fairfax has
announced that it intends to cut editorial man-
agement, video, presentation and section writer
positions. The company says the sackings are
necessary because it needs to cut costs by $30
million, and that its revenue had fallen 6 per-
cent in the first 17 weeks of this year.

There’s certainly no shortage of demand
for Fairfax publications. The number of digital
subscribers to The Sydney Morning Herald, The
Age and The Financial Review now exceeds
226,000 and continues to grow.

The revenue from Fairfax real estate pub-
lication Domain has risen by 18 percent this
financial year. However, overall revenue has
fallen because more and more Fairfax custom-
ers are turning to its digital media news cover-
age, whose production costs are much lower
than those of “hard copy” newspapers.

For the Fairfax Metro Media business, the
digital and print audience has risen to 8.9 mil-
lion, but revenue fell by 11 percent in the first
17 weeks of the year. Likewise, Fairfax region-
al publications audiences reached 3.7 million
but revenue fell 11 percent, while Fairfax’s
New Zealand Media now has an audience of
3.5 million but revenue there fell by 3 percent.

If these figures are a reliable guide Fairfax
and other news publishers are likely to turn
increasingly to digital publication, and if news-
paper publication continues at all it will become
a very small operation catering for a “niche”
market of customers willing to pay far higher
prices than at present.

But that alone is not sufficient to explain
the sackings, because even a digital publication
needs journalists to write its articles. The most
probable reason for the sackings is that Fairfax
management is preparing to use to an ever-
increasing degree digital applications which
provide journalists with standard copy, thereby
allowing the corporation to cut the number of
journalists it employs.

The slashing of positions will occur in other
professions as well, including engineering, the
law and accountancy, where professional dig-
ital applications are appearing or are already
in use.

The big media shake-up

Much of the reason for the financial prob-
lems of Australian commercial broadcasters
lies in the availability of alternative digital
media outlets such as ABC iView, SBS On
Demand and Skynews, as well as viewer com-
petition from other commercial TV channels
and the ABC.

Channel 10’s recently-declared $232 mil-
lion loss may account for the government’s
decision to replace current licence fees for TV
free-to-air broadcasters, which earn the gov-
ernment $130 million, with a system of “spec-
trum” fees for digital as well as free-to-air
broadcasters, which will bring the government
a mere $40 million annually.

In the same week that the government
stripped more than $27 billion from school
funding, federal Minister for Communications
Mitch Fifield made no secret of where his sym-
pathies lie. He declared that the government’s
intention was to ensure that commercial TV is
“stronger and more viable”, even if that meant.
a loss of $90 million in licence fees for the gov-
ernment and taxpayers.

Newspaper, radio or TV news editors
frequently republish totally phoney
social media news items.

And now even more change is underway,
because the Fairfax sackings have made it an
attractive target for takeover bids. US private
equity group TPG is in pre-bid discussions with
Fairfax management. If it makes a bid, and it
almost certainly will, it will have a good chance
of success.

TPG proposes to split up the Fairfax busi-
ness into separate organisations. Given its
performance to date, the Foreign Investment
Review Board is likely to give the bid its bless-
ing and if TPG succeeds, the editorial position
of the Fairfax newspapers is certain to swing to
the political right — that is, if TPG doesn’t just
asset strip the company.

The struggle for the truth

In the 18th century, before the advent of
radio and TV, the press was described as the
fourth estate, because its power rivalled that
of the parliament, the government or the judi-
ciary. Although the power of the press itself
has declined, the power of the media overall is
even stronger than that of the press in earlier
centuries.

Fairfax Media is not the only media organi-
sation cutting staff. Rupert Murdoch’s News
Corporation, which publishes The Australian,
the Daily Telegraph and the Herald Sun, has
also announced plans to cut costs by $40 mil-
lion, a move that will doubtless involve the loss
of staff positions.

However, Murdoch will undoubtedly con-
tinue to fund The Australian, even if it contin-
ues to make a loss, because it enables him to
exert tremendous political influence. If Fairfax
ceased producing newspapers, the print media
in Australia would be dominated by right-wing
publications, of which Murdoch’s are the most
powerful and ruthless.

Murdoch’s publications are already noto-
rious for their scant regard for truth. They
frequently rely on smear and innuendo, and

sometimes on blatant untruths, in support
of the causes they support, for example the
repression of unions or the defence of the
fossil fuel industries and the denial of climate
change.

At the moment, however, they are con-
strained in their use of outright lies because of
the existence of rival publications with greater
veracity and a better political position, includ-
ing the Fairfax papers, The Saturday Paper and
the Australian version of the British paper The
Guardian.

But that would change if the companies that
produced those publications ceased newspaper
production, leaving that area of the media in the
tender hands of News Corporation.

More power in fewer hands

The government also wants to abolish the
“2 out of 3” rule, under which media barons are
not allowed to operate newspaper, radio and TV
companies in any Australian state or territory.

That would produce a highly dangerous
political environment. The commercial mass
media is already under the direct or indirect
control of very reactionary political forces, but
social media provides an additional threat. An
increasing percentage of the population now
derives its news from Facebook, which is even
more notorious than the Murdoch publications
in terms of the accuracy of its news coverage.

The quest of media barons to cut costs is
also having a drastic impact on the reliability of
their news coverage. As the ABC TV program
Mediawatch has pointed out, newspaper, radio
or TV news editors frequently republish totally
phoney social media news items. Hard-pressed
editorial staff are not able, or are not encour-
aged to check whether they are genuine.

Fake news items are often placed on the
internet as a prank, but they can have serious
political repercussions. That was demonstrated
in the recent US presidential elections, where

some voters were influenced to vote for Donald
Trump, not just as a result of his fear monger-
ing about Muslims, or his empty promises of
a revival of “rustbucket” industries, but on the
basis of highly-questionable stories circulated
on social media concerning his rivals.

Trump also attacked many of the more reli-
able news organisations which had criticised
him before his election. He accused them of
producing “fake news”, and heaped praise on
sensational US tabloids which had supported
him.

The current threats to accurate news cov-
erage recently prompted the editor of the UK
Guardian to write:

“I think we have to face up to the prospect
that for the first time since the Enlightenment
you are going to have major cities in the UK
and western democracies without any kind of
verifiable source of news. That hasn’t happened
for 200-300 years and I think it is going to have
very profound implications.”

The media changes within Australia will
undoubtedly result in a reduction in the quality
and diversity of the media because of a concen-
tration of power in the hands of a smaller and
smaller group of news corporations.

That tendency will be exacerbated by the
continuing attacks on the ABC, aimed at weak-
ening its objectivity, limiting its news and cur-
rent affairs coverage and offering a mouthpiece
for right wing political forces.

The commercial mass media is commit-
ted to defending and perpetuating capitalism,
a political economic system which in essence
involves paying workers as little as possible
for the value they create, and maximising their
hours of work.

But the world now faces insidious new
media conditions which could limit the ability
of working people to win better conditions from
the system, and to protect themselves in an era
of multiple threats to human civilisation. &
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Test for

Budour Youssef Hassan

Hunger strikes don’t get any easier with
experience.

So says the family of Palestinian prisoner
Majd Ziada, who has participated in mul-
tiple collective strikes since his arrest by
Israeli occupation forces in 2002.

“It is as if you are carrying the weight of
15 years of imprisonment on your shoulders,”
Hurriyah Ziada, Majd’s youngest sister, told
The Electronic Intifada. “It is like running the
last kilometres of a marathon: at the start you
have a lot of energy but you eventually become
drained.”

Majd, whose family hails from the village
of al-Faluja northeast of Gaza City, ethnical-
ly cleansed by Zionist forces in 1948, was 19
when he was swept up during a wave of mass
arrests at the height of the second Intifada.

He spent 50 days in incommunicado deten-
tion, during which he was subjected to physi-
cal and psychological torture, his father and
lawyer say. The abuse exacerbated pre-existing
ear inflammation, resulting in a complete loss
of hearing in Majd’s right ear.

During a hearing in an Israeli military court
the year of his arrest, Majd proclaimed that he
did not recognise the court’s legitimacy and
that it was Israeli soldiers who should be put
on trial.

