
Tom Pearson

This March 20 marked the 15th anniversa-
ry of the criminal invasion and occupation 
of Iraq by the “Coalition of the Willing” 
that included Australia. The ongoing death 
and destruction in the Middle East and the 
rise of terrorist organisations such as ISIS 
are part of the legacy of the confl ict begun 
in March 2003 based on the lie of weapons 
of mass destruction and the arrogant rejec-
tion by one the perpetrators of the crime, 
John Howard, of the mass demonstrations 
and clear public opposition to the war.

As the current war preparations, with 
the US military build-up in Australia’s north 
testifies, the subservient commitment to 
the US-Australian alliance by successive 
Australian governments, both Liberal and 
Labor, means a continued commitment to crim-
inal, US-led wars.

In February 2003, Mike Salvaris, 
Senior Research Fellow at the Institute for 
Social Research, Swinburne University of 
Technology, (Melbourne) warned: “Australia’s 
participation in an armed invasion of Iraq with-
out explicit UN Security Council authority will 
be illegal under international and Australian 
law. It will render the Prime Minister (John 
Howard) and his government liable to be pros-
ecuted as war criminals, and expose our serv-
icemen and women to the same action.

“Australia is signatory to the UN Charter 
and the Australian government is constitution-
ally bound to obey it. The main purpose and 
effect of the Charter is to outlaw war and the 
use of force, except in narrow and explicitly 
prescribed circumstances: when a country is 
acting in individual or collective self-defence 
against an actual or imminent armed attack; 
and when the UN Security Council has author-
ised the use of force to maintain or restore 
international peace and security.

“Neither of these circumstances now 
exists. Iraq has not attacked Australia or any 
other State and is not immediately threatening 
to do so. UN Security Council resolution 1441, 
requiring [Iraqi president] Saddam Hussein to 
cooperate with weapons inspections, does not 
include any automatic authorisation for force 
against Iraq in the event of a breach of the res-
olution, either by the UNSC or any Member 
State.”

No weapons of mass destruction were ever 
found in Iraq, no offi cials or leaders of govern-
ments in the Coalition of the Willing were ever 
charged.

Today the barest mention is made of the 

real reason for the war: the determination 
to impose regime change on Iraq in order to 
secure US corporate control and domination 
of the vast oil and gas resources of the region. 
Iraq was to be an example to every coun-
try attempting independent development that 
the only choice was complete submission or 
total destruction as Australia has followed on 
behind the US in carving a swathe of destruc-
tion through the region to the roadblock in their 
plans in Syria.

The 2003 war was a continuation of the 
1991 war to destroy Iraq as a sovereign nation 
in control of its own resources. There is barely 
a mention of the targeted destruction in 1991 of 
drinking water, sanitation, sewage, irrigation, 
communications and pharmaceutical industry 
facilities, as well as the civilian electric grid 
and basic food supply. Erased today is all men-
tion of 13 years of US/UN starvation sanctions 
imposed on Iraq from 1990 to 2003, which 
caused the deaths, through hunger and disease, 
of more than one million Iraqis, more than half 
of them children.

Despite the horrendous toll, the failure of 
US/UN-imposed sanctions to create a total col-
lapse in Iraq compelled US corporate power to 
opt for a military invasion to impose regime 
change.

Libya, Syria
This is also the month of two other war 

anniversaries. March 19 is the anniversary 
of the US/NATO war on Libya – the seven 
months of bombing that destroyed the modern, 
beautiful cities, schools, hospitals and cultural 
centres built with nationalised oil and gas of 
Libya. The NATO operation assassinated the 
Libyan leader Moammar Gaddafi  in 2011 and 
laid waste to the whole country. But it has not 
yet secured a stable source of US profi ts.

March 15 is the anniversary of the continu-
ing US/NATO effort to destabilise and utter-
ly destroy modern, secular Syria. Despite US/
NATO backing and funding from the corrupt 
feudal monarchies of Saudi Arabia and Kuwait, 
diplomatic support, the arming of death squads 
and mercenaries, and the setting up of safe 
havens and bases in Turkey, the Syrian gov-
ernment mobilised the population and resisted 
the US-orchestrated regime change.

In February 2003 John Howard declared 
he would not be moved. “My charge as Prime 
Minister is to make whatever decisions are 
in the interest of this country,” he said, at the 
same time railing about Saddam Hussein being 
a dictator.

He rejected the reports of the weapons 

inspectors, who, after three months in Iraq 
had found no evidence that Iraq possessed any 
weapons of mass destruction.

He rejected the opposition to war coming 
from the governments representing the major-
ity of the people of the world.

He dismissed the fact that the world’s 
people simply did not believe the succession 
of lies coming from Tony Blair, George Bush 
and himself in an attempt to whip up support 
for war.

Howard and his warmongering cohorts 
were lying.

Their war plans had nothing to do with 
Saddam Hussein’s record. It had nothing to do 
with weapons of mass destruction. It had noth-
ing to do with the allegation that Iraq could 
provide terrorist groups with weapons of mass 
destruction.

Their arguments were diversions to cover 
up the truth: that the US war drive was moti-
vated by the dire need of the US corporations 
to control the oil resources of the whole of the 
Middle East and the wider world.

John Howard as a perpetrator of crimes 
against humanity is living free in Australia in 
2018, feted and fawned upon by his political 
peers, who are continuing his legacy of blood 
and destruction to this day. 
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The labour movement – the trade unions, community or-
ganisations – have a responsibility and an opportunity to bring 
forward a different tax system which is progressive and not 
regressive and is, at the same time, effi cient.

In the lead-up to the federal election later this year the ACTU 
should seize the opportunity and start the preparation of an 
alternative policy.

Scrapping the inequitable GST needs to be on a list of objec-
tives. But it is not simply a matter of doing away with the GST. 
No amount of tinkering is going to make a tax, which by its 
very nature is unfair, into something acceptable. The tax system 
has been substantially changed over the past 20 years with the 
introduction of a long list of concessions for the big end of town, 
the reduction of the offi cial corporate tax rate at the forefront of 
current campaigning by the Turnbull government with a federal 
election planned for later this year.

The reduction of the corporate tax rate, the halving of capital 
gains taxes and the removal of some state taxes on businesses are 
all happy developments for the big corporations. Added to this 
are the attacks on the public health system, the huge subsidies 
being poured into the private health funds, neglect of education 
and scientifi c research, the relegation of the arts: All of these 
changes are part of the economic rationalist attack on the work-
ing people and long held community standards and conditions.

The current tax system is by no means perfect, but it is based 
on PAYE plus company taxes and is basically progressive despite 
the fact that the many concessions and loopholes for businesses 
has meant that the share of taxes paid by companies has steadily 
declined. At least this system was formulated on the principle 
that taxes should be paid according to graduated income. The 
GST completely destroyed that principle.

There are a number of fundamental measures which underpin 
a progressive tax system.

1. The PAYE system which must be retained.
2. The tax on company profi ts should be maintained at the 

least.
3. Tax avoidance loopholes, including the possibility of using 

off-shore tax havens, to be closed. Capital gains, which 
are clearly a form of income, should continue to be taxed 
at current rates.

4. The huge handouts and concessions to private companies – 
corporate welfare - to be wound back.

5. Tax to be levied at a set rate on all speculative fi nancial 
transactions.

6. The tax intake to be supplemented by profi ts from 
publicly-owned enterprises. Existing publicly-owned 
enterprises to be retained and expanded.

7. The sales taxes on luxury items should be retained.
The tax system to be simple to operate and transparent.
These simple points are but the starting place for a compre-

hensively worked-out tax system.
The system of taxation is only one aspect, but an important 

one, of the whole economic policy which is the responsibility 
of governments to control. The choice is policies which either 
favour the big corporations and work for their benefi t, or those 
that work in the interests of the working people.

The labour movement is for the working people. The 
Communist Party proposes that in preparation for the next 
election, those for a fairer tax system, pool their resources and 
ideas to formulate a comprehensive tax and economic policy to 
present an alternative to the Australian people.
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The law of wages is not upset by the struggle of the trade unions. 
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It’s likely that one more opinion polls will indicate that the federal 
coalition would lose the next federal election. That will make 30 
polls in a row, the same number Turnbull used as an excuse to 
boot Tony Abbott out of The Lodge in 2015. But Turnbull has now 
accepted Abbott’s far right-wing position on issues like climate 
change and asylum seeker detention, rather than risk losing the 
coalition’s wafer-thin parliamentary majority if Abbott and his 
allies cross the floor. The master has become the servant! We’ll 
be watching this Shakespearean saga with keen interest, but we 
need Press Fund contributions for the next issue, so please send in 
something for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to 
this week’s contributors:
Dr G Dittura $10, MM $10, PM $50, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $15, M Sullivan $10
This week’s total: $100 Progressive total: $1,370

Plan for a fairer tax system

For unity and integration
Speech by Raúl Castro Ruz, President of the 
Councils of State and Ministers of the Republic 
of Cuba, at the 15th ALBA-TCP Summit, held in 
Caracas.

Compañero Nicolás Maduro Moros, President of 
the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela;
Esteemed Heads of State and Government;
Esteemed Heads of delegations and guests:
This March 5, on which we commemorate the 
fi fth anniversary of the passing of President Hugo 
Chávez, founder together with Fidel of ALBA, my 
fi rst words are dedicated to reaffi rming our tribute 
to his work and his example and the unwavering 
loyalty to his legacy.

Today, ALBA has as its strategic and urgent task the 
joint defence of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.

The military threat, hostility and economic aggres-
sion of US imperialism against Venezuela; the neo-liber-
al onslaught to reverse the social gains; the interference 
against the sovereignty of progressive governments; the 
attempts to dismantle the progress in the integration of 
Latin America and the Caribbean, destabilise the region 
and pose risks to regional peace and security.

The United States, since 1999 when Hugo Chávez 
became President, and even more so when compañero 
Nicolás Maduro did so, has resorted to methods of uncon-
ventional warfare, with the aim of defeating this country, 
the owner of immense riches coveted by imperialism.

President Donald Trump has just renewed the execu-
tive order that declares Venezuela an unusual and extraor-
dinary threat to the national security and foreign policy 
of the United States.

The threats to peace and stability in Venezuela also 
represent a threat to regional peace and stability.

Some appear to have forgotten the lessons of the past, 
the cruel years of the military dictatorships, the impact 
of neo-liberalism; that they attempt to reinstate the disas-
trous consequences that the policies of extortion, humili-
ation and isolation had for our region that, as then, have 
the United States as their chief articulator.

They openly announce the full validity and rele-
vance of the Monroe Doctrine which proclaims colonial 
subordination to the governments and corporations of 
Washington and that, as Bolívar warned, plagued Our 
America with sorrow and misery in the name of liberty.

Once again, they underestimate our peoples.
We proclaim unwavering support for the Bolivarian 

Revolution and the civic-military union of its people, led 
by their President, compañero Nicolás Maduro Moros.

We condemn the unilateral coercive measures and 
external interference against the Bolivarian and Chavista 

process that threaten the peace and dialogue between 
Venezuelans, with destabilising purposes, and create 
hardships for its population.

Cease the economic aggression against Venezuela 
so that its people can enjoy the rights conquered by their 
Revolution.

