G

The Workers’ Weekly

COMMUNIST PARTY OF AUSTRALIA

Anna Pha

Ever since its election in September 2013
the Abbott/Turnbull government, with
the backing of its employer mates, have
pursued a union-bashing agenda. Each
new piece of legislation has robbed work-
ers and their trade unions of basic rights
once taken for granted. Last week Unions
Australia launched a campaign to Change
the Rules, to give trade unions and work-
ers the basic means to defend and fight for
their rights.

The rules being referred to include the
Fair Work Act (FWA), the legislation behind
the Australian Building and Construction
Commission (ABCC) and the secondary
boycott provisions in Sections 45D & E of
Competition and Consumer Act.

Unions have been hit with massive pen-
alties, in some instances a million dollars or
more. Workers increasingly face intimidation,
penalty rates have been cut, jobs casualised,
wages frozen or cut, and the right to strike is
virtually illegal.

This legislation needs ripping up. We
need to replace these bad laws with a new Act
guaranteeing workers and trade unions their
basic rights. There is no way that they can be
“fixed”. The underlying premise on which they
are built, the restriction of trade union rights
and action, needs to be replaced by pro-union
provisions.

Five new bills for bad laws

As long as a trade union that fights for its
members exists, the government on behalf of
employers will not let up. It has five more bills
before Parliament to add to the raft of union-
bashing legislation.

These bills directly attack trade unions and
their industry superannuation funds — workers’
retirement savings.

The first of the superannuation bills abol-
ishes equal representation of employer and
trade union representatives with an inde-
pendent chair on the board of industry funds.
Instead, there is a requirement that at least one
third of the board members be “independent”
with appropriate expertise — read from banks
and insurance companies.

Not one shred of evidence is provided as
to how that would “improve governance”. The
industry funds consistently outperform the for-
profit, retail funds with their higher fees and
poorer investment outcomes: Those are gov-
erned by the self-same financial “independent
experts”.

There is no attempt to dictate to the boards
of bank-owned superannuation funds, despite
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numerous instances of mismanagement and
fee-gouging coming to light.

Banks poor governance

Most recently it was revealed that ANZ
have to pay an extra $10.5 million to 160,000
customers after it was found that they had
incorrectly processed member superannuation
contributions.

The Commonwealth Bank had to repay
over $100 million for fees charged for advice
where it was not provided. ANZ has also been
paying out for fees charged but no service pro-
vided. NAB has also been paying back money.
And so it goes, on and on.

This is what the government calls “good
governance”.

The real aim is to hand over the billions of
dollars of workers’ savings to for-profit, com-
mercial interests. These are the same outfits
that are presently appearing before the bank-
ing Royal Commission and admitting their fail-
ure to provide financial advice that their clients
have paid for.

It will be business as usual if they get their
grubby hands on workers’ retirement savings.

Another bill removes the right of unions to
collectively bargain for a single superannua-
tion fund.

“Ensuring Integrity Bill”

Under the provisions of this dishonestly
named bill, the Federal Court could prohibit
officials from holding office if they contra-
vene a range of industrial and other relevant
laws, are found in contempt of court, repeat-
edly fail to stop their organisation from break-
ing the law or are otherwise not a “fit and
proper person” to hold office in a registered
organisation.

This could immediately be applied to a

large number of trade union officials who
might have “done” as little as fail to stop work-
ers walking off the job after a fatal workplace
accident.

The Court could cancel the registration of
a trade union for repeated breaches of a range
of industrial and other laws by the organisa-
tion or its members and the taking of obstruc-
tive “unprotected” (meaning illegal) industrial
action by a substantial number of members.

Unions would be obliged to pass a “public
interest” test taking into account such matters
as compliance with industrial law, before being
permitted to amalgamate.

ILO Conventions

The Change the Rules campaign is an
important step in defending the rights of
unions, not only to represent their members,
but as a part of a wider strategy for the survival
of the trade union movement. This includes the
defeat of the new rules before Parliament.

We need to throw the laws out. We need
to replace them with new laws that meet
International Labour Organisation (ILO) stand-
ards, as a bare minimum.

The ILO’s conventions include Freedom
of Association and Protection of the Right to
Organise (No 87) and the Right to Organise
and Collective Bargaining (No 98). The ILO’s
position on the right to strike is clear.

In 1957, the International Labour
Conference — which provides guidelines for
ILO policy — adopted a resolution concerning
the abolition of anti-trade union legislation in
member states. This resolution included a call
for the adoption of “laws ... ensuring the effec-
tive and unrestricted exercise of trade union
rights, including the right to strike, by the
workers.”

In other words the right to strike is

considered by the ILO to be basic right.
Without it workers cannot defend themselves.
Australia as a signatory to the conventions
has a legal obligation to enforce them. But
needless to say the government pays scant heed
to them. The ABCC and FWA run roughshod
over trade union and workers’ rights. They vir-
tually outlaw all industrial action, place severe
restrictions on the right of entry, on the ability
of trade unions to organise or negotiate enter-
prise agreements.
The Communist Party of Australia calls for
the following basic rights:
+ Independent Trade unions
* Legalisation of the right to strike
* Rights for workplace union representatives
* Right of entry for union officials to meet
with and recruit members
» Union representatives on company boards
elected by the workers
* Allow and protect rights to collective
bargaining
+ Full inspection rights to workplaces for
union officials.

Urgent action required

If you are not already a trade union
member then sign up now. Join the union
movement for change for the better, for higher
wages, secure jobs, improved working condi-
tions, safe workplaces and social justice.

To get a copy of the Australian Unions
campaign kit visit the resource centre on the
Australian Unions website:
www.australianunions.org.au/resourcecentre.
Contact key cross bench Senators and ask
them to vote against Turnbull and Cash'’s
anti-union laws and their attack on workers’
superannuation. Sign the petition on the
Australian Unions’ website to keep Michaelia
Cash out of our unions. &
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Time to end private school funding

The 1962 decision of the Menzies Liberal government to fund
near-bankrupt Catholic schools in Goulburn NSW had disastrous
consequences. Under current education policies the richest private
schools now receive lavish government cash handouts while public
schools struggle to make ends meet.

For example, last year NSW private schools received $3.3 billion
in federal funds, but public schools received only $2.2 billion, despite
having almost two thirds of the state’s students.

This year 21 wealthy private schools in Sydney will receive $19.1
million from the Commonwealth and $31.8 million from the state.
Loaded with cash, 23 Sydney private schools spent $141.9 million
on capital works in 2016. Seven of them plan to spend $365 million
constructing an orchestra pit, a five-storey innovation centre, theatres,
aquatic centres and lavish sporting facilities.

In 2016 Scots College’s income was $66.4 million, including $7
million in federal and state funding. It now plans to rebuild its library
to resemble a Scottish castle, for $25 million!

In 2016 Knox Grammar’s total income was $89.4 million. It re-
ceived $9.5 million from federal and state governments, and between
2014 and 2016 its capital works expenditure was $64 million.

In glaring contrast, in 2016 the total income of Knox’s neighbour,
Turramurra Public High School, was just over $14.6 million and it
could only spend $143,420 on capital works. The current maintenance
backlog in NSW public schools is $570 million.

The former Gillard government’s Gonski education review estab-
lished the Schooling Resource Standard (SRS). This comprises the
level of recurrent funding needed by a school to support its students
with minimal educational disadvantage, allowing for other factors
including students with disabilities. the school’s location and its
income from non-government sources. But some states disagreed
with the scheme, and until last year all governments have ensured
that private school funding would not be cut. The rate of funding
for private schools in Victoria, Queensland, South Australia and
Western Australia fell slightly last year, but it’s still rising in NSW.

The Turnbull government has increased its spending on private
schools by $238 million per annum. Three in every five dollars con-
tributed by the federal government now goes to private schools. The
government will now supply 80 percent of the private schools SRS.
But public schools will only get 20 percent; the states will have to
find the rest.

In 2016, thanks to $6.5 million from the federal government, plus
$2.6 million from the state, private school Loretto Kirribilli in Sydney
received 278.47 percent of its SRS, compared with the average public
school, which receives only 83 percent of its SRS!

Since 2016 schools with disabled students have been able to claim
a higher SRS than previously. The definition of disability has been
changed, and school authorities rather than doctors may now assess
the nature and extent of a student’s disability. After these changes
were made in 2016, the number of disabled students in Victorian
independent schools rose from 2.5 to 12.7 percent.

Under the government’s modified funding scheme (“Gonski 2.0”),
nine Melbourne private schools will receive $9 million more than
they would have under the original scheme because of differences in
determining their SRS. Changing the estimated SRS of Melbourne’s
Lauriston Grammar resulted in an increase in its funding entitle-
ment that was ten times greater than it would have been under the
original scheme.

Three quarters of students at Australia’s rich private schools
come from the wealthiest quarter of the nation’s families, and only
one percent from the least wealthy. Most private schools have no
Aboriginal students.

About one third of low social-economic and remote area students
fail to achieve minimum international standards in reading, maths
and science. They’re three to four years of learning behind students
from high socio-economic status backgrounds. The public schools
they attend struggle to meet rising costs. Their chronic shortages of
teachers and educational materials are among the worst in OECD
countries.

The Gonski scheme assumes that public funding should be pro-
vided to private schools to assist their students. But no other developed
nations provide funding on the same scale as Australia. In the US
hardly any private schools receive funding.

The taxpayer money currently being poured into wealthy private
schools should be used to construct new public education facilities,
including accommodation for students from private schools likely
to close if they lose government funding. Public funding of private
education is another source of great social injustice. We must phase
it out — and the sooner the better.

PRESS FUND

The Federal Court has ruled that archived letters between former
Governor-General Sir John Kerr and the Queen were “personal”
and can’t be released even though they relate to the dismissal of the
Whitlam government. What a disgrace! The nation can’t examine
its own history because the judge says the legal issues involved
don’t require consideration of the public interest! Kerr stipulated
the documents weren’t to be released until 2027, and even then the
reigning British monarch could veto their release. The history of
the nation belongs to its people, and we’re determined to bring

it to you, but we need Press Fund contributions so please send in
something for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to
last week’s supporters, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $10, MM $10, A P $25, “Rough Red” $5,
“Round Figure” $10, D White $20

This week’s total: $80 Progressive total: $1,270

Venezvuela!
Pacha Guzman visit to Perth

Vinnie Molina

Pacha Guzman of the Bolivar &
Zamora Revolutionary Current
visited Perth on March 12-15 as
part of her Australian tour. The
tour was organised by the Latin
American Solidarity Network,
LASNET and supported by
several organisations including
the Embassy of the Bolivarian
Republic of Venezuela and the
Communist Party of Australia,
CPA.

