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Detention deception

Tom Pearson

Detainees at the Manus Island asylum-
seeker camp in Papua New Guinea will
be paid compensation for “degrading and
cruel” treatment in a decision hailed as
an important human rights victory. The
pay out of a conditional settlement of $70
million, to be shared by 1,905 people who
have been held on Manus Island since
2012, is a move by the government to
avert a public and damning trial against
it and security providers Transfield and
G4S.

The announcement of a possible settle-
ment with Manus asylum seekers and the
Australian government for false imprison-
ment and the conditions on Manus Island
that caused them physical and psychologi-
cal harm is an admission that the Australian
government is responsible for detention on
Manus Island. (The government’s claim that
the Manus camp is PNG’s responsibility is
a legal fiction: the Australian government
paid for the construction of the facilities and
employs the staff in it.)

“It puts the lie to the continual claims
from Peter Dutton that Manus Island is the
responsibility of the PNG government,” said
Ian Rintoul, spokesperson for the Refugee
Action Coalition.

“No amount of money can compensate
the asylum seekers sent there unlawfully for
the damage that has been done to them. They,
and their families, have lost almost four years
of their lives. Three people have died.

“The Australian government ignored the
order made by PNG Supreme Court in April
last year that the Manus detention centre be
closed.

“Now the government will pay for unlaw-
fully imprisoning them. But there won’t be
justice until the refugees and asylum seekers
are brought to Australia. The Labor Party, too,
must face up to the role that they have played
as the government that negotiated an unlaw-
ful arrangement with the government of PNG.

“The bi-partisan support for offshore
detention must end. We expect Bill Shorten
to encourage the Coalition government to
immediately bring the asylum seekers and
refugees to Australia.

“No amount of money can solve the
fact that refugees do not have a future on
PNG. Hundreds of people will be left behind
regardless of the US resettlement deal.

“The responsibilities of the Australian
government for the future and the safety of
those on Manus Island did not end with this
court case. We expect an apology from Peter
Dutton to all those the government has held
illegally and we expect an apology for his

The lies exposed

lies he told when the detention centre was
attacked with gunfire on Good Friday.”

Mental health toll

A 2014 study of 5,400 asylum seekers in
mainland detention centres, Christmas Island,
Manus Island and Nauru by medical consult-
ing firm International Health and Medical
Services revealed that the detainees’ mental
health is deteriorating in proportion to their
time in indefinite detention, and the problem
is exacerbated by offshore detention.

The study found that 13 percent of asylum
seekers in mainland detention centres and on
Christmas Island were suffering extremely
severe depression on arrival. A third of the
Christmas Island detainees have major mental
health issues, “indicating a high level of need
for torture and trauma counselling services
on the island”. The mental health of children,
who make up about 13 percent of the detainee
numbers, was of particular concern.

The number of detainees suffering mental
health problems increased to 22 percent for
those detained between four and six months
and peaked at 44 percent for detention over
19 months. On Manus Island and Nauru
approximately half the detainees exhibited
symptoms of significant depression, stress or
anxiety.

The study claimed that the number of
asylum seekers in immigration detention who
exhibit clinical symptoms of post-traumatic
stress disorder now exceeds 1,000.

Manus Island has been without a full-
time psychiatrist for six months. The study
highlighted the need for specialist torture and
trauma counselling services and for psycholo-
gists and psychiatrists to work in the deten-
tion centres, but made it clear the primary
difficulty is the detention environment.

Dr Choong-Siew Yong, a former
member of the immigration health adviso-
ry group (which the government disbanded)
commented:

“People are coming as asylum seekers
with a high level of mental health problems
to begin with, and in the environment of the
detention centres and the uncertainty about
outcomes, and the fact they are often in deten-
tion for long periods of time, those problems
remain and in some cases get worse, despite
the provision of treatment.”

It can be concluded from the report that
the current policies of mandatory detention,
offshore processing, detaining and resettling
asylum seekers in developing nations and for-
bidding them from ever resettling in Australia
are vicious violations of the asylum seekers’
human rights.

The facts about asylum — see page 4 &
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Those responsible for this crime ...

Begin with the Howard government’s introduction of mandatory detention of asylum seekers
(a natural extension of John Howard’s crimes against humanity when he committed Australia
to the war on Iraq in 2003, an illegal war based on a lie about weapons of mass destruction). To
the Labor Party, an enthusiastic practitioner of the policy of mandatory and off-shore detention
that amounts to aiding and abetting government-sponsored child abuse and torture; and while in
opposition for its role as enabler to said abuse and torture.

To immigration ministers past and present, including current minister Peter Dutton.

Sack Dutton

Peter Dutton must be sacked. His lie aimed at smearing refugees on Manus Island has been
exposed. He claimed that refugees had led a five-year-old boy into the detention centre, imply-
ing the boy had been sexually assaulted, and that this had sparked the attack where navy offic-
ers fired on the centre.

The story has been completely discredited. Dutton has been contradicted by PNG Defence Force
chief of staff Raymond Numa and Manus district police chief David Yapu, who has said there
was an unrelated incident two weeks earlier where there was no suggestion there had been a
sexual assault.

Dutton claims he has facts about the incident but has refused to provide any evidence or release
the CCTV footage of the Good Friday event.

Sign the Petition

We demand:

* Dutton’s sacking as Immigration Minister

* The release of CCTV footage of the Good Friday incident on Manus Island to prove what
really happened

 That the government close the Manus detention centre, evacuate the refugees and asylum
seekers and bring all the refugees and asylum seekers to Australia #BringThem Here

Petition endorsed by: Mums 4 Refugees, Teachers for Refugees, Doctors for refugees,

Grandmothers against detention of refugee children NSW, Labor for Refugees NSW, National

Tertiary Education Union NSW, People Just Like Us, Hunter Asylum Seeker Advocacy.
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The first rule

The first rule once user-pays is established is that you now
must “make a contribution” towards the service that is rightfully
yours - and that contribution itself will gradually creep up in price.

Rights become privileges and the quality of services become
dependent on your ability to pay.

In this process the individual is pitted against society as those
in need of services are not seen as part of society, but instead a
burden on it. Government responsibility to society is replaced by
individual responsibility.

Ideologically, user-pays is the promotion of individualism: in
practice it damns to hell those individuals who do not have the
means to provide the basics of life for themselves.

In economic terms, user-pays is a central part of the privatisa-
tion drive. Once a service is put on a commercial footing and is
turning a profit it is handed over to the private sector by direct
sale or is contracted out.

Politically, governments are using this process to erode the basic
rights of people. The private sector, which has and is taking over
many government functions, is also absolved of any accountability
or responsibility for its actions.

Contracting out builds a barrier between government and the
people who use the service. This barrier protects profits and covers
up incompetence, criminal negligence and corruption. This can
be seen in its cold, inhumane manifestation where people are left
to struggle alone.

Attacks on the rights of working people involve a combination
of government trampling on democratic rights, the privatisation
of services and the portrayal of the victim as an economic burden.

Privatisation also results in the replacement of legally enforce-
able regulation and government supervision by “codes of conduct”
and self-regulation by corporations.

When it comes to handouts to corporations (corporate welfare)
there is no shortage of money: they are given billions of dollars
of taxpayers’ money, such as the private health insurance rebate
($6.5 billion) in the government’s push to dismantle and privatise
Medicare.

Privatisation and the promotion of individualism are the antith-
esis of the real development of the individual. It is the opposite of a
truly democratic government, which is to represent the collective
needs of, and be responsible to, society: the community and the
individuals who comprise it.

The barriers to peace

Let’s be clear: When the US and Australian governments claim
they are in support of One China they are lying. Everything they do
diplomatically and militarily increasingly exposes the lie, includ-
ing the current cold war rhetoric about connections with Chinese
businesses and the Communist Party of China.

The only thing that constrains the US and its lapdog in the
region is their desire to gain advantage from the massive and
growing market for their goods and investments and the growing
and economic, diplomatic and military strength of People’s China.

So, instead of pursuing genuine good relations, the Turnbull
government is making belligerent announcements about confronting
China in the South China Sea while dredging up the communist
bogey.

Further, this is based on the false premise that more mili-
tary spending brings national security, the argument used by the
Turnbull government for its grossly increased military spending
and the growing US military presence in Australia’s north.

The fact is, increased military spending will inevitably lead
to war.

Real security for all countries can only be achieved by
promotion of respect for the independence of all countries, non-in-
terference in the internal affairs of other nations, equality between
big and small, acceptance of the right of people of all countries to
choose their social and economic system and the conduct of trade
on the basis of mutual advantage.

What stands between these objectives being implemented is the
likes of Turnbull and Trump and the transnational corporations
they serve who regard other countries as primarily territories as
a means for domination and exploitation.

These are the barriers to peace.
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Caught by her own reasoning! Last week NSW Premier Gladys
Berejiklian declared: “Double-decker [trains] are great when
people aren’t getting off and on all the time, so for people who
might get on in [Sydney’s] north west and go all the way to

the city, that’s obviously a good reason to have a double-deck
service”. She’s absolutely right, but on the new north-west rail
line her government is now introducing single-deck, privately-
operated “stand up all the way” Metro trains, not double-deckers!
Watch this space for more quotable quotes from our wonderful
conservative leaders, but in the mean-time we need Press Fund
contributions, so please send us something for the next issue if you
possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:

G Dittura $5, NH $50, P Kruger $10, Mark Mannion $10, “Rough
Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10

This week’s total $90 Progressive total: $3,555
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Stop TAFE cuis

This month Careers Australia,
one of the biggest private for-
profit providers in the coun-
try, shut its doors to more than
15,000 students and over 1,000
staff members. Careers Australia
was notorious for its unscrupu-
lous targeting and recruitment
of vulnerable students, its use of
iPads as inducements to enrol —
and staggering low completion
rates. Careers Australia made an
estimated profit of $38.5 million
in 2016, and sent more than $40
million to its shareholders in the
2015/16 financial year.

TAFE funding has continued to
erode, the reputation of the sector has
been damaged, and further announce-
ments in the federal government’s
2017 budget will continue to damage
TAFE, and harm the whole sector.
The 2017 federal Budget, which
includes a 10 percent funding cut in
real terms, included the announce-
ment of the Skilling Australia Fund.
Within days, stakeholders had raised
concerns with the unusual mecha-
nism the government was using to
fund the scheme — a levy on skilled
visas — with concerns that it would
not raise enough money to finance
the scheme. It soon became clear that
much of the funding in the scheme
would be channelled to employers
in the form of incentive payments,

and that there was little prospect
that much of the money would go to
TAFE colleges.