Majd was convicted of carrying out armed
attacks and organising a resistance cell, receiv-
ing a 30-year prison sentence. Majd’s attorneys
requested a retrial, arguing that his conviction
was rife with grave procedural errors. An Israeli
military court issued a rare commutation last
month, reducing Majd’s sentence to 20 years.

Majd, who was arrested in the occupied
West Bank city of Ramallah, has most recently
been held in Hadarim prison, in central Israel.
The Fourth Geneva Convention forbids an
occupying power such as Israel from transfer-
ring detainees from the territory it occupies,
such as the West Bank, into its own territory.
Majd’s imprisonment in Israel is thus a war
crime.

Punishment

In her most recent visit to Hadarim, on
April 12, Hurriyah was told by Majd that he
was planning to join the open-ended hunger
strike set to begin five days later. One of the
main demands of the hunger strike is to end
medical negligence of prisoners.

“[Majd] requires surgery to his ear and he
is at risk of losing his hearing completely if it’s
not performed,” Hurriyah said. “But the Israel
Prison Service has refused to allow it and the
only treatment he has received has come in the
form of painkillers.”

Israel has punished hunger striking prison-
ers with a series of measures, including deny-
ing family visits and meetings with lawyers.
All Hurriyah knows about her brother is that he
was transferred from Hadarim and put in isola-
tion. She does not know where he is currently
being detained.

Palestinian prisoners on hunger strike are
also protesting solitary confinement, night
raids on prisoners’ cells, humiliating searches,
the reduction of family visits, a ban on mobile
phones, suspension of university education,
restrictions on books and magazines, and wide-
spread imprisonment without charge or trial,
family members of striking prisoners and their
lawyers told The Electronic Intifada.

“Through the battle of empty stomachs,
prisoners are not only calling for their basic
rights and demanding an improvement in prison
conditions,” Abdel Nasser Ferwana, a writer
who has done extensive research on the his-
tory of Palestinian hunger strikes, told The
Electronic Intifada.

“They also seek to express their defiance, to
reinvigorate public solidarity with the prison-
ers’ cause and to draw attention to their plight.”
A dangerous tactic of last resort, the first known
hunger strike in the history of the Palestinian
prisoners’ movement was in 1968, one year
into Israel’s military occupation of the West
Bank and Gaza Strip. Inmates at a prison in
Nablus waged a three-day hunger strike protest-
ing physical abuse and humiliating treatment by
Israeli soldiers.

The first Palestinian prisoner to lose his life
during a hunger strike was Abd al-Qader Abu
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Palestinian protesters hold pictures of family members as they demonstrate in the West Bank city of Nablus, demanding the release of prisoners on

hunger strike held in Israeli jails.

al-Fahm, who died after being force-fed during
a mass strike in Ashkelon prison in 1970.

History of struggle

Ferwana said that the current hunger strike
is not an isolated event and is part of a long
history of struggle. “We need to remind people
that Palestinian prisoners improved their con-
ditions in jails and attained some of their rights
thanks to their sacrifices, rather than Israeli
generosity,” Ferwana said. “Some have lost
their lives to secure those rights but this has
been the most effective form of resisting and
confronting the Israeli prison system.”

According to the Palestinian rights group
Addameer, Israel currently holds 6,300
Palestinian political prisoners, 500 of whom
are held without charge or trial under indefinite-
ly renewable administrative detention orders
issued by a military court.

Administrative detention has been the
impetus for some of the more high-profile
hunger strikes in recent years, such as those
undertaken by Khader Adnan — a baker from
the northern West Bank who has embarked
on two lengthy strikes, becoming an icon of
the prisoner movement — as well as journalist
Muhammad al-Qiq, lawyer Muhammad Allan,
and Bilal Kayed, who won his release after
15 years of imprisonment following a 71-day
strike.

Hunger strikes waged by individual prison-
ers have been more prevalent than mass hunger
strikes in recent years.

Esmat Mansour, who was imprisoned by
Israel between 1993 and 2013, said this is a
direct result of the fragmentation of the pris-
oners’ movement — a spill-over of the bitter
impasse between the two main Palestinian
political parties, Fatah and Hamas, that has pre-
vailed over the past decade.

Mansour pointed to the August 2004
mass hunger strike — which lasted up to 19
days, depending on the prison, yielding little
improvement in prisoners’ conditions — as a
turning point.

Overcoming failure

Several factors contributed to the failure
of that strike, according to Mansour: the harsh
repression of the Israel Prison Service, then
headed by Yaacov Ganot. Mansour described
Ganot as a “fascist,” adding that he reintro-
duced the practice of strip-searching and
ordered the separation of prisoners from their
visiting family members with glass instead of a
net that allowed for physical contact.

The second Intifada was still going on and
Ariel Sharon, Israel’s prime minister at the
time, was not willing to compromise. This was
the first hunger strike for many of the prison-
ers, and they lacked experience to deal with the
inevitable Israeli retribution.

“The leadership of the strike was divided
and the fragmentation of the prisoners made it
easier for the [prison authorities] to quell it and
break our spirits,” Mansour, who participated in
that strike, told The Electronic Intifada.

“It took a long time and effort for the pris-
oners’ movement to recover from that setback
and to restore confidence among prisoners and
rebuild the movement.”

It wasn’t until 2012 that prisoners from all
political factions organised another sustained
mass hunger strike involving multiple prisons
and political parties.

Preceded by a series of individual hunger
strikes in protest of administrative deten-
tion, thousands of prisoners began an open-
ended strike on April 17, 2012 — Palestinian
Prisoners’ Day — and refused food for nearly
one month.

The hunger strikers demanded an end to
solitary confinement for all prisoners and a
resumption of family visits to prisoners from
the Gaza Strip. Such visits had been done away
with following the capture of an Israeli soldier
in Gaza in June 2006 and maintained even after
the soldier’s release in a prisoner exchange deal
in October 2011.

The 2012 hunger strike was accompanied
by popular protests and escalated mobilisation
on the ground, not seen in Palestine since the
early days of the second Intifada more than a
decade earlier. Even though the Fatah leader-
ship did not participate in that hunger strike
and was even accused by some prisoners of not
showing enough solidarity, according to Esmat
Mansour, the Fatah base in the prisons did join
the strike.

The agreement reached between Palestinian
detainees and the Israeli prison authorities in
May 2012 was said to include limitations on
administrative detention, the end of prolonged
isolation and resumption of family visits to
prisoners from Gaza.

“No other option”

Five years on, Palestinian prisoners are
having to resort to their empty stomachs again
to fight for their rights.

“Prisoners have been preparing for this
hunger strike for almost two months and my
husband confirmed to me on April 4 that he was
taking part,” said Khalida Hamdan, whose hus-
band, Muhammad Mesleh, is sentenced to nine
life sentences plus 50 years for his involvement
in the killing of nine Israelis.

“I initially questioned his decision but he
explained to me how the increasing crackdown
by Israeli prison authorities had left them with
no other option,” Hamdan said.

Mesleh, a leading figure in Fatah’s armed
wing, the al-Aqsa Martyrs Brigades, was arrest-
ed by Israeli occupation forces on February 17,
2001, leaving Hamdan to raise their months-old
child on her own. For almost a decade, Hamdan
was banned from visiting her husband on secu-
rity grounds. In 2012, she went on hunger strike
for seven days in solidarity with her striking
husband.

Mesleh is a close companion of Marwan
Barghouti, the high-profile Fatah leader serv-
ing multiple life sentences after his arrest
in 2002, and the face of the current hunger
strike.

“He pleaded with me to not go on a soli-
darity hunger strike this time around but since
April 17, I have been unable to cook, unable to
sleep properly or think about anything else,”
Hamdan said.

“I only hear about him in the media. Is
he in solitary confinement? How is he han-
dling pain and fatigue? How is he surviving
the revenge of the prison guards? You cannot
exorcise those thoughts when a loved one is
on hunger strike.”

Unity

The current hunger strike, estimated by
Addameer to include 1,500 prisoners, is being
led by Fatah, but prisoners from all the major
Palestinian factions are participating.

Following his release from Israeli prison
on April 20, former Palestinian minister Wasfi
Qabaha said that the hunger strike in Hadarim
prison, the epicentre of the protest, involved
prisoners from all factions and that parties from
across the political spectrum were represented
in the strike leadership.