Pacha was welcomed by the CPA
Perth branch on Monday March 12
where she shared her experiences
from Venezuela and explained the
challenges faced by the Bolivarian
Revolution. She encouraged our
comrades to monitor the situation
in her homeland and warned about
the United States’ interference in the
internal affairs of Venezuela and the
Latin American region.

The next day Pacha addressed
a public meeting at Politics in the
Pub Perth, she shared her first-hand

experience of the Bolivarian
Revolution. Pacha took the oppor-
tunity to also launch an agricultur-
al-school project that will benefit
around 500 families in food produc-
tion. She invited those present to
visit Venezuela and see for them-
selves the internal situation and out-
lined opportunities for sharing work
experience and skills.

Pacha ended the public meeting
by calling on the international soli-
darity to defend the gains of the rev-
olution that is benefiting the people
of Venezuela.

On March 13 Pacha visited an
urban community Permaculture farm
that runs on volunteer labour before
checking out the annual sculptures
by the sea event and then visiting
Solidarity Park.

Solidarity Park was founded
in 1997 during the “Third Wave
Campaign”, when the state Liberal
government introduced legislation
that would significantly restrict the
ability of unions to protect members
and the general community from
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unfair and exploitative employment
practices.

On April 29, 1997, over 35,000
unionists and community support-
ers marched on Parliament House to
demand the scrapping of these unjust
laws. The government rejected this
demand. So, on May 1 — May Day
— the site was pegged and legally
claimed by unionists under the pro-
visions of the Mining Act.

Originally called the Workers’
Embassy, the site was renamed
Solidarity Park in July 1997 and is
still a focal point for workers protest-
ing unfair labour laws.

Guzman rounded out her visit
to WA to attend the CFMEU WA
branch monthly general meeting at
Trades Hall. Pacha gave an impas-
sionate message of solidarity to
construction workers in Australia
who are the target of the Turnbull
government.

She called for workers of both
countries to work together in solidar-
ity against the system of oppression
that exploits workers. &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

The meaning of peace is the absence of opposition to socialism.

Karl Marx

Sydney

Annual Nakba
Commemoration
Dr Ramzy Baroud

Coalition for Justice and Peace in Palestine will present our annual Nakba
commemoration this year which is the 70th anniversary of the Nakba.

7 pm Wednesday May 16

NSW Parliament Macquarie Street Sydney

SPEAKER: Dr. Ramzy Baroud, a widely published and translated author, an
internationally syndicated columnist and editor of the PalestineChronicle.com.

coalitionforpalestine.org
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Treatly, sovereignty,

avionomy

Forum on Constitutional Recognition of First Nations People
David Malcolm Justice Centre, Perth

Richard Titelius

On May 26, 2017, Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islanders from
across the country delivered the
Uluru Statement from the Heart
to the Australian people and the
following month on June 30, the
Referendum Council delivered
its Final Report to the Prime
Minister Malcolm Turnbull and
Leader of the Opposition Bill
Shorten both of whom poured
cold water on the Statement and
Final Report.

The government and corpo-
rate media made statements which
suggested the Statement and Final
Report was divisive and did not
reflect the will of the majority of
Australian people.

Nine months later the Bingham
Centre for the Rule of Law,
University of Western Australia
Law School, and the Constitutional
Centre of WA held a forum at which
a panel comprised of learned men
and women to discuss progress so
far and the direction for the future,
attended by over 80 people.

The panel comprised of Robert
French, AC former Chief Justice of
the High Court of Australia; Wayne
Martin AC, Chief Justice of Western
Australia; Professor Megan Davis,
Pro Vice Chancellor Indigenous
& Professor of Law, University of
NSW; Associate Professor Sarah
Murray, Deputy Head of UWA
School of Law; and Dr Ambellin
Kwaymullina UWA School of Law,

creative writer and facilitator of
strategies for Aboriginal people.

Professor Richard Walley deliv-
ered the Welcome to Country and a
song to initiate proceedings which
was followed by the delivery of
the opening remarks by Robert
French who observed the absence of
Aboriginal men and women at the
original Constitutional Convention
which established the Australian
nation and the constitution which
would establish the legal framework
for the nation which would be built,
“a legal and factual myth” - that the
land was empty before the English
arrived, or Terra Nullius.

No treaty was entered into with
the Aboriginal people. What fol-
lowed was the tragic living condi-
tions of many First nations people
and also their “overrepresentation in
our courts and prisons.”

Martin added that although
Constitutional change has been dif-
ficult to achieve in Australia, the
people and government owed it to
the Aboriginal people to try includ-
ing the establishment of a body
within the Australian parliament - a
Makarrata Commission which would
progress treaty negotiations and take
responsibility for truth telling. Such
bodies, added Martin, are not with-
out precedent and exist currently
in New Zealand, Finland, Norway,
Canada, and Sweden.

While the Turnbull government
has said they do not accept or reject
the proposal, they saw it as undesir-
able claiming it created the spectre

From the Archives

The Socialist, May 1977
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of a third chamber of parliament and
the concept was divisive and would
not be accepted by the majority of
Australian — though a recent survey
suggested at least 60% of people
supported the idea.

Professor Megan Davis
remarked that the Uluru Statement
about Aboriginal recognition was
itself seven years in the making. She
said Aboriginal people have always
“rejected the minimalist approach to
constitutional recognition and in a
post-ATSIC world has seen biparti-
sanship (between Liberal and Labor)
lock Aboriginal people out of the
discussions.”

Davis added, “Recognition is
a complex issue which can mean
many things including treaty, sov-
ereignty and autonomy.” Davis,
who attended the Constitutional
Convention at Uluru, said that
before a referendum goes to the
Australian people (on Aboriginal
recognition in the Constitution), the
Aboriginal people have to agree to
the context of the changes. What
happened at Uluru was a difficult
process in which participants were
asked to suspend their disbelief in
order to have discussions about
reform. Davis believes a voice or

dialogue with the Australian par-
liament is necessary to achieve the
aims of the Uluru Convention.

The next speaker, Sarah Murray,
noted that the Uluru Statement is
about “breaking the torment of
powerlessness” and that the three
principal objections of the recom-
mendation to establish a Makarrata
Commission were disingenuous;
those objections being that it would
violate the principle of equality,
was divisive, and that constitutional
reform was difficult if not impossible
to achieve.

However, Murray said there
needs to be a willingness to trust
the people which was demonstrat-
ed in the 1967 referendum where a
no case was not even presented. The
Uluru Statement demands a con-
stitutional referendum be put in a
similar way, one that the Australian
people would support the initia-
tive. To have this endorsement
from the Australian people would
amount to a fuller expression of our
nationhood.

The final speaker, Dr Ambellin
Kwaymullina, is a Palyku woman
from the Pilbara region of WA who
observed, as other speakers had,
the federal government’s failure to

Sydney
20th Anniversary of the Patrick Lockout

Celebrate our historic victory over the Howard Government and Patricks in their conspiracy against the Maritime Union of
Australia. We won as a family of unionists and community and we will celebrate as a working class family.

Join us for a family friendly day of acivities, history and celebration with Veterans of the lockout and todays
beneficiaries of the struggle for a unionised waterfront.

embrace the Uluru Statement. This
meant if you were waiting for the
government to do something (includ-
ing a Labor government) you may be
waiting a long time.

Kwaymullina spoke of there
being much which needed to be
done to change attitudes of “set-
tler Australia” and “settler culture”
in order to achieve the changes in
laws necessary to gain the condi-
tions of change which Aboriginal
people were looking for both in
the Australian Constitution and
the establishment of a Makarrata
Commission.

However, the Uluru Statement
asked the Australian people to “walk
with us on our journey”.

The Communist Party of
Australia supports the calls by the
Referendum Council for a Makarrata
Commission and Constitutional rec-
ognition which includes progress
towards a treaty. This was neces-
sary as the original constitutional
convention which established the
current constitution did not consult
Aboriginal people and it was time,
as Associate Professor Murray indi-
cated, “To reset the Constitution to
allow such an opportunity”. &

Saturday April 7

From midday at M Club — Car Malabar Rd & Mons Ave Maroubra
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pari-time truckies

New safeguards for part-time
truck drivers mean employers
will be forced to pay financial
penalties if drivers on part-time
arrangements work full-time
hours, to ensure part-time work
is not used as a way for not paying
drivers full-time work benefits,
such as annual leave, superannua-
tion and allowances.

Transport Workers’ Union (Vic/
Tas) secretary John Berger said the
decision would protect a group of
workers — being part-time employ-
ees — who had for too long been
abused by employers across a range
of industries.

“We had no intention whatso-
ever of this trend becoming ram-
pant across the trucking industry and
we welcome any decision that will
help protect TWU members and help
keep the roads safer,” Berger said.

“However, this is just one bat-
tlefront in the long, continuous war
we are waging to ensure every class
of truck driver, whether company
employees or part of a supply chain,
in every industry can drive safely
and without pressure, can properly
maintain their vehicles, that those at
the top of the supply chain are held
accountable and that the roads are as
safe as we can possibly make them.”

TWU national assistant secretary
Michael Kaine said, “NatRoad were
chancing their arms trying to bring
in part-time work so they could pay
drivers less.

“The Commission agreed with
the TWU that this would leave driv-
ers ‘vulnerable to abuse’. It backed
our safeguards which will allow
drivers transitioning to retirement to
reduce their workload while ensuring
that drivers working full-time hours

CPA

get full-time pay and benefits,” he
said.

Drivers working part-time can
only work a maximum of three
days per week in a roster set down
and agreed in writing at the time of
engagement. Any deviation from
this schedule will mean employers
have to pay drivers a 15% loading
on either the cent per kilometre or
hourly driving rate.

“Another attempt by NatRoad to
rip drivers off has been foiled. This
organisation has no interest in hold-
ing wealthy retailers and manufac-
turers at the top of the supply chain
to account for financially squeezing
transport operators. It is only inter-
ested in stealing from the most vul-
nerable part of the industry — the
drivers. It will not get away with
this,” Kaine added.

Last year the Commission
warned about the attempt to bring in
part-time work without safeguards.

“We accept the submission of the
TWU that the provision proposed by
the Ai Group would be vulnerable
to abuse and could be used in a way
which undermined the already lim-
ited minimum terms and conditions
of the Long Distance Award,” the
Commission stated.