We reject the exclusion of President Nicolás Maduro 
from the 8th Summit of the Americas. This illegal deci-
sion is unacceptable and interventionist, whilst it takes 
the hemisphere back to stages that appeared to have been 
overcome.

Exclusions do not contribute at all to peace, dialogue 
or hemispheric understanding.

It is unacceptable that a group of countries, with no 
right or mandate, intend to speak for the region and serve 
as an instrument of aggression against a member of the 
Latin American and Caribbean family, using as a pretext 
an alleged rupture of the democratic order, precisely in a 
country that has undertaken more than 20 electoral proc-
esses and has now called presidential elections, as was 
previously demanded, even via violent methods.

Why don’t they denounce the covert coup d’états, 
the massacres, the forced disappearances suffered by the 
peoples of the region?

Nor do we recognise any moral authority of the dis-
credited Organisation of American States (OAS) to give 
lessons in democracy, governability or constitutionality.

They violate the postulates of the Proclamation of 
Latin America and the Caribbean as a Zone of Peace, 
signed by Heads of State and Government of the 
Community of Latin American and Caribbean States, 
during the 2nd CELAC Summit, in Havana, and evade 
strict compliance with the obligation not to interfere, 
directly or indirectly, in the internal affairs of any other 
state, and observe the principles of national sovereign-
ty, equality of rights and the self-determination of the 
peoples.

The only solution to the problems of Venezuelans is 
in the hands of Venezuelans themselves.

Esteemed compañeros:
I speak on behalf of our Revolution and our people, 

as will any other Cuban compatriot from this position 
in the future, who will always know, as Fidel believed, 
that “Our peoples have no future without unity, without 
integration.”

Bolívar and Martí, Fidel and Chávez bequeathed 
us invaluable teachings, among them loyalty to princi-
ples. Their lessons show us the course to follow in this 
decisive hour of the Great Homeland, which calls for 
our unity to forge together our second and defi nitive 
independence.

Thank you. 

Solidarity against 
Venezuela blockade
Statement on Australia’s vote against Venezuela
The Communist Party of 
Australia condemns in the strong-
est possible terms the decision of 
the Australian government to 
support the US campaign of sabo-
tage and disruption against the 
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela 
at a recent meeting of the United 
Nations Human Rights Council. 
The bulk of the countries repre-
sented at the gathering supported 
a motion from the Movement of 
Non-Aligned Countries (NAM) to 
condemn US actions including the 
imposition of sanctions, including 
one last week against Venezuela’s 
crypto currency, the Petro.

As the NAM’s motion pointed 

out, the sanctions “disproportion-
ately” affect “the poor and most 
vulnerable classes”. Support from 
these sectors of Venezuela are solid-
ly behind the government of Nicolas 
Maduro. Despite current hardships, 
it is the poor of Venezuela who have 
been the main benefi ciaries of the 
many programs directed towards 
social justice since the beginning of 
the Bolivarian Revolution in 1998.

Of particular concern with the 
Australian government’s support 
for the US blockade on Venezuela is 
that it prevents the government from 
purchasing food and medicines for 
the people. The blockade also affects 
those working at the Venezuelan 

embassy as both the CBA and NAB 
banks are prevented by the US block-
ade from trading with Venezuela; a 
situation that makes it extremely dif-
fi cult for the embassy in Canberra to 
operate.

It is Venezuela’s very wealthy 
who don’t experience the hardships 
imposed by the US, who give local 
support to often violent opposition. 
The people of Venezuela will win 
and their revolution will continue to 
deepen.

The Communist Party of 
Australia urges it members and sup-
porters to do all they can to offer sol-
idarity to the people and government 
of Venezuela. 
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Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Is lander Social  Just ice 
Commissioner June Oscar has 
used a platform at the United 
Nations to call for calm in 
the wake of recent inflamma-
tory public comments about 
Indigenous children and families.

“I am deeply concerned about 
the debate raging in Australia right 
now about child protection,” Ms 
Oscar said. “As I have previously 
said, every child has a right to safety 
and in cases of immediate risk there 
should never be any hesitation to do 
what is in their best interest.

“There is no simple solution to 
this very complex issue. We know 
that past policies of removal, of both 
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal chil-
dren from their families, have had 
devastating long-term effects.

“We must ensure the systems 
to protect vulnerable children are 
working and that families who 
are struggling can access the sup-
ports they need. We must invest in 
family supports and community-led 
solutions.

“I strongly urge governments to 
work with peak organisations such 
as Secretariat of National Aboriginal 
and Islander Child Care (SNAICC) 
and the Aboriginal Child, Family and 
Community Care State Secretariat 
(ABSEC) to address the issue and 
take a preventative rather than inter-
ventionist approach.”

Last week the Australian 
Institute of Health and Welfare 
(AIHW) released a report into child 
protection, which showed that the 
rate of children receiving child pro-
tection services continues to rise, 
with Indigenous kids seven times as 
likely to be in the child protection 
system as other kids.

Children who received these 
services were those who were the 
subject of an investigation (following 

a notifi cation to a child protection 
agency); on a care and protection 
order; and/or in out-of-home care 
(such as foster care). A notifi cation 
is considered substantiated when, 
after an investigation, it is conclud-
ed that there is suffi cient reason to 
believe the child has been, is being, 
or is likely to be abused, neglected, 
or otherwise harmed.

AIHW spokesperson Louise 
York said in 2012-13, about 127 
per 1,000 Indigenous children were 
receiving child protection services, 
increasing to about 164 in 2016-17. 
For other children, the rate rose from 
about 19 to 22 per 1000 over the 
same period.

Indigenous rates of contact 
with the child protection system are 
higher than other rates and increas-
ing at a faster rate, with rates up by 
29% over the fi ve-year period for 
Indigenous children compared with 
21 % for other children.

“A range of factors could be 
contributing to this rise,” Ms York 
said. “Increased public awareness 
and reporting, legislative changes 
and inquiries into the child protec-
tion processes all play a part, as well 
as potential rises in the rate of child 
abuse and neglect.”

Services 
The report also shows that the 

majority of children in the child pro-
tection system are repeat clients. 
In 2016-17, almost three-quarters 
(74%) of children receiving child 
protection services had received 
services previously.

Overall, the report shows that 
emotional abuse was the most 
common main type of substantiated 
abuse (48%), followed by neglect 
(24%). This was followed by phys-
ical abuse (16%) and sexual abuse 
(12%). However, there is often over-
lap between types of abuse.

Federal Children’s Minister 
David Gillespie labelled the increas-
ing numbers of children in care a 
“crisis” in an interview with the ABC 
and said one option might be an 
increase in “open adoption”, where 
children are able to have ongoing 
contact with their biological parents.

“We need to shake this reluc-
tance about the fear of being accused 
of creating a Stolen Generation or 
another forgotten generation,” he 
said.

Following the minister’s com-
ments, Channel 7 TV program 
Sunrise broadcast an all-white panel, 
with no qualifi cations in social wel-
fare, commenting on whether white 
families should be able to adopt 
Indigenous children.

The Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander Child Placement Principle 
aims to keep Indigenous children 

in care placed with relatives or 
Aboriginal carers, but is not always 
followed and many Indigenous chil-
dren are placed with white carers.

“Just like the first Stolen 
Generation, where a lot of children 
were taken because it was for their 
wellbeing, we need to do it again,” 
commentator Prue MacSween told 
the Sunrise audience. 

Following the Sunrise segment 
Aboriginal protestors and support-
ers fl ocked to Martin Place, Sydney, 
where the live show is fi lmed, in the 
hope that Channel 7 would acknowl-
edge its role in spreading misinfor-
mation and apologise.

But, instead, Sunrise blocked out 
the protest and broadcast old footage.

In the wake of the alleged sexual 
assault of a young child in Tennant 
Creek, Alice Springs town councillor 
Jacinta Price asked in The Australian 

why both NT and federal Aboriginal 
MPs had not been more outspoken.

NT Labor MP Chansey Paech 
told Parliament that there had been 
failings in child protection from both 
sides of politics.

“The argument that we leave 
children with Aboriginal families 
to make ourselves feel okay is just 
a cheap political attempt to further 
people’s political agendas and that 
is disgraceful,” he said. “Using chil-
dren who have come from traumatic 
experiences to use as political pawns 
for your own agenda is a disgrace. 
Using a child’s tragedy to further a 
political platform is disgraceful.

“The fi nger pointing and blame 
game must stop if Aboriginal 
Territorians are to affect real and 
meaningful change and our children 
are to have a bright and safe future.”
Koori Mail 

Australia
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Celebrate May Day
Sunday May 6

Fremantle Esplanade

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 fi nishes

This year we will recognise the 20th anniversary of the 1998 Patricks Dispute 
and the ACTU Change The Rules campaign.

UnionsWA

Perth

Guatemala: Struggle for justice
Film and discussion

3-6 pm Saturday April 21 – Perth Trades Hall 
Entrance through Beaufort Centre, 82 Beaufort St Perth

Introduced by Vinnie Molina, CFMEU WA State President
Drinks and nibbles provided
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Darius Shahtahmasebi

Australia has ramped up anti-
Chinese rhetoric, challenging 
Beijing over its growing infl uence 
in the Pacifi c. Trump’s pick for 
ambassador to Australia, stal-
wart anti-Chinese Admiral Harry 
Harris, paints a clear picture of 
what’s to come.

In 1900, then-Senator Albert 
Beveridge famously said to lawmak-
ers in Washington that “the power 
that rules the Pacifi c, is therefore the 
power that rules the world.”

As recent developments will 
demonstrate, this imperialist senti-
ment continues over 100 years later 
to the present day. The battle for con-
trol over the Pacifi c is taking place 
right before our very eyes and is 
placing both Australia and China in 
a precariously confrontational posi-
tion, though the mainstream media 
refuses to pay due focus to the issue.

Australia’s recent 
attacks on China

It all went downhill at the end 
of last year when Australia went 
out of its way to accuse China of 
“foreign interference”, with Prime 
Minister Malcolm Turnbull stating 
that Australia would “stand up” to 
China against meddling in its nation-
al affairs.

Later, Australia strained its 
relationship with China even fur-
ther, after Australia’s Minister of 
International Development Concetta 
Fierravanti-Wells accused China of 
building “roads to nowhere” in the 
Pacifi c. She also claimed that China 
was constructing “useless buildings” 
throughout the region, and berated it 
for allegedly loading Pacifi c Island 
countries with mounting debt that 
they cannot afford to pay.

Not surprisingly, these verbal 
attacks were not necessarily received 
well by the countries that matter 

the most. Samoan Prime Minister 
Tuilaepa Sailele found Australia’s 
critical remarks against China 
“insulting” saying he “did not really 
know that Australia is able to fi nance 
the kind of assistance provided by 
China.”

At the end of last year, China 
signed a series of infrastructure deals 
with Papua New Guinea as part of 
China’s One Belt, One Road initia-
tive. Australia immediately respond-
ed negatively to this development, 
with opposition MPs voicing their 
concern that Australia had lost its 
“leadership role” throughout the 
Pacifi c – whatever that means.