He added that strike leaders such as
Marwan Barghouti and Karim Younes, the
longest-serving Palestinian political prisoner
currently held by Israel, were transferred to
Jalameh prison and put in isolation.

Nadim Younes, brother of Karim Younes,
who has been imprisoned by Israel since 1983,
told The Electronic Intifada that family and
lawyers lost all contact with Karim since he
began his hunger strike.

“Karim is now 58 and 35 years of impris-
onment have definitely taken their toll on his
ailing body,” Nadim said. “The importance of
this strike lies in the fact that it has brought
together prisoners from all factions and from all
over Palestine: Gaza, West Bank, Jerusalem and
Palestinians from the 48 territories [present-
day Israel].”

There are lingering doubts about whether
this hunger strike will avoid the failure suffered
in 2004. Former prisoner Esmat Mansour does
not dismiss those concerns.

“It is true that Barghouti is the undisput-
ed leader of this hunger strike. Some believe
that he is trying to send a message to the Fatah
Central Committee that he remains an influen-
tial leader,” Mansour said.

“But prisoners are not puppets: they would
not join this strike if they didn’t have press-
ing demands. And Marwan’s leadership of this
strike has definitely given it momentum and
unprecedented media attention.”

The unity and resilience of the prisoners’
movement in the face of Israeli repression,
intimidation and attempts to de-legitimise the
strike are being put to the test. Moreover, it is
a test of the capacity of Palestinian society to
mobilise in support of the prisoners, to build
sustained pressure on Israel, and overcome
their divisions to stand behind the prisoners.

If there is one cause that has managed to
bring Palestinians together in recent years, it
has proven to be the prisoners’ struggle.

The Electronic Intifada &
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“Helene Bertha Amalie ‘Leni’ Riefenstahl
was a German film director and propa-
gandist for the Nazis. In the 1930s, she
directed Triumph des Willens (“Triumph
of the Will”) and Olympia, resulting in
worldwide attention and acclaim. Both
movies are widely considered two of the
most effective, and technically innovative,
propaganda films ever made.” (Wikipedia)

In your average lifetime, everyone will
get their share of war propaganda films. In
America, it’s a kind of sacred tradition, where
Hollywood does the job of revisionism, paving
over an otherwise uncomfortable history with
a new coat of stain. It’s necessary — not just to
make us feel better about ourselves, but also
to cover-up any inconvenient truths and high
crimes of the state.

To be honest, when I first heard about this
film being promoted by Netflix, I wasn’t sur-
prised at all because ever since the Syria con-
flict began in 2011, the establishment media has
gone out of its way to falsely promote it as a
“civil war”, and have used the NGO known as
the White Helmets which calls itself the “Syria
Civil Defence”, as its primary media protago-
nist in furthering that narrative.

The fact that a documentary about The
White Helmets received an Oscar Award simply
confirms what a glorious bubble the entertain-
ment industry resides in, and how easy it is
these days for a documentary film to be used for
the purposes of propaganda and made to rein-
force a mainly US-UK foreign policy project.

To Hollywood, it’s a feel good documenta-
ry, designed to make us feel good about a dirty
war in Syria. But this is a level of distortion and
spin that would make even Joseph Goebbels’
head spin.

In his essay published at Global Research,
Dr TP Wilkinson explains the liberal obsession
with cosmetic revisionism:

“The ‘wrong war’ thesis is elemental to
what Carroll Quigley called ‘liberal imperi-
alism’ in his history of the Anglo-American
establishment. Liberal imperialists, to which
the faux gauche (the descendants of Fabianism)
also belong, do not oppose empire. They simply
want it to be more aesthetically appealing, and
lost wars are most un-aesthetic. So what is the
liberal imperialist’s answer to unappetising mil-
itary defeats? It is cosmetic surgery.”

Expensive war propaganda in Hollywood is
nothing new. High profile films like Zero Dark
Thirty, American Sniper and Argo were all
released to much fanfare. Each of them fulfilled
arole in forming a more perfect American nar-
rative, and in some cases completely rewrote
history altogether. But these were meant to be
theatrical releases so naturally there’s a gener-
ous dose of artistic license taken by the direc-
tor. Nothing unusual there. It’s what Hollywood
does. These films also had some distance
between the present day and wars which had
already lapsed.

A veneer of integrity is always important.
Hollywood still purports to put a lot of currency
in the truth. During this year’s Oscars, The New
York Times ran a TV ad for the first time since
2010 entitled, “The truth is ....”

This campaign is meant to decry fake news
and its ugly cousin “alternative facts” to show
what high standards the mainstream media has
— which demonstrates the delusional world in
which the establishment exists. Earlier this
month, [ wrote an exposé showing exactly how
The New York Times has been America’s per-
ennial leader in running fake news for the pur-
poses of advancing a war agenda. It’s ironic that
this advertisement would run on a night when
an Oscar would be given to one of the most
egregious propaganda films of all time.

Oscar triumph

This year, The White Helmets directed by
Orlando von Einsiedel and Joanna Natasegara,
took home an Academy Award for best doc-
umentary short. Unlike Argo, or American
Sniper, this was a film about a war which is
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The White Helmets is used for the purposes of propaganda and made to reinforce a mainly US-UK foreign policy project.

happening now, but this was not a conven-
tional documentary film. The footage was pro-
vided by a terrorist-affiliated NGO based in
Turkey, operating in Syria, and who is prima-
rily funded by the US State Dept, the British
Foreign Office, the Netherlands, and other
NATO member and Gulf states to the tune of
over US$150 million and whose chief remit
is producing US-led Coalition propaganda
images for mass media consumption. The film,
funded and distributed by Netflix, seems to be
an extension of that remit.

Normally we think of documentaries as
films that are supposed to speak truth to power
but this film does the opposite. It reinforces an
Anglo-American establishment power struc-
ture responsible for one of the most violent,
dirty wars in modern history. It reinforces a col-
lection of lies placed on heavy rotation by the
political and media establishments since the
conflict began.

In every way, Syria is the wrong war. For
the US and the UK, there’s much at stake — the
legacies of two paradigmatic political figures,
Barack Obama and David Cameron, along with
the reputations of other architects of the west’s
dirty war on Syria, like former US Secretary
of State Hillary Clinton, and British Foreign
Minister William Hague.

Back when the war was getting started,
both Clinton and Hague were busy front-run-
ning their “Friends of Syria” whistle stop tour
around the Middle East and Europe, securing
Gulf cash commitments while grooming their
hand-picked “opposition” government in exile,
holding court in various 5-Star hotels in Paris,
London and Istanbul. The US had tried this
only a year earlier with Libya, and at the time
in 2011-2012, they had every reason to believe
that the Libyan formula could be repeated in
Syria. Those hopes were dashed by early 2013,
when it became apparent that Libya was offi-
cially a failed state. Meanwhile, tens of thou-
sands of extremist foreign fighters and jihadi
soldiers of fortune began pouring into Syria.

An invasion

It was an invasion. This was the West’s
proxy army, ready to decapitate the govern-
ment, dismember the state and destabilise the
region — with the full blessing of Washington
DC and its partners.

The Troika of Washington-London-Paris
then doubled down by pouring billions of dol-
lars in lethal weapons to various fighting groups
laying in waiting in Turkey and Jordan, as well

as those already active in Syria. There were
a number of well-documented arrangements,
but one of the most successful working models
was for the CIA and its European NATO part-
ners illegally supplying the weapons funnelled
through Jordan and Turkey — and all paid for
by Saudi, Qatari cash. All the while, the public
were told by the US-led Coalition all of this
was for the “moderate rebels” in Syria.

These were meant to be the “freedom
fighters” that Ronald Reagan referred to back
in the 1980s. As it turned out, these freedom
fighters in Syria were a chip of the old block
from the violent, psychopathic US-backed and
CIA-trained paramilitary death squads which
would wreak havoc and terrorise El Salvador,
Nicaragua, Honduras. In Syria, they are much
worse in fact, as they employed a potent brand
of warped, radical Salafi and Wahabist religious
fervour as the central axis of their self-styled,
Medieval nihilistic raison d’etre.

Yes, these are the moderates, backed by the
US, UK, France, Turkey, Germany, Norway,
Saudi Arabia, Qatar, UAE, every other NATO
member state, and of course, Isracl, who has
skilfully stayed out of the media firing line. It’s
a collective project. Their mission: “regime
change” in Syria — to overthrow by force — the
government in Damascus.