“This potential for abuse must
be given significance because the
long distance road transport indus-
try is characterised by intense com-
petition, commercial pressure from
supply chains and a high degree of
award non-compliance.”

The Commission saw through
the application for part-time work by
some employer groups: “An employ-
er could be employed on a nominally
part-time basis but actually required
to perform full-time driving duties

Melbourne
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Contact: CPA Victoria for Tickets on 9639 1550
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on the cents-per-kilometre rate.
The driver would be disadvantaged
because when the driver took leave
entitlements he or she would be paid
at only a pro-rated weekly minimum
rate, not the full weekly minimum
rate to which full-time drivers are
entitled.”

As a result, the Commission said
part time work could only be intro-
duced once adequate compensation
was given to drivers when working
extra hours. &
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Unforgiveable
attack on women

The Community and Public
Sector Union (CPSU) has called
on Minister Michaelia Cash to
resign over her threats against
women working in junior staff
positions at Parliament House.

Minister Cash made her unprec-
edented threat, to name women who
she had heard rumours about, during
an Estimates hearing last week.

CPSU national secretary Nadine
Flood said: “This is absolutely dis-
graceful behaviour from Michaelia
Cash and shows once again that she
is not a fit person to sit at the Cabinet
table. Senator Cash should resign
from her ministerial roles, and if
she doesn’t then the Prime Minister
should remove her.

“We’ve been speaking to CPSU
members who work at Parliament

and they absolutely feel under attack
from Michaelia Cash. This situa-
tion is above political allegianc-
es. These slurs are an insult to the
young women she threatened to drag
through the mud this morning, and
indeed an insult to all people work-
ing in Parliament.”

Flood pointed out that at a time
when women around the world are
saying #MeToo, refusing to stay
silent about sexual pressure, harass-
ment and assault in workplaces and
beyond, Michaelia Cash has gone
the other way by threatening to slur
a group of young women and that it
was grotesquely out of step.

“For this to come from a former
Minister for Women is shocking
even for a government that previ-
ously put Tony Abbott in that role.

Michaelia Cash should be standing
up for working women and ensur-
ing they’re treated with dignity and
respect but instead she’s threatening
to drag them into the gutter.

“How much baseless and
hurtful speculation will young
women working in Parliament now
endure because of the Senator’s
ill-judged outburst? How many
young women will now be afraid
to work at Parliament because they
may become targets of people like
Senator Cash?

“This is a terrible abuse of
Parliamentary privilege by Senator
Cash and an abuse of her power as a
senior government minister. For the
good of all working women, includ-
ing those working in our Parliament,
she must resign.” &

Palm Sunday Walk for Justice for Refugees

REFUGEE
ARE WELCOME

ADELAIDE | Victoria Square to Parliament House, 2pm
ARMIDALE | Central Park, 11am
BENDIGO | Rosalind Plaza, 12:30pm
BRISBANE | King George Square, 1pm
CANBERRA | Garema Place, 1pm
DARWIN | Nightcliff Foreshore, 5pm
DENMARK | Strickland Street, 11am
HOBART | Parliament House Lawns, 2pm
LAUNCESTON | Princes Square, 12:30pm Picnic, 2pm March

LENNOX HEAD | Ballina Rd bus shelter at north end of shopping centre, 11am
MARGARET RIVER | Reuter Park, 1pm
MELBOURNE | State Library, 2pm
NEWCASTLE | Wheeler Place, 3pm

PERTH | St George's Cathedral, Ipm
SYDNEY | Belmore Park, 2pm
TOWNSVILLE | Rock Pool The Strand, 4pm
WOLLONGONG | Crown St Mall (march to McCabe park for concert), 12pm

SUNDAY
25 MARCH

#EvacuateNow
#Justice4Refugees
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In January (#1809) the Guardian published an article from Socialist
Voice, the Communist Party of Ireland’s newspaper, entitled “The
wage system and the capitalist illusion.” The following is the first of
two parts by the same author on the nature of the exp|oit0tion of
labour. Part 2 will appear in next week’s Guardian.

Eoghan O’Neill

A worker being told they are get-
ting their equivalent wage relating
to their work is being held captive
by an illusion that in reality leads
to a non-equivalent exchange,
which is what the capitalist pays
to the worker in the form of wages
and what they keep as profits: the
surplus value.

The capitalist pays the worker a
wage out of their profits, categorised
as an expense; yet it is the worker
who generates the total value for the
owner in the first place. It’s at the
expense of the worker that the capi-
talist accumulates profits and wealth.

It’s like a baker baking a cake
in an oven that they don’t own. The
proceeds go to the owner, who then
decides what size slice is given back
to the baker. What they give to the
baker is only a portion of what the
baker actually created.

This shows in simple terms the
fact that wealth is created by labour,
but the product belongs to the capi-
talist; and through the laws, customs
and standards of the capitalist pri-
vate-ownership system this wealth is
appropriated and then divided. The
relative strength of labour will deter-
mine what portion of the wealth they
created they are able to keep.

If someone is making a profit,
then someone else is not getting their
equivalent or fair share for the work
they have done. As is in the case of
the baker, the cake being the total
value, the capitalist creates special
categories for appropriating and dis-
tributing the total value of the item
produced: the cake. It is they who get
to make the accountancy decisions,
cutting up the cake. Both have con-
tributed, but only one has put their
labour to work to create the finished
product, and only one gets to direct
the distribution of its total value.

The baker receives a slice for all
the work they did, knowing full well
that they created the cake but equally
knowing that without the means of
baking there wouldn’t be a cake. The
baker is rarely if ever given enough
pay to be able to purchase their own
oven and materials, for if they did,
the owner would become redundant;
and so the baker remains depend-
ent on the owner for their means of
subsistence.

We must remember that all the
baker needs is access to an oven and
the materials for creating the cake.
Who owns them has no bearing on
the actual production process, only
on the distribution of the total value
of the product after the process is
complete.

Celebrate May Day
Sunday May 6 - Fremantle Esplanade

You hear the argument that the
owner pays for all the means and
objects of labour — the kitchen, the
oven, the utensils, the ingredients,
etc — so the product should belong
to them. However, the owner is only
able to purchase these, and therefore
to maintain the worker’s dependence
on them, because of the very fact that
their exchange of labour to wages is
non-equivalent, an exploitation of
the worker in the first place.

It is the exploitation that has
already taken place that allows the
owner to purchase the materials and
objects of production that are used,
in the present and the future!

In reality, all workers require is
access to the means of production
to create the products that fulfil the
needs, wants and desires of citizens.
All subsidiary acts related to the
product, such as managing, distribu-
tion, marketing, etc, stem from the
work done in the actual production
process. If every worker had access
to their means of production, produc-
tion would take place, because needs
are a must. Who controls, owns,
directs and distributes those means
and objects of labour can vary. In
other words, there is no innate need
or natural law for private-ownership
structures, only a desire by those
who want to maintain their privi-
leges, who will utilise any and all
resources to maintain that privilege.

We are told that the entrepreneur
takes the means of production — land,
labour, and capital — and through
innovative design and development
sets about creating jobs, creating an
enterprise. We are told that the level
of wealth held by those who own the
majority share of private enterprise
receive it through hard work and
dedication. They say that they have
“earned” it. These people are so good
at their “work” that, according to the
Oxfam Wealth Report, “it takes just
four days for a CEO from one of the
top five global fashion brands to earn
what a Bangladeshi garment worker
will earn in her lifetime.” It wouldn’t
be lost on any of these CEOs that
in an exchange of equivalents this
would be impossible.

All things being equal, we make
exchanges that we consider to be
fair. You go to work and you earn a
wage or income, and with that you
set about your expenditure, which is
related to the level of income. This
in turn influences decisions on where
you live, what you eat, where you
shop, what car you drive or how you
commute, where you holiday, what
you purchase and so on. You consid-
er this to be a fair exchange and may
never question the system that exists.

Join UnionsWA to celebrate May Day
10:00 am — Kids entertainment, food and coffee to open
11:30 am — Sally McManus Speech and Working Voices Choir
11:50 am — Begin assembly
12 noon — 12:40 pm — March
2:00 pm — Event finishes

Australia
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“1t takes just four days for a CEO from
one of the top five global fashion brands
to earn what a Bangladeshi garment
worker will earn in her lifetime.”

However, as already discussed,
something entirely different takes
place within the exchange between a
worker and their boss that has a real
effect on these decisions. It defines
the level of wealth not only between
citizens but also between countries.
The uneven distribution of wealth is
reliant on it.

In mainstream economics it is
explained that the employer makes
marginal decisions on a variety of
things — what price to sell at, what
quantities to produce, whether to hire
another worker, the level of wages
and benefits paid out, the duration
of the contract — which ultimately
are ways of controlling the return of
maximum profit. However, the idea
of profit maximisation is not natu-
ral: it isn’t there from time imme-
morial; it is an idea of the capitalist
ruling class, just like private owner-
ship, whose interest it is to see profits
increase.

It is the ideas of the ruling class
that penetrate every household,
that are ingrained in our education
system, our culture and our values
that would have a majority of citi-
zens support or tolerate, on the local
and the national level, the idea of
privileged wealth.

Next week: We are the total value
Socialist Voice &

This year we will recognise the 20th anniversary of the 1998 Patricks Dispute and the ACTU Change The Rules campaign.
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Curse the Gun!
The Empty Place of Eddie *

Today the rain washes your blood
And wipes it from the pavement.
There remains only your sunny smile,
Your tall baseball bat

Leaning against the wall,

And your backpack full of books
Waiting for your shoulders.

Curse the hand that made the gun
Curse the hand that put it in the shop
And curse the hand that pulled the frigger!
| am cold and empty

Like the shell of a bullet

Because | know that your mother
Will not pass another school again
And will not sit on bleachers

In another baseball game

And will not open her empty oven

To heat fragrant tortillas

For your dinner.

Maijid Naficy

March 3, 2006

*Eddie Lopez a Santa Monica High School student was gunned down on Tuesday
February 28, 2006 at the 26th St and Pico Blvd. My son Azad knew him.
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Resistance to a dirly war
Syrian refugees are fleeing regime-change (Not Assad)

Jay Tharappel

Palm Sunday rallies used to be about pro-
testing war and demanding nuclear dis-
armament until the focus shifted over the
past many years towards championing the
rights of refugees. Yes, it is a humanitarian
necessity, but the greater task is to expose
and restrain the role played by the Anglo-
American alliance (including Australia) in
fuelling the proxy-wars that created the
vast majority of those who were made refu-
gees in the first place, but for that the con-
sciousness of the west needs to be weaned
off a saviour-complex that sees third-world
societies as comprised of “victims” who
need to be saved, and “tyrants” who need
to be defeated.