Two other damaging and sig-
nificant announcements in the
federal budget — the opening of
Commonwealth Supported Places
for sub degree programs at univer-
sity, and the reduction of the repay-
ment threshold for income contingent
loans, will have a significant, and
damaging impact on TAFE and
TAFE students.

The extension of Commonwealth
Supported Places to sub-degree pro-
grams at university will damage
TAFE Diploma and Advanced
Diplomas because many students
will be better funded, and carry less
debt if they undertake these courses
at university rather than TAFE. VET
Student Loans are fully fee-for-serv-
ice, and many students will be out
of pocket for that part of the course
which exceeds the funding.

The reduction of the repayment
threshold for income contingent
loans will have a disproportionate
impact on TAFE students because
substantially more of them will be on
lower incomes, even where they have
successfully acquired a qualification.
Indeed, given the uncertain impact of
dodgy private providers on the sector,
it is now likely that students carrying
debt for worthless qualifications, or

qualifications which were not deliv-
ered to them will be required to start
repaying the debt much earlier.

In the last ten years, funding for
TAFE and vocational education has
been cut by more than 24 percent.

TAFE is now a minority provider
in Queensland (30% market share)
and Victoria (35%). It is close to
minority nationally (50.3%). More
than 10,000 TAFE teachers have lost
their jobs over this period.

National TAFE Day (June 12) is
a day to celebrate the many achieve-
ments of the Australian TAFE system,
and to continue the Stop TAFE Cuts
campaign to pressure the federal
government, and state and territory
governments around the country on
funding for TAFE, and a program of
funding increases which will rebuild
the TAFE system around the country.

It is only a funding guarantee
which will provide TAFE with the
funding it needs to rebuild, and the
certainty to plan for the future.

The ongoing funding cuts to
TAFE are continuing to hurt stu-
dents, and hollow out the sector.
Australians trust TAFE, and have
made it clear that they want a TAFE
system. National TAFE Day is a good
time in the campaign to remind the
whole community of the importance
of TAFE. @&

Last Saturday’s Cuba Vigil at Sydney Town Hall.

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

We need to remind the working people that these religious extremist
groups were created by imperialism itself in order to quell the tide

of the progressive movement in the Third World. Hence, it is not
imperialism that can reverse the tide of religious extremism. In fact,
it is now perfectly and adequately clear to the politically advanced
people of the world that imperialism utilises religious extremism as an
excuse to destroy and occupy strategically important countries.

Workers and Peasants Party, Pakistan
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Blueprint for
a bleak energ

Peter Mac

Federal Chief Scientist Alan Finkel’s
report on energy generation in Australia,
Blueprint For the Future, places primary
emphasis on energy price and security, and
secondary emphasis on dealing with climate
change.

But the priorities should be reversed, with
primary emphasis on mitigating climate change
by reducing our carbon emissions as rapidly as
possible, while limiting the cost and securing
energy supply within that objective.

Finkel’s report dismisses the “business
as usual” approach. It recommends a Clean
Energy Target (CET) scheme, which would
entitle power producers to use renewable
energy or a mix of fossil fuel and renewable
energy to generate power.

The scheme would set a minimum standard
or benchmark for the amount of carbon emis-
sions per unit of energy produced by power
generating organisations. It sets the bench-
mark so that the organisations must use zero
or low emission technology in order to meet it,
and rewards them with credits according to the
degree to which they exceed it.

Organisations that produce all their power
from renewable energy (zero emission) tech-
nology are entitled to the maximum credit.
Details are still unclear, but taxpayers would
almost certainly foot the bill in the process.
Those who fail to meet the minimum standard
will not receive a government certificate and
presumably won’t be permitted to operate.

Until 2070, when Australia is supposed to
have reached the overall zero emissions stage,
organisations that meet the CET requirements
by using a mix of fossil fuel and renewable
energy will not be penalised for polluting the
environment, and they will even be entitled to
build new gas or coal-fired power plants.

The CET scheme would also require abo-
lition of the current renewable energy targets.

Finkel examined but rejected an alternative,
the Energy Intensity Scheme (EIS), the objec-
tive of which is to penalise high emitters and
reward those who use zero-emission technol-
ogy. That approach would undoubtedly have
been attacked by coalition MPs as unfair to the
coal industry.

The burning question

The government may attempt to prolong
the life of the coal industry by raising the Finkel
report’s emission benchmark, so that new high
intensity coal-fired power plants could qualify
for partial credit without having to be accompa-
nied by renewable energy generation.

High intensity power stations have certain-
ly achieved a substantial reduction of carbon

Australia

emissions, compared with traditional coal-fired
plants. However, even the “ultra supercritical”
plants would fail to gain a credit, because they
still emit 765 kilograms per megawatt hour (kg/
Mwh), well above Finkel’s CET benchmark of
700 kg/Mwh for an individual plant.

“Clean Coal” (carbon capture and storage)
technology traps a large proportion of the gas
emitted by burning coal, converts it into a fluid
and thereby prevents its release into the atmos-
phere. However, the process produces huge
amounts of highly toxic waste fluid that may
endanger aquifers if buried in the ground.

The plants are also extremely expensive to
build and operate. Adding them to coal-fired
power stations would make the overall proc-
ess even less economically competitive with
renewable energy generation than at present.

Clearly, the best way to reduce emissions
from coal is not to burn it in the first place.

The last time we saw Paris

Two years ago, during the bitterly-fought
Paris climate conference, the coalition federal
government was forced to agree, albeit very
reluctantly, to a 26 to 28 percent reduction of
Australia’s carbon emissions by 2030 com-
pared with the 2005 emission levels, and to
achieve zero emissions by 2070.

The Finkel report makes identical recom-
mendations for the energy industry. But that
only accounts for 35 percent of our emissions,
so implementation of those recommendations
will fail to meet our Paris commitment unless

June 21,2017 3

an equivalent reduction is achieved in other car-
bon-emitting industries, i.e. transport, heavy
industry and agriculture.

However, electric vehicles comprise a tiny
minority of the total in Australia. Fossil fuels
will almost certainly retain their dominance
of road, long-distance rail and air transport for
decades, and heavy industry is likely to migrate
to low-wage countries if threatened with legis-
lative control to reduce emissions.

Cattle and sheep produce huge amounts of
methane gas, which is a very dangerous green-
house gas, but feeding the world will neces-
sitate the expansion of current stocks, not a
reduction.

The energy industries must therefore do
most of the work in reducing emissions. The
Climate Council says that in order for Australia
to meet its Paris commitment, renewable energy
production must quadruple to well over 50 per-
cent of the total energy output.

Energy bipartisanship
and other fictions

Determined government action and effec-
tive policy is crucial to the success of any car-
bon-reduction scheme. Starting in the 1990s,
the very successful US acid rain emissions
price scheme reduced emissions by 50 per-
cent over 17 years, in large part because it was
enforced by the federal government, and was
not simply left to the vagaries and corruption
of the market.

From the archives

The Guardian, September 2000
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Labor has offered the government bipar-
tisan support for the Finkel scheme, but the
government hasn’t achieved bipartisanship
within its own ranks. During last week’s angry
coalition party room meeting the scheme was
favoured by only ten MPs. Twenty expressed
reservations or outright opposition.

The government assumes that future invest-
ment in the energy industry will be limited to
the private sector. But the energy industry is a
crucial national asset. It should be controlled by
government for the public good, not treated as
a cash cow by private corporations.

Energy corporations have cut production in
uneconomic coal-fired plants on short notice,
without worrying about shortfalls in the public
energy supply. Despite Finkel’s optimistic pre-
dictions, their never-ending series of power rate
hikes will continue, even if the CET scheme is
implemented.

The Turnbull government has not backed
the development of renewable energy, which
would create jobs, boost the economy and help
to mitigate climate change.

The most important step in the climate
change struggle is to replace the Turnbull
regime as rapidly as possible with a new, bold
and environmentally-inspired government that
will impose rigid controls over the private
energy corporations — or better still, resume
direct control over the industry — and dramati-
cally cut our emissions in the interests of the
nation and the planet. &
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5:30 pm Monday July 17 — Martin Place
Please join us!
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Seeking asylum

Facts: Australians are misin-
formed when it comes to some
basic facts on refugees and asylum
seekers. Most people think it’s a
crime to come by boat without a
visa seeking protection and most
think there’s an official queue
refugees and asylum seekers can
join to be resettled.

A 2015 Red Cross survey of
1,000 people 18+ across Australia
found the public do not really know
the scale of the issue nor the reali-
ties refugees and asylum seekers
face. The quiz-style survey ques-
tions included facts based on the
most recent data from the United
Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees. “It’s not a crime to come to
Australia by boat without a visa and
ask for protection — yet almost seven
out of 10 people think it is,” noted
the Australian Red Cross. “Everyone
has the right to seek asylum from per-
secution in other countries, and it’s
not illegal to cross boundaries with-
out documents or passports to do so.
People have been fleeing persecu-
tion for centuries; think the fall of
the Roman Empire, World War I, the
Vietnam War.

The survey found that even
though there is no official queue for
people coming to Australia seeking
asylum, more than six in ten people
think there is. The UN system does
not work on a queue system, there is
no orderly line: It is a discretionary
process and there is no guarantee that
if a refugee waits for a period of time
they will be resettled.

There are around 65 million dis-
placed people, refugees and asylum
seekers, in the world today.

Asylum seekers who arrive in
Australia by boat are neither engag-
ing in illegal activity, nor are they
immigrants.

The UN Refugee Convention (to
which Australia is a signatory) rec-
ognises that refugees have a right to
enter a country for the purposes of
seeking asylum, regardless of how
they arrive or whether they hold
valid travel or identity documents.
The Convention stipulates that what
would usually be considered as ille-
gal actions (e.g. entering a country
without a visa) should not be treat-
ed as illegal if a person is seeking
asylum. This means that it is incor-
rect to refer to asylum seekers who
arrive without authorisation as “ille-
gal”, as they in fact have a right to
enter Australia to seek asylum.

In line with our obligations under
the Convention, Australian law also
permits unauthorised entry into
Australia for the purposes of seeking
asylum. Asylum seekers do not break
any Australian laws simply by arriv-
ing on boats or without authorisation.

Australian and international law
make these allowances because it is
not always safe or practicable for
asylum seekers to obtain travel doc-
uments or travel through authorised
channels. Refugees are, by defini-
tion, persons fleeing persecution and
in most cases are being persecuted by
their own government.

It is often too dangerous for
refugees to apply for a passport or
exit visa or approach an Australian
Embassy for a visa, as such actions
could put their lives, and the lives of
their families, at risk. Refugees may
also be forced to flee with little notice
due to rapidly deteriorating situations
and do not have time to apply for
travel documents or arrange travel
through authorised channels.