In a pre-emptive attempt to stifl e 
China’s relationship with PNG, 
Australia agreed to sponsor PNG’s 
ambitious plan to host the APEC 
summit set to take place this year. 
In other words, Australia’s only real 
desire to involve itself further in the 
region is to combat China’s expand-
ing infl uence in the region. As of 
right now, Australia still maintains its 
position as the region’s largest donor.

China’s growing friendships in 
the Pacifi c has rattled Australia in 
more ways than one. In September 
2016, Fiji’s Prime Minister 
Bainimarama called for New 
Zealand and Australia to be kicked 
out of the Pacifi c Islands Forum as 
“they are not Pacifi c Islanders”, with 
strong indications that Fiji would 
rather they be replaced by China 
instead.

Australia’s close friend and 
ally, New Zealand, for its part, just 
this past week went on a tour of the 
Pacifi c as well, pledging money left, 
right and centre. As noted by the 
Samoan Observer, it was no secret 
that New Zealand, too, is equally 
concerned by China’s growing role 
in the region.

“Prior to their arrival on Sunday 
evening, the New Zealand govern-
ment had been talking about re-
sharpening their focus on the Pacifi c 

amidst concerns about China’s grow-
ing dominance,” the paper said.

China’s Belt-Road 
initiative

The US has long had a con-
tainment strategy specifi cally tar-
geting China, famously dubbed the 
“Pivot to Asia” strategy under the 
Obama administration. As a key ally 
of Washington, it makes sense that 
Australia holds similar views as to 
the perceived threat of China’s rise 
on the global stage.

Make no mistake, however, that 
Washington’s issue with China’s 
mounting infl uence in the region is 
purely economic. In fact, the Trans-
Pacifi c Partnership agreement (TPP) 
was undoubtedly an attempt for the 
US to unite its transpacific allies 
against China, so it makes little sense 
that Trump wanted to discontinue it, 
given his known animosity towards 
China prior to his election.

Right now, China is in the proc-
ess of uniting much of the world 
under its One Belt, One Road initi-
ative, a monumental project which 
will endeavour to connect China, 
Asia, Africa, Europe and the Pacifi c 
and largely leave the United States 
out of its profi t-sharing completely.

As it stands, all that is left block-
ing China from injecting itself into 
the rest of the global sphere is a 
chain of islands known as the “fi rst 
island chain”, a term that refers 
to the Kuril Islands of Russia, the 
Japanese archipelago, Taiwan, the 
northern Philippines and Borneo. 
China has traditionally been blocked 
from injecting its military infl uence 
eastward into the Pacifi c Ocean by 
America’s strong control of this 
chain, but this control is already 
being challenged.

Just recently, China fl ew an intel-
ligence aircraft near these southern 
outlying islands of Japan. Russia is 
also reportedly looking to build a 
naval base in the area, which will 
further complicate Washington’s 
ability to exert its control over the 
islands.

Role of the US
The extent of America’s direct 

role in this particular debacle is less 
obvious. Writing in the Asia-Pacifi c 
Journal, Andre Vitchek explains 
that the reason America’s role is 
less forceful in some Pacifi c Island 
nations is because New Zealand, 
Australia and the US have divided 
the Pacifi c between themselves, with 
New Zealand controlling Polynesia, 
Australia in charge of Melanesia and 
the US charged with maintaining 
Micronesia.

However, in early February, US 
President Donald Trump said he 
planned to nominate Admiral Harry 
B Harris, the commander of the 
US Pacifi c Command and an out-
spoken critic of China, as ambassa-
dor to Australia. This is a man who 
described China’s artifi cial island 
project as “a Great Wall of sand,” 
and has repeatedly called China’s 
policy in the South China Sea “pro-
vocative and expansionist.” He 
also openly stated in 2014 that he 
believes the most volatile and dan-
gerous threat facing the world to be 
North Korea, a current ally of China. 
Unsurprisingly, Harris celebrated 
Trump’s nomination by immediately 
advising the United States Congress 
that Washington should prepare for 
the possibility of a war with China 
in the South China Sea, adding that 
“China’s impressive military build-
up could soon challenge the United 
States across almost every domain”.

“Australia is one of the keys to 

a rules-based international order,” 
Harris also said. “I look to my 
Australian counterparts for their 
assistance, I admire their leadership 
in the battlefi eld and in the corridors 
of power in the world ... a key ally of 
the United States and they have been 
with us in every major confl ict since 
World War I.”

Just over a week ago, Harris met 
with Australia’s defence minister in 
Canberra to discuss the two coun-
tries’ “amazing alliance.”

“Sleep-walking into 
confrontation”

Speaking in regard to Harris’ 
appointment, Euan Graham, direc-
tor of the international security 
program at the Lowy Institute said 
what Harris “needs to be aware of 
is the sensitivity around looking 
like Australia is doing America’s 
bidding.”

Unsurprisingly, Australia is 
viewed as the “right hand of the 
United States” in the part of the 
Pacific region under discussion, 
and it seems overtly likely that 
Australia is acting in its capacity as 
an American client state, carrying out 
America’s interests by vehement-
ly confronting China’s expanding 
infl uence.

Perhaps Australia’s recent 
demeaning remarks towards China 
are a mark of a change in posture in 
the Asia-Pacifi c region and go far 
beyond that of mere verbal sabre-
rattling. Former colonial overlord 

Britain will send a warship from 
Australia through the South China 
Sea this month, a direct attempt to 
provoke China.

“She’ll be sailing through the 
South China Sea ... and making it 
clear our navy has a right to do that,” 
British Defence Secretary Gavin 
Williamson reportedly told the 
Australian newspaper.

Whether or not the mainstream 
media pays this issue the respect it 
so desperately demands, the reality 
is that Australia is “sleepwalking into 
a confrontation with China,” as jour-
nalist John Pilger described the cur-
rent conundrum.

There is a reason Australia is 
playing an increasingly militaristic 
role in the region, joining in navy 
and military drills with the United 
States and its close Asia-Pacific 
allies. Aside from the fact that 
Australia has joined in almost every 
US-led military adventure from 
Vietnam to Iraq; in 2016, Australian 
warplanes assisted the US-led coali-
tion in Syria to strike and kill over 60 
Syrian troops in direct contravention 
of international law.

Australia is far from a passive 
player in US-led confl icts, and the 
pending appointment of the hawkish 
Harris as ambassador to Australia 
should be a horrifying sign of things 
to come.
Darius Shahtahmasebi is a New 
Zealand based legal and political 
analyst.
RT – Russia Today 

Australia’s collision course

An Australian recruitment poster used during World War I.

Melbourne

Australia is acting in its 
capacity as an American client 

state, carrying out America’s 
interests by vehemently 

confronting China’s 
expanding influence.
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Eoghan O’Neill

Part 1 appeared in last week’s Guardian.

When you hear that a CEO or senior execu-
tive “earns” millions or even billions, a 
simple form of reasoning should tear down 
that particular argument. You can quickly 
realise that their earnings do not equate to 
the work that they have done but to other 
sources of income, such as dividends, inter-
est, rent, or illegal means.

This is not earned through work but 
through the privilege of ownership, and it is 
this that defi nes the class relationship, as all 
value is manifested in the product but is trans-
ferred to the owner. If they are employed their 
salaries will of course be extravagant; but 
becoming a billionaire does not depend on the 
level of skill or talent you possess and put to 
work but on the level of shares you own – i.e. 
your relationship to the ownership of the means 
of production. To be a hard worker doesn’t nec-
essarily pay; evidently being a capitalist in a 
capitalist system does.

What is it about maximising profi t that 
is so appealing and a “must” for the owners 
and benefi ciaries of production? In practical 
terms, there are human relationships involved 
in every production process, between the work-
ers, the management, and the owners. The boss 
explains to the worker that the business is run 
on margins, and so in order for the business to 
be viable they offer a certain wage package, 
which the worker can agree to. These mar-
gins are immaterial, fi ctional lines built into 
the capitalist mode of operations, like the lines 
on a road: they create a structure that work-
ers abide by. The marginal decisions dictate to 
the worker the share of wealth that is kept by 
labour and that which is taken by capital.

The marginal decisions are what cause 
machines and automation to replace work-
ers; the marginal decisions decide whether to 
move from one continent to another. It is also 
the marginal decisions that promote discrimi-
nation, harassment, abuse and the exploitation 
of workers in many industries and especially in 
low-wage, low-regulation countries.

However, all these marginal decisions, 
which are at the discretion of the owners, are 
based not on the welfare of the work force or 
society in general but on accumulating capi-
tal and maximising profi t. Marginal decisions 
become systematic imperatives to remain part 
of the capitalist class.

For the capitalist, if you do not grow you 
die; so in order to survive you must maxim-
ise profi t, while at the same time impoverish-
ing billions of people. According to Oxfam’s 
Wealth Report, “Eighty two percent of the 
wealth generated last year went to the rich-
est one percent of the global population, while 
the 3.7 billion people who make up the poor-
est half of the world saw no increase in their 
wealth.”

Clearly wealth is being generated, but it 
is not being distributed. It seems evident that 
this system is outdated, redundant, and fi t for 
the rubbish heap of history; for we must no 
longer be complicit in its inequalities, wars, 

and suicidal destruction of the planet and the 
human race.

What maintains the system is the idea that 
private ownership of the means of production 
and distribution is the best way to meet the 
needs, wants and desires of society. The impe-
rialist powers of the United States, European 
Union and Britain fi nance, train and support 
the right-wing nationalist, extremist, racist and 
fascist forces, both overtly and covertly, right 
around the globe, in every continent.

The most advanced sections of the working 
class are targeted, their world view reviled and 
attacked, and leaders murdered by the ruling 
class and their paid lackeys. It is they who seek 
permanent war and domination.

Agitate, organise, educate
We can no longer wait for an “inevitable,” 

we must directly and politically engage in the 
class war by agitating, organising and educat-
ing our class. Campaigns are essential, but 
without building an organisation that will polit-
ically and ideologically challenge the power of 
capital our complicity in our own exploitation, 
the gross exploitation of other nations and the 
decay of our planet, will continue.

It is this privilege of the ruling class, 
enshrined in law and maintained by the state 
apparatus, that ensures that the owners’ infi -
nite drive towards profi t remains clear, even if 
rights, justice, democracy, sovereignty and the 
environment all become, like labour, another 
expense.

Let them not fool you. We are not an 
expense, to be squeezed at any given moment. 
We are the total value, the sum of all the pro-
ductive processes. It is we who should be 
giving those who are not involved in the pro-
ductive process the subsistence level of wages!

The value system needs to be inverted, 
where the majority of wealth goes to the mass 
of workers who produce the goods for con-
sumption, rather than the other way around. If 
that were the case, poverty would be 99 per-
cent eradicated. It would be easy for us then 
to take that minority, the 1 per cent, and send 
them on job training schemes, where they can 
take a variety of courses to ease them back into 
society!

Finally, to shatter the illusion means to be 
conscious of the fact that we can change and 
dismantle the rights, laws, institutions and for-
eign policies that protect the privileges of the 
capitalist class and their means of accumulat-
ing wealth. We can replace them with institu-
tions of our own that are in our interest, along 
with all people and all nations with whom we 
exchange equivalents, to ensure the survival of 
the planet and all living species.