What those wars have in common with the
refugee rights movement is both are fuelled
by a neo-colonial saviour-complex that targets
and encourages westerners to think about ways
they can save people in third-world countries
from their own governments. When direct-
ed at Australia’s horrific mandatory deten-
tion regime, this saviour-complex serves a
worthy humanitarian purpose, however when
confronted with war-propaganda designed to
“manufacture consent” for regime-change, this
saviour-complex lends itself to backing covert
wars of aggression with great enthusiasm.

What needs to be understood and accepted
is that the refugee crisis over the course of the
past few years was caused, far less by people
fleeing oppressive governments, and far more
by the covert wars waged to topple the govern-
ments of their homelands.

In keeping with this saviour-complex, the
western corporate media presents the Syrian
war as a one-sided conflict between the gov-
ernment, derisively referred to as the “Assad
regime”, and ordinary civilians who we are
told are being killed, simply because they pro-
tested for democracy. The portrayal is one of
contrasting a cartoonish evil “tyrant” with an
insatiable desire for inflicting arbitrary evil,
against a homogenised mass of civilian victims
whose suffering is blamed on the failure of the
west to intervene.

None of this is logical for the simple
reason that in Syria, the driving force behind
the war is the attempt to militarily overthrow
the government, NOT the government resist-
ing that attempted overthrow. Therefore, the
demand that Syrian government to stop the war
on their end is to objectively aid the attempts
of anti-government forces to seize state power.
War is not an ideological contest over a spec-
trum of political beliefs, rather a struggle with
limited choices for those directly affected by it.
Therefore, the question of whether one “sup-
ports Assad” is entirely meaningless because
although many Syrians are critical of their
government, that doesn’t automatically mean
they’d support the armed overthrow of the state
by the actual forces attempting it. By that same
token, it makes no sense to claim that one sup-
ports the overthrow of the Syrian government
but NOT the forces that are attempting it.

Political forces

Who are those actual forces? From the
very beginning of the conflict in March 2011,
the war against the Syrian government has
been dominated by Islamic fundamental-
ists fighting to establish a theocracy inspired
by the Wahhabi movement that rules Saudi
Arabia. They espouse an ideology that rou-
tinely denounces the secular character of
the Syrian government, appeals to Sunni-
majoritarian chauvinism, calls for the mar-
ginalisation of religious minorities, and in the
case of the Shia Alawite community to which
the Syrian president belongs, calls for their
outright genocide, accusing them of being
“more disbelieving than the Christians and
Jews”, to quote the 14th century scholar Ibn
Taymiyyah whose works were revived by the
Wahhabi movement.

These forces waging war on the govern-
ment also threaten the secular freedoms that
women had won in Syria over many decades,

completely subjugating them in the areas they
control, forcing them to don the veil, and
reducing them to mere property. A recent UN
sponsored report on gender-based violence
titled ““Voices from Syria 2018” is dominated
by horrific accounts primarily from areas held
by anti-government Wahhabi militias. It found
that “in 66% of communities in Idleb” which is
almost entirely controlled by anti-government
forces, “adolescent girls are affected by child
marriage as well as 28% of girls below the age
of 127, and “observed girls below the age of
10 being married in Idleb governorate, includ-
ing marriage to foreign members of armed fac-
tions” (p. 116).

Throughout the war, the town of Kafranbel
gained prominence in the corporate media as
being emblematic of “free Syria” because of all
the photos from the town of men (suspicious-
ly no women) holding large English-language
banners, targeting western audiences, calling
for western intervention against the Syrian
government. However, in that same town,
according to that previously mentioned report,
“extremist groups impose more restrictive
rules for women and girls compared to before
the crisis”, which is why according to one girl
from that town, “we used to live comfortably,
and now we are monitored and have to wear a
veil and they stop us from leaving the house”.

According to an adolescent girl from that
same town, “girls get married at a young age
as when they are married young they cannot
get pregnant”. Unsurprisingly the report also
states that “religious authorities were report-
ed to be conducting the weddings”, implying
therefore that these disgusting practices, ille-
gal according to Syrian law, which sets a mini-
mum marriageable age of 17 for women, are
sanctioned by the Wahhabi militias controlling
these towns.

The corporate media constantly accuses
the Syrian government of targeting and bomb-
ing civilians, but what they rarely mention is
that civilians are barred from leaving by these
armed militias themselves. In November 2015,
Jaysh al Islam, one of the militias controlling
Eastern Ghouta, published videos showing
mostly women civilians being paraded around
in cages, used literally as human-shields, justi-
fying their actions as a deterrent to the national
army’s attempts to take back the area.

More recently this month, reporting for the
Independent, Patrick Cockburn interviewed
a man named Ghafour who lives in Eastern
Ghouta and sympathises with the insurgency
who said, “I tried to send my family out, but
the opposition militants prevent all families
leaving”. The article also cites a UN-sponsored
report which states that “women of all ages,
and children, reportedly continued to be for-
bidden by local armed groups from leaving
the area for security reasons”. The only reason
the article’s title blames “both sides” for “pre-
venting civilians escaping” is because men
living under siege are suspected of having
been former fighters, making them liable to be
interned, or conscripted by the national army.

External

Not only are the forces waging war against
the government far more reactionary than the
status quo, they’re also far more reliant on
external support than on internal discontent.
As early as September 2012 one of the co-
founders of Doctors Without Borders, Jacques
Beres, who had treated wounded anti-gov-
ernment fighters in Aleppo, stated that more
than 50 percent of them were foreigners — this
is coming from someone who can be seen in
videos online participating in protests in Paris
against the Syrian government.

Similarly, according to the Syrian
Observatory for Human Rights which is the
leading anti-government source, foreigners
are roughly half of the insurgent dead. Yes, the
Syrian government’s strength is also bolstered
by foreign volunteers, especially Hezbollah
and Iranian-backed militias, however there’s
no denying that the government is by far the
more indigenous force — the Syrian Arab Army
alone has lost around 100,000 soldiers, which
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The refugee crisis over the course of the past few years was caused, far less by people fleeing oppressive gove

the governments of their homelands.

is roughly at least a quarter of the total war
death-toll.

Observers of war may believe that a cer-
tain level of oppression justifies the armed
overthrow of the state in question, but that
doesn’t mean that the attempted armed over-
throw being witnessed was entirely caused
by that real or perceived oppression. This is
especially true of third-world countries with
a history of resisting colonialism and fighting
for their independence. For them the exter-
nal enemy is a genuine threat, whereas for the
former colonial powers of Europe and their set-
tler offshoots (like Australia), there is no exter-
nal enemy capable of overthrowing them. This
probably explains why the anarchist obsession
with toppling the state exists only in countries
that aren’t threatened by external powers.

Violent overthrow

All the evidence shows that attempts to
violently overthrow the Syrian government
are internally unpopular. Naturally the west-
ern corporate media scoffed at the 2014 presi-
dential election results in which the Bashar al
Assad won 88 percent of the vote with a 73
percent participation rate against two other
candidates. However, what cannot be denied
is that these results are entirely consistent with
the perception of those attempting to topple the
state, whose admissions cannot be accused of
being self-serving.

In November 2012, Rania Abouzeid,
reporting for Time magazine, quoted a Free
Syrian Army fighter saying, “the Aleppans
here, all of them, are loyal to the criminal
Bashar”. Two months later Reuters reporter
Yara Bayoumy interviewed a Free Syrian Army
militant in Aleppo who put “support for Assad
at 70 percent”.

For countries with powerful external ene-
mies, it is not inconceivable therefore that
external support to a minority among their pop-
ulation can magnify and multiply their abili-
ty to challenge the state. According to leaked
emails obtained by WikiLeaks, US and British
special forces were training fighters inside
Syria to fight the Syrian government as early
as 2011.

The CIA has spent at least US$1 billion on
“Syria-related operations” including the train-
ing of up to 10,000 fighters in Turkey, accord-
ing to the Washington Post. By May 2013,
Qatar had spent up to US$3 billion arming the
insurgency according to the Financial Times,
and in that same month, the European Union
had lifted their oil-sanctions on Syria making
it legal for European companies to buy oil from
al Nusra and Islamic State, thereby fuelling the
war on Syria via the theft of its resources.

Then there are the economic sanctions
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on Syria that have contributed to the 12-fold
devaluation of the Syrian currency, driving
up the price of food and medicine, making it
extremely difficult for Syrian refugees to send
remittances home to their families. For more
information about the sanctions, see “Break
the sieges? What about the economic siege on
Syria?” which I wrote for Al Masdar News in
September 2016.

Given all these external factors intended to
topple the government, the notion that refugees
are fleeing because of the Syrian government is
nothing more than a propagandistic distortion
popularised by an apparent poll conducted by
“The Syria Campaign” in 2015 claiming that
“70% of refugees are fleeing Assad”, however
this claim turned out to be fake news.

According to the poll’s actual raw data,
70 percent of the 889 respondents in Germany
said the Syrian military “was responsible” for
the fighting, but because the respondents could
choose multiple options, 74 percent also chose
anti-government militias. Similarly, 77 percent
said they feared arrest by the Syrian military,
but the figure was even higher for anti-govern-
ment militias at 82 percent.

It would therefore make even more sense
to claim that 74 percent of Syrians are flee-
ing anti-government militias, however that
wouldn’t suit the agenda of manufacturing
consent for a no-fly-zone over Syria — a euphe-
mism for a direct invasion targeting the Syrian
military and nuclear-armed Russia, and another
example of the neo-colonial saviour-complex
being weaponised to justify military aggres-
sion. For more information about this fake
news, see “How ‘The Syrian Campaign’ Faked
Its ©70% Fleeing Assad’ Refugee Poll” by Tim
Anderson, writing for Global Research.

The broad trend regarding refugees over
the course of the war is that Syrians have left
their homes when the government /oses terri-
tory (to the Islamists), and tend to return when
the government takes back that territory.