It is also incorrect to refer to
asylum seekers as migrants. A
migrant is someone who chooses to
leave their country to seek a better
life. They make a conscious choice
to leave and they can return when-
ever they like. Refugees are forced to
leave their country and cannot return
unless the situation that forced them
to leave improves. Some are forced
to flee with no warning; significant
numbers of them have suffered tor-
ture and trauma. The concerns of ref-
ugees are human rights and safety,
not economic advantage.

Furthermore, applying for pro-
tection onshore is not a means of
“jumping the queue” or bypassing
the “proper” process of applying for
protection. In fact, applying onshore
is the standard procedure for seeking
protection. According to the defini-
tion in the UN Refugee Convention,
refugees are persons who are outside
their country of origin. This means
that you cannot apply for refugee
status if you are inside your own
country. In order to be recognised as a
refugee, you must leave your country
and apply for refugee status onshore
in another country. Every refugee
in the world — including those who
Australia resettles from overseas —
has, at some point, entered another
country to seek asylum.

All human beings have a right
to seek and enjoy in other countries
asylum from persecution, which
makes refugee protection a universal
and global responsibility. As a signa-
tory to the UN Refugee Convention
and as a member of the international
community, Australia shares in this
responsibility. There is no reason
why Australia should be exempt from
receiving and processing onshore
asylum claims while expecting other
nations to fulfil this responsibility. As
a developed nation with well-estab-
lished systems for refugee status
determination and strong settlement
support infrastructure, Australia is
well-placed to play a leading role in
refugee protection, both within our
region and at a global level.

Refugee flows are primarily
affected by war, unrest, violence and
human rights abuses. Most people
do not wish to leave their homes,
families, friends and everything they
know and hold dear. They do so as a
last resort, to escape persecution and
find safety and security for them-
selves and their families.

Penalising desperate and vul-
nerable people — who have com-
mitted no crime and are in need of
protection and assistance — is in
itself a crime. Policies which inflict
serious harm on asylum seekers or

Penalising desperate and
vulnerable people - who have
committed no crime and are

in need of protection and
assistance = is in itself a crime.
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deliberately impede access to effec-
tive protection are not acceptable
ways of addressing the problem.
Policies based on deterrence also fail
to address the root cause of the prob-
lem, as they do nothing to resolve the
conditions which force refugees to
flee their homes and undertake risky
journeys in the first place, conditions
Australia in its support for US-led
conflicts, has helped create.

The majority of asylum seek-
ers who have reached Australia by
boat have been found to be genuine
refugees. Between 70 and 90 per-
cent have typically been found to be
refugees.

Australia is one of few nations
in the world which imposes man-
datory detention on asylum seekers
who arrive without visas. In North
America and many European nations,
most asylum seekers — regardless of
how they arrive in the country — are
allowed to live in the community
while their applications are proc-
essed. Only those individuals deemed
to be a high security risk are detained.

Compared to other refugee-host-
ing countries, Australia receives a
very small number of asylum appli-
cations. The overwhelming majority
of the world’s refugees are situated
in the developing world in countries
neighbouring their own.

The majority of the world’s refu-
gees do eventually return home. This
is the most durable solution for the
largest number of refugees, both in
terms of what is feasible and what is
desired by the refugees themselves.
UNHCR participates in the voluntary
repatriation of thousands of refugees
each year, assisting people to return
home once conditions in refugee-
producing countries have improved
and people are no longer at risk of
persecution.

For many refugees, however, this
is not possible.

Economic status has no bearing
on refugee status. A refugee is some-
one who has a well founded fear of
being persecuted because of their
race, religion, nationality, member-
ship of a particular social group or
political opinion. It makes no dif-
ference whether a refugee is rich or
poor — the point is that they are at
risk of, or have experienced, perse-
cution. Many refugees who come to
Australia are educated middle-class
people, whose education, profession
or political opinions have drawn them
to the attention of the authorities and
resulted in their persecution. &
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Exploitation Updates

New data from the McKell Institute shows workers in 45 regional
communities will lose $667 million each year from penalty rates
cuts, with $289 million of this to leave these electorates altogeth-
er to line the pockets of corporations in the cities and overseas.

The research shows that more than 277,000 workers in regional
communities will be hit by the cut in Sunday penalty rates and
much of the savings business owners stand to make will not feed
back into the local economy.

The reason for the severe impact on regional and rural communi-
ties is due to:

 Higher proportion of retail and hospitality workers in rural and
regional Australia.

» These workers earn less than their urban counterparts.

* Where workers are employed by firms that are not locally
owned, the benefits to employers does not stay in local
communities.

The report identifies the aggregate reduction of disposable
income in each rural and regional electorate across Australia,
finding that Leichhardt in Queensland is set to lose the most, with
a reduction of up to $21 million in disposable income across the
electorate, followed by McEwen in Victoria (approximately $19
million) and Dawson in Queensland (approximately $19 million).

Australian Council of Trade Unions secretary Sally McManus said
the disproportionate impact on regional and rural communities
meant more pain for people in those areas already feeling the
combined impact of rising cost of living and flat or falling wages.

A senate inquiry has revealed that in 2016 in the long-running
Carlton and United Breweries (CUB) dispute management kept
notes describing it as a “war” and had a strategy to “shoot the
sh*t” out of the striking workers in order to avoid paying them
their fair wages and conditions.

In August 2016, CUB dumped a long-standing contract that left
55 CUB workers without a job. The workers were asked to reap-
ply for their jobs with a new contractor but with their pay slashed
by up to 65 percent and non-union conditions.

This dispute highlights the mentality of employers who feel unre-
strained by the current workplace relations system and have the
power to attack workers and their rights in any way they see fit.

The outcome of that dispute, which saw the workers return to
their jobs with their conditions intact, is to the immense credit of
the 55 workers who refused to be pushed around by the com-
pany, and to the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union and the
Electrical Trade Union who supported them.
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Film Review by Tom Pearson

Il Postino (The Postman)
The poetry of life

In light of the portrayal in Neruda, currently showing
in cinemas, we publish the following piece from the
Guardian in 1996 to give a more complete picture of

Chile’s national poet.

There is a pivotal moment in Il Postino when the poet Pablo Neruda
points out to his new friend, Mario, a barely-literate postman, that
he (Mario) had created a metaphor, an achievement inspired by
Neruda’s poetry. They are sitting on the sand with the ocean before

them.

Neruda smiles with pleasure at
having played a part in this small
leap in Mario’s education, but
Mario wants to keep on with it.
He asks: “Then, everything in the
world is a metaphor for something
else?” Stunned, Neruda decides to
go for a swim and think it over.

It is 1952 and the communist
Pablo Neruda has been exiled from
his homeland, Chile. In I/ Postino
Neruda is living in a house above a
fishing village on a small island off
the coast of Naples.

He was actually forced into exile
by the US-backed dictator, Gonzalez
Videla, who came to power in 1948.
In 1944, the workers of the nitrate
mining region of Antofogasta had
asked Neruda to run for Senator and
represent them and in 1945, as a
member of the Communist Party of
Chile, he was elected to the Senate.

He was forced to go underground
when his opposition to the Videla
dictatorship put his life in danger.
The workers protected him, keep-
ing him in their homes and ensuring
him safe passage out of the country.
Eventually he was given sanctuary
by the Italian government.

In the film’s opening scene
Mario, played by Massimo Troisi,
touches upon a problem talking with
his fisherman father which will later
become a telling political issue: the
island’s shortage of fresh water.

Mario lands the temporary post-
man’s job — delivering Neruda’s end-
less stream of mail — because he can
read and write, albeit “slowly”. Most
of the island’s population is illiterate.

One scene demonstrates how
the medium of film can be used as a
means of communication and reflec-
tion when a newsreel in the island’s
cinema hails Neruda’s coming and
shows footage of the people them-
selves and their island, which they
greet with cheers and applause. Later,
Mario uses another form of technol-
ogy to make a poem.

Mario reveres Neruda. With each
journey up the slope, worn, leather
mailbag over his shoulder, he chips
away at Neruda’s distracted intro-
spection and at his own shyness.
Finally, he plucks up the courage
to ask Neruda to write a poem, on
Mario’s behalf, to Beatrice, with
whom he is besotted: “the most beau-
tiful woman on the island”. She is
contemptuous of Mario.

They go down into the village
where, to impress her, as Beatrice
looks on, Neruda signs a book of his
poems with a personal message to
Mario.

Mario’s pursuit of Beatrice is
funny and moving, in particular when
he uses Neruda’s poetry to win her
over. The friendship between Mario
and Neruda has a kind of warmth
and mutual respect which can only

exist between two people who have
opened up windows to the world for
each other.

In Mario the film’s makers have
created a type, rendered with care-
ful detail, and played with a mix-
ture of hesitancy and determination
by Troisi. Opposite him is a real
person — Neruda — played by Philippe
Noiret, an actor so professionally
self-assured that he simply is Pablo
Neruda.

A celebration
of Pablo Neruda

1l Postino could as much be
subtitled “The Education of Pablo
Neruda” as “The Education of
Mario”, such is the relationship
between the two. Neruda’s whole
life was the experience of being
embraced by, and in turn, embracing
the working people. He had a love
of humanity which the film conveys,
though does not detail.

The following is an extract from
Neruda’s “Childhood and Poetry”: a
story that is itself a metaphor:

“One time, investigating in the
back yard of our house in Temuco the
tiny objects and minuscule beings of
my world, I came upon a hole in one
of the boards of the fence. I looked
through the hole and saw a landscape
like that behind our house, uncared
for, and wild. I moved back a few
steps, because I sensed vaguely that
something was about to happen.

“All of a sudden a hand appeared
— a tiny hand of a boy about my age.
By the time I came close again, the
hand was gone, and in its place was a
marvellous white toy sheep.

“The sheep’s wool was faded.
The wheels had escaped. All of this
only made it more authentic. I had
never seen such a wonderful sheep. I
looked back through the hole but the
boy had disappeared. I went into the
house and brought out a treasure of
my own: a pine cone, opened, full of
odour and resin, which I adored. I set
it down in the same spot and went off
with the sheep.

“I never saw either the hand or
the boy again. And I have never again
seen a sheep like that either. The toy
I lost finally in a fire. But even now,
in 1954, almost 50 years old, when-
ever I pass a toyshop, I look furtively
in the window, but it’s no use. They
don’t make sheep like that anymore.

“I have been a lucky man. To feel
the intimacy of brothers is a marvel-
lous thing in life. To feel the love of
people whom we love is a fire that
feeds our life. But to feel the affec-
tion that comes from those whom we
do not know, from those unknown
to us, who are watching over our
dreams and solitude, over our dan-
gers and our weaknesses — that is
something still greater and more
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beautiful because it widens out the
boundaries of our being, and unites
all living things.