I think giving the last word to Marx on this 
subject is appropriate, as it is his work that has 
inspired and led the era of socialist revolution. 
That era is still with us so we must hasten the 
task of bringing the era to an end – the end 
of the capitalist barbarous system – by joining 
in the ranks of the organised class-conscious 
workers’ movement.

Marx wrote in A Contribution to the 
Critique of Political Economy: 

“In the social production of their exist-
ence, men inevitably enter into defi nite rela-
tions, which are independent of their will, 
namely relations of production appropriate to 
a given stage in the development of their mate-
rial forces of production. The totality of these 
relations of production constitutes the econom-
ic structure of society, the real foundation, on 
which arises a legal and political superstruc-
ture, and to which correspond defi nite forms 
of consciousness. The mode of production of 
material life conditions the general process of 
social, political, and intellectual life.

“It is not the consciousness of men that 
determines their existence, but their social 
existence that determines their consciousness. 
At a certain stage of development, the material 
productive forces of society come into confl ict 
with the existing relations of production or – 
this merely expresses the same thing in legal 
terms – with the property relations within the 
framework of which they have operated hith-
erto. From forms of development, of the pro-
ductive forces, these relations turn into their 
fetters.

“Then begins an era of social revolution. 
The changes in the economic foundation lead, 
sooner or later, to the transformation of the 
whole, immense, superstructure.”
Socialist Voice 

Australia

The value system needs to be inverted, where 
the majority of wealth goes to the mass of workers who produce 

the goods for consumption, rather than the other way around.

Shattering the illusion – Part 2

We are the total value

Win for union and staff at Murdoch Uni
National Tertiary Education 
Union (NTEU) members at 
Murdoch University voted for a 
new enterprise agreement, in a 
major win for staff at the Western 
Australian university. The break-
through comes after almost two 
years of protracted negotiations, 
including the university manage-
ment’s successful bid to terminate 
the previous agreement, and their 
as yet unheard Federal Court 
action against the union and two 
offi cials.

Union members at Murdoch 

took industrial action on three sep-
arate occasions.

The termination of the agree-
ment had no effect on the nego-
tiating position of the NTEU, 
which had always been that staff 
at Murdoch University deserve 
employment conditions broadly 
comparable to those enjoyed by 
staff at the other WA universities.

The new streamlined agree-
ment includes key rights and 
protections, and ensures that 
Murdoch staff are not disadvan-
taged compared to staff at the three 

other Western Australian public 
universities.

NTEU WA state secretary Gabe 
Gooding said that although the 
agreement at Murdoch was wel-
come, the fact that management 
had been able to terminate the pre-
vious staff agreement during nego-
tiations showed that Australian 
industrial relations laws were 
broken.

“Staff at Murdoch University 
have suffered through the stress 
and uncertainty of this entire proc-
ess,” said Gooding.

“While we acknowledge the 
recent decision of the management 
to seek to reach a fair settlement, 
the university has incurred massive 
legal costs and suffered signifi cant 
reputational damage for the same 
outcomes that have been achieved 
elsewhere through earlier construc-
tive negotiations. These costs could 
have been avoided altogether.

“NTEU members must be rec-
ognised for the perseverance they 
have shown during this long and 
arduous negotiation.

“Murdoch NTEU members also 

relied upon the strong, consistent 
support of NTEU members around 
the country and support from other 
unions.

“This outcome shows what can 
be achieved when working people 
and their unions stick together. It is 
a win not only for staff at the uni-
versity, but the union movement 
more broadly.

“The experiences of staff at 
Murdoch University patently dem-
onstrate that our industrial rules are 
not fair and need to change,” con-
cluded Gooding. 
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The latest Indigenous big-screen movie 
Hostiles, with famed stars Wes Studi 
(Cherokee) and Christian Bale, is evoking 
a lot of divergent views ranging from very 
positive to negative but, fi lled with pluses 
and minuses as most movies are, it has 
more redemptive qualities than not.

I must preface my remarks by my experi-
ence in fi rst attempting, unsuccessfully, to see 
the fi lm.

Since the movie had been out for several 
weeks with little to no advertisement in Middle 
Tennessee where I live, I expected an audito-
rium with few other moviegoers. But on a cold 
rainy Saturday afternoon in mid-February, in 
a small suburb of Nashville, the movie was 
nearly sold out. To my pleasant surprise, the 
ticket seller said there were only a couple of 
seats left in the front row, smack up against the 
screen. I was told it would be showing again 
on Sunday afternoon, but that it was advisable 
to purchase tickets now, which I did. I could 
only refl ect on my satisfaction that there was 
such a great interest in the fi lm from the non-
Native public.

On Sunday I took my assigned seat with 
only a few others in the house, eagerly await-
ing seeing my favourite Native actor and 
fellow Cherokee, Wes Studi, whom I had the 
pleasure of meeting at a Native venue several 
years ago. The movie that is my favourite of 
his roles is the 1993 Geronimo. Inspirational 
and educational, it takes few if any liberties 
with history. I have watched it more times than 
I can count.

In the storyline of Hostiles, the dying 
Cheyenne war chief Yellow Hawk (Wes Studi) 
and his family are being escorted from New 
Mexico back to their Montana homeland 
in 1892 by an Army detachment reluctant-
ly headed by Captain Joe Blocker (Christian 
Bale), who starting out has a lot of hatred for 
Indians. In fact Yellow Hawk was a long-time 
foe of Blocker. Yellow Hawk and family are 
being held as prisoners of war, but are released 
because of public pressure from back East. The 
chief is a “cause celebre” to Easterners. Public 
pressure from sympathetic Easterners for just 
treatment of Indigenous people in the late 19th 
Century was not uncommon. Their journey is 
beset by attacking Comanches and lawbreaking 
white fur trappers.

Both Studi and Bale deliver poignant and 
powerful performances along with the rest of 
the cast. The other main Indigenous actors 
include the famed Adam Beach (Salteaux 
First Nations) playing Black Hawk, the son of 
Yellow Hawk; noted actress Q’orianka Kilcher 
(Quecha/Huachipaeri) playing Elk Woman, 
the wife of Black Hawk; Tanaya Beatty 
(Da’naxda’xw First Nations), playing the 
sister of Black Hawk; and Xavier Horsechief 
(Navajo/Cherokee) playing Little Bear, the 
grandson of Yellow Hawk.

Before proceeding further I must com-
ment on some remarks by non-Natives that I 
can only dismiss as overkill and misplaced. 
For example, there was a recent review in 
this paper entitled “‘Hostiles’: An apology 
for imperialism in a colourful package” by 
Kimball Cariou, editor of the People’s Voice, 
Canada’s leading socialist newspaper. He ends 
his remarks saying, “Placing the blame for vio-
lence on individuals Hostiles is, in the end, yet 
another apology for the crimes of imperialism, 
including genocide in the Americas.” Anyone 
seeing this fi lm who has the slightest smidgen 
of knowledge of Indigenous history can readily 
perceive that the “violence” is the result of the 
institutionalised racism of the system of capi-
talism and imperialism.

An accompanying comment to this review 
ran as follows: “Hostiles doesn’t look as 
though it hits even the most modest of bench-
marks – which makes the fi lm a stone in the 
path of progress and a waste of the audience’s 
time.” I take severe exceptions to both asser-
tions. Both are clichéd overkill statements.

Thought-provoking
In term of the positives, this is a thought-

provoking film, the type of movie always 

needed to evoke more discussion of the current 
Native plight to consider how we are still living 
the legacy of the genocidal, blood-stained past. 
There is a modern-day resonance throughout 
the fi lm. The injustice, the racism, the iniqui-
ty of today comprise the bitter inheritance of 
yesteryear. The movie is relevant for a country 
with racist populations of Euro-Americans who 
still hate with tremendous and utterly irrational 
abandon.

Also to be commended in the movie is 
the use of the Northern Cheyenne language. 
For this writer the use of any Native tongue 
is inspirational at a time when most if not 
all of this land’s Indigenous languages are in 
danger of extinction. Languages that have been 
spoken for thousands of years are on the cusp 
of demise all across the United States.

Director Scott Cooper worked with famed 
Native fi lm maker Chris Eyre (Cheyenne) of 
Smoke Signals renown, and noted Indigenous 
consultant, Dr Joely Proudfit (Pechanga/
Luiseño) in making the movie. Eyre had to 
assemble a group of Native speakers fl uent 
in the language who could also teach some of 
the language to the actors. It was great to hear 
Studi, who is bilingual (Cherokee is his fi rst 
language), and Bale speak the language on 
screen, with subtitles. Let it spark more Native 
languages on the big screen!

Hostiles was also lauded by the National 
Congress of Americans (NCAI) as an “authen-
tic representation of Native peoples” and for 
the accurate speaking of Native languag-
es. In fact, NCAI partnered with The Native 
Networkers (TNN) and the National Indian 
Gaming Association (NIGA) to host a special 
screening of the fi lm.

Hostiles evoked many mixed emotions 
on my part. I must also look at some of the 
negatives in it. The fi lm starts out really taking 
some liberties with history. It begins with the 
Indians of a Comanche war party, portrayed as 
villainous, merciless killers, attacking an inno-
cent, unoffending white family minding their 
own business – this is an old biased, grossly 
overworked Western theme – and killing them 
all, father and children, with the exception of 
the mother Rosalie Quaid (Rosamund Pike), 
who escapes the carnage, is found by the troop-
ers and joins the trek north. In this opening 
scene the killing of the children goes against 
the grain of Native warfare in that traditional 
custom was to take women and children cap-
tive for either prisoner exchange or adoption.

Contemporaneously, as the white family is 
mowed down by Comanches an Apache family 
is brutally captured by Blocker and his troopers 
for imprisonment in the stockade. The Apache 
father is lassoed and dragged behind a horse. 
In reality, the Apache family would have been 
mowed down by the cavalry under the US gen-
ocide policy.

The true story
The story begins in 1892, but the 

Comanche Wars ended in 1875 with the sur-
render of Quanah Parker and the Kwahadi 
Comanches, the last of Comanche military 
resistance. Hence, there would have been no 
Comanche resistance in 1892, as the tribe was 
being held on a reservation in Oklahoma.

Further, there would have been no 
Comanches attacking Cheyennes going north 
as portrayed in the fi lm, as the two tribes were 
allies in the wars against the white settlers 
and the US Army. If anything the Comanches 
would have been helping the Cheyennes on 
their trek absent the Army. Also, Cheyennes 
were never imprisoned in New Mexico.

When I fi rst heard small fragments about 
the storyline of Hostiles I assumed it had to 
do with the epic historic Northern Cheyenne 
Exodus to escape from the Army that was 
trying to stop them from going back to their 
Montana homeland from Oklahoma. This is a 
true story and a very tragic one. The US Army 
did not repatriate Native people to their ances-
tral homelands, but rather was deployed to stop 
any such repatriation by any means necessary, 
including the killing of any Indigenous people 
attempting to return home.