As dirty wars go, none is more filthy than
this one. As the US and the UK are running
point on public relations for this criminal enter-
prise, their big challenge has been selling it to
their electorates. In order to justify the dirty
war, a narrative has to be constructed and main-
tained. This requires a relentless negative public
relations campaign demonising the Syrian gov-
ernment and all of its agencies. The following
talking points are therefore reinforced:

* Syria’s peaceful “Arab Spring” uprising
happened in 2011, and was violently
squashed by the government.

» Assad is a brutal dictator, and is
illegitimate.

* The Syrian government and its armed
forces are deliberately killing their own
people.

* The US-NATO and Gulf-backed armed
“rebel” opposition is legitimate.

+ Syrian and Russian air forces are only
killing civilians, and not militant and
terrorists.

* Terrorists do not exist in Syria, only
“moderate rebels” and Syrians “fighting for
freedom”.

* Therefore, Assad must be removed from

power and replaced with a US-approved
government.

Enter Russia

Add to this, the entrance of Russia in the fall
of 2015 at the lawful invitation of Damascus,
and Russia can now be added to the demonisa-
tion campaign.

These talking points are then repeated and
recycled, over and over, and held up as justifi-
cation for US-led, crippling economic and dip-
lomatic sanction against the Syrian state, and
the destructive policy of flooding the region
with arms. In the summer of 2014, an added
bonus for the US was inserted into the mix —
the emergence of ISIS (Islamic State of Iraq
and Sham).

The appearance of ISIS allowed the US
to fly air sorties over Syria, allegedly to fight
ISIS, although after three years the US has pro-
duced little if any verifiable progress in “defeat-
ing” ISIS. In truth, the US had hoped that ISIS,
along with the other Al-Qaeda affiliates, would
somehow do the job of destabilising Syria and
overthrowing the government of President
Bashar al Assad in Damascus.

But that wasn’t enough. Washington and
London needed a face for the evening news.
They needed to personalise the conflict in order
to help maintain the illusion of a “civil war” in
Syria. This is where the White Helmets come
in. A merry band of men, comprised of “ordi-
nary citizens, from bakers to teachers to paint-
ers,” all donning the White Helmets to save
humanity in this moment of turmoil. Raed
Saleh, the group’s spokesman says his organi-
sation is guided by a verse in the Qu ran:

“To save one life is to save all of human-
ity.” No doubt a beautiful line, but like so many
aspects of The White Helmets it’s been applied
cosmetically. Who would dare be so insensi-
tive as to challenge such a perfect story? For
war planners in Washington and London, The
White Helmets provided the PR cushion they
needed to help sell a filthy proxy war to west-
ern audiences. By creating and managing their
own ‘first responder” NGO, the US, UK and its
stakeholder partners have been able to leverage
public sympathies — enough to keep the project
going, until the war was either won or lost, or
until someone caught on to the scam.

*This is an extract from Paytrick Henningsen's
globalresearch.ca article. Further extracts will
appear in coming weeks. &
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Colombia

Between war and peace

WT Whitney

Most Colombians favour the peace
agreement signed November 24,
2016 between their government
and the Revolutionary Armed
Forces of Colombia (FARC-EP).
War lasting 53 years had ended.
But transition to an equitable,
peaceful society for all Colombians
is far from certain. The govern-
ment has been slow to implement
provisions of the agreement, and
paramilitaries are attacking left-
leaning political activists and
members of social movements.

A failed peace agreement would
be a blow against those Colombians
who, rejecting armed struggle,
fought for the agrarian and/or eco-
nomic rights of Colombia’s major-
ity population and did so despite
severe repression. Progressive forces
worldwide have paid attention, the
more so because the US government
is allied with the upper echelons of
Colombian society who control land
and the economy.

Recently, members of the
European Parliament heard testi-
mony from Colombian leftists who
support the agreement. Separately,
a delegation sent by the European
Commission gained a first-hand look
at realities in Colombia.

On March 28, nine Colombians
spoke before a meeting in Brussels
called by the “Confederal Group of
the European United Left/Nordic
Green Left,” which exists as a bloc
within the European Parliament.
Colombian journalist Pedro Nolasco
Présiga, based in Belgium, summa-
rised their presentations. Quotations
appearing in the excerpts below are
from his summary.

Imelda Daza was a founding
member of the much-persecuted
Patriotic Union. Now representing
Voices for Peace, she monitors the
Colombian Congress’ implementa-
tion of the peace agreement. In her
remarks, she emphasised the “con-
tinual verbal aggressions, pressures,
deceptions, and lies of the Democratic

Centre, [the party headed by former
president Alvaro Uribe, now a sena-
tor,] against the agreement.”

Communist Party member
Carlos Eduardo Loza, president of
the United Worker’s Union (USO),
accused multinational corporations
of “seeing peace as an instrument and
means for actions taken to expand
mining and energy extraction, which
entails more plundering of the coun-
try’s natural wealth.” He called for
agrarian reforms, counter-measures
against paramilitaries, political par-
ticipation for all, and no more “priva-
tisation and selling-off of state assets
and enterprises.”

Andrés Gil, national spokes-
person for the Patriot March coa-
lition, suggested that improved US
relations with Cuba have created
“a political climate favourable for
negotiations and reconciliation,”
and said they are a model for conflict
resolution throughout the region.
He warned against “the new North
American administration ... becom-
ing a threat to the peace process in
Colombia.”

Spanish lawyer Enrique
Santiago, who advises the FARC-
EP, helped fashion the Special
Jurisdiction for Peace (JEP) that, as
part of the peace agreement, would
decide whether former combatants
were to be punished or amnestied.
Santiago reported that the “Attorney
General has intruded and blocked the
functioning, application, follow-up,
implementation, and completion of
the JEP.” He claimed that congres-
sional modifications of the origi-
nal agreement have interfered with
implementation. He too criticised the
government for its tepid response to
paramilitary violence.

On March 31, members of
a FEuropean Commission on
Verification of Human Rights sum-
marised conclusions they reached
after a visit to Colombia that began
on March 16. According to their
report, “Officers of institutions and
representatives of social organisa-
tions of Germany, Belgium, Italy,
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and Spain” — 40 in all — met with
“30 groups including state, church,
and institutional organizations, and
human rights organisations, unions,
social movements, and women’s
groups.”

The reports notes that, “The
peace agreement ... supposes the
beginning of a new reality of hope
for Colombia,” but that hope is now
“truncated by the lack of govern-
mental will for carrying out what
was agreed upon, and by the grow-
ing activity of paramilitary groups...
[We] think it is impossible for the
agreed-upon actions to be accom-
plished within the [required] 180-day
period after the agreement’s signing.
The FARC is not yet giving up arms
for good, nor converting itself into a
political party, nor starting to incor-
porate itself into civilian life.”

The observers noted that only

AN

four legislative measures of the 40
that were to have been enacted are in
force; that United Nations personnel
charged with monitoring the hando-
ver of arms aren’t functioning; and
that living conditions and security
arrangements for guerrillas in their
new locations are abysmal.

The Europeans reported that
paramilitaries are seriously threat-
ening “social leaders and the surviv-
al of their very communities,” and
that “assassinations of social leaders
and defenders of human rights” are
increasing. They recalled govern-
mental inaction during “the exter-
mination of the Patriotic Union”
from the mid-1980s onward, when
“5,000 members of this party were
assassinated.”

The European delegation also
blamed flawed implementation of
the agreement on an “anachronistic

and extreme right wing determined
to derail the process.”

Political writer William Ospina,
writing in 2013, observed that,
“The old Colombia died on April 9,
1948, and the new one still has not
been born.” On that day 69 years
ago, an assassin killed Liberal Party
leader Jorge Eliécer Gaitan. He had
inspired a great mobilisation of the
dispossessed and marginalised that
took on Colombia’s long-entrenched
oligarchy.

Violence exploded after Gaitan’s
murder, and hasn’t stopped since.
From 1964 on, it took place mostly
within the context of civil war involv-
ing the FARC-EP. That war may be
over, but the wait for a new Colombia
continues.