“That exchange brought home
to me for the first time a precious
idea: that all of humanity is some-
how together. That experience came
to me again much later; this time it
stood out strikingly against a back-
ground of trouble and persecution.

“I never dreamed in my child-
hood that by giving something resiny,
earth-like, and fragrant, I had entered
into the brotherhood of humanity. But
just as I once left the pine cone by the
fence, I have since left my words on
the door of so many people who were
unknown to me, people in prison, or
hunted, or alone.

“That is the great lesson I learned
in my childhood, in the back yard of
a lonely house. Maybe it was noth-
ing but a game two boys played who
didn’t know each other and wanted
to pass to the other some good things
of life. Yet this small and mysteri-
ous exchange of gifts has perhaps
remained inside me like a sedimen-
tary deposit, bringing my poems to
life.”

The idea that “all of human-
ity is somehow together” is alive
in the film. Those responsible for 7/
Postino — director Michael Radford,
the authors of the screenplay, Anna
Pavignano, Furio Scarpelli, Giacomo
Scarpelli, Troisi and Radford and
the cast, including Maria Grazia
Cucinotta as Beatrice — remain true
to that idea right through.

There are snatches of Neruda’s
poetry throughout the film and one,
“Poetry”, is shown briefly on the
screen. The filmmakers are not coy
about the politics and mock the crude
anti-communism promoted since the
1917 Russian Revolution.

Woven throughout is the light
and shade, the laughter and exhila-
ration, triumph and tragedy of peo-
ples’ lives. It is a film that carries you
through it so that you forget it must
resolve itself and finally end: you
forget you are watching a film.

It is also about growing politi-
cal awareness, the rising up of con-
sciousness which can be traced in
Pablo Neruda’s poetry, as in this
exert written while a Senator before
he was exiled.

The Guardian, January 31, 1996.

When | was writing my love poems,

which sprouted out from me

everywhere, and | was dying from depression,
nomadic, abandoned, gnawing the alphabet,

they said to me: “What a great man you are, Theocritus”!
| am not Theocritus: | took hold of life,

And faced her, and kissed her until | subdued her,
and then | went through the tunnels of the mines

to see how other men ive.

And when | came out, my hands stained

with depression and garbage,

held up my hands, and showed them to the generals,
and said, “I do not take responsibility for this crime.”
They started to cough, became disgusted,

left off saying hello,

gave up calling me Theocritus,

and ended by insulting me

and assigning the entire police force to arrest me,
because | did not continue to be occupied

exclusively with metaphysical subjects.

Pablo Neruda.



6 lune?21, 2017

Magazine

To defend gains
and advance democracy

National Congress of the Mazdoor Kissan Party

(Workers & Peasants Party Pakistan — MKP)

Report by the Secretary General Dr Taimur Rahman

The MKP held its all party national congress in the year of the 100th anniversary of the
October Revolution in order to emphasise the continuing importance of the lessons of
the Russian Revolution, the experience of building socialism in the former Soviet Union,
and most importantly the lessons learnt from the defeat of socialism in the recent past.

We resolve that the path to the emancipa-
tion of the working people lies only through
a struggle for socialism.

In the context of a historical period when
the working class is still reorganising from
the defeat of socialism the ideological terrain
remains littered by many opportunistic theo-
ries that are repackaged and represented to the
working people as new and novel solutions to
the contradictions of capitalism.

Although Pakistan is largely isolated from
the international intellectual currents within the
socialist movement, the same opportunist theo-
ries and trends can also be found in our country.
Therefore this Congress represents a step for-
ward in the reorganisation of communist poli-
tics in the context of Pakistan.

The Congress itself represents the culmi-
nation of a process of several years for the
reorganisation of the party on revolutionary
ideological principles. The growing opportun-
ism of a section of the former leadership of the
party lead not only to continuous splits and fac-
tions but eventually to the liquidation of the
party into other social democratic formations.

However, those elements that remained
ideologically loyal to revolutionary princi-
ples, and those that remained strongly embed-
ded in the revolutionary struggles of working
people, came together in this Congress. The
Congress united three organisations into
one. The Pakistan Mazdoor Kissan Party, the
Peoples National Congress, and the Communist
Mazdoor Kissan Party united to form the
Mazdoor Kissan Party.

There were 540 party delegates from all
over Pakistan and an additional 60 observ-
ers from fraternal political parties and trade
union organisations in Pakistan. The Congress
of the MKP emphasises the continuing rele-
vance of the fundamental methodology of dia-
lectical materialism and the political praxis of
Leninism.

History has demonstrated time and time
again that the working people cannot take
power or maintain power without a Marxist-
Leninist party guided by the most advanced
theory of the time. The MKP resolves that
the state is not, has never been, and can never
play a neutral or non-partisan role in the class
struggle.

The state

The state is nothing other than the concen-
trated expression of the rule of a class. Hence,
we reject the view that the emancipation of the
working people can be accomplished by pur-
suing a path of class reconciliation. The MKP
emphasises that the nature of the dictatorship
of the capitalist class has dramatically changed,
especially since the fall of the Soviet Union.
The dictatorship of the capitalist class relies
heavily upon the monopoly over information
through the ownership of mass media.

Hence, the illusion of consent is created
whereas in fact this brutal system of exploita-
tion is preserved through the manipulation of
public opinion in what appears to be a free and
open media but is in fact controlled entirely by
different sections of the capitalist class.

The MKP resolves that in the context where
the working class is just now recovering from
three decades of various defeats it is very easy
to fall prey to all sort of opportunist theories
that in one way or another serve only to manage
capitalism rather than to overthrow it.

We feel that it is incumbent on Marxists,
though they may be few in number and/
or influence, that they continue patiently
explaining to the people the need to grasp

revolutionary theory, build working class
organisations, and work for a socialist tomor-
row. The end of the Cold War has proven with-
out a single doubt that the end of the socialist
bloc did not bring about a peaceful world, let
alone the end of history. It brought about an
imperialism that was even more aggressive
than in the past.

It brought about new wars of conquest,
new forms of barbarism, the crisis of immi-
gration, the destruction of Iraq, Libya, Syria.
An immoral coup in Brazil, attempts to over-
throw governments in Venezuela, attempts to
subvert the remaining vestiges of socialism
in East Asia. The faster and more aggressive
concentration of capital through derivatives,
finance capital, and other forms of accumula-
tion by dispossession.

Hence, the MKP holds its Congress in a
highly polarised and charged world today. The
liberal cosmopolitan consensus has given way
to a nationalist right-wing and even fascist nar-
rative that is eerily reminiscent of the 1930s.

As was the case in the past, this new turn
is also the result of the sharpening of contra-
dictions between the classes. It is now quite
clear that business in the old way is no longer
possible. The revolt against the 1%, against
neo-liberal policies, against environmen-
tal catastrophes, against the continuous wars
and genocides waged on the Third World have
exposed all the brutal contradictions of capital-
ism today. Hence, we feel it necessary to edu-
cate and inform the working masses that the
solution to the contradictions do not lie either in
liberal cosmopolitanism or in rightwing fascist
and nationalist narratives.

Defend gains

The solution lies only in the struggle for
a socialist future. In this time, when the psy-
chological war has reached a new zenith of
perfection, it is very important to remind the
working people to defend the gains of social-
ist struggles of the past, defend those countries
against imperialist onslaught that are charting
an independent course of economic and polit-
ical development for themselves, defend the
states created by national liberation movements
no matter what shape of form they may be in
today.

Defending such movements and states
does not mean that one becomes apologists
for them. In fact, defending them presupposes
a Marxist critique of the class character and
the reasons for their weaknesses in the strug-
gle against imperialism. At the same time,
such critiques can never be framed in a way
that serve to advance imperialism against the
working people of the world. In the context
of the Muslim world, the fascism of religious
extremism is very real.

And it can and will be countered by the
progressive forces within those countries. We
need to remind the working people that these
religious extremist groups were created by
imperialism itself in order to quell the tide of
the progressive movement in the Third World.
Hence, it is not imperialism that can reverse the
tide of religious extremism. In fact, it is now
perfectly and adequately clear to the political-
ly advanced people of the world that imperial-
ism utilises religious extremism as an excuse
to destroy and occupy strategically important
countries.

The solution to religious extremism and
imperialism can only be worked out in every
individual country in accordance with the
objective and subjective conditions of that
country.
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Unity

However, the only force that can chart the
course for a progressive future is the working
people of those countries.

To counter these fascist currents the need
is more strongly felt than ever before for the
unity of the progressive forces of South Asia
against those who are creating national hatred
between two nuclear armed Third World coun-
tries, namely India and Pakistan.

Only progressive forces can counter
the threat of war looming over South Asia
and resolve the remaining problems left by
British colonial partition because only pro-
gressive forces represent the classes of society
that are not interested in conquest, predatory
wars, occupation, or exploitation. The work-
ing people cannot emancipate themselves by
subjugating other people. And that is why it is
only the working class that can create interna-
tional peace.

To bring about this progressive change the
party resolves to strengthen all working-class
organisations, trade unions, student unions,
women’s organisations, peasant organisations,
civil society organisations, and lead them in
the struggle against the ruling class for a peo-
ple’s democratic revolution leading to a social-
ist future.

The party resolves to defend and advance
the principles of democracy and secularism
against the right-wing onslaught of religious
extremist and fascist forces. This includes the
struggle for the rights of women, religious
minorities, and all other threatened communi-
ties within Pakistan.

The party resolves to defend and advance
all the gains of the past in relation to imperial-
ism. The party will struggle against the criminal
policies of neo-liberalism that should be con-
sidered a form of social murder of the work-
ing people. The party resolves to defend and
advance the principles of national equality,
autonomy, and democracy for all the nationali-
ties that exist within Pakistan. It vows to strug-
gle against national oppression in order to bring
about the union of all working people of all
nationalities against capitalism, imperialism,
and landlordism.

The party resolves to struggle against any
form of military rule in Pakistan. The party
resolves to defend and advance the principles
of people’s rule and will oppose any form of
theocratic or military dictatorship that infring-
es upon the hard-won democratic rights of the
working people.

The party resolves that the international
and national contradictions that are the result
of modern-day capitalism cannot be solved
within the framework created by the ruling
class itself. They can only be resolved by a
determined struggle for socialism in Pakistan
and in the world. We send our fraternal and
comradely greetings to all our comrades around
the world and greet them with the good news
of the reorganisation of the Marxist Leninist
within Pakistan.