In fact, the true story of the Northern 
Cheyenne Exodus, of which I became cog-
nisant as a child, deserves some telling, for 
I am sure Hostiles is a take-off on it. In the 
wake of the Battle of the Little Bighorn, in 
1876, the US Army went after the Northern 
Plains Tribes, the Lakota and the Northern 
Cheyennes, with a vengeance. In 1877 most of 
the Northern Cheyennes led by Little Wolf and 
Dull Knife surrendered and expected to live 
on reservation with their Lakota allies. But the 
federal government ordered that the Northern 
Cheyenne be removed to the reservation at 
Fort Reno, Oklahoma, with their Southern 
Cheyenne relatives. They were promised by 
the government they could return north if the 
living conditions on the Oklahoma reservation 
were not agreeable.

The Northern Cheyenne arrived at Fort 
Reno in August 1877. Their living conditions 
sharply declined and many fell sick as malaria 
raged in the late summer. In the winter of 1877-
78 many more were dying from hunger, due 
to inadequate rations, and sickness. Dysentery, 
fevers and depression continued to sap their 
energy. They were described as “homesick, 
heartsick and sick in every way.” In August, 
1878 the Northern Cheyenne decided that for 
the sake of survival they must return to their 
Montana homeland, despite government orders 
to the contrary. In September over 300, led 
by Little Wolf and Dull Knife, fl ed from the 
reservation in western Oklahoma heading to 
Montana. There were only 85 warriors to pro-
tect 250 women and children.

After six weeks of outfi ghting and out-
maneuvering 17,000 soldiers sent to bring 
them back to Oklahoma, the Cheyenne decid-
ed to split into two groups. One group decided 
to stop running and follow Dull Knife to the 
Red Cloud Agency, where they hoped to reside 
among their Lakota allies. The band led by 
Dull Knife consisted mostly of women, chil-
dren and the elderly. The other group elected 
to continue to the Powder River Country in 
Montana.

In October 1878, on their way to the Red 
Cloud Agency the Dull Knife group by hap-
penstance ran into an Army detachment. As 
they were outnumbered and outgunned, it was 
agreed that they would go to Fort Robinson, 

Nebraska, pending further arrangements. At 
Fort Robinson the Cheyenne agreed to cease 
fi ghting if they could live on the Pine Ridge 
Reservation with Red Cloud. They were con-
fi ned to an army barracks about the size of a 
tennis court, built to hold only 75 soldiers. The 
Cheyenne numbered 148. They were given 
food, water and fi rewood.

But in January 1879 the government 
ordered that the Army return the Cheyenne to 
the Oklahoma reservation. The Cheyenne said 
they would rather die than return south. The 
stage was set for the worst tragedy. Soldiers 
put bars on the barracks and cut off food, water 
and wood for heat for four days. The temper-
ature stood at sub-zero. What happened next 
has gone down in history as the Fort Robinson 
Massacre.

On the night of January 9, with the temper-
ature at 40 degrees below zero, the Cheyenne 
made their escape using guns they had hidden 
when taken into custody. They were cornered 
in the cold and snow after breaking into small-
er groups to avoid capture, and most were mer-
cilessly killed by the cavalry. One group of 32 
escapees who were trapped in a dry creek bed 
had only eight survivors.

The killings in the creek bed, which came 
to be known as the “Pit,” were immortalised 
by storied Western artist Frederic Remington 
in his painting of the same name in 1897. Out 
of the original number of 148 only about ten 
escaped the murderous onslaught of the US 
Cavalry. Sixty-fi ve others, 23 of them wound-
ed, were taken back to Fort Robinson as 
prisoners.

The group led by Little Wolf fared better; 
in fact, comparatively speaking, they tri-
umphed. They made it to Montana where, 
after negotiation with an army offi cer known 
to be sympathetic to the Cheyenne, they 
were allowed to remain undisturbed. These 
Cheyenne became the nucleus of the Northern 
Cheyenne Reservation at Lame Deer, 
Montana, and were never forced to return to 
Oklahoma.

Dull Knife and some family members were 
among those who escaped and reached the Red 
Cloud Agency. After months of Washington red 
tape, the prisoners at Fort Robinson and Dull 
Knife were allowed to join Little Wolf’s band 

Film Review by Albert Bender *

Hostiles

Wes Studi.



Guardian March 28, 2018  7

in Montana. The Cheyennes had triumphed 
despite terrible losses.

In the chronicles of the Plains Wars, the 
bravery of the Cheyennes was legendary, 
though earned through horrifi c, epic struggle.

Later, the massacre at Fort Robinson was 
considered so egregious that General George 
Crook, also a noted so-called “Indian Fighter,” 
sent a board of offi cers to investigate.

Assimilation
In my estimation this would have made for 

a much better storyline. I still ponder why the 
date of 1892 was chosen, as this inexplicably 
took too much liberty with history. Just another 
Hollywoodism, I surmise. Also, I found disap-
pointing that the two Indigenous women in the 
fi lm, Kilcher and Beatty, had little to no speak-
ing roles.

Another disconcerting part of the fi lm was 
that after all the remaining Natives are killed, 
the surviving Indian boy, Little Bear, played 
by Xavier Horsechief, is apparently adopted 
by the white woman character, Rosalie, and, 
dressed in a “little white boy suit,” leaving 
with her on a train departing Butte, Montana, 
headed for Chicago. Obviously, he is being 
taken away from his people (there were still 
Cheyennes around) to be assimilated into 
the white world. Not a happy ending for 
Indigenous viewers. More food for provoking 
thought in the present-day.

But all told, this a film that definitely 
should be seen. It puts squarely on the table of 
national discussion the contemporary plight of 
Indigenous people relating to the ever-present 
issues of genocide, land theft, reparations, 
assimilation, kidnapping of Native children, 
private property and capitalist/imperialist 
Manifest Destiny. The fi lm resonates with a 
focus on today’s survival issues for Indigenous 
people.
* Albert Bender is a Cherokee Indian. He is 
a freelance reporter and political columnist 
for News From Indian Country and other 
Native and non-Native publications. He is 
also a historian and attorney specialising in 
Native American law. Currently, he is writing 
a history of the Maya Indian role in the 
Guatemalan civil war of the late 20th century.
People’s World 

Magazine

Sharmine Narwani

The battle of narratives over the use of chemical weapons in Syria 
has been raging ferociously for years. But a chemical lab discov-
ered in Eastern Ghouta this week is set to change the parameters 
of the discourse. Last December, at a US military hangar near 
Washington DC, UN Ambassador Nikki Haley showcased an over-
sized metal pipe as evidence of Iran’s military collusion with 
Yemen’s Houthi rebels. That picture hit every front page in the 
western hemisphere, drowning out the many objections that a big 
pipe on an American stage proves nothing.

Last week, the Syrian Arab Army (SAA) liberated some Eastern 
Ghouta farmlands between Shifouniyeh and Douma and discovered a 
well-equipped chemical laboratory run by Saudi-backed Islamist terror-
ists. Not a single Western reporter showed up to investigate the facility.

The media disinterest is strange, given that US offi cials appear 
poised to green-light military attacks against Syria, which they claim has 
used chemical weapons (CW) against civilian populations. This charge 
remains unproven and highly contentious, with other parties arguing that 
anti-government militants are employing CW munitions to provoke a US 
military intervention against Syria.

So perhaps it’s not so strange that a chemical lab discovered right 
at the epicentre of a major strategic battle over Syria is being ignored 
by one side. In the end, it is likely that only one side is right about who 
is using CWs in Syria. Which is why one side went silent when this lab 
was revealed.

The chemical facility lies only a few dozen metres away from the 
current military frontline and was recently liberated. The lab is surround-
ed by farmlands – the last place one would expect to fi nd this stash. I see 
fi elds of wheat, green peas, beans and chickpeas scattered liberally in a 
confl ict area Western media dubs a “starvation siege”. The building itself 
is shell-pocked and littered with debris, like so many of the structures I 
pass in Shifouniyeh and other towns in Eastern Ghouta where war rages.

But the sight inside is astounding. Upper rooms packed with elec-
tronic hardware, basements outfi tted with large boilers, shelves fi lled 
with chemical substances, corners heaving with blue and black canis-
ters (reportedly containing chlorine), chemistry charts, books, beakers, 
vials, test tubes and all the paraphernalia familiar to the average student 
of science. And then, in several corners, piles of pipe-shaped projectiles 
– clear munitions of some sort.

There’s one real standout in an upper room of the facility. It’s a 
newish looking piece of equipment with “Hill-Rom Medaes Medplus 
Air Plant” written on its front. A cursory Google search pulls up several 
interesting facts immediately – the machine is some kind of air or gas 
compressor, it’s a US-manufactured product, and Saudi Arabia put out 
tenders for this device in 2015.

A list of numbers and phone extensions taped to the wall confi rms 
that this area – and the lab – was controlled by Jaysh al-Islam, a Saudi-
backed terrorist group whose political fi gurehead Mohammad Alloush 
was once invited to head up the opposition delegation at UN-sponsored 
Geneva talks.

The Saudis have been caught out many times during this confl ict for 
diverting equipment and weapons to the Syrian battlefi eld – purchases 
that were intended by the seller to be used only by a Saudi end-user. The 
Hill-Rom compressor, like most Western scientifi c equipment, would 
have been banned for sale to Syria under tight sanctions laws. Even if 
not created for military purposes, many such products are viewed by US 
offi cials as featuring “dual-use” technologies.

The Syrian offi cers on duty at the lab site could do little more than 
point out the obvious items of interest in the facility. They had only 
been there 24 hours and had not yet fully deciphered its intent. They had 
examined the blue and black canisters and discovered chlorine – a sub-
stance that has repeatedly been used in small quantities on the Syrian 
battlefi eld and has drawn widespread international censure.

Is this a chemical weapons lab? Or simply a chemical lab manufac-
turing a substance used in warfare – like explosives?

Even if no banned chemical munitions are found to be produced at 
this lab, its discovery is a game-changer in the chemical weapons blame-
game. It is now indisputable that Western-backed and Gulf-fi nanced 
Islamist militants have the capabilities to produce the chemicals of war 
inside the battlefi eld – and not in the makeshift way that media suggests. 
This lab demonstrates that militants can amass foreign-made equipment, 
create production lines and procure diffi cult-to-obtain components.

It can no longer be argued that militants lack the ability, connections 
and skill-sets to manufacture chemical munitions.

Terrorists and chemical weapons
There is ample evidence that terrorists have been using low-grade 

and unsophisticated CWs in the Iraqi and Syrian military theatres.
The use of the nerve agent Sarin in Improvised Explosive Devices 

(IEDs) by insurgents in Iraq has been documented by the media since 
2004 – and in detail by the CIA, which links the substance to lost or pil-
fered stock from Iraq’s old chemical munitions program.

Chlorine IEDs were also fi rst used in Iraq that same year, but it was 
in 2007 that an aggressive chemical war was launched in Anbar province 
and other parts of the country by Al-Qaeda in Iraq (AQI), which used 
chlorine bombs in suicide attacks.

Fast forward a decade or so. In 2016, the UK intelligence analy-
sis fi rm IHS Confl ict Monitor issued a report saying that Islamic State 
(which evolved out of Al-Qaeda in Iraq), has used chemical weapons, 

including chlorine and sulphur mustard agents, at least 52 times in both 
Syria and Iraq.