Internally displaced

When I travelled to the Syrian cities of
Damascus, Lattakia, and Tartous in July 2015
(when Islamic State was at the height of its ter-
ritorial control) everyone from local govern-
ment officials to ordinary citizens were of the
view that the populations of their cities had tri-
pled. This makes sense given that roughly half
the total number of Syrian refugees are inter-
nally displaced, and the overwhelming majori-
ty of them live in government-controlled cities.
In Lattakia this made complete visual sense
given the high number of cars with “Idlib” and
“Aleppo” number plates, residents even jok-
ingly referred to their city as “New Aleppo”.

However, after Aleppo was taken back by
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rnments, and far more by the covert wars waged to topple

the government in December 2016, people
started returning in droves as evidenced by a
report by the International Organisation for
Migration, which stated that in the following
year, between January and October 2017, “a
total of 714,278 internally displaced Syrians
returned to their places of origin within Syria”
— a movement largely explained by people
returning to parts of Aleppo that the govern-
ment had retaken.

In Australia like in other first-world coun-
tries, the persecution of refugees is an expen-
sive exercise intended to win votes by selling
fear of non-white foreigners who are blamed to
direct public attention away from genuine eco-
nomic problems, and does nothing to address
the original cause of the refugee outflow, exact-
ly because the actions of the United States and
its allies have contributed to the original cause,
politically, diplomatically, and militarily.

Australian weapons sales

Demanding that we accept responsibility
for taking in refugees caused by the policies
endorsed by our government is necessary but
not enough. We should demand an end to the
relentless demonisation of the Syrian govern-
ment, an end to the sale of Australian weapons
to Saudi Arabia (which are being used to pul-
verise Yemen for the apparent crime of actually
pulling off a popular revolution) and an end to
the crippling economic sanctions on Syria that
punish millions of ordinary people for refusing
to side with foreign powers wanting to topple
their government.

All the evidence shows that the forces
waging war against the Syrian government are
unpopular, reactionary, and infinitely more reli-
ant on external support than they are on inter-
nal discontent with the government. The reason
Syrian refugee flows have stabilised over the
past year is because the government is winning
the war, whereas had it been toppled, the result
would have been a failed state falling prey to a
direct military occupation.

This is exactly what happened in
Afghanistan after the Soviet-backed social-
ist government of President Najibullah was
overthrown in 1992 by warlords armed and
funded by the United States, Pakistan and
Saudi Arabia, who seized control of the coun-
try, massacring, raping and looting their way to
Kabul, completely levelling the capital city in
the process, causing an unprecedented outflow
of refugees that continues to this day, thereby
softening up the country for direct invasion by
the United States in 2001.

The only reason this history hasn’t repeat-
ed itself in Syria is because of the sheer deter-
mination of the Syrian people to resist the most
well-funded dirty-war in modern history. @
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engaging in combat”
UK has Al Saud’s back in Yemen war

Dan Glazebrook

London was not a coincidental choice of
Saudi Arabia’s new Crown Prince for his
first official visit to the Western world. The
UK has been deeply involved in the brutal
war the Saudis are waging on Yemen. When
it began three years ago this month, the
then-foreign minister Philip Hammond
explained that Britain’s policy was to sup-
port the war “in every practical way short
of engaging in combat.”

He has been true to his word. Since then,
not only has Britain licensed over US$8.3 bil-
lion worth of military equipment, but has sup-
plied no less than 166 personnel to assist the
Saudi arms forces, including several officers
deployed in the air-force control room, advis-
ing on targeting. Britain provides training to
Saudi air-force pilots and battlefield skills
to Saudi infantry — including, it was recent-
ly revealed, training specifically tailored to
Yemeni terrain. On the diplomatic front, the
UK has repeatedly used its position on the UN
Security Council to block UN investigations
into war crimes committed by the Saudi-led
coalition, much to the disgust of many of its
European partners. In sum, Yemen is being
destroyed by British-made missiles, dropped
from British planes, by British-trained pilots.

As the eminent international lawyer
Philippe Sands QC told a UK parliament select
committee, — as the UK government contin-
ues to do — “that the United Kingdom is not
involved” in the Yemen war. This involvement
is not limited to mere support, however, what
is becoming increasingly clear is that Britain
is playing a leading role in the war’s strategic
direction.

In late 2016, the “Yemen Quartet” was set
up — a ministerial-level grouping of the four
main powers responsible for the war — the UK,
the US, the KSA, and the UAE. Their meet-
ings have been sporadic, but over the past four
months, they have become much more fre-
quent, usually at Britain’s behest. But what
is particularly noteworthy is that every single
major strategic shift in the war’s execution in
recent months has coincided with a meeting of
the Quartet called by Boris Johnson. Clearly,
the Foreign Office mandarins responsible for
planning the Yemen war have been working
overtime.

Last November 29, Theresa May was in
Riyadh, meeting with King Salman. At the

same time, Johnson was hosting a meeting of
the Quartet, attended by the foreign ministers
of the UAE and Saudi Arabia, along with the
US under-secretary of state. That very day, the
forces of former president Ali Abdullah Saleh
turned on their erstwhile allies in the Houthi-
led Ansar Allah movement in what was her-
alded as the most significant shift in the war
to date.

A few days later, on December 2, Saleh
announced his formal defection to the Saudis,
a move immediately followed by the launch-
ing of a new offensive aimed at the Houthi-
held port city of Hodeidah under the auspices
of a newly created military alliance between
the UAE and the Saudis. Saleh’s defection
was supposed to tip the balance against the
Houthis, but his assassination two days later
left his forces in disarray, allowing the Houthis
to more firmly secure the areas under their
control.

Nevertheless, the move had clearly been
well coordinated with the powers waging war
on Yemen, with intense Saudi airstrikes imme-
diately launched in support of Saleh’s move
against the Houthis. Meanwhile, the Saudis
wanted to know that the offensive on Hodeidah
— which had been vigorously opposed by aid
agencies as likely to create a famine, and had
even been blocked by President Obama when
suggested the previous year — had the blessing
of their Anglo-American sponsors.

The simultaneous meetings in London
and Riyadh were precisely such a demonstra-
tion of that support. Less than two weeks after
this meeting, and just four days into the new
Red Sea offensive, Boris Johnson was in Abu
Dhabi, discussing the Yemen war with the most
powerful figures in Saudi Arabia and the UAE,
their Crown Princes Mohammad bin Salman
and Mohammad bin Zayed, followed by anoth-
er meeting of the Quartet.

On January 23, the Quartet met again, this
time in Paris, and again at the instigation of
Boris Johnson. This came hot on the heels of
the UN’s humanitarian response plan published
three days earlier, which explained that the
war had driven a further one million people to
brink of famine since last year (leaving a total
of eight million facing extreme malnutrition),
and pushed another 3.5 million to dependence
on aid, reaching a total of over 22 million —
three-quarters of the population.

Clearly a PR offensive was going to be
necessary. The groundwork had already been

laid by the Saudi’s “Yemen Comprehensive
Humanitarian Operations” plan, announced to
the media the day before the Quartet meeting
by a British PR company made up of former
employees of the disgraced Bell Pottinger. The
plan, which proposes to tighten up the block-
ade of Houthi-controlled ports — a blockade
which is already helping to starve 130 chil-
dren to death every day — essentially dresses
up new war crimes as nothing more than heart-
felt philanthropy.

Just three weeks later, on February 15,
Johnson called another meeting of the Quartet
— attended for the first time by US Secretary
of State Rex Tillerson. This meeting occurred
as coalition forces had been making slow
but steady progress through Hodeidah prov-
ince and were poised to take their battle to
Hodeidah city itself. Once again, such a devas-
tating move for the Yemeni population meant
all four powers sought reassurance that the
planned slaughter had the blessing of all the
others at the highest governmental level.

The following day, the UK put forward
a motion to the Security Council praising
Saudi Arabia and the UAE for their humani-
tarian efforts in Yemen, and on February 20,
the Emirati press announced that the push on
Hodeidah city would begin within days, to be
led by Saleh’s nephew. The four protagonists
were united in their plans to intensify the stran-
gulation of the Yemeni people.

The reasons for this deep British determi-
nation to wage war on Yemen go back over a
century, when Britain decided to help the Saudi
family secure their rule of the peninsula in the
knowledge that their sectarianism and lack of
popular legitimacy would make them forev-
er dependent on outside colonial support. The
one potential thorn in the side of this plan has
always been Yemen, whose population out-
number those of every other country on the
peninsula put together, and whose historic civ-
ilisation appears to give the Sauds an inferior-
ity complex.

The British have always understood that
an independent Yemen is the greatest threat to
Western domination of the Arab peninsula, and
have consistently sought to smash the possi-
bility every time it rears its head. Last week’s
meeting shows that even the obliteration of the
entire country is deemed acceptable in pursuit
of this goal.

RT — Russia Today &

Theresa May meeting with King Salman.
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Torture advocate as

Secretary of State

Mark Gruenberg

WASHINGTON - Pleasing few
people but himself, President
Donald Trump dumped Secretary
of State Rex Tillerson in an early-
morning tweet on March 13,
replacing him with CIA Director
Michael Pompeo, a former
Kansas right-wing congressman,
foe of the Iran nuclear deal and
past advocate of torture of alleged
“terrorists.”

“We were not really thinking
the same,” Trump said of Tillerson,
the former ExxonMobil CEO, at a
planeside Q & A before flying to Los
Angeles. “With Mike Pompeo, we
really have a very similar thought
process. I think it’ll go very well.”

If the Senate, now barely con-
trolled by the Republicans, 51-49,
confirms Pompeo in the State
Department’s top job, he would be at
least the fourth former military man
in the Trump administration’s upper
echelons. The others include chief of
staff John Kelly, Defence Secretary
James Mattis and national security
advisor HR McMaster (all generals).

Pompeo, a West Point graduate,
served as a cavalry officer during the
late stages of the Cold War, patrol-
ling the Berlin Wall. After serving
the required minimum of five years,
Pompeo returned to Kansas, where
he founded Thayer Aerospace before
leaving that for the oil field equip-
ment business.

The “similar thought process”
Trump cited in Pompeo’s favour
includes using torture to get infor-
mation. Pompeo’s shifting stance
on that produced most of the
Democratic opposition when Trump
named him CIA chief last year.

And after taking over the CIA,
Pompeo disagreed with his agency’s

assessment that Russia interfered in
the 2016 US presidential election. He
agrees with Trump, who steadfastly
denies such interference.

Pompeo’s “similar thought
process” also includes dumping
the Obama administration’s agree-
ment to curb Iran’s nuclear weap-
ons development. During his years
in Congress, Pompeo spoke some-
times on defence issues but rarely
on foreign policy. The exception was
the Iran deal, where he was an out-
spoken opponent. So is right-wing
Israeli Prime Minister Benyamin
Netanyahu. So is Trump. Tillerson
wasn’t. Trump cited that disagree-
ment in firing Tillerson.