People’s World &

Education not a commodity

Britain: Perhaps it is too much
to hope that protesters outside
Shell-Mex House on London’s
Strand will prick the consciences
of shareholders attending the
Pearson AGM. Those who make
their profits through the privatisa-
tion of education systems in the
developing world are unlikely to
object to privatising education
systems in the developed world.

Even so, the education unions
and NGOs organising the pro-
test highlight an issue which has
escaped public scrutiny for too long.
Pearson is the elephant in the room
for anyone looking at developments
in education worldwide, one of
the most powerful engines of what
teachers call the Global Education
Reform Movement (Germ).

It’s up to its neck in the privati-
sation of schools in Africa and Asia,
helping to fund Bridge International
Academies, a so-called “low-fee”
school chain backed by some of
the world’s cuddliest corporate phi-
lanthropists such as Bill Gates and
Mark Zuckerberg.

Bridge has also received

millions from Britain’s overseas
aid budget in its mission to edu-
cate children in the world’s poor-
est countries (at a price) — attracting
criticism from the United Nations
committee on the rights of the child,
which pointed out that using aid
money to fund private education
providers clashes with UN sustaina-
ble development goals on providing
“inclusive and equitable” education
to all children.

Bridge has been booted out
of Uganda for teaching kids in
unsanitary conditions and for
using unqualified teachers — the
latter a common theme with the
“free” schools promoted by the
Conservative-Liberal Democrat
coalition government from 2010-15.

Bridge’s “academies” under-
mine public education in Third
World countries, starving it of
investment and funds. Britain’s
academies and free schools do not
charge fees at the door, but they are
built on the same marketised vision
of education.

Like Bridge, they reduce edu-
cation from a right all children

deserve to a commodity provided
for a return. Schools are designed to
compete against other schools and
teachers made to compete against
other teachers for the “best” results,
which are measured by subject-

ing children to endless standardised
tests.

Teaching unions in Britain
and beyond in Africa, Asia and
the Americas have highlighted the
weaknesses of this approach, where
a standardised and scripted curricu-
lum is delivered by teachers follow-
ing lesson plans on a tablet.

Education is not geared to the
needs of the student but to the needs
of the test — producing a “rapidly
growing set of data that Pearson
can use to develop products to sell
back to the people who create the
data,” in the words of the British
Colombian Teachers Federation’s
Larry Kuehn.

Free schools have avoided the
limelight recently, with Theresa
May’s crazed mission to disinter the
11+ and segregate children by sup-
posed ability (in reality, by ability to
pay) taking centre-stage.

But they remain at the heart
of Tory education policy, with the
March Budget promoting plans
to build another 140 free schools
despite opposition from parents,
teachers and even the National
Audit Office, which pointed out that
millions of pounds of public money
has been squandered on free schools
standing empty in areas where they
are not needed — while other com-
munities are desperate for more
school places to become available.

Local authorities are barred

from opening new schools to meet
this need — although Labour has
promised to return this power to
councils if elected on June 8.

Pearson is not the only driver of
the Germ — but it is the world’s big-
gest education company and wields
an enormous influence on education
policy in numerous countries.

That influence is wholly nega-
tive, promoting a neo-liberal edu-
cation market that’s bad news for
teachers and children alike.
Morning Star &
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climate,

Mark Gruenberg

Washington: Common sense in
science, fear of leaving a dying
and polluted planet to their
children and grandchildren and
hostility to Republican President
Donald Trump’s anti-green poli-
cies drove thousands of unionists
to Washington DC on April 29 for
the march for climate, jobs and
justice.

The bus-loads of unionists — 35
buses from one AFSCME district
council in New York alone — joined
up to 200,000 other people in parad-
ing down Pennsylvania Avenue from
the Capitol to and around the White
House, determined to protect the
planet and oppose Trump.

That same day, Trump’s
Environmental Protection Agency,
now headed by Scott Pruitt, a rabid
foe of the Clean Air Act, envi-
ronmental rules and the agency’s
mission, took down its combat-
ing climate change page from its
website.

Unionists at the march, includ-
ing Communications Workers
Secretary-Treasurer Sara Steffens
and Government Employees (AFGE)
District 14 Vice President Eric
Bunn, split their comments and their
speeches between the dire impact
Trump’s policies would have on the
planet and the future of their kids and
grandkids.

“We are nurses. We look out for
public health, and that means the
health of our planet, too. If our planet
is on life support, we’re here,” said
National Nurses United Co-President
Jean Ross, a Minnesotan. Ross led a
contingent of at least 110 NNU mem-
bers from New York and dozens from
other states to the march.

The one building trades union
that marched, the 60 members of
Electrical Workers Local 3 from New
York and Long Island, also empha-
sised jobs — green jobs that construc-
tion workers could fill in retrofitting
buildings and erecting new energy-
efficient structures.

“We need a president who
acknowledges that climate change
exists. And we want to see skilled
trades jobs in building for climate
change,” said Local 3 member John
Schaefer.

But those aren’t the only jobs the
unionists covered in their march.

“We have a lot of RAs (research
assistants) at Columbia who are on
climate change studies. Not only is
common-sense science in jeopardy,
but so are their jobs. I’'m happy to
be here to get into somebody’s face
and shake them into some sense,”
said Mike Cinquina of UAW Local
2110 in New York. His local sent
two buses with about 100 members
combined.

“He (Trump) is trying to disas-
semble the EPA. I’m here for some-
thing to protect, not for me, but for
my kids and grandkids,” Bunn said
before his speech. “The president
wants to cut programs that protect
public health and safety. It’1l then be
turned back to cash-strapped state
and local governments — so in turn
it’ll be passed on to you,” he later
warned the crowd.

“I asked my oldest daughter, who
is 10, the other day, about what she’s
learning in school,” Steffens told the

jobs, justice
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union crowd. “She said she’s learning
there will be a better world because
of inventions and technology and
a worse world because of climate
change.

“My girls are in elementary
school and have no problem under-
standing climate change. We should
send some of our politicians back to
first grade to learn about it ... The
same corporations that ruined our
economy and stole our democra-
cy now want to poison our climate.
We’re here to say ‘Enough is enough’
and to fight back.”

Fred Solowey of the Service
Employees said: “The false divi-
sion between saving the planet and
saving our jobs needs to be exposed.
We need an industrial policy that pro-
motes green jobs, which is what we
lack. Shame on the environmental
movement for not stressing that and
shame on the labour movement for
not putting it out.”

And Sandra Cohen of
Communications Workers Local
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1036 told the crowd that “I'm a
30-year union member and shop
steward. The same powers that
deny workers’ rights are trying to
roll back the regulations that pro-
tect our air, water and safety on the
job. But we know better. They’re
trying to divide the building trades
from us, but we know that stopping
climate change will produce good
union jobs.”

Many more unionists marched
for the future.

“I’m a mother and a grand-
mother. I’d like to have a planet for
my children and grandchildren,” said
one of four SEIU 1199NE members,
all of them health care workers, who
came to the march from Southern
Maryland.

“We’re all here for the same
reason. We all believe we need a
healthy planet. We can’t keep on
the path we’re on now. We know
the patients we take care of are in
an unhealthy environment,” added
another of the four.

The unionists’ chants and their
signs, especially the home-made
ones, made the same point, with
more charged criticisms of Trump.
One favourite chant: “Tell Donald
Trump what democracy looks like.
This is what democracy looks like.”
The signs included:

“When the last tree has been cut
down, the last fish caught, the last
river poisoned, only then we will
realise that one cannot eat money,”
said a sign carried by an AFGE
member who works at EPA.

A comet coming towards earth,
headed towards a dinosaur with
Trump’s head on it: “The dinosaurs
thought they were tough, too.”

“Fossil fools threaten our planet.”

A sign with an hourglass and the
Earth dribbling through it: “We don’t
have four years — act now!”

“Trump: Your ignorance, our
peril. That’s a fact.”

People’s World &

Activist heroes

Britain: Activists on trial for blocking a
mass deportation flight to Nigeria on March
28 are sticking to their guns. The action
by End Deportations, Lesbians and Gays
Support the Migrants and Plane Stupid was
the first of its kind to successfully prevent a
deportation flight from going ahead.