In Syria, the trouble began in December 2012 when the Al-Qaeda-
linked Al-Nusra Front (a former IS ally), took over the country’s only 
chlorine manufacturing plant, a joint business venture with the Saudis 
located east of Aleppo. Damascus issued an immediate warning to the 
UN: “Terrorist groups may resort to using chemical weapons against the 
Syrian people ... after having gained control of a toxic chlorine factory.”

Three months later, in what is viewed as the fi rst real CW incident 
of the Syrian confl ict, 26 people – the majority of them (16) Syrian sol-
diers – were killed in the village of Khan Assal in Aleppo in a reported 
chlorine attack. The next day, the Syrian government requested that the 
UN investigate the attack. A few days later, there was another alleged 
chemical incident in Adra, northeast of Damascus, followed by a report-
ed attack in Saraqeb, and then in Ghouta in August – the CW incident 
that almost triggered US military strikes. A Jordanian reporter on the 
ground in Ghouta interviewed witnesses who said the Saudis had pro-
vided militants with chemical weapons and that some had been deto-
nated by accident.

In May 2013, Turkish authorities captured 12 Nusra Front militants 
with nine kilograms of sarin gas. Turkish media carried varying reports 
about the terrorists’ goals – one of them was that the group was planning 
to take the materials back to Syria, Nusra’s home base.

In June, members of an Al-Qaeda cell were apprehended by Iraqi 
authorities who raided two Baghdad factories that were used to research 
and manufacture sarin and mustard agents. Authorities said that the AQ 
militants had precursor chemicals and formulas necessary for the pro-
duction of the deadly CWs.

And so on and so forth. But back to the lab in Eastern Ghouta.
The lab’s occupants, Saudi-backed Jaysh al-Islam, publicly admit-

ted in 2016 to using toxic agents in mortar attacks against Kurds in the 
Aleppo neighbourhood of Sheikh Maqsood. “During the clashes one 
of the Jaysh al-Islam brigades used [weapons] forbidden in this kind of 
confrontations,” the group said in a statement about the chemical attack, 
in which it claimed the perpetrator would be held accountable.

The statement is relevant in only one way. It confi rms the group has 
chemical munitions.

Who benefits from CWs?
In mid-2012, the Syrian government confi rmed for the fi rst time 

that it had chemical weapons, but stated these were only for use against 
“external aggression” and never against the Syrian people.

This statement could be viewed with the same scepticism as the one 
by Jaysh al-Islam, except for one thing: chemical weapons in no way, 
shape or form – neither politically nor militarily – benefi t the Syrian 
government in this seven-year confl ict. It’s why the Syrian government 
unilaterally admitted to its CW program and was so willing to relinquish 
it under US and Russian supervision.

The amount of CWs used on the Syrian battlefi eld is negligible in 
comparison with the scope and violence of the war. Why use a highly 
provocative weapon that kills only a few dozen people when you can use 
conventional munitions that can do a cleaner job?

And why risk the ire of the entire international community – and 
further isolation – when what you want most is to avoid foreign military 
intervention that can take out your military bases in mere days?

It’s telling that throughout Syria’s confl ict, “massacres” and “chemi-
cal attacks” have taken place mostly when militants are facing setbacks 
or stalemates – or when important events like UN Security Council 
meetings loom.

What better opportunity to galvanise the international community 
to condemn, sanction, punish or bomb your enemy than with gruesome 
scenes of bodies convulsing and children gasping for air?

It really doesn’t matter what is found in the chemical lab at al-Shi-
founiyeh farms. The occupants of the lab, whether Al-Nusra, Jaysh al-
Islam or IS – two of which are currently militarily active in Eastern 
Ghouta – have provided the last piece of the chemical weapons who-
dunit puzzle. They always had the motive to stage chemical warfare 
in Syria, but now we can see they have the means and capabilities too.
RT – Russia Today 

Terrorist capabilities 
laid bare
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Federico Pieraccini

Events in Syria increasingly 
resemble a direct confrontation 
between major powers rather 
than a proxy war. An alarming 
warning by Sergei Lavrov and 
Chief of the Russian General 
Staff, Valery Gerasimov, was 
announced via the RT broadcaster 
and several Russian media. The 
content is explosive and deserv-
ing of the widest possible dissemi-
nation. Gerasimov claimed that 
Moscow had “reliable informa-
tion that fi ghters are preparing 
to stage the use by government 
troops of chemical weapons 
against the civilian population.”

He alleged that the US intends to 
accuse Assad’s troops of using chem-
ical weapons against civilians, and 
then “carry out a bombing attack” 
on Damascus. Gerasimov warned 
that Russia would “take retaliatory 
measures” if the US targeted areas 
where its military are located in 
the Syrian capital. “Russian mili-
tary advisers, representatives of the 
Centre for Reconciliation and mem-
bers of military police” are current-
ly in the Syrian capital, Gerasimov 
said, adding that in the event that 
the lives of Russian military person-
nel are placed in danger, the Russian 
Armed Forces will respond with cer-
tain measure to both “missiles” and 
their “launchers”.

A few hours earlier, Lavrov 
responded, “criticising the remarks 
by the US envoy to the UN, Nikki 
Haley, about Washington’s readiness 
to “bomb Damascus and even the 
presidential palace of Bashar Assad, 
regardless [of the] presence of the 
Russian representatives there.”

“It is an absolutely irresponsible 
statement,” the Russian top diplomat 
added.

The words of Gerasimov are 
even more dire, since he explains 
how the United States and its allies 
are preparing the ground to jus-
tify an attack on Syria. According 
to reports, terrorists stationed in 
Al-Tanf (an illegal US military base 
in Syria) received 20 tons of chlo-
rine gas and detonators, disguised 
as cigarette packs, in order to attack 
in an area under the control of the 
terrorists that is densely inhabited 
by civilians.

What would then happen is 
already obvious, with the White 
Helmets (AKA Al-Qaeda) and main-
stream media ready to broadcast the 
images of the victims of the attack, 
tugging at the heartstrings of Western 
viewers otherwise unaware of the 
conspiracy being played out. Efforts 
to frame Russia have already reached 

the highest alert levels, with the 
false-fl ag poisoning of the Russian 
spy in Britain.

It seems that there is a signifi -
cant effort by the United States, 
Britain, France and Germany to pro-
voke a military confrontation with 
Moscow. How else are we able to 
interpret threats from French presi-
dent Macron to strike Damascus, 
together with his ominous advice 
to foreign journalists not to go to 
Damascus in the coming days and, 
for those already there, to leave the 
capital immediately? There has even 
been chatter within diplomatic cir-
cles that suggest that UN personnel 
are leaving Damascus.

This could be psychological war-
fare, or it could be a prelude to war. 
With the stakes so high, we cannot 
afford to ignore any detail, even 
if it may be disinformation. The 
American attack seems imminent, 
with mounting signs of movements 
of American and Russian war-
ships in the Mediterranean in attack 
formation.

Russian military representatives 
have reiterated that in the event of an 
attack, they will respond by hitting 
both the missiles launched as well 
as the ships from which the missiles 
were launched. Things are getting 
pretty dicey, and the risk of a direct 
confrontation between the United 
States and the Russian Federation 
are rising with every passing hour. 
The transfer of numerous US aircraft 
from Incirlik, Turkey, to Al-Azrak, 
Jordan, is another indication of 
preparations for an attack, since the 
forces moved to Jordan are close to 
the Al-Tanf base. The proposed strat-
egy could involve an assault on the 
city of Daraa, for the purposes of 
securing the borders between Syria 
and Jordan and Syria and Israel.

The warnings raised by Lavrov 
and Gerasimov appear unprec-
edented, given that they detail a 
plan already set in course, evident-
ly approved at the highest levels 
and aimed at provoking and justify-
ing an attack on Syria; an attack that 
would encompass the Russian forces 
in Syria. Tensions continue to grow, 
following Russia’s shooting down of 
a drone by two surface-to-air mis-
siles launched from its Hmeimim Air 
Base. Moscow has even deployed 
to the Mediterranean the Admiral 
Grigorovich-class frigate Admiral 
Essen and the Krivak II-class anti-
submarine frigate Pytivyy.

Both are prepared for anti-ship 
and anti-submarine operations. 
Sources claim that this deployment 
was planned some time ago and 
is part of a routine deployment of 
the Russian navy. But during such 

a delicate moment, it pays to focus 
on every detail. Without resorting to 
excessive alarmism, if Lavrov said 
that “the movements of the warships 
of the United States and its allies in 
the Mediterranean seem compatible 
with the strategy of using this chemi-
cal attack to justify an attack on the 
Syrian Arab army and government 
installations”, then it is reasonable 
to speculate on whether the Russian 
ships are moving in to the area to 
counter any provocations.

There are two fundamental fl aws 
in the reasoning of US policy-makers 
and the US military establishment. 
They are convinced that an American 
demonstration of strength (involving 
a large number of cruise missiles 
launched against Syria through a sig-
nifi cant involvement of aircraft car-
riers as well as bombers) would stun 
Russia into passivity. Furthermore, 
US commanders are convinced that 
Syria and Russia do not have the 
ability to defend themselves for an 
extended period of time. They seem 
to be fooling themselves with their 
own propaganda.

As their Israeli colleagues have 
already learned, such an assumption 
is mistaken. While the idea that a 
high level of fi repower would meet 
with some kind of success, the possi-
bility of a response from Syrian and 
Russian forces remains. And this 
possibility seems not to have been 
given suffi cient weight by the US 
and her allies.

How would the American mili-
tary and the Trump presidency react 
to a US warship being sunk by anti-
ship missiles? It would only serve 
to demonstrate how vulnerable 
American naval forces are when con-
fronted with such advanced weap-
ons. It would represent a tremendous 
shock for the US military, possibly 
the biggest shock since the end of 
WW2.

What would Trump and the 
generals in charge do? They would 
respond with further bombardment 
of Russian forces, leaving them-
selves open to a devastating Russian 
response.

The conflict could escalate 
within the space of a few minutes, 
leading to a situation where there 
could be no possible winners.

The normal reasoning I employ 
when considering total annihilation 
is placed to one side when US spe-
cial forces deliver 20 tons of chlorine 
gas to Al-Qaeda terrorists in Syria to 
execute a false fl ag for the purposes 
of blaming Damascus and Moscow. 
If we connect this event to what is 
currently happening in Britain, and 
the hysteria in the United States sur-
rounding alleged Russian hacking 
during the American elections, we 
can understand just how much inter-
national relations have deteriorated.

This situation is reminiscent of 
Ukraine in 2015. Ukrainian forces 
suffered repeated defeats at the hands 
of the Donbass resistance, being 

contained in the thousands in differ-
ent “cauldrons”. Within NATO head-
quarters in Brussels during that time, 
there was open discussion over send-
ing a contingent to support Ukrainian 
troops. The plan, however, was 
never realised, given the possibility 
of direct confrontation in Ukraine 
between the Russian Federation and 
NATO.

In recent months, the possibility 
of a war on the Korean Peninsula has 
also been evoked and perhaps simul-
taneously averted by the unpredicta-
ble consequences for both Seoul and 
the American forces in the region.