Pompeo’s views on torture,
which violates international law, also
may be in line with Trump’s.

While Trump fired Tillerson, the
former oil exec may not be entire-
ly out. “I’m really getting close to
having the Cabinet and other things
that I want but I think Mike Pompeo
will be a truly great Secretary of
State,” Trump said. He then praised
Tillerson’s service before adding:
“I’ll be speaking to him over a long
period of time.”

Pompeo has taken no stand on
another issue that vexes Trump’s
foes and foreign policy analysts:
the hollowing-out of the State
Department and the downgrading of
diplomacy as a way to solve disputes
and manage foreign relations.

Trump proposed, and Tillerson
pushed, huge cuts in the career dip-
lomatic corps. Those cuts are already
occurring, as foreign service officers
—up to and including US ambas-
sadors to key countries, such as
Mexico and Korea — have jumped
over the side.

The American Foreign Service
Association, the “union” for the
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Pompeo's views on torture, which violates international law, also may be in line with Trump's.

career diplomats, has protested the
cuts. It has taken no position, yet,
on Trump’s replacement of Tillerson
with Pompeo. However, former
top State Department official Max
Bergmann, writing “This is how
diplomacy dies” in Politico last year,
describes walking empty halls and
offices with nobody in them.

At a retirement party for one
diplomat during Tillerson’s reign,
“I made the rounds and spoke with
usually buttoned-up career officials”
from all over the agency and “no one
held back.”

“To a person, I heard the State
Department was in ‘chaos,’ ‘a disas-
ter,” ‘terrible,’ the leadership ‘totally
incompetent.’ ... The deconstruction
was literally visible. Furniture from
now-closed offices crowded the
hallways.”

One once-bustling office, headed
by a woman veteran foreign service
officer, “had just one person there,
keeping on the lights.” The woman
had been forced to quit. “This is how
diplomacy dies, not with a bang, but
with a whimper.”

The replacement of Tillerson

by Pompeo “looks like we’re at the
early stages of a major reshuffle of
personnel” in the Trump adminis-
tration, said Thomas Wright, direc-
tor of US government studies at the
Brookings Institution, a respected
think-tank.

“The big-picture question is
‘Does this result in a team change
that enables’” Trump, he added.
“The last team was more able in con-
taining him.”

People’s World &

Guns, discrimination and racism

Jonita Davis

In the aftermath of the school shooting
in Parkland, Florida on February 15,
President Trump announced efforts to arm
teachers in the classroom as a means of
curtailing the number of mass shootings in
American schools. This misguided attempt
at a solution flows from the even more defi-
cient conservative thinking that more guns
will fix the nation’s rampant gun violence
problem. In the so-called mission for safety,
it would appear, not surprisingly, the safety
of Black children is being overlooked. If
teachers are armed, it will put the lives of
Black students at a great risk due to the
discrimination and racism they face in the
education system.

That truth is, due to systemic oppression
and racism, Black students experience greater
discrimination and disciplinary targeting in the
education system than their white counterparts.
This has resulted in one too many incidents of
teachers displaying bias against Black students,
especially Black boys, to the point that many
even fear their students. The idea that there
is implicit bias from white teachers towards
Black students is not news to Black people or
other communities of colour.

Yet those removed from the Black com-
munity, along with white politicians who are
deeply funded by the NRA, have attempted to
rebut that knowledge — worse, they have begun
to ignore it as their lobby dollars turn into laws
arming teachers.

Yes, that idiotic notion is close to

becoming law in at least three states at the time
of this reporting. Florida, Oklahoma, and South
Dakota are in the process of approving legisla-
tion that explicitly arms teachers or makes it
easier for teachers to carry concealed weapons
into the classroom. This is being done despite
the protests — sit-ins, walk-outs, marches, and
petitions — spearheaded by school kids all over
the country.

Dangerous legislation may be approved
despite studies that show the damage that
teacher bias and mismatched demographic
expectations have on Black children in the
school system. There are books on the sub-
ject, too, like Risk Schooling and Equity by
Vivian Gadsen et al and Prejudice: It’s Social
Psychology by Rupert Brown that go deeper
into this problem.

Individuals not of colour are even speaking
out online to attest to the racism in the schools.
Mothers and national leaders alike are speak-
ing up.

Sherrilyn Ifill, head of the NAACP
(National Association for the Advancement
of Coloured People) Legal Defence and
Educational Fund, has stated that Black chil-
dren will be the victims of armed teachers.
Florida County Commissioner Bill Proctor
has gone on record stating that Black students
will be “target practice” for teachers with guns.
Black writers, speakers, activists, and more
have been speaking out against teacher bias
against Black kids and the effects arming those
teachers will have on the children.

All of these voices are being ignored by
many conservative-leaning states, such as
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Florida, which are pushing ahead with this
asinine legislation that WILL harm Black
children.

Acknowledging that bias exists, and the
extent to which Black kids will be endangered,
means also admitting that racism is still an
enduring problem in the United States. There
are claims that “race talk” is divisive, a liber-
al tool, and baiting for liberal arguments. To
admit to teacher bias would mean facing the
ingrained hate and oppression that still lives
within our society. For some, it would mean
admitting to racist deeds done just yesterday
or within their lifetime.

One can argue that white people have
been trying to forget the unpleasantness
of the past since slavery. Groups like the
Daughters of the Confederacy erected statues
to promote holidays and public space names to
reframe an era of genocide and brutality into

a romantic antebellum Gone with the Wind
South. Television programs like The Andy
Griffith Show, about the world’s beloved law
enforcer, aired during a time that Southern
police were beating and aiding in the murder
of Civil Rights activists, both Black and white.
There’s a history of denying racial atrocities as
they happen. So it is not a stretch to say that
pleas against arming teachers because of the
danger to Black kids is being ignored in our
own day.

Unfortunately, believing and supporting
voices that speak to protect Black children
is the abnormal behaviour. That’s why states
seeking stricter gun laws to prevent this very
thing from happening should be commended
and studied as possible models. Maybe that’s
information the governing bodies in this coun-
try will listen to.

People’s World &
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A clear example of

Ben Cowles

Last week showed wup the
Orwellian nature of Britain’s so-
called free press. The corporate
newspapers ran advertisements
declaring that Saudi Crown
Prince Mohammed bin Salman
was “empowering women”
and “bringing change to Saudi
Arabia.”

And while the UK Guardian ran
stories last week entitled “The crown
prince doesn’t listen to Saudis — why
would he listen to Theresa May?”
and “A national disgrace: fury over
£100m aid deal between UK and
Saudi Arabia,” its edition of March 7
included three half-page ads in praise
of the man at the front of the paper.

What change is the crown prince
of a theocratic, absolutist monar-
chy bringing to 21st century Saudi
Arabia? Well, his regime is allowing
women to drive, apparently. Hurray.
Next he’ll be empowering women by
allowing them to go outside without
a male chaperone, to wear whatever
they chose, hang around with whom-
ever they want whenever they want,
and maybe even vote.

Oh wait, no-one gets to vote for
anything in a despotic kingdom, do
they?

The country’s human rights
record is atrocious. Amnesty
International’s summary of last year
notes: “The authorities severely
restricted freedoms of expression,
association and assembly. Many
human rights defenders and critics
were detained and some were sen-
tenced to lengthy prison terms after
unfair trials ... Torture and other
ill-treatment of detainees remained
common.

“Despite limited reforms,
women faced systemic discrimina-
tion in law and practice and were
inadequately protected against sexual
and other violence. The authorities
used the death penalty extensively,
carrying out scores of executions.
The Saudi-led coalition continued to
commit serious violations of interna-
tional law in Yemen.”

Oh yes, Yemen. Since 2015,
the Saudis have led an internation-
al bombing campaign in the coun-
try, killing at least 10,000 people and
regularly carrying out what observ-
ers say are war crimes — all with
British weapons, British training and
even British advisers in the Saudi
war room.

Oxfam reported last year that
“the number of people with chol-
era in Yemen is now the largest ever

recorded in any country in a single
year since records began.”

“The world’s major arms export-
ers — which include the UK and US
— are making more money from
arming the Saudi-led coalition force
than they are spending on Yemen’s
humanitarian appeal.”

Oxfam pointed out that, in 2016,
Saudi Arabia spent nearly £2.1 bil-
lion on British and US weapons and,
as of last July, those same govern-
ments had given just £446 million
towards the £1.15 billion UN appeal
for Yemen.

Could the reason why Theresa
May, US President Donald Trump,
French President Emmanuel Macron
and other neo-liberal leaders don’t
harp on about regime change in
Saudi Arabia — as opposed to, say,
Iran — be because it supports Western
capitalism by dishing out its oil,
buying up Western weapons and
backs imperialist foreign policy in
the region?

With friends like these, how can
the British Establishment wag its fin-
gers at Venezuela, Cuba or anyone
for that matter? Imagine the uproar
in the corporate press if the Morning
Star were to carry advertisements for
Raul Castro or Nicolas Maduro.

Why then did British newspapers
— especially the Guardian, which
presents itself as the world’s leading
liberal voice — agree to smear their
newspapers with Saudi propaganda
during Mohammed bin Salman’s
state visit to Britain? The answer of
course is money.

Corporate media is dependent on
advertisers to survive and the reason
why the mainstream press can sell
their papers below the cost of pro-
duction. In effect, the readers of the
Sun, Mail, Express, Independent,
Metro, Guardian and so on are the
product sold to corporate advertisers.
The nature of this business model
means profits come before truth.

In their seminal 1988 book
Manufacturing Consent, US dissi-
dent academics Edward Herman and
Noam Chomsky describe how the
corporations which own the media,
shape and control news coverage so
that it is framed in a favourable way
to their interests.

The authors describe how every
story passes through five filters
before making it into print. Articles
are influenced — though largely
not directly meddled with — by the
owners, the advertisers, the sources
used to gather and comment on the
news, the flak newspapers face for
stepping out of line, and a prevailing

With friends like these, how can the British Establishment wag its fingers at Venezuela, Cuba or anyone for that matter?

acceptance of the dominant ideology
— anti-communism — at the time the
book was written.

Herman and Chomsky high-
light the differences in news cover-
age between those killed by the West
and its allies and those killed by the
West’s enemies.