Decisions of
the Congress 2017

The ideological and organisational debates
and resulting decisions during the Congress are
as follows:

* The Congress resolved that the term
between Congresses should be three years.

 There was a lengthy debate on the national
question.

The consensus of the Congress was to
uphold the resolution of the national question
as stated in the program Some comrades raised
the point of view that the right of self-determi-
nation to other nations within Pakistan should
be revisited. They argued that it would be diffi-
cult to convince people that the future socialist
Pakistan should consist of four republics with
the right of nations to self-determination.

The Presidium defended the view that with-
out the determined struggle for complete equal-
ity of all nations and ethnicities that live within
Pakistan guaranteed by the right of nations to
self-determination it would not be possible
to bring together the toilers of Pakistan who
all come from different national and ethnic
backgrounds.

That these measures were necessary in
order to bring about the unity of the working
class against the ruling class.

* There was also a lengthy debate on the class
character of the Pakistan Peoples Party.
An opinion was expressed that it should
be considered purely a party of the landed
classes (i.e. a feudal party).

The Presidium defended the view that the
capitalists and landlord classes were distributed
in all the major political parties of Pakistan.
Hence, no one party can be said to be the exclu-
sive party of capital or of the landed gentry.
 There was also a debate about whether the

word imperialism should be substituted
for the word army where questions of
religious extremism were being debated.
This was also not approved as the passages
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in question were examining the policy of
the Pakistani state specifically rather than
imperialism as a system. But it was decided
that the word “state” would be preferable to
the word “army”.

There were some important suggestions
made about correcting language and
rechecking the statistics within the party
document. But since these were not points
of ideological contestation they were
quickly approved by the Congress.

There was a lengthy debate about the
procedure through which the new Central
Committee should be chosen.

The procedure whereby the outgoing
Central Committee presents a suggested list of
candidates to the Congress that is then amend-
ed, ratified or rejected by the Congress was
challenged by several comrades. In fact, there
were also two opinions on this matter within
the Presidium of the Party Congress. It was
suggested that the new Central Committee
should be proposed by the District Committees.
And that this proposed list could be approved
or rejected by the Congress.

The motion was challenged on the grounds
that districts of the party were in such far away
places that they were not in a position to know
the vital work of comrades in fields that may
not have resulted in high membership but are
equally vital to the party (such as ideological
work or the work of publishing party litera-
ture). After a lengthy debate on this issue the
suggested list made by the outgoing CC was
read to the Congress and the House was invited
to suggest names. The list of suggested names
went up to 30 candidates.

Then the house was invited to debate how
large the new Central Committee should be.
The house accepted that it should be a relatively
small committee and came to a consensus that
the new CC should be about 21 members. After
this debate several candidate members of the
new CC voluntarily asked for their names to
be dropped.

The proposed list now came down to 25.
A suggestion was made and approved by the
Congress that any member that missed two
meetings of the Central Committee within a
year will be dropped. With this new rule intro-
duced in place, the Congress finalised these 25
candidates and unanimously elected the new
Central Committee. &
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Why does the US

want to destroy
the Venezuelan

governmeni?

Since April 2017, the opposition to the
Venezuelan government of President
Nicolas Maduro has staged daily violent
and bloody marches that have killed more
than 70 people. These are NOT peaceful
nor “pro-democracy” protests as the US
government and media want us to believe.

These are vicious, violent and racist
attacks against anyone perceived to be a
Chavista (deceased President Hugo Chavez’
follower) and poor people who identify with
the Venezuelan Bolivarian Revolution. These
fascist thugs carrying out these attacks block
roads to prevent people going to and from their
workplaces; destroy public buildings, health
care centres, buses; and use weapons against
citizens and the National Guard. They killed an
Afro Venezuelan youth, setting him on fire and
stabbing him repeatedly.

Why is this
happening now?

The United States has tried to overturn
the progressive government of Venezuela ever
since President Chéavez took office in 1999.
Both Democratic and Republican administra-
tions, hostile to Venezuela, have imposed sanc-
tions, promoted coups and organised, trained
and financed opposition to the government
mostly through the USAID, the US National
Endowment for Democracy (NED) and the
Office of Transition Initiatives (OTI).

This hostile campaign increased after the
death of President Chavez in 2013. Thinking

that the current government of President
Maduro would be easier to topple, the US initi-
ated an economic war against the people where
the rich Venezuelan business people aligned to
the US, would hoard food, medicine, and other
products, creating an artificial shortage of basic
necessities.

At the same time, they encouraged the
opposition to stage violent protests, “guarim-
bas” where they would close roads and attack
people. As a result, in 2014, 43 people died.

The US also counts on its international
bodies and allies like neighbouring Colombia,
to help bring down the Revolution. After a
recent meeting in Washington of Colombian
President Juan Manuel Santos with President
Trump, Colombian army trucks were moved
to the border with Venezuela. This prompted a
complaint by the Bolivarian government. The
OAS, led by right-winger Luis Almagro, has
launched a campaign to force condemnation of
Venezuela and declare a “humanitarian crisis”
to facilitate direct foreign intervention. So far,
there has been no consensus in the OAS.

Why does the US want to
destroy the Revolution?

Venezuela has the largest oil reserves in the
world. Just as the US attacked Iraq and Libya
for their oil, they want to take this wealth
from the Venezuelan people. While health
care, public education and affordable hous-
ing are endangered in the US, the Bolivarian
Revolution has guaranteed these major human
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rights to the Venezuelan people using the rev-
enues of its oil sales. Through many programs
called Misiones, the government provided
them mostly free of charge. In 2005, UNESCO
declared Venezuela a territory free of illiteracy.

When in 2005 President George W Bush
failed to help the victims of Hurricane Katrina,
Venezuela launched the Citgo heating oil pro-
gram. The program has provided US$500 mil-
lion in heating assistance to 2 million people in
the US. Along with Cuba, Venezuela initiated
barter-style international solidarity programs to
facilitate the exchange of oil and services (like
eye surgeries, cultural, educational and sports
programs) so that the peoples of all the coun-
tries involved can improve their quality of life.

What can you do to
prevent another war?

Question the lies that we are fed daily by
the TV, radio and print media, including the
social media. We cannot let the Trump govern-
ment and its media incite hate and racism to
justify another war. Expose the truth and the
US government’s role. The war against people
abroad is the extension of the war against poor,
Black and Latina, LGBTQ and all oppressed
communities right here.

Defend the Venezuelan Bolivarian
Revolution!

Say NO to US intervention!

Issued by:
Philadelphia International Action Centre
PhillylAC@gmail.com &
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Avoidable tragedy has again hit a working-
class community, with the Grenfell Tower
inferno bringing out the best in our mul-
ticultural society and our overstretched
emergency services.

Fire, ambulance, and police services react-
ed without delay, risking their own well-being
in the west London tower block to rescue sur-
vivors and minimize loss of life.

Local mosques, churches, and community
halls offered emergency accommodation and
gave food, drinks, and clothing to those who
escaped the blaze.

People of all backgrounds across the capital
responded to appeals for material assistance,
helping fellow Londoners who had lost their
belongings.

But heartwarming as it is to see once more
a multiracial, multicultural community unite
before a monstrous disaster, other emotions —
anger and frustration — come to the fore.

Questions arise as to why death-scarred
tragedies in homes, workplaces, schools, and
transport — places where people are entitled
to feel safe — continue to strike after the usual
recitations by those in authority about “never
again,” “hearts going out,” “in our thoughts and
prayers,” “lessons learned,” and so on.

Experts will need time to discover the pre-
cise cause of the Grenfell Tower inferno, but
their concentration will focus on technical
details.

The greatest conundrum, unlikely to be
answered is whether those who hold the reins
of power value working-class lives too cheaply.

One of the main driving forces of London
property values in recent years has been the
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Do working class
lives matter?

construction of tower blocks offering luxury
flats as investments or future refuges for
wealthy overseas citizens.

A comparison between the fire precautions
and emergency provisions laid down for these
and the tower blocks owned by local councils*
and operated by arm’s length management
organisations or sold into the private rented
sector might be instructive.

Would the luxury apartment sector affix
flammable polystyrene panels to the block
exterior?

Would it recommend that, if fire breaks out,
tenants lock themselves in their rooms to await
rescue?

Would it regard having a 27-story block
without a building-wide alarm or water sprin-
kler system as acceptable?

Would it ignore eight fire safety warnings
by tenants over a three-year period?

Would it disregard the need for a 24-hour
concierge service even though tenants had
requested it to enhance block security?

Jeremy Corbyn is right to recall that Harriet
Harman’s call for sprinklers to be installed in
high-rise buildings after the 2009 fatal fire at
Lakanal House in south London was ignored.

Cash-squeezed local councils have to make
desperate decisions about spending priorities
when faced by a government intent on axing
public spending so as to afford cuts in taxation
for the richest five percent and hand subsidies
to big business through reduced corporate tax
levels.

Theresa May’s chief of staff Gavin Barwell
should tell us why, as housing minister until
last week, he failed to honour the four-year-old

government commitment to publish the report
on updating building fire regulations following
the Lakanal inquiry.

Tory MPs’ rejection last year of the Corbyn
team’s amendment to the government’s
Housing and Planning Bill — namely that pri-
vate landlords should be required to make their
properties safe and “fit for human habitation”
— provides a clue.

It’s not simply that many of them are land-
lords themselves. Even those who aren’t regard
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it as axiomatic that private profit takes prec-
edence over working people’s right to feel safe
in their own homes.

Their actions are more eloquent than their
words. In their view, working-class lives don’t
matter.

*Council housing refers, in Britain, to public
or social housing units built by local municipal
governments.
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The Forever War strategy

Stephen Lenman

America is unique among his-
tory’s warrior states — prioritising
endless wars, not ending them to
achieve a new era of peace and
stability.

The notion is anathema to the
nation’s military, industrial, and
media establishment. Wars are
waged for power and profits, no
other reasons.

All post-WW2 US wars were
and continue to be acts of naked
aggression against nations threaten-
ing no one — raping and destroying
them, the human cost incalculable,
the villainy unprecedented.

Throughout its history, America
has been perpetually at war at home
and/or abroad, never a time of peace
and stability — a shocking indict-
ment of its abhorrent agenda, the
nation a democracy in name only.

Its high crimes against human-
ity continue endlessly in multiple
theatres, wars against other targeted
nations to be launched at its discre-
tion — unthinkable nuclear war the
greatest risk to our survival.

In last week’s testimony before
Senate Armed Services Committee
members, Defence Secretary James
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Mattis said America isn’t winning
in Afghanistan — nor anywhere else.
He failed to explain.