In Syria, the approach of 
Washington and its diplomatic and 
military emissaries seems more reck-
less and less tied to a chain of com-
mand where the buck stops at the 
American president. We saw this 
during the Obama presidency, where 
the US Air Force bombed govern-
ment troops in Deir ez-Zor only 
a few hours after a ceasefi re had 
been reached between Lavrov and 
Secretary of State Kerry.

The grave circumstance about 
which we write seem to be without 
precedent, appearing as they do to 
lead towards a direct confrontation 
between nuclear-armed powers.

Never before has the region been 
on the verge of such an explosion as 
in the next few hours – as a result of 
the typically reckless actions of the 
United States.
globalresearch.ca 

Stoking the fi res of war

President Vladimir Putin and Chief of the Russian General Staff Valery Gerasimov watch a military exercise.

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 activities, history and celebration with Veterans of the lockout and todays 
benefi ciaries of the struggle for a unionised waterfront.

Saturday April 7
From midday at M Club – Cnr Malabar Rd & Mons Ave Maroubra

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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Voting on March 11 for Cuba’s 
National Assembly was news-
worthy mostly because the 
body, which convenes on April 
19, is charged with selecting a 
new Cuban President. Current 
President Raul Castro has served 
the two five-year terms he is 
allowed. The new president will 
be Cuba’s fi rst with no personal 
participation in struggles lead-
ing to the victory of Cuba’s 1959 
revolution. Castro’s departure 
signifi es a generational transfer 
of political leadership.

Voting took place at 24,470 regu-
lar voting sites throughout the island, 
but also at 143 locations where 
people congregate who are away 
from home. Examples are hospitals 
and bus stations. Of Cuba’s 8.93 
million eligible voters, 17.1 percent 
abstained and 82.9 percent voted 
to install 605 deputies for fi ve-year 
terms. Most of them – 80.4 percent 
– voted their approval of the entire 
slate of candidates. The rest chose 
particular candidates and rejected 
others.

This year, 86 percent of the 
new deputies are university gradu-
ates, 59.3 percent are white, 40.7 
percent are African-descended, and 
53.2 percent are women. Voters on 
March 11 also chose 1,265 delegates 
to provincial assemblies. The proc-
ess for electing National Assembly 
delegates reveals much about the 
nature of Cuba’s democracy. The 
Assembly’s planned initial actions 
are also instructive.

In September 2017, local “can-
didacy commissions” sought nomi-
nations for candidates for election to 
municipal assembles. Citizens in the 
districts of Cuba’s 168 municipalities 

did the nominating. The elections 
took place on November 26, 2017. 
The commissions had provided 
voters with a list of candidates and 
their biographies. Voting for munici-
pal assembly deputies occurs every 
two-and-a-half years.

From then on, preparations 
began in earnest for electing the new 
National Assembly. Under the aus-
pices of candidacy commissions, 
970 meetings took place at which 
citizens identifi ed a total of 12,000 
possible candidates for the National 
Assembly. Next, the National 
Candidacy Commission selected 605 
of the possible candidates to make up 
a list of candidates to be voted upon 
on March 11.

The National Candidacy 
Commission, headed by Gisela 
Duarte of the Cuban Workers’ 
Confederation (CTC), is made up of 
representatives of “mass and social 
organisations from all sectors of 
society.” All of Cuba’s Candidacy 
Commissions are chaired by repre-
sentatives of the CTC.

Almost half – 47.7 percent – of 
those whose names were on the list 
were deputies already elected to and 
serving in municipal assemblies. 
Each municipality offered at least 
two of its deputies as candidates for 
the National Assembly. Each one 
would be representing approximate-
ly 20,000 people.

The National Candidacy 
Commission itself determined the 
other candidates on the list. It sought 
recommendations from mass organi-
sations, trade unions, local councils, 
and student federations. This year, 
according to Cubadebate.cu, can-
didates selected by the Candidacy 
Commission included nine student 
leaders, 24 researchers, 12 with 
sports affiliations, 47 educators, 

83 from “productive services,” 34 
health-care workers, 34 artists or 
writers, 22 military people, 39 mass-
organisation leaders, 46 “political 
leaders,” 41 government offi cials, 
seven lawyers or judges, four reli-
gious leaders, and four delegates 
from the “non-state sector.”

Next, the Commission returned 
the entire slate of candidates, those it 
had named and those selected by the 
municipal assemblies, to the munici-
pal assemblies. They either approved 
or rejected the list of 605 candidates. 
If a “pre-candidate” received less 
than 50 percent approval there, the 
Commission proposed an alternative 
candidate for consideration by the 
municipal assembly.

Voters on March 11 either voted 
“Yes” for the entire slate deter-
mined by the National Candidacy 
Commission, or they voted for some, 
but not all, of the names. They also 
chose the delegates to the provincial 
assemblies.

On being seated, on April 19, 
the National Assembly will begin 
to choose Cuba’s national political 
leadership. Granma, the newspaper 
of Cuba’s Communist Party, wrote, 
“The National Assembly of People’s 
Power is the supreme body of state 

power and represents and expresses 
the sovereign will of all the people.” 
The newspaper continued, saying the 
Assembly is “the only body in the 
Republic invested with constituent 
and legislative authority.”

The Assembly will move fi rst 
to select members of the Council 
of State. The National Candidacy 
Commission consults individually 
with deputies as to their individual 
choices for the 31 members of the 
Council of State. The names men-
tioned most frequently will appear 
on a slate of potential Council mem-
bers. The deputies then will vote on 
the slate as it stands, or with modi-
fi cations. Voting secretly, they will 
also select members of the Council 
of State, including its president and 
vice-presidents. Constitutionally, 
that president is president also of the 
Republic.

Cuban political writer Iroel 
Sánchez recently explained why he 
thinks Cuba’s electoral system is dif-
ferent. First, the municipal assembly 
delegates, “nominated and elect-
ed by the people, without interme-
diaries, are the ones who have the 
power to do what in other coun-
tries political parties do, which is to 
decide upon the lists of candidates 

to be submitted to voters.” Cuba’s 
Communist Party offi cially takes no 
part in elections there.

“Cuban electoral processes pro-
ceed without problems evident in 
elections of other countries and on 
the island before 1959.” He pointed 
to “political corruption, fraud, dis-
regard of promises, and no provi-
sion for elected offi cials to render 
accounts or to be recalled.” And 
there’s no “propaganda, campaign 
promises, and money infl uence” in 
Cuban elections.

Sánchez explained that elections 
in Cuba are consistent with “the ethic 
of José Martí.” They are not based on 
precedents from “socialist regimes”. 
But “Cuban democracy is not syn-
onymous with elections.” He point-
ed out that, “labour unions, student 
groups, and women’s organisation 
carry out systematic processes of 
discussion and renovation in which 
problems affecting them are taken 
on and are presented to the govern-
ment ... . By law, union and student 
leaders at the base participate with 
voice and vote in leadership bodies 
in schools and workplaces, and even 
in the ministries.”
People’s World 
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Cuba’s new legislature

Turkey’s Syrian invasion
Turkish President Recept Tayyip 
Erdogan vowed last week to 
expand his country’s invasion 
of northern Syria into other 
Kurdish-held areas, following 
his military’s seizure of Afrin. 
Residents and human rights mon-
itors have reported widespread 
looting in the town by Turkish 
troops and their local allies, which 
are fi ghting under the Free Syrian 
Army (FSA) banner.

Video footage showed that one 
of the fi rst acts of the FSA fi ghters, 
who appear to be former members 
of jihadist groups, in Afrin was to 
bulldoze a statue of a mythological 
Kurdish fi gure.

European Union foreign policy 
chief Federica Mogherini told 
reporters in Brussels that she was 
“worried” about the Turkish offen-
sive in Afrin, as it ran counter to 
recent international efforts to wind 
the fi ghting down.

Turkey claims that the Kurds 
in northern Syria are a threat to its 

security and has vowed to purge 
them from the region. Ankara has 
carried out a bloody crackdown 
on its own Kurdish population 
and anyone expressing support for 
the Kurds is routinely branded a 
terrorist.

Thousands of Afrin residents, 
many of whom had earlier fl ed from 
the villages near the Turkish border 
to the town centre, streamed out of 
Afrin before the invading troops 
entered. Lines of vehicles and 
civilians on foot headed towards 
Syrian government-controlled terri-
tory to the south or other Kurdish-
controlled areas.

Jiwan Mohamed, a hospital 
doctor who worked in Afrin, said 
the news from inside the town and 
images of looting were disturbing. 
The central hospital was bombed 
before the town centre was cap-
tured, he said.

Syrian Kurdish offi cials have 
reported that more than 800 fi ghters 
of the Kurdish People’s Protection 

Units (YPG) militia died in the 58 
days of fi ghting for Afrin, while an 
estimated 500 civilian lives were 
lost.

Among the YPG casualties was 
Briton Anna Campbell, who was 
fi ghting with the Kurdish Women’s 
Protection Units (YPJ), the wom-
en’s militia of the YPG, when she 
was killed in a Turkish air strike on 
the town.

YPJ commander Nesrin 
Abdullah said her killing was a 
“great loss” and that Ms Campbell 
had “wanted to work for the unity, 
solidarity and mutual liberation of 
women around the world.”

The Kurdistan Solidarity 
Campaign in Britain noted that 
“Anna is not just the fi rst woman 
from these shores to die fi ghting for 
the Rojava revolution but the fi rst 
British citizen to be killed by our 
NATO ‘allies’ Turkey.”
Morning Star 
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Shining a light

Although court documents had 
been lodged in the Federal Circuit 
Court for a Tamil family, and a 
directions hearing scheduled for 
early May, last week the gov-
ernment attempted to remove 
the Tamil family of four from 
Australia.

Concerns escalated when com-
munication with the family who were 

being held in family compound of 
the MITA (Melbourne Immigration 
Transit Accommodation), was sud-
denly lost.

A hurried phone call from the 
plane that was carrying the family 
alerted lawyers and supporters that 
the family was being removed from 
Australia.

The family had been placed on a 
plane carrying up to 25 other Tamils 
being removed (some forcibly) to Sri 
Lanka. The family of four were taken 
off the plane, once the government 
understood there were moves to call 
an urgent court hearing.

It is astonishing that the gov-
ernment should have attempted to 
remove this family. The govern-
ment knew that court documents had 
been lodged. They knew that there 
was intense community interest and 
concern. They wanted to try and shut 
that down.

It looks like a blatant attempt 
to put the family beyond reach of 
the community or legal action. The 
government has shown no concern 
for the safety of the family or the 
concerns of the tens of thousands 
who have signed the petition call-
ing for family to be returned to 
Biloela.

In two days, over 58,000 people 
signed the online petition; and the 
petition is growing by the minute.

The plight of this family has 
shone a light on the stark reality of 
the government anti-refugee policies. 
They wanted to ride rough shod over 
the rights of the family and the con-
cerns of the Biloela community. 

But more and more people are 
becoming aware of the human costs 
of the government’s policies to the 
refugees and asylum seekers and 
to the wider community. Biloela 
is not buying the government’s 

fear-mongering; they want the Tamil 
family back in Biloela.”

Ian Rintoul
Refugee Action Coalition

Ludicrous
So, re-elected Russian President 
Vladimir Putin says he has “no 
intention of engaging in some kind 
of arms race” despite repeated 
claims by the west to the contrary.