They state that “worthy victims
will be featured prominently and dra-
matically, that they will be human-
ised, and that their victimisation will
receive the detail and context in story
construction that will generate reader
interest and sympathetic emotion. In
contrast, unworthy victims will merit
only slight detail, minimal humanisa-
tion, and little context that will excite
and enrage.”

One example they give is that of
Archbishop Oscar Romero, recent-
ly confirmed as a saint by Pope
Francis, who was assassinated in
a El Salvador hospital chapel by a
US-armed and trained death squad
but whose murder was played down
by the US media.

The corporate media’s role as
a propaganda mouthpiece for the
Establishment is the reason why the
war in Yemen, Turkey’s attacks on
the Kurds, and the Western-backed
Al-Qaida forces in Syria received
such scant coverage. It’s also the
reason why the blood-soaked crown
prince of a medieval state has his
face all over our papers.

Morning Star

THE STRUGGLE FOR PALESTINE
Q&A with HUWAIDA ARRAF

Huwaida Arraf is a Palestinian-American veteran civil rights activist. She co-founded the International
Solidarity Movement in 2001 which was involved in non-violent resistance in the West Bank. She led 5
successful voyages to Gaza to confront Israel's illegal blockade and was travelling with the Gaza Freedom
Flotilla when it was lethally attacked by Israeli forces on May 31, 2010.

Thursday March 22 at 6:30 pm

Carslaw Lecture Theatre — Sydney University

Organised by the Palestine Action Group Sydney

Global Briefs

INDIA: At least nine paramilitary soldiers were killed last week in
eastern India by a landmine placed by Maoist rebels known as
Naxalites. Police officer DM Awasthi said the soldiers were trav-
elling between camps in the Sukma area of Chhattisgarh state
when their vehicle drove over the mine. Two other soldiers were
wounded in the blast. The Naxalites control swathes of central
and eastern India, claiming to be fighting for jobs, land and natural
resources wealth for poor and indigenous communities.

IRAQ: Prime Minister Haider al-Abadi announced last week that
airports in the autonomous Kurdish region will be reopened to
international flights after federal authority was restored there.
They were initially closed after a referendum vote in the region
that overwhelmingly backed independence from Baghdad. Mr
Abadi described the decision as “a gift to the people of Kurdistan,”
adding that Baghdad would also release salaries for government
employees there before the Kurdish new year celebration later this
month.

SPAIN: The European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg has
found in favour of two Spaniards who set fire in public to a photo
of Spain’s king and queen, ruling that this was a matter of free-
dom of expression. Enric Taulats and Jaume Capellera, who burnt
the photo during the king’s visit to Girona, were sentenced to 15
months in prison for insulting the monarchy, though that was lat-
er reduced to a fine. The court deemed their protest political not
personal and involved a “permissible degree of provocation” to
convey their message.

GRENADA: Grenadians went to the polls in a general election
last week on the 39th anniversary of the 1979 revolution led by
the New Jewel Movement. Prime Minister Keith Mitchell, whose
New National Party won all 15 seats in the last election in 2013,
announced the snap poll two months ago. His government’s
main challenge is expected to be from Nazim Burke’s National
Democratic Congress, although a number of smaller parties and
independents also entered the fray.

Morning Star

Support the Guardian by
donating to Press Fund
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Free market”
medicine

In essence, the government wants
to convert the current health
system to a market for private,
profit-driven medical services,
and destroy the Medicare as a
low-cost, universal service based
on patients’ needs. Everyone
knows that in a “free market”

for medical services patients
faced with serious illness or death
would pay almost anything for
proper treatment. Their treat-
ment would depend on ability to
pay and borrow.

To support its attack on
Medicare, the government is
attempting to pit those on lower-
incomes against the better paid, by
arguing that the system was always
intended to be of greatest help to the
poorest members of the community.

The government sees no con-
tradiction in taking this phoney and
hypocritical position, while continu-
ing to provide lavish assistance to the
private health funds.

Medicare was intended to pro-
vide a high standard of health care
regardless of one’s income, which
as we all know can change radically
from one week to the next.

Medicare was intended to be

accessible to all, and to be paid for
by all, on the basis of ability to pay.
Health costs in the US are astro-
nomical. More than 40 percent of US
citizens have no health insurance,
and hence no health cover, at all.
And this is the sort of health care
system which would be established
in Australia if the government takes
away your Medicare card in the next
budget.
It would be your credit card, not
a Medicare card, being swiped in the
machine at the doctor’s surgery.
Jo Dunleavy
Wodonga

Seeking justice

Recently I have had my fill of
Sydney magistrates. They seem
to have no conception of social
justice, or the legitimacy of

non-violent protest. I recently
heard an excellent speaker and
activist from Stop Westconnex
who made exactly this point.

An exception that proves the
rule, was the magnificent Magistrate
Pat O’Shane. There was a picture of
her at the University of New England
(UNE) in Armidale. The guide treat-
ed the picture and her in, I felt, a dis-
missive way. [ went back to Sydney
and looked up her brave judgements.

There are not many in public life
who will stick up for justice, but she
is one person who did. I tried to find
how to contact her but hit a wall. If
anyone knows her who is reading
this, please pass on my best wishes.

One more thing. The excellent
Sydney Peace Prize, started by the
remarkable Stuart Rees and others,
is a highlight of the year. Last year it
was awarded to Black Lives Matter.
Well deserved. This year, I would

Guardian

like to propose it be awarded to
Behrouz Boochani, and his friends
on Manus Island, being held hostage
by both Turnbull and Shorten.

For those who would like to pro-
test against this outrage, please come
to the Refugee Rally and March,
Belmore Park, March 25, in Sydney
2pm. For people who cannot wait till
then to express their outrage at this
human rights violation and its non-
reporting by the ABC, please join us
every Friday, at the Queen Victoria
statue in front of Sydney’s QVB.

We have been inspired to hold
our weekly Hostage Happening
by Behrouz Boochani’s resistance,
as well as the weekly protests in
Melbourne, Adelaide and Newcastle.
All welcome.

Stephen Langford
Sydney

Cult

by
Mark Grue

“There are two Puerio Ricos”

WASHINGTON - Five months after
Hurricane Maria hit, Puerto Rico is still a
mess. And the US federal response to the
catastrophe that struck the island com-
monwealth’s 3.2 million US citizens is both
terrible and ideologically slanted.

Those were the key points that came
through at a six-hour forum on the disas-
ter and its aftermath, hosted by the American
Federation of Teachers, its Al Shanker Institute,
and the Hispanic Federation, on March 1.

Maria caused at least US$94 billion in
damage to an island already reeling from dou-
ble-digit joblessness, high poverty, aging and
creaky infrastructure, a decade-long depression
and — to top it all off — a federally imposed con-
trol board named to straighten out its finances
after Wall Streeters demanded repayment of
US$72 billion in bonds.

The commonwealth government’s response
was to declare bankruptcy and impose an aus-
terity plan. That only made a bad situation
worse, two financial analysts, both Puerto
Rican natives, said.

But the damage was really much more
than that, panellists said. There are still 1,500
people living in temporary shelters in church-
es and schools in Ponce alone, said Mayor
Maria Melita Melendez Altieri. One-third of
the island still is without power. At night, one
speaker said, there still aren’t any street lights
in Old San Juan. And more than 1,000 people
died.

Hundreds of schools have closed and 300
more may do so, added Aida Diaz Rivera,
president of AFT’s affiliate, the Asociacion de
Maestros de Puerto Rico. The teachers haven’t
had a raise in a decade, she said, and thousands
of them live below the poverty line. Due to
emigration even before Maria, Puerto Rico’s
K-12 student population dropped from 400,000
in 2010 to 330,000 in June 2016.

“There are two Puerto Ricos: The one I
saw as a girl growing up, full of joy and hope —
and the other, after Maria, full of sadness and
lack of hope,” said Diaz Rivera, a science and
family ecology teacher.

Melendez Altieri told the story of an old
man in a town outside Ponce who evacuated
his family and turned around to make sure
all were out — and watched Maria destroy his
house. He had just gotten a $35,000 loan for
repairs and the results and everything else were
gone.

President Donald Trump’s Federal
Emergency Management Agency offered him
US$26,000 for the whole thing. “He’s been in
and out of the hospital twice and he looks like
he’s aged 20 years,” she said.

And federal aid was botched. While speak-
ers did not say so, the latest case, reported the
day before, showed an unknown firm from
Atlanta delivered only 50,000 meals of the
30 million it promised to victims immediate-
ly after the hurricane hit and left. FEMA paid
US$156 million to the company.

Puerto Ricans are eager and excited to
rebuild and modernise their island, making it
more attractive to workers, residents, business-
es and lure back exiles who fled after the storm.

But Puerto Rican Governor Ricardo
Rossello is working “straight out of the Trump-
DeVos playbook™ and scheming to voucherise,
charterise and privatise the island’s schools,
said Weingarten. Other planned moves, speak-
ers said would not repair the island’s infrastruc-
ture and would not lure industry and jobs.

“When things are not going well, it’s bad
if we do nothing, but it’s worse if we do it
wrong,” Diaz Rivera added.

The speakers agreed with various reports
recommending the first step is to wipe out the
island’s US$72 billion debt. That would take
congressional action, said the US Senators
sponsoring a $146 billion Puerto Rico aid bill.

All the money should go to the island’s
residents, not to the bankers and other credi-
tors, the three senators said. But if Congress
“calls for increasing payments to creditors and
large cuts in public services, we will fight it,”
Senator Elizabeth Warren vowed. “The vulture
funds should not profit from Puerto Rico,” and
specifically from their discounted bond pur-
chases, she added.

“What happened in Puerto Rico mirrors
what happened in New Orleans after Katrina”
12 years ago, Senator Bernie Sanders added.
There, the George W Bush administration’s
FEMA botched recovery aid, and Bush’s allies

used the city for right-wing social experiments.
Sanders mentioned one: Turning 90 percent
of New Orleans public schools into a charter
system, unaccountable to voters.

Though Sanders did not say so, the charter-
ising virtually destroyed the United Teachers
of New Orleans, one of labour’s largest union
locals in the South. Privatisation efforts also
cut into the ranks of the Amalgamated Transit
Union’s bus drivers there.

“We cannot allow it (Puerto Rico’s
schools) to be turned into a private charter
system that puts profits before kids,” Sanders
said. These “are the same forces” that attack
public schools and teachers on the mainland.
“And we’ve already seen folks from the main-
land come to Puerto Rico to make a buck off
Puerto Rico’s distress.”