It’s easy to dismiss this sort of dramatic
intervention as a stunt, which might delay
the deportation of certain individuals but
doesn’t prevent it. Certainly the government’s
response was simply to reschedule the flight.

But as the groups point out, some of those
due to be deported on the March 29 flight
were able to escape this fate. This is partly
due to the chaotic nature of the government’s
deportations policy — with Home Office fig-
ures showing that more than half those placed
on chartered deportation flights last year
were taken off them due to last-minute legal
challenges.

This is not because Britain is a “soft
touch,” as Theresa May would have us

believe. Such a claim holds no water when
our government’s response to the global refu-
gee crisis has been distinctly uncharitable

— pledging to take a meagre 20,000 Syrian
refugees when David Cameron was prime
minister, in contrast to the hundreds of thou-
sands taken in by Germany and the millions
sheltered in far smaller and far poorer coun-
tries such as Lebanon and Jordan.

It becomes a sick joke when we hear it
from the lips of a government which can-
celled the Dubs amendment scheme in
February — turning its back on orphaned
children fleeing the horrors of war, many of
whom risk being trafficked into slave labour
or prostitution.

No, the high incidence of successful legal
challenges to deportation carries the same
worrying message as the number of success-
ful appeals against privateer Atos’s “fit for
work” assessments of disabled people — that
the original decision-making process has been
hasty, brutal and riddled with errors.

In both cases, the reason is the same —
political pressure for quick results. And that
means travesties of justice, such as individu-
als with valid asylum claims being deported,
or people being forced out of the country
before their case has been decided on.

The situation is no more just when we
look beyond refugees to people who have
made their lives in Britain already. Individuals
who have lived here for years, who have
worked and have families, have been sent
packing without warning — such as Irene
Clennell, whose 27-year marriage and two
British children did not stop her being deport-
ed to Singapore, having made the mistake of
spending time there looking after her parents.

Some on the left blame the decision to
leave the EU for this brutality, but the truth is
more complicated.

Open borders within the EU have counter-
intuitively resulted in much harsher immigra-
tion rules regarding non-EU citizens — who
are, of course, less likely to be white. The

difficulty of obtaining the right to live and
work in Britain for people from Asia, Africa
and the Caribbean has grown whatever the
strength of their ties to this country.

The Conservatives were also whipping up
anti-immigrant fever well before the referen-
dum — hence May’s Go Home or Face Arrest
vans, or her pledge to create a “hostile envi-
ronment” for foreigners in this country, all
made when Home Secretary.

Racism and xenophobia are on the rise
here, as they are across the EU and beyond.

The direct action heroes who stopped that
flight on March 29 saved some individuals
from being sent to face persecution and vio-
lence. They also highlighted the callous and
unjust system of mass deportations that disfig-
ures our country. We express solidarity with
them as they have their day in court.

Morning Star &
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Numbers are clear

This is absurd: our government is teeter-
ing on the edge of giving $1 billion to the
Carmichael coal mine project.

Just let that sink in for a moment. We know
the Carmichael mine is a dud — but the Turnbull
government could make the call to hand out
$1 billion to this Reef-wrecking project in the
2017 budget.

The numbers are clear. The Carmichael
mine is flat out a bad investment of public
money. “Already a stranded asset”; “the eco-
nomics just don’t stack up”’; “unbankable”: this
is what economists, ex-pollies, and thousands
of people like you are saying about the project.

People power is what’s pushed federal
Labor to pull away from the controversy. Their
new stance is a fully fledged acknowledgement
that coal is headed only one way: down.

There are no ifs or buts about it: we can’t let
the Prime Minister use public money to bank-
roll this disastrous mega-mine. Especially if
things like education are on the chopping board.

The Turnbull government is under a lot of
pressure at the moment to deliver a budget that
Australians can get on board with. Turnbull

will be keeping a close eye on what people
are feeling and saying about his government.
His job depends on following what ordinary
Australians want.

Our movement had a massive win on this
fight when Westpac ruled out giving finance
to new coal basins, including the Carmichael
mine — bowing to a campaign from dozens of
organisations and thousands of people.

Now, people power can win again. Let’s
swing into action, and stop this mega-mine
from getting public money.

The team at
Greenpeace Australia Pacific

No time for invertebrates

A new marriage equality campaign has
taken to the streets of Sydney in an effort
to convince Malcolm Turnbull to “grow a
backbone” on marriage equality. Starting
on May 2, six mobile billboards are travel-
ling the city’s streets urging Sydneysiders
to send the text message “backbone” to a
number that will in turn trigger an email to
Mr Turnbull (email text below).

The six mobile billboards, four scooters
and two pedestrians, are focussing on the Prime
Minister’s own electorate of Wentworth as well
as the Sydney CBD and key train stations.

The initiative, by Parents and Friends of
Lesbians and Gays (PFLAG), is designed to
show Mr Turnbull his constituents want him
to lead on marriage equality by allowing a free
vote so the reform can pass.

It’s not enough for Malcolm Turnbull to
support marriage equality, he has to grow a
backbone and lead on it as well. Our message
to Mr Turnbull is to act now before his time
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LET’S GIVE
MALCOLM A
BACKBONE

runs out and he is left looking back at what
could have been.

Six mobile billboards will carry the “get a
backbone” message across Sydney for the next
five days.

They are carrying a message urging
Sydney-siders to send a text message to
0400 722 722 that will trigger an email to Mr
Turnbull’s office that says:

Dear Malcolm,

You were elected to represent the people

of Australia. Every single poll shows the
majority of Australians, including me,
support marriage equality. I am asking you
to show leadership and stand up for Marriage
Equality by allowing a free vote so it can
finally happen. Mr Turnbull you are the
leader of the Government, please lead on this
important issue.

Those who send a text message will be
asked to take further action by sending an
email to other government members through
the www.makeitlaw.com.au website.

The mobile billboards will travel through
Mr Turnbull’s electorate, stopping outside his
electorate office and key railway stations, as
well as travelling to key points in the Sydney
CBD. Pedestrian billboards will distribute
6,000 flyers to passers-by.

Already, 5,000 emails have been sent to
Malcolm Turnbull asking him to get a back-
bone on marriage equality via PFLAG’s
www.givemalcolmabackbone.com.au website.

Itineraries for the scooter and pedestrian
billboards can be obtained from me.

Shelley Argent
National PFLAG
spokesperson

Cult

by
Rob Gowl

Electing
only the best

Isn’t bourgeois democracy a bril-
liant system? By only involving
people in the election process
every three years (Australia),
every four years (the USA) or
even every five years (the UK),
short, well-funded campaigns by
demagogues can run away with
the result. Hitler, let us never
forget, was elected Chancellor of
Germany in 1933.

Thanks to the policies Hitler
unleashed first on Germany and then
on the world, it became difficult
afterwards for Fascists anywhere to
get themselves elected to government
(except in Argentina — and apartheid
South Africa, where of course the
majority had no vote). Elsewhere
they had to rely on military coups
and the like. In the last few decades,
however, that has changed.

Taking advantage of the tur-
moil following the overthrow of
Socialism in the USSR, reaction-
ary demagogues with deep pock-
ets and the support of the capitalist
media were able to gain power in a
number of countries while posing as
“champions of democracy”. A wave
of Fascism swept over the Baltic
States, other former Socialist coun-
tries in Eastern Europe and parts of
Africa and South America.

Where the people did not
appear keen to jump on this band-
wagon, “volunteers” were organ-
ised, comprising religious fanatics,

clandestine Western military units
(“special forces”) and hard-line neo-
Nazis, always keen to be helped into
power. These volunteers — with care-
ful direction — organised “spontane-
ous” demonstrations, usually violent
and often prolonged, against pro-
gressive governments. When condi-
tions were right these demonstrations
magically transformed into “colour
revolutions”.

Curiously, these “colour revolu-
tions” were acclaimed by Western
governments that abhorred actual
revolutions elsewhere. Curiously,
also, they invariably brought to
power extreme right-wing gov-
ernments. Even when their initial
popular target was a reactionary gov-
ernment, such as Mubarak’s in Egypt
during the so-called “Arab Spring”,
the uprising was subverted so that
in the final outcome one reaction-
ary government had been replaced
by another.