Putin won his fourth presiden-
tial term with nearly 77 percent of 
the vote, his strongest electoral sup-
port ever.

His closest rival was Pavel 
Grudinin, the candidate of the 
Communist Party of the Russian 
Federation, who came second with 
11.8 percent.

Despite the landslide, Putin faces 
enormous challenges to diversify an 

economy still heavily dependent on 
oil and gas and to improve medical 
care and social services in regions 
outside Moscow.

And Communist Party leader 
Gennady Zyuganov noted that the 
economic pledges contained in Mr 
Putin’s victory address were full of 
holes.

The thing that is really full of 
holes is the claim that Russia poi-
soned an ex-spy in Britain against all 
reason!

The state is a machine with all 
powers and methods at its disposal. 
Why the hell would the Russian state 
use a 15th century means to dispose 
of a defunct spook, and bungle the 
attempt?

Ludicrous.
T Southern

Brisbane

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

A new report, Rape by Command published 
by Kaladan Press Network, documents 
mass violence against women and girls by 
the Myanmar military, in its 2017 purge of 
Rohingya people across northern Rakhine 
State. We met Pippa Curwen, a human 
rights defender, who helped publish the 
research.

She has been involved in life-saving 
work on the Thai-Myanmar border for over a 
decade. The chief researcher of the report is 
lawyer Razia Sultana, a former teacher. She 
interviewed 36 survivors – 24 women and 12 
men who had just arrived on the border with 
Bangladesh having fl ed for their lives.

They described the torture they had suf-
fered and what they had seen inflicted on 
others – horrifi c crimes committed by the mil-
itary during their August 2017 campaign to 
ethnically cleanse the northern Rakhine state 
where many Rohingya had lived.

Eight were rape survivors. Sultana is from 
the region and this is the closest we have to the 
authentic voices of the Rohingya themselves, 
uncensored by the interpretations of outside 
observers or academics.

Sultana had recorded earlier witness evi-
dence of atrocities in 2016.

The background chapter tells how the 
Myanmar government had refused visas to 
independent international investigators, instead 
installing its own “Rakhine investigative com-
mission,” which did not report any instances of 
abuses during the whole of the 2016 military 
operations.

This impunity gave a green light to atroci-
ties on an even larger scale in 2017.

“Women and girls were raped, mutilated 
and killed for their very identity as Rohingya. 
Rape is being used as a weapon of genocide.”

Sultana documents testimony that hun-
dreds of women and girls were gang-raped in 
front of their loved ones by groups of Myanmar 
soldiers as their homes were ransacked and 
destroyed.

Often, these rapes were accompanied by 
other horrifi c violence using knives, burning 
and other forms of torture. Women and chil-
dren were brutally attacked in their homes, 
while fl eeing, and in military camps where they 
were held prisoner.

She notes that particular acts of mutilation 
of women’s breasts and genitals, indicate that 
the violence was the result of a directive, rather 
than individual soldiers’ actions.

Atrocities were authorised by the military 
and the border police, which systematically 
cleared Rohingya communities from the coun-
tryside and towns, razing their homes, leaving 
only non-Muslim villages intact.

They aimed to extinguish the very exist-
ence of the Rohingya.

As an immediate precursor to violence tar-
geting women and children, Myanmar troops 
invaded the villages, rounding up men and 
boys for arrest, torturing and killing, often 
using allegations of “terrorism.”

This left women and children alone and 
vulnerable and paved the way for mass rape.

Given the systematic organisation of the 
military raids, coordinated by the armed forces 
from the sea, air and on land, the report con-
cludes that war crimes have been committed.

It calls for the military leaders at the high-
est level to be held responsible.

Myanmar has so far blocked any independ-
ent UN fact-fi nding investigation.

This is being used as a pretext for some 
governments to take no action at all, and to 
carry on supporting investments with the 

excuse that they are waiting for an offi cial UN 
report.

The country’s de-factor leader Aung San 
Suu Kyi has refused to mention the Rohingya, 
to the outrage of people around the world who 
supported her when she was under house arrest 
by Myanmar’s military junta.

Some experts have avoided acknowledg-
ing that this mass rape and murder is genocide.

As anti-rape organisations with over 60 
years of combined experience of working with 
survivors of rape, including historic child and 
domestic abuse in Britain, we know how hard 
it is to get justice.

Some of us have fl ed to Britain after suffer-
ing rape and torture by military forces or others 
in authority.

Our collective self-help with survivors, and 
our attempts to hold their attackers to account, 
addresses the trauma of rape, of witnessing 
loved ones killed, and the many barriers to 
recovery faced by victims of sexual and racist 
and Islamophobic crimes.

These are compounded by victims losing 
their homes and in some cases becoming refu-
gees. There are now 900,000 Rohingya in the 
camps of Bangladesh who need our support 
and action.

Rape by Command calls for the military 
to be held to account for systematic rape and 
other violence against civilian women and chil-
dren and a place of safety for all the refugees to 
settle and rebuild their lives. They must not be 
forced back to Myanmar.

The majority who want ultimately to return 
must be guaranteed rights and safety.

The Sisters of Rohingya are demanding 
sanctions against Myanmar, not just military 
sanctions, and an end to foreign investment.

On International Women’s Day, March 

8, we joined a large and lively picket outside 
Unilever’s London HQ calling for the company 
to divest from Myanmar.

Unilever is one of the biggest foreign 
investors in the region, investing about £500 
million a year.

It claims to respect the dignity and rights 
of women and girls, especially in its marketing 
of Dove products, and has been named “Impact 
Champion” by UN Women.

It’s time it put this into practice by with-
drawing from Myanmar instead of enhancing 
the funds available to the government. The 
Unilever protesters handed in a letter to chief 
executive Paul Polman – who was paid £9.4m 
in 2015 – urging him to divest.

The international movement against sexual 
violence, from Hollywood to #MeToo and 
#TimesUp, must be extended to the Rohingya 
– women, children and men. Corporations must 
be forced to put life before profi t and to stop 
funding rape and genocide. We are all sisters 
and brothers of Rohingya.
Cristel Amiss is a member of the Black 
Women’s Rape Action Project and Lisa 
Longstaff is a member of Women Against 
Rape.
You can support the campaign by using the 
hashtags #NoPeace #NoDove. 
For more information please email 
bwrap@rapeaction.net, follow @bwrap1, and 
@AgainstRape or visit the Sisters of Rohingya 
blog sistersofrohingya.wordpress.com. You 
can see the full report Rape by Command at: 
kaladanpress.org.
Morning Star 

Rape as 
a weapon

Culture
&Lifeby

Cristel Amiss & 
Lisa Longstaff



Guardian March 28, 2018  11

The concentrated wealth of the 
global plutocracy is the dark 
matter of the world economy: it 
is rarely glimpsed and diffi cult to 
measure, yet it reshapes every-
thing around it.

Two recent reports – the UBS/
PwC report on the “new Gilded Age” 
of the international billionaire class, 
and the “Paradise Papers” released 
by the International Consortium of 
Investigative Journalists (ICIJ) – 
reveal ways corporations and the 
ultra-wealthy avoid taxes. In doing 
so, they offer a glimpse into this 
darkness.

Together, these releases tell us a 
lot about the wealthy few who run 
the world.

We now know that the British 
royal family have been less than 
open with the people they rule, who 
preserve their dubious privilege to 
monarchy. And we have learnt that, 
by investing in a Lithuanian shop-
ping centre as an end run around 
taxes, U2’s Bono may have fi nally 
found what he’s looking for.

But these reports also help us see 
how much we still don’t know about 
the powerful few. In an era when, 
according to the Institute for Policy 
Studies, only three Americans – Bill 
Gates, Jeff Bezos and Warren Buffett 
– own more wealth than half of the 
entire US population, we need to do 
more to understand – and confront – 
the super-concentration of resources.

Billionaire boom
In the US, wealth for most 

households grew at a much slower 
rate, while racial disparities in wealth 
persist in middle-class households.

Meanwhile, the US Federal 
Reserve reports that millions of 
Americans continue to struggle. 
Thirty percent of adults, roughly 73 
million people, are fi nding it diffi -
cult to make ends meet or are barely 
getting by. Just under one-fourth of 
all adults said they could not pay 
all their bills for the current month. 
Forty-four percent said they could 
not cover an emergency expense 
of US$400, and one-fourth of all 
adults reported that they had to forgo 

medical treatment during the past 
year because of the cost.

As of last report, America’s 10 
wealthiest men – they are all men 
– are collectively worth more than 
US$633 billion. The combined 
wealth of these 10 men has risen by 
nearly US$116 billion since the start 
of this year alone.

The authors of the UBS/PwC 
report commented that “We are now 
two years into the peak of the second 
Gilded Age”, with levels of inequal-
ity not seen since 1905. They also 
say that “this is something billion-
aires are concerned about”, leading 
to fears that the world’s population 
could “strike back”.

It’s a rational fear.
The report lists some of the 

ways the billionaire class spends its 
money. Art collections, sports clubs 
and philanthropy all rate a mention. 
Recent political events in the US 
demonstrate that they’re also using 
their power to further enrich them-
selves and keep the majority from 
“striking back”.

One thing the wealthy are appar-
ently not doing with their money is 
paying much in taxes. The ICIJ’s 
Panama Papers revealed that many 
people are using illegal means to 
avoid taxation.

The Paradise Papers now reveal 
something equally important: how 
billionaires and corporations can 
dodge taxation – and public scru-
tiny of their wealth – through legal 
means. These documents were 
obtained from Appleby, one of the 
world’s leading law fi rms specialis-
ing in offshore accounts.

The New York Times recent-
ly profi led two billionaire political 
donors, one Democratic and one 
Republican, in an article about the 
papers that also cited an Appleby 
publication on the ultra-wealthy’s 
problem of “motivating children 
with means”.

The Appleby brochure includes 
the picture of a small boy in a three-
piece suit; apparently that counts as 
cute to the super-rich. Another hand-
out shows “a handsome couple” 
rushing to board a private jet, while 

another is captioned “wealth seeks 
out safe harbours”.

Appleby clients include promi-
nent Democrats like Penny Pritzker, 
Commerce Secretary under President 
Obama, George Soros and the afore-
mentioned donor, James Simons. 
They also include prominent 
Republicans like Sheldon Adelson, 
Carl Icahn and billionaire Robert 
Mercer, who used some of the 
money he saved avoiding taxes to 
set Steve Bannon up with a media 
empire. When it comes to dissemi-
nating their ideas, it’s striking how 
many hardcore conservatives don’t 
trust the “free market” to get the job 
done.

US Senator Bernie Sanders has 
called for an investigation into the 
papers, noting that corporations 
such as Wells Fargo, Citigroup, 
Apple and Nike are implicated in the 
documents.

Offshore havens do more than 
just help clients avoid taxes. They 
also help them avoid responsibility. 
As the Times reports, “another off-
shore fi rm ... advertises that it helps 
clients ‘preserve wealth from the 
ravages of litigation’, political tumult 
and divorce.”

Pop stars also availed them-
selves of Appleby’s services, includ-
ing U2’s Bono, who took advantage 