The only way to put Puerto Rico back on
the front pages and enact reforms that really
help its residents, is advocacy and pressure on
lawmakers from stateside campaigners the sen-
ators said.

“Texas has two senators. Florida has two
senators,” Sanders said of two mainland states
hurricanes also clobbered last year — and
which got aid quickly. “Puerto Rico has zero
senators. The Virgin Islands have zero sena-
tors. If Puerto Rico has no (voting) represent-
atives in Congress, all of us must be those
representatives.”

People’s World &
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“Education is not

a consumer good”

Students and teachers common cause

Holly Buck speaks with Justine Canady about why University
College London students are taking a stand with teachers against

cuts to their pensions

Among the many students occupy-
ing the entrance to the Provost’s
office at the University College
London (UCL) is Justine Canady,
a History Under Graduate and
the UCL Women’s Officer. The
occupiers’ demands are simple,
for President and Provost Michael
Arthur to stand in opposition to
teachers’ pension cuts and sup-
port striking staff.

The proposed reductions will
result in lecturer’s pensions being
decreased by up to US$13,875 a
year. As a result, lecturers at more
than 60 UK universities are taking
part in intermittent industrial action
which began on February 22. The
UCL student occupation began on
the evening of February 26, and is
in direct support of the University
and Collage Union (UCU) strikes. I
spoke to Justine about the reasons for
the occupation and why she thinks it
is important, as a student, to stand in
solidarity with the workers at UCL.

HB: Why are you taking part in
the occupation?

JC: We decided to occupy this
space, at this time, to draw atten-
tion to and put pressure on the
Universities UK negotiations hap-
pening on February 27 and publicly
show that there was student support.
We also wanted to put pressure on
the university and encourage more
student activists to get involved.

We decided to take direct action
because this is the way you are going
to win stuff like this. We know that
lobbying isn’t working, university
staff are taking part in 14 days of
industrial action; that’s their form
of direct action and students can do
other stuff.

I think it’s nice that lots of stu-
dents are signing petitions. I think
that comes from a really meaningful
place, but if we really want to oppose
these pension changes we need to be
doing more than that. That’s occu-
pations, that’s sit-ins, that’s what we
need students across the country to
be doing because asking nicely isn’t
going to help.

Also, student worker solidar-
ity is something that we need to be
building. Particularly as Women’s
Officer I regularly get asked, “why
are you getting involved in workers’

issues, is that really about women?”
But it is a feminist issue. With the
UCU stuff specifically, because of
the gender pay gap, when the chang-
es go through, women will have less
access to money, even more so. A lot
of the women taking part in the UCU
strikes don’t even qualify for the
pension scheme because they don’t
earn enough, but they are still taking
part which is a pretty amazing sign
of solidarity.

If we want to change our educa-
tion system this is how we are going
to do it. I am a free education cam-
paigner and I do a lot of stuff around
marketisation, we are always talk-
ing about building these links with
our cleaners, with our lecturers. The
things that screw them over, screw
us over. Particularly with higher edu-
cation reforms that were passed by
the Tories last year, we are seeing a
wave of marketisation and cuts hap-
pening, and these pension changes
are just one form ofit.

For example, we do a lot of
campaigning for funding of mental
health services at UCL, they don’t
fund these essential services prop-
erly, but they pay the provosts and
managers really well and continue to
build multi-million pound buildings.
They want to attract more students
and make the university look really
cool on the outside without actually
supporting their students and staff.

HB: What is the impact of the
pension cuts on the quality of your
education?

JC: Having a casualised work-
force is obviously going to result
in crappy teaching. You have the
Teaching Excellence Framework
that the Tories passed in which they
talk about excellence in teaching and
getting value for money. However, if
you don’t pay staff properly and you
don’t let them retire on time obvious-
ly you are not going to have excel-
lence in teaching. There is no logic
to what is happening here.

HB: What message do you think
that the UCU strike sends?

JC: Education is not a consumer
good, it is a right for everyone, and
if you want to change things they
are not just going to give it to you,
you have to stick out your neck a
bit and fight for it. I'm really happy
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to see the strikes, it’s great that the
university staff are standing up for
themselves.

HB: What else should people
know about the occupation and what
it stands for?

JC: This isn’t about students and
students need to stop making it about
themselves. This is about the work-
ers, it’s a bummer to miss lectures
because you want to learn, but the
people that are missing out the most
are the people that are on strike and
we can’t forget this.

We want our education system to
be democratic, run by the people that
study and work here, let’s scrap the
Vice-Chancellor position and have
proper democratic bodies that make
decisions. It’s not up to Labour Party
leader Jeremy Corbyn to come in to
office and fix this, we need to hold
on to the vision of education that we
want; we need to start having these
conversations. People need to stop
waiting for others to do things on
their behalf.
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As British as afternoon tea

Finian Cunningham

The British are well known for
their dramatic flair when it comes
to stories of Cold War espionage
and murder mystery. Think Ian
Fleming, John Le Carré and
Agatha Christie. But last week’s
episode of a former Russian spy
being poisoned on a public park
bench in a quaint English town
has suspiciously a tad too much
drama about it.

It is being speculated that the
Russian exile, who had been living
in Britain since 2010, may have been
poisoned with a deadly nerve agent.
At time of writing he is reportedly in
hospital in a critical condition.

Within hours of 66-year-old
Sergei Skripal being rushed to hos-
pital in Salisbury, along with his
adult daughter, British politicians
and media were cranking up the
story that the pair had fallen victim
to a murder plot implicating the
Kremlin.

British Prime Minister Theresa
May held a top national security
summit in Downing Street, and her
Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson
was telling the parliament that fur-
ther sanctions would be imposed on
Russia “if” Moscow was found to be

involved in the apparent poisoning
incident.

Johnson’s use of the word “if”
seemed to be irrelevant because he
had already laid on the innuendo
thick and fast to impugn Russia. “We
don’t know exactly what has taken
place in Salisbury, but if it’s as bad
as it looks, it is another crime in the
litany of crimes that we can lay at
Russia’s door,” intoned Johnson with
affected gravity and notable haste to
implicate Moscow.

Moscow has dismissed the ram-
pant speculation as “wild” alle-
gations aimed at whipping up
“anti-Russian sentiment” among the
British public.

British media outlets then
quickly moved on to report secu-
rity sources as saying that Britain’s
counter-terrorism forces “are hunting
a network of highly-trained assassins
suspected of launching a nerve agent
attack”. The would-be assassins were
also described as “state sponsored”
and conjectured to have access to a
“specialist laboratory”.

It is being speculated that Sergei
Skripal and his 33-year-old daugh-
ter, Yulia, were exposed to the deadly
nerve toxin known as VX during an
afternoon stroll through their adopt-
ed hometown of Salisbury.
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Skripal had been living in Britain
for the past eight years where he had
been exiled as part of a spy swap.
The former GRU military intel-
ligence colonel was found guilty
of treason by Russia in 2006 after
being exposed as a double agent for
Britain’s foreign intelligence serv-
ice MI6. After serving four years in
prison in Russia, the disgraced spy
was handed over to Britain in a Cold
War-style exchange.

What is being recklessly specu-
lated in the British media is that the
Kremlin ordered Skripal’s assas-
sination out of revenge for his past
betrayal.

To drive home the innuendo,
comparisons are being made to the
death of another Russian secret serv-
ice agent Alexander Litvinenko. He
died in a London hospital in 2006
from suspected poisoning with radi-
oactive polonium. Again, the British
media and politicians engaged in ten-
uous allegations of Kremlin involve-
ment in Litvinenko’s death.

As with this week’s Skripal
case, Moscow said it had nothing
to do with Litvinenko’s demise. A
dubious semi-official British inquiry
concluded in January 2016 that there
was “strong circumstantial evidence
of Russian state responsibility” over
Litvinenko’s death. The British
inquiry presented no evidence.

However, alternatively, there is
plausible evidence that Litvinenko
may have been poisoned accidentally
as a result of his own shady dealings
with organised crime and interna-
tional smuggling of polonium.

In any case, the real similarity
between the case of Sergei Skripal
and Alexander Litvinenko is the
cynical way that the British authori-
ties are exploiting it for anti-Russian
propaganda.

It seems highly significant that
Russia’s presidential elections are
due to take place later this month.
What better way to smear the expect-
ed electoral victory of incumbent
president Vladimir Putin than to
accuse the Kremlin of carrying out
an assassination plot on British soil
against a former Russian spy?

Think about it. The timing of
such an alleged plot would be ludi-
crous from a Russian point of view.
Why would a has-been Russian
agent who has been living quietly
and undisturbed for nearly a decade
in England be targeted on the eve
of Russia’s presidential elections
by Kremlin avengers? That doesn’t
make any sense.

Guardian

The trusted detective question of
“who gains?” points far more plausi-
bly to sinister British state involve-
ment. The rapid concerted political
and media reaction to the incident
of Skripal’s apparent poisoning is
strongly suggestive of orchestration
for propaganda value.

For several weeks now, the
British authorities and their lock-
step media have been fulminating
about Russian cyber attacks and
other means of sabotage endanger-
ing British civilians. British Defence
Minister Gavin Williamson has made
unhinged claims that “thousands and
thousands” of Britons could die from
Russian agents who are allegedly
planning to attack British infrastruc-
ture, such as energy and communica-
tion facilities.

This is extreme irresponsibility
by British officials and media which
has been elevated to hysterical fever
pitch.

But the relentless Russophobia
serves to condition the British
public to be receptive towards more
anti-Russian hostility, as we can see
this week with the reckless innu-
endo against Moscow regarding

Find out more about the

the apparent poisoning of Sergei
Skripal.

Given their inveterate anti-Rus-
sian agenda, the British authorities
have much more vested interest in
seeing Skripal poisoned than the
Kremlin ever would.

And while we are in “who done
it?”” mode, another important possi-
ble lead is this: if Venomous Agent
X (VX) was used to harm the former
Russian spy, the perpetrators would
have had a convenient source by
which to carry out their deed.

Britain’s top secret chemical
weapons laboratory at Porton Down
is only six miles away from the
location in Salisbury where Skripal
and his daughter were apparent-
ly attacked last Sunday afternoon.
Porton Down is the laboratory
where VX was originally synthe-
sised in the 1950s. It remains one
of the most deadly chemical weap-
ons ever made. And it is as British
as afternoon tea.

That’s motive and means.
But, hey, who needs logic when
Russophobia is the name of the
game?
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