He promised a new Afghan war
strategy by mid-July. It’s no dif-
ferent from the old one. Here it is
before announced:

Continue endless war. Get
Congress to appropriate tens of bil-
lions more dollars for a lost cause.
Claim slow and steady progress.

Later in the face of continued
failure, promise another new course,
much more money needed to pursue
1t.

Joint Chiefs Chairman General
Joseph (“fighting Joe”) Dunford
lied to Senate Armed Services
Committee members, claiming
America’s “competitive advantage
is eroding ... limiting our ability to
project power.”

US military spending exceeds
what all other NATO members,
Russia and China spend combined,
with all categories included, includ-
ing black budgets — more than
USS$1.5 trillion annually, the so-
called defence budget one part of it.

The Pentagon and related budg-
ets should be sharply slashed, not
increased, America’s empire of
bases dismantled, a new era of

peace declared — for the first time
in US history, swords turned into
ploughshares.

A polar opposite agenda is pur-
sued. Permanent war is long-stand-
ing US policy, bipartisan-supported
out-of-control militarism — at the
expense of vital homeland needs,
social justice and a nation fit to live
in, drowning in hubris and arro-
gance, along with contempt for
democratic values and rule of law
principles.

No nation caused more harm
to more people over a longer dura-
tion. None more greatly threatens
humanity’s survival.

Peace is a nonstarter. It’s always
been this way, notably post-9/11.
The vast majority of House and
Senate members support America’s
imperial war agenda — includ-
ing self-styled progressive Bernie
Sanders.

They glorify them, falsely por-
traying them as humanitarian inter-
vention and democracy building,
ignoring the appalling human toll —
genocide by any standard.

If a way isn’t found to end
America’s imperial agenda, it’1l end
us.
globalresearch.ca &
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War is not an
option for Korea

Christine Ahn

Trump’s aggressive foreign policy
stance is startling particularly
with regard to the explosive situa-
tion in the Korean peninsula. The
option which is being considered
of a surgical air strike to eliminate
North Korea’s nuclear and missile
program is a dangerous fantasy,
says an activist for peace in Korea.

“Let me be very clear: The
policy of strategic patience has
ended,” US Secretary of State Rex
Tillerson told reporters at a March
17 news conference in Seoul, South
Korea. “All options are on the
table,” Tillerson continued, includ-
ing “an appropriate response” to
any North Korean threat.

The United States and People’s
Democratic Republic of Korea are
like two “accelerating trains coming
towards each other”, Chinese
Foreign Minister Wang Yi warned
on March 8. North Korea test-fired
four ballistic missiles off the coast
of Japan as thousands of South
Korean, Japanese and US troops,
backed by warships and warplanes,
were engaging in massive military
exercises, including the deploy-
ment of the Navy SEALS that killed
Osama Bin Laden.

With no communication other
than military posturing, Pyongyang
is left to interpret Washington’s
manoeuvres as preparation for a
pre-emptive strike. Given the politi-
cal vacuum in South Korea fol-
lowing President Park Geun-hye’s
impeachment, all tracks are heading
towards one destination: war.

At a Council on Foreign

Relations discussion on March

13, Mary Beth Long, a former US
assistant secretary of defence, advo-
cated for “aggressive movement”
given the failure of the Obama
administration’s strategic patience,
which depended heavily on sanc-
tions to further isolate and foment
the collapse of the North Korean
government.

Yet as hawks call upon
President Trump to deal with the
DPRK’s nuclear and missile pro-
grams through the use of force,
they’re undermining the very pre-
text the US military has been sta-
tioned on the Korean peninsula for
seven decades: to protect the South
Korean people.

Although the fantasy of surgi-
cal strikes to topple “brutal dicta-
tors” has long intoxicated American
military officials, they’ve been
restrained by the sobering real-
ity of such reckless action. In the
1990s, when President Bill Clinton
considered a first strike on North
Korea’s Yongbyon nuclear reactor,
the Pentagon concluded that even
limited action would claim a million
lives in the first 24 hours.

On 8 March, Chinese Foreign
Minister Wang Yi made a proposal:
“As a first step, North Korea should
suspend nuclear activity, and the
US and South Korea should also
suspend large-scale military drills.”
Calling on both sides to de-escalate
and return to talks, Wang proposed
a dual track of denuclearisation and
establishing a peace mechanism to
resolve concerns.

Third World Resurgence &
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Britain’s real

International

Finian Cunningham

Despite a vicious smear campaign
to denigrate Britain’s Labour
leader as a “terrorist sympathis-
er,” Jeremy Corbyn still pulled
off an amazing achievement in the
general election.

Hardly has a politician in any
Western state been so vilified with
character assassination, and yet
he has proven to be most popular
Labour leader in Britain since the
Second World War.

After weeks of trailing his
Conservative rival Theresa May in
the polls, Corbyn’s socialist mani-
festo appealed to a record number of
voters — closing the gap between the
parties to only two percentage points
behind the Tories.

This was in spite of a concerted
media campaign to destroy Corbyn
in the eyes of the British public as a
“terrorist stooge.” The irony here is
that the Conservative party is form-
ing a governing coalition with a little-
known Northern Ireland party whose
history is steeped in British state ter-
rorism. (More on that in a moment.)

For Corbyn, the election outcome
was a stunning moral victory. For
Prime Minister May it was a humili-
ating defeat. The Conservatives lost
their overall majority in the British
parliament and now they have to
rely on this reactionary fringe party
from Northern Ireland to form a
government.

May called the snap election
because she thought her party would
increase its majority and also because
she calculated that Corbyn’s socialist
direction of Labour would be wiped
out. Many Blairite naysayers in his
own party thought so too.

The opposite happened. The
British public largely rejected May
and her neo-liberal capitalist, pro-
austerity, pro-NATO policies. They
instead rallied behind Corbyn.
Granted, the Tories still won the elec-
tion — only narrowly — but the surge
in support for Labour under Corbyn
means that he has galvanised a party
that stands a strong chance of win-
ning if another election is called. And
that could be soon, perhaps in the

coming months owing May’s shaky
ad hoc government collapsing.

Another riveting factor in all this
is that Corbyn’s success came amid a
torrential Tory and right-wing media
campaign to denigrate him as a ter-
rorist sympathizer. The propaganda
onslaught was conducted for months
since May called the election back
in April. And it grew to a frenzy as
election day approached, especial-
ly when the opinion polls showed
Labour steadily whittling away the
earlier Conservative support.

The day before the public went to
the polling booths, the Daily Mail ran
the front page headline: “Apologist
for terror,” with Jeremy Corbyn’s
photo below. It looked like a “wanted
poster” from the Wild West. The only
thing missing was the subhead with
the words: “Wanted dead or alive.”

The scurrilous allegation pound-
ed over and over by the largely pro-
Conservative British media that
Corbyn is “soft on terrorism” stems
from his otherwise principled history
of campaigning on international jus-
tice and peace.

Over his 35 years as an MP,
he has voiced consistent support
for Palestinian rights under ille-
gal Zionist occupation; he has sup-
ported Hezbollah resistance against
Israeli and American aggression;
and during the conflict in Northern
Ireland, Corbyn gave a voice to Irish
Republicans who were being assailed
by British military violence.

Many other international causes
could be mentioned, such as Corbyn
opposing British government weap-
ons dealing with the despotic Saudi
regime which is propagating terror-
ism in Syria, Iraq and Yemen.

He has also campaigned to aban-
don nuclear weapons and is critical
of NATO’s reckless expansion in
Europe, which have earned him the
jingoistic pillorying by the British
establishment of “being soft on
Russia.”

Corbyn has never condoned ter-
rorism. Rather he has always sought
to properly put it in a wider context
of other parties also, unaccountably,
using terrorism and thus fuelling
conflict.

This brings us to so-called
Democratic Unionist Party (DUP)
from Northern Ireland whose 10 MPs
Theresa May’s Tories are now rely-
ing on to form a government. This
party was formed in the early 1970s
by the firebrand Protestant preacher
Ian Paisley.

While Paisley mellowed in later
years before his death in 2014, he
spent most of his career preaching
vile hatred against Catholics and
Irish Republicans, whom he saw as a
threat to the political union between
Northern Ireland and the rest of
Britain. In British-run Northern
Ireland, it wasn’t acceptable to have
a democratic aspiration for an inde-
pendent Ireland. You were either a
pro-British unionist or a “threat.” So
much for British democracy.

Senior members of Paisley’s pro-
British party played a crucial role in
smuggling massive caches of weap-
ons into Northern Ireland during
the 1980s to illegally arm union-
ist paramilitaries. These paramili-
taries went on to murder hundreds
of innocent people simply because
they were Catholics, who tended to
be Republican. A favoured tactic of
these paramilitaries was to storm into
pubs and homes and indiscriminately
mow people down with assault rifles.

One notorious pro-British killer
was Gusty Spence who belonged to
the Ulster Volunteer Force paramili-
tary. He later expressed remorse and
deplored Ian Paisley, the DUP found-
er, as the person who incited him to
murder innocent Catholics due to his
sectarian hate speech.

The paramilitary murder gangs
were not just supported covertly by
members of the DUP. The British
government of Margaret Thatcher
— Theresa May’s predecessor and
political heroine — orchestrated these
same death squads in a covert policy
of “dirty war.”

British military intelligence col-
luded with the pro-unionist militants
to assassinate Republican politicians
and ordinary Catholics alike in a
covert policy of state-sponsored ter-
rorism. The objective was to terror-
ise people in submitting to British
rule over Northern Ireland, rather
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It is a proven fact that May’s
Conservative party and the unionist
politicians whom she is now
parinering with to govern Britain
were complicit in terrorism.

than allowing the island country to
become united and independent.

The British government provided
intelligence and cover for the death
squads and the unionist politicians
had helped supply the AK-47 assault
rifles and Browning handguns smug-
gled from Apartheid South Africa.

This secret dirty war policy of
the British government and their
unionist proxies in Northern Ireland
has been uncovered by investiga-
tive journalists such as Paul Larkin
(see his groundbreaking book A Very
British Jihad: Collusion, Conspiracy
and Cover-up in Northern Ireland );
as well as human rights campaign
groups like Belfast-based Relatives
for Justice and Pat Finucane Centre.

Not even the present government
of Theresa May can deny this mur-
derous legacy in Ireland, although
there is a determined silence now as
she fights for her political survival
in the wake of the British election
disaster.

It is a proven fact that May’s
Conservative party and the unionist
politicians whom she is now partner-
ing with to govern Britain were com-
plicit in terrorism.

Northern Ireland has since gained
a peace settlement in which unionist
and republican politicians have been
able to work together to form a local
governing administration. The Irish
peace process was possible partly
because of the courageous and prin-
cipled intervention by British politi-
cians like Jeremy Corbyn.