Capitalism had not only learnt
how to apparently “mobilise the
masses” and win the streets, but how
to convert the process of revolution
itself into another of its tools to con-
trol the masses. In fact, of course, this
appearance was and is illusory. You
can’t “create” a revolutionary situa-
tion: when the people refuse to go on
living in the old way and the govern-
ment finds it can no longer rule in the
old way, then you have a revolution-
ary situation. Even then you will not

have a successful revolution unless
you also have a revolutionary Party
equipped with revolutionary theory.
Egypt did not have this and the “Arab
Spring” went nowhere.

Most of the time, however, capi-
talism is happy to rely on its good
old standby, bourgeois democra-
cy, the inconvenience of elections
with their turmoil and relatively
minor uncertainties notwithstand-
ing. Regardless of who “wins”, the
capitalist system is never threatened.
Robert Menzies, founder of the
Liberal Party, was once asked by a
journalist what would happen if the
Communist Party won a federal elec-
tion and became the elected govern-
ment of Australia. Menzies assured
his questioner that such an eventual-
ity would never be allowed to occur.
No one had any doubt that he was
referring to the use of the army. So
much for the democratic will of the
people!

As if the system isn’t stacked
against the working people enough
already: all the daily newspapers
and most of the radio and TV sta-
tions are owned by capitalist corpo-
rations or extreme right-wing media
moguls, the difference between them
being largely one of style. In essen-
tials, they all push the same line,
so no matter where news stories
are sourced they have a uniformity
of viewpoint. This very uniformity
serves to reinforce the notion that
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they are bringing you the truth, on
the principle that if everyone says
it, it must be true. No alternative is
possible.

Capitalism has always had the
advantage over the working class of
ready access to the mass media and
plenty of money with which to pay for
ads and also for purchasing editorial
support. At the time of the October
Revolution in Russia, the system had
broken down to such an extent that
the capitalist newspapers no longer
had a monopoly or even a superi-
ority but had to compete with the
papers of a myriad of political forces:
Bolsheviks, Mensheviks, Social
Revolutionaries, Constitutional
Democrats, Anarchists, to name only
a few.

Today, capitalism makes sure it
has control of the mass media. Oh, it
does nothing so crude as to ban par-
ticular parties’ newspapers or radio
programs. No, it tolerates them, thus
demonstrating its “commitment” to
democratic rights.

If you don’t like the government,
you have the “right” to use your mil-
lions (assuming you have some) to
set up your own media empire and
take on the government you don’t
like. If you don’t have any millions
available, of course, the odds are
somewhat stacked against you. This
imbalance in the resources available
to the political forces of the ruling
class and those of the workers is

a potent weapon in the arsenal of
capitalism.

In the last US election, the
American people were faced with
a choice between a Fascist dema-
gogue and an extremely reaction-
ary tool of Wall Street. Wall Street’s
candidate got the most votes but
the Fascist with his populist mes-
sage was declared the winner. Now
France is faced with a very similar
“choice”. Either way, the people are
the losers.

Then Britain will go to the polls,
so that the representatives of British
capital can be given the “author-
ity” to amend their relationship with
American and European capital to
suit their own interests and not those
of the British people. The capital-
ist mass media is already feverish-
ly demonising the Labour leader,
Jeremy Corbyn, who is perceived by
“the City” as a closet “Red”. He is in
fact only a Social Democrat, but like
Bernie Sanders in the US he actually
talks about Socialism, and that will
never do.

A plethora of distractions are
being thrown before the British
public to confuse the outcome:
Scottish nationalism, racism, fear
of foreigners, alarmingly shrill cries
that the country will be overrun by
refugees and all the British people’s
jobs will disappear, and more of the
same. The outcome should be very
interesting. &
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Seeing Guernica
with clear eyes

Tim Wheeler

Danny Watt took me to see
Guernica when it was on display
at the Museum of Modern Art in
New York in the spring of 1959. It
was a natural for Danny because
his father was George Watt, a
beloved veteran of the Abraham
Lincoln Brigade who had fought
as a volunteer against Franco fas-
cism in Spain.

Danny, who had grown up in
a cramped apartment on Tremont
Avenue in the Bronx had come
to visit us on our dairy farm in
Sequim, Washington. Breathing the
clean, fresh air of Clallam County,
gazing at the snow-capped Olympic
Mountains, had been a marvellous
experience for Danny and now he
was returning the favour, showing
off his home town to me.

I had come down to New York
City from Amherst College where I
was a freshman suffering agonies of
homesickness, failing the required
Math-Science course.

The two hours I spent sitting
on that museum bench looking at
Guernica was the most instruc-
tive moment of that visit. It is a
very large painting, a very black
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and white canvas, a very stark and
unforgiving image of murderous
Nazi mutilation.

It is also a highly symbolic paint-
ing and the symbols are mystify-
ing. There is the bull standing near
the centre of the canvas, his mouth
open, his tongue out, as if frozen by
the horror that surrounds him. Just
beneath him is a mother, her head
thrown back, holding the remains
of her dismembered child. There is
a long corpse lying flat along the
bottom of the canvas. A horse, also
disembowelled, has his head thrown
straight up, screaming. The canvas
is covered with a confused mass of
body parts — as if a bomb, or more
than one, has torn life itself into
shreds.

Flying in the open door, her eyes
full of anguish, her arm outstretched
toward the bull, is a woman holding
a lamp.

This is Pablo Picasso’s rendering
of the genocidal crimes of Hitler’s
Condor Legion in its carpet bomb-
ing of the Basque city of Guernica,
April 26, 1937. The Basque govern-
ment reported that 1,564 women,
children and men died in this totally
unprovoked attack on an undefend-
ed city.

Picasso’s painting became a
symbol of the struggle against fas-
cism and imperialist war.

The mural-sized painting was
first exhibited in Paris then taken on
a brief world-wide tour before ending
up at the Museum of Modern Art.
Picasso had made clear the painting
was not to be delivered to Spain until
after democracy was restored to that
tortured nation. When Franco died
and the fascist dictatorship was abol-
ished, Guernica was sent to Spain. It
is now exhibited at the Museo Reina
Sofia in Madrid. [On September
10, 1981 Guernica was received by
Spain after four decades of refugee
existence. |

In the autumn of 1963, I returned
to Amherst College with my wife
Joyce and our infant son, Morgan. A
classmate, Dick Stein, lived upstairs
from our off-campus apartment. He
and his partner, Carole, became close
friends.

As I was trying to decide what
courses to take, Dick suggested Dr
Frank Trapp’s Art History course.
He had high praise for Trapp. He had
taken one of Trapp’s courses and was
signing up for another one. I took his
advice.

Trapp’s method was to project

slides of paintings, drawings, stat-
ues, and architectural masterpieces
on a giant screen and then talk about
them. He was a marvellous teacher
with deep insights into the meaning
of the art he lectured about.

Trapp was lecturing on great
art of the 20th Century offering
insights into the genius of the French
Impressionists, the post-Impression-
ists, the Expressionists, up to the
period of modern, non-objective art.

Then one day, he flashed on the
screen Guernica, full size.

He began to speak about the
painting: the chaos, the disembow-
elled body parts flung on the canvas,
the grim black, white, and grey
colour scheme, Picasso’s refusal to
give us any refuge in a well-ordered,
easily understood reality.

Trapp argued that the bull sym-
bolised the vicious brutality of the
bombing attack, the face of fas-
cism. The bull had charged into
the room wreaking havoc, goring
men, women and children left and
right, leaving the dead and dying all
around him.

I raised my hand. “No, no,” I
said. “That can’t be right. There is
no way Picasso would surrender
the bull, a symbol of Spain, to the
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fascists. No. The bull is standing
in the midst of the carnage, frozen,
unable to act. He is a symbol of the
Spanish people, confused by the
mass destruction around him but
also enraged, his tongue out, bellow-
ing with anger. And see to the right,
flying in the window, is a woman
holding a lamp, the spirit of enlight-
enment. She is trying to reach the bull
to bring understanding. It is Picasso’s
message that once the woman with
the lamp reaches the masses of the
people — represented by the bull —
then you have an invincible force that
will defeat the fascists.”

As 1 spoke, I heard Trapp in
the darkened auditorium exclaim-
ing, “Yes! Yes! You are right. I see
it now!”

When the class was over, Dick
and [ walked back to our apartments
together. “That was great, Tim. Your
interpretation of Guernica was a real
eye opener.”