Corbyn has never apologized
for terrorism. He has sought to over-
come it by making politics work.
The same cannot be said for Theresa
May’s Conservative party. It was
an accomplice and an apologist for
a covert policy of state-sponsored
terrorism during Northern Ireland’s
recent 30-year conflict.

The very party whom she is now
allied with for governing Britain —
the DUP — were also apologists for
paramilitaries who routinely smashed
their way into family homes and
slaughtered victims in cold blood in
front of their loved ones.

The ongoing muted policy of
May’s government and her unionist
proxies about their murderous legacy
in Ireland is a testimony to who the
real apologists for terror are.

Sputnik &

BE MORE

Universal healthcare
Socialism in practice
Free education
Food security
Global social justice

Agricultural sustainability

THAN A TOURIST

- BRIGADE -

=

{ATIN RYTHMS, DANCE, FO0DS & DRINKS
TN .

cypA CARNIAY

The Australia Cuba
Friendship Society
presents

A night of Revolution
& Latin Rhythms

Fremantle Navy Club
64 High St Freo

Saturday
22 July
8 til late

$20 Entry
Info/Tickets

0419812872
acfsperth@gmail.com

It has become a tradition in Cuba for lively and colourful celebrations to mark the beginning of
the 26th July Revolutionary movement. The birth of the movement came about when a young Fidel Castro led
a small band of young people fo attack the Moncada Barracks. The attack failed but the movement that was born
led to the overthrow of the Batista regime on 1st January 1959.
Try your luck with our raffle on the night — All proceeds to go to an education project in Bayamo, Cuba.



Lettery to-the Editor ‘&

The Guawdiow
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hilly NSW 2010

email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

June 21, 2017

Domestic violence leave

Good news seems to be very rare nowadays and so
it was heartening to hear that Western Australia
is introducing domestic violence leave. It’s a move
which will be much appreciated by the victims of
domestic violence and give them an opportunity to
organise their lives.

It is a sensible and important step in helping the
people who find themselves in traumatic circumstances.
Public servants will be getting up to 10 days leave and
there are plans to build crisis accommodation facilities as
well. Western Australia has a very high level of domestic
violence — there were 53,000 reported incidents and 24
women and children were killed as a result of domestic
and family violence in 2015-16.

Trade unions have been at the forefront of campaigns
for including domestic violence leave into workplace
agreements. Positive developments in WA are encourag-

Compassion and help in time of need are natural
responses to people in distress and good on WA to tackle
the issue.

Mati English
Sydney

The public still pays

Perth buses were sold years ago. Yet the public still
pays for the maintenance of the buses.
How wrong is that?
Someone is cheating the system.
Leslie S

When pigs fly

I have already got two letters from my electricity
supplier advising me on the coming price rise come
July 1.

Thank you for reminding me that thanks to Mr Mike
Baird (who prematurely departed to greener pastures of
National Australia Bank for more than $2 million a year)
and his wholesale privatisation of everything under the
sun we, consumers are left with increased bills.

One of the “arguments” for privatisation was — hold
your breath — cheaper bills! I think I’ll see a flock of
flying pigs before that. But I have good memory and lots
of friends — come election time.

Nathan Barnes
Sydney

ing for workers in all other states.
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by
Rob Gowl

The form of government that
capitalism finds most congenial is
bourgeois democracy, the system
we have here in Australia (and
indeed in most developed capital-
ist countries). By staging elections
every few years, the people are
given the erroneous impression
that they and not the owners of
the big corporations decide the
government and run the country.

However, when the people
decide that it’s time to really take
charge of the running of the coun-
try, and seek to install a government
more responsive to their wishes, cap-
italism turns nasty and defends itself
by resorting to state terrorism, specif-
ically embracing the system known
as fascism.

Although Mussolini gave fas-
cism its name, it was a known
system before Mussolini popular-
ised its name. In fact, the first fas-
cist country was actually not Italy but
Hungary following the overthrow of
Bela Kun’s short-lived Republic of
Councils established in 1918. Even
earlier than that, however, the ele-
ments of fascism had been devel-
oped in Tsarist Russia, especially the
use of state terrorism and anti-Jew-
ish pogroms by rampaging gangs of
armed thugs (the notorious “Black
Hundreds”). Jews formed a large
national minority in Tsarist Russia
and the Russian Orthodox Church
had no problem with making them

a scapegoat for the ills of aristocrat-
ridden Russian society.

When the Revolution swept away
the remnants of Tsarism, its defend-
ers fled to other countries of Europe
where their combined hatred of Jews
and Reds found ready acceptance in
the post-war chaos of the collapse of
anumber of the European empires. In
Hungary, the powerful and reaction-
ary Catholic Church imposed cleri-
cal fascism to prevent any possible
return of Kun’s Soviet-style regime.
Italy soon followed to prevent a
workers’ revolution there.

While the Revolution had ulti-
mately won in Russia after a far-
ranging civil war, Britain and the
European capitalist powers sought
to create what Churchill called a
“cordon sanitaire” around the new
Soviet state, lest its revolutionary
ideas pollute the rest of Europe.
Britain and France helped White
Guard counter-revolutionaries into
power in the former Russian province
of Finland and did the same thing
in the Baltic republics of Estonia,
Latvia and Lithuania. The “cordon”
was quickly joined by Poland,
another former part of the Russian
empire and in 1918 a country domi-
nated by large landholders. Fearing
the spread of Red revolution there,
Colonel Pilsudski had seized power
soon after the country achieved inde-
pendence and had installed a military
dictatorship.
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The anti-Semitism and anti-
Communism of the émigré Russian
Whites found strong support among
the ideologues of the German Nazi
Party, who were waging a battle to
the death to defend German capi-
talism from the Communist Party
of Germany. Hitler told Germany’s
business leaders he would rid them of
the danger of Red Revolution if they
would give him the resources — and
the funds — he needed. They did, and
he obliged.

The Communist parties of the
world warned that the growth of fas-
cist governments would mean war,
but the capitalist powers were uncon-
cerned for they were trying to pro-
voke a war that would destroy their
socialist rival the USSR. Soviet diplo-
macy skilfully thwarted that ambition
for a time but ultimately war came to
the Soviet Union anyway. At prodi-
gious cost, the Soviet Army defeat-
ed the fascist forces and saved the
world.

After WW2, progressive move-
ments briefly flourished but a fright-
ened capitalism soon resorted to
fascism again whenever it perceived
a threat to itself. To the people it
talked incessantly of democracy but
simultaneously spent their wealth
building up the military might of
what had emerged as the imperialist
superpower, the USA. The world’s
people were so strongly opposed to
any return to the horrors of WW2,

however, that the capitalist powers
had to pose as the champions of peace
while waging a “cold war” against
the Soviet Union and the other coun-
tries that had chosen a Socialist form
of government. A combination of
unprecedented subversive activities,
non-stop propaganda and economic
blockade left the Socialist countries
in a permanent state of siege.

In the wake of WW2, capital-
ism had found itself challenged by
anti-imperialist struggles around the
world and had resorted to its usual
defence whenever it felt propaganda
was not enough. Fascism was soon
rampant from Chile to South Africa.
The anti-imperialist movement final-
ly suffered a huge setback in 1989
with the abandonment of Socialism
in Russia and the dissolution of the
USSR. The attempt to break up the
country into a host of small states
whose resources could be exploited
at will failed however.

To prevent any return to
Socialism, unsuccessful attempts
were made to foist openly fas-
cist regimes on the former repub-
lics of the USSR. These attempts
were more successful with regard
to Eastern Europe, with intensely
anti-Communist regimes installed in
countries as diverse as Croatia, the
Czech Republic, Moldova, Hungary,
Poland, and our old friends the Baltic
republics.

Fascism is the open rule of the

most reactionary elements of capi-
talism and is resorted to when cap-
italism perceives itself to be under
threat. It relies on the work of dema-
gogues like Hitler or Donald Trump
to whip up support while simultane-
ously diverting attention using racial
scapegoats (Jews, Mexicans) and
promises to make Germany great or
America great again.

The one thing fascism cannot do
is meet the needs of the people (since
it serves the needs of their exploit-
ers). In fact, the economic sector
that benefits most from fascism and
most vigorously supports it is the
armaments industry and all its relat-
ed industry subsets. Inevitably, this
means that fascism’s combination
of extravagant promises of national
glory, claims of racial superiority and
appeals to ultra-patriotism can only
be even partially met through aggres-
sion. The old slogan “Fascism means
War” is as true today as it was in the
1930s.

The spread of fascism today
attests to the growing awareness on
the part of the biggest wealthiest cor-
porations that capitalism is in crisis.
The working class cannot be fooled
forever. Fascism might stop the peo-
ple’s movement temporarily but it
has never succeeded in holding it
back permanently. &
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The radical roots of

Wonder Woman

Lowell B Denny

Warner Bros’ Wonder Woman
opened on June 2, but the char-
acter debuted over 70 years ago
and has roots that should make
us pay more attention not only
to the unfairly maligned “first-
wave feminists,” but also the gen-
eration that emerged between the
two imperialist wars. I have not
seen the film yet, so this is in no
way a spoiler or even a review.
Call it a preview, or an alternate
view of her radical origins in the
years between World War I and
World War II. Like a lot of young
people of my and other genera-
tions, Wonder Woman catches the
imagination, but I hope her ori-
gins capture our radical imagina-
tion as well.

In George Bernard Shaw’s
preface to his 1920 play, Back to
Methuselah, written just after and in
response to World War I, Shaw puts
the political establishment respon-
sible for “The Great War” in his
crosshairs. He considers deficient
the standard remedies to their bad
behaviour — religion and education —
and further notes that it has taken two
of the most brilliant political tacti-
cians of his day, Beatrice and Sidney
Webb, over 40 years of research to
produce salient political treatises.
How, Shaw wonders, can we expect
better from our contemporary legisla-
tors who have devoted no time at all
to the subject? He also takes Darwin
to task and what lessons nation-states
drew from him, in error.

Shaw is angry. He is thinking
about the carnage that just ended
and indicts the guilty on all sides.
He had stirred controversy during
the war when he suggested the sol-
diers on both sides turn their weap-
ons on their own generals, shoot
them, and come back home for
Christmas.

In his Preface, he assesses:

“Britain, Germany, France, and
the United States of America could
have imposed peace on the world,
and nursed modern civilization in
Russia, Turkey, and the Balkans.
Every meaner consideration should
have given way to this need for the
solidarity of the higher civilisation.