That was a high point of my years
at Ambherst College. Learning to see
Guernica through clear eyes, under-
standing what the great Pablo Picasso
was telling us about the struggle to
defeat fascism. I have carried that
lesson with me my entire life.
People’s World &
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Roosevelt wanted

On April 22, 2017, a bust of Franklin
Delano Roosevelt, the 32nd President of
the United States commonly known as FDR,
was unveiled in Yalta, on a street named in
his honour. Back in the 1960s, one of Yalta’s
oldest streets was named after Franklin D
Roosevelt. The city authorities decided to
commemorate the 32nd US president’s par-
ticipation in the 1945 Yalta Conference of
the “Big Three” leaders of the anti-Hitler
coalition.

The conference was held in the Palace of
Livadia, where the largest group of the US
delegation was housed. The reason for the
decision to accommodate the American del-
egation in the Livadia Palace was because of
the physical condition of the US leader who
had been bound to a wheelchair after contract-
ing polio in 1921.

The palace left a great impression on the
American leader. In fact, according to a tran-
script of a conversation with Stalin in February
1945, Roosevelt said that he felt very well in
Livadia and stated that once he was no longer
president, he would like to ask the Soviet gov-
ernment to sell Livadia to him. He noted that he
was fond of breeding trees and would plant lots
of them in the hills around the palace’s vicinity.

“Roosevelt’s personal apartment was
located on the ground floor and he could move
around by himself, quite easily. It should be
noted however that a slight lapse in security
was permitted as the delegation and its leader
were accommodated where the sessions were
being held. Though the frontline was far away,
security measures during the conference were
unprecedentedly tight,” says Dmitry Blintsov, a
research fellow at the Livadia Palace museum’s
exhibition department.

The Livadia Palace and its picturesque park
impressed the US leader so much that he asked
Stalin, in earnest or not, to sell it to him. The
transcript of Roosevelt’s personal meeting with
Stalin of February 4, 1945 puts it as follows:

“Roosevelt says he feels very well in
Livadia. When he is no longer president, he
would like to ask the Soviet government to
sell Livadia to him. He is fond of gardening.
He would plant lots of trees in the hills
around Livadia.”

Roosevelt arrived in Yalta accompanied
by his daughter Anna. Winston Churchill’s
daughter, Sarah, and one of the daughters of
US Ambassador to Russia Averell Harriman,
Kathleen, were also there. “I think their
daughters provided psychological support to
their fathers after the long and heated politi-
cal debates so far away from their homes,” the
historian suggests.

Nevertheless, despite the positive impres-
sions from Livadia, upon returning home
Roosevelt said that he had been shocked to see
the devastation that the German Nazi forces had
inflicted on Crimea.

“During my stay in Yalta, I saw the kind

of reckless, senseless fury, the terrible
destruction that comes out of German
militarism ... And even the humblest of the
homes of Yalta were not spared ... I had read
about Warsaw and Lidice and Rotterdam and
Coventry — but I saw Sevastopol and Yalta!
And I know that there is not room enough

of Crimea

Guardian

British Prime Minister Winston Churchill, American President Franklin Roosevelt and Soviet leader Joseph Stalin, during the Yalta Conference.

on earth for both German militarism and
Christian decency.”
Franklin D. Roosevelt’s
address to Congress, 1945

Authentic Venetian glass

Little has survived from that time in the
Livadia Palace. You can hardly find any authen-
tic furniture, tableware or other items used by
the Big Three back then. Even the interiors of
some rooms are no longer as they used to be.

After Stalin’s death, the palace was used as
a health resort.

The first-ever exhibition was organised
here in 1974, ahead of the 30th anniver-
sary of the Yalta Conference and a visit to
the USSR by the 37th President of the US,
Richard Nixon. “But it was not until 1993 that
the Palace of Livadia was granted its museum
status,” Blintsov says.

The historian shows us around one of the
rooms, boasting about the authentic interior of
the Yalta Conference period. It is the Waiting
Room, which was given its name before the
Bolshevik Revolution as it was here that guests
used to wait to be received by the Russian
Royal family.

“These dark walnut panels and the wooden
ceiling, the Venetian glass chandelier, the fire-
place, the chairs and the table — all of these
things were here during the Yalta Conference.
The room was turned into Roosevelt’s study.
He met with Stalin here twice. It was here
that the issue of the USSR’s entry into the war
against Japan was discussed.”

Aspirations for peace

The Yalta Conference is believed to have
yielded new world frontiers and the post-WW2
global order. The United Nations, the then new
international institution put together to protect
this new world order, owes its birth to the Yalta
Conference too. Historians say the atmosphere
at the conference was friendly, with all sides
showing mutual respect.

“I am sure that under the agreements
reached at Yalta, there will be a more stable
political Europe than ever before,” Roosevelt

said in his address to Congress on March 1,
1945.

Being eager to reach political results, the
parties openly demonstrated their readiness
for dialogue, often indulging in “diplomatic
curtsy”. Thus, Stalin invited Roosevelt to chair
the conference ceding his right as its host to the
main partner he saw in the US leader.

At one of his receptions, Roosevelt told
Stalin how he had arrived at the decision to
establish diplomatic relations between the
United States and the Soviet Union in 1933.

“When he first took office as president, his
wife Eleanor was on a nationwide tour of the
US. During her visit to a school, she noticed a
map of the world with a big blank patch. She
was told that it was the Soviet Union and its
name should not be pronounced. At the recep-
tion in Livadia, Roosevelt told Stalin that after
his wife had recounted this story to him he
understood that this ‘big blank space’ must
not exist on the map, so it was high time to
establish diplomatic relations with the Soviet
Union,” says Blintsov.

The historian says that naming a street in
Yalta in honour of Roosevelt back in the 1960s
and the current unveiling of his bust there can
be seen as a tribute to the memory of one of the
few periods in history when the Soviet Union
and the United States sincerely wanted to
improve their relations. And, as the US leader
of the time, FDR embodied those desires for
friendlier relations.

“Uncle Joe”

Various unexpected incidents that occurred
during the Yalta Conference didn’t spoil the
good rapport between the partners. There was a
widely publicized episode at a reception, where
Roosevelt called Stalin “Uncle Joe” — a nick-
name the US president and Churchill used for
the Soviet leader amongst themselves. Though
slightly embarrassing, the misunderstanding
was quickly ironed out so as to avoid any tight
spots.

Another unexpected incident involved the
establishment of radio contacts with a US ship
anchored in Sevastopol Bay that was used to
ensure communications with the United States.

The ship was linked with Livadia by an 80-kilo-
metre cable laid underground.

“The cable had malfunctioned for quite
some time and the Americans could not figure
out why. They thought that it might have been
because the Russians had plugged into the
line. They warned that if the problem was not
resolved within 24 hours they would place their
soldiers along the entire cable line to control
it. The next day, the problem was gone,” says
Blintsov.

One more unforeseen episode was linked
to an individual from the US delegation. One
of its interpreters, Oleg Pantyukhov, turned out
to be a son of a White Russian officer who had
fled the Soviet Union. This fact had already
been revealed in Crimea.

“The Americans then told Pantyukhov that
he was to leave immediately at the Soviets’
request, defining it as a security precaution
since the Soviet side could not let a White
Russian’s son — a security risk by default — be
beside Stalin,” explains the historian.

Soviet driver saves FDR’s life

One accident that occurred during the
Yalta Conference could have changed the
negotiations dramatically, and world history
for that matter. “A very serious accident took
place here. The American delegation was on
its way to Alupka when Roosevelt nearly fell
out of an open-air convertible. The Soviet
driver, Fyodor Khodakov, managed to grab
him with one hand and pull him back into the
car,” says Blintsov.

“Notably, Khodakov was neither rewarded,
nor punished by the Soviet government for the
incident. Yes, Khodakov was responsible for
Roosevelt’s safety but it was American body-
guards who were too careless, so the Soviet
leaders decided not to punish the driver.”

However, the American leader thanked the
driver personally. Later on, after the president
had passed away, his wife Eleanor, while visit-
ing the Soviet Union, searched for Khodakov in
order to convey her gratitude to him for saving
her husband from possible injuries or, probably,
more serious consequences.
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