“What actually happened was
that France and England, through
their clerks the diplomatists, made an
alliance with Russia to defend them-
selves against Germany; Germany
made an alliance with Turkey to
defend herself against the three; and
the two unnatural and suicidal com-
binations fell on one another in a war
that came nearer to being a war of

extermination than any wars since
those of Timur and Tartar; whilst
the United States held aloof as long
as they could, and the other states
either did the same or joined in the
fray through compulsion, bribery, or
their judgment as to which side their
bread was buttered.”

It’s hard for us to imagine those
post-war days and the impact it had
on a generation of writers and mili-
tants, but also the impact it had on
making a generation of factory work-
ers, sharecroppers, and Pullman por-
ters into writers and militants. For us
today, the post-World War I genera-
tion is mostly a blur that comes into
focus with the Third Reich and Adolf
Hitler.

But that post-war generation
was a radical time, and this affect-
ed Wonder Woman and her inventor,
William Marston Moulton. It was a
time that inspired such disparate per-
sonalities as Industrial Workers of the
World organiser and Socialist Party
member Margaret Sanger to organ-
ise labour strikes; or, some return-
ing Black American war veterans,
like Haywood Hall, better known as
Harry Haywood, who first formed
the African Blood Brotherhood, a
militant Marxist organisation whose
membership later merged with the
new Communist Party USA by the
early 1920’s.

Inspired by women like
Emmeline Pankhurst, the British
suffragist who was taking the
cause of voting rights for women to
increasingly militant confrontations,
Marston began to despair as much for
patriarchy as his contemporary Shaw
despaired for capitalism.

Pankhurst’s appearance in
Boston in 1911 has an interesting
footnote: besides a young Marston
in the large audience, a young
Connecticut couple was present. The
couple was Thomas and Katharine
Hepburn. Mrs Hepburn had earned
an MA from Radcliff College and
found rearing children kind of a
bore, so her husband took her to hear
Pankhurst, and this lit the fire of Mrs
Hepburn not only to immersing her-
self in the cause of women’s suf-
frage, but also co-founding Planned
Parenthood with Sanger and becom-
ing a Marxist. The couple were the
parents of the actress of the same
name.

William Moulton Marston, the
inventor of “The Wonder Woman,”
as he called her, was no ordinary
Harvard PhD. Some biographies
credit him with being the actual
inventor of the Polygraph; others
write he invented the mechanism
with which the Polygraph was made.
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Marston himself says he invented it
to prove to women that men were
cheating on them. Regardless, he
was not only changed by the car-
nage of WW1, like Shaw, Sanger,
and Haywood, but also, like Shaw,
he was moved to indict systems and
ways of thinking. Marston conclud-
ed that patriarchy would destroy
humanity and that our only salvation
was matriarchy headed by liberated
women and subjugating ourselves to
their rule.

Professor Marston could not get
his doctrine into many classrooms
because he couldn’t keep a job at
any of the colleges that hired him.
He probably wasn’t a bad teacher,
though later events would indicate
he was a stubborn one to his ideas
and not receptive to the official nar-
ratives endorsed by our best bour-
geois institutions of higher learning.
The nearly two decades he guided
the Wonder Woman comic were 20
years of battling censors over bond-
age scenes and hints of lesbianism.
But this stubborn streak didn’t keep
him off the tenure track, his own life-
style did.

Marston lived openly with two
women with whom he had several
children. This was too much for the
1930s, and when college administra-
tions found out, so was his contract.
His first wife, Elizabeth, was a prac-
ticing attorney. The other woman he
fell in love with, Olive, was not only
a student of his, but also the daugh-
ter of Ethel Byrne, Margaret Sanger’s
older sister and another cofounder of
Planned Parenthood. Sanger’s niece

moved in to the Marston home, and
collectively a family was raised.

Sensation Comics saw this
Harvard man as cachet. Marston saw
them as a better venue to spread his
“propaganda” (his word, not mine).
He wanted to convince people of
the impossibility of patriarchy, the
inability of men to rule, and their
untruthfulness. Wonder Woman was
his vehicle. I’ve read no connection,
but I often wonder if given the cir-
cles Marston ran in, “The Wonder
Woman” had any relation in title
to Shaw’s pre-war play, “Man and
Superman,” where the bride chooses
the revolutionary to marry.

The background mythology of
Marston’s Wonder Woman is instruc-
tive here. Borrowing from first-wave
radical feminist texts, like Charlotte
Perkins Gilman, he wove a tale of
women in some vague region of the
Mediterranean who were slaves of
men and freed through the interven-
tion of Aphrodite. Freed, they were
tricked back in to slavery. Aphrodite
frees them yet again, but this second
time the goddess mandates the
Amazons wear forever the emblems
of their captivity — those famous
bracelets — so as not to be tricked
again. The goddess relocates them
on a remote island where procrea-
tion is achieved when clay figures
are “breathed into life” by Aphrodite
herself.

This is how the Amazon queen’s
daughter, Diana, is born.

When, during the war, Steve
Trevor, a major, crashes a plane, it’s
a setup to his being a foil, a fool. But

the carnage of the war that made men
like Shaw so mad or aroused a new
militancy in Black soldiers convinc-
es the Amazon queen that not only
this man needs to be taken back but
also the war has to be ended before
the planet is destroyed. Unlike the
sexual tension between Wonder
Woman and Trevor in later comics,
under Marston, the major was a bit of
a buffoon, making frequent advances
on Diana and being jujitsu-moved to
the floor.

Diana’s headband is a version
of a tiara to signify her royal blood,
and she was no damsel in distress.
She was a potent icon whose image-
ry alluded much to earlier suffragist
writings. This was not coincidence.
The illustrator Marston insisted upon
had been an illustrator for some radi-
cal suffragist publications in the early
1900s.

All in all, unlike contempo-
rary comics of the 1940s, Wonder
Woman has to be placed within the
radical tendencies of the often-over-
looked post-WW1 period and the
men and women who were agitating
and organising for real, anti-milita-
rist, anti-capitalist, anti-patriarchal
change. This is why we should never
dismiss those first-wave feminists
for their lack of racial diversity. Of
course, we can’t ignore it either. But
the breadth of their efforts includes
long-lasting institutions, like Planned
Parenthood, and pop-icons, like
Wonder Woman. These contributions
deserve study and our appreciation.
People’s World &
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BRITAIN: How do you do your weekly
shop? Well, presuming you do purchase
groceries once a week — maybe going to a
big supermarket, quite possibly pressed for
time but determined to get what you need
—you’ll doubtless have a routine. You’ll get
stuff you always get. It’s a kind of near-
automatic shopping.

But wait a minute. What if the shelves con-
tain illegal products, like goods made via child
labour or other exploitation? That might change
everything — making you hesitate about buying
that temptingly cheap but tainted item. Which is
why, of course, consumers expect the authori-
ties to properly regulate what ends up on the
shelves.

Very informed shoppers might be capa-
ble of scouring the small print for clues about
supply chains, but most of us aren’t.

We need regulation and legislation to ensure
that — to take one important example — oranges,
dates and spring water produced by Israeli and
international firms on stolen Palestinian land
don’t end up in our supermarkets.

The Israeli settlements in the occupied
West Bank, including East Jerusalem, export
millions of pounds’ worth of goods around the
world every year.

Six hundred thousand Israeli “settlers” are
living on a quarter of a million acres of land
that doesn’t, under international law, belong
to them.

The settlement enterprise is sustained, in

part, through exports of goods produced on this
stolen land.

And these “settlements” — in actuality per-
manent-looking towns and small cities with an
elaborate support infrastructure of roads and
guarded and fortified security checkpoints —
continue to expand five decades after the West
Bank and Gaza Strip were occupied by Israeli
soldiers during the 1967 war

Let’s be clear. With its huge and ever-
expanding settlements on the Palestinian ter-
ritories, the state of Israel has been flagrantly
defying international law for 50 years, flout-
ing the will of the United Nations and indeed
anyone who wishes to see an end to the cycle
of injustice in this troubled land.

In just the latest of a succession of condem-
nations, in December the UN security council
denounced the “construction and expansion of
settlements, transfer of Israeli settlers, confis-
cation of land, demolition of homes and dis-
placement of Palestinian civilians, in violation
of international humanitarian law and relevant
resolutions.”

It clearly called on Israel to cease all set-
tlement activity.

Settlements expand

Yet still the settlements expand. Earlier
this year, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu made a string of announcements
over Israel’s intention to build thousands of
new settler homes in the West Bank — a “con-
struction binge” according to the Associated
Press.
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Meanwhile, in March, Netanyahu
announced Israeli government plans to build
a wholly new settlement in the West Bank
as “compensation” to settlers removed from
another settlement in February.

Where does this leave countries like
Britain? Britain is officially opposed to Israel’s
settlements program, with Foreign Secretary
Boris Johnson recently “strongly condemning”
them as “contrary to international law.”

Under the Geneva Conventions, following
a military conflict an occupying force is pro-
hibited from transferring the local population
within or out of an occupied territory and is
categorically prohibited from moving its own
civilians in (as stated in the fourth Geneva con-
vention, article 49).

An occupation, by definition, is meant to be
temporary. Not only has Israel serially ignored
this, it’s moved people wholesale, with some
50,000 Palestinian homes and other buildings
destroyed to make way for tens of thousands of
settler apartments, businesses, fields and settler-
only roads.

Meanwhile, nearly five million Palestinians
now face daily restrictions on their movements,
forced to navigate a bewildering network of
militarised security checkpoints, watchtowers
and “closed military areas.”

Injustice

My own visits to the West Bank, including
East Jerusalem, have brought home to me the
searing injustice of all this.

Palestinian families are forced to queue for

hours to pass through checkpoints. There are
chronic water shortages for Palestinian farm-
ers, yet abundant water for settler crops whose
growers even build and fill numerous residen-
tial swimming pools as they become prosperous
from this fertile land

This month marks 50 years since Israel’s
occupation of the Palestinian territories began.
It’s turned into a prolonged occupation charac-
terised by a determined land-grab dressed up as
a supposed “security” response.

Fifty years of international condemnation
hasn’t deterred Israel in the slightest. It’s time
for Britain and other countries around the world
to implement new measures. These should
include an international ban on importing goods
and services from Israel’s illegal settlements.
No foreign business should be allowed to oper-
ate there or trade with Israeli businesses oper-
ating there

Back in the supermarket, it shouldn’t be
down to individual shoppers to check whether
the oranges they buy in their local shops are
tainted goods grown on stolen Palestinian land
with stolen water. They shouldn’t be on our
shelves in the first place.

A British ban on settlement goods would be
an important first step in dealing with the his-
toric injustice of the Israeli settlement project.
Morning Star &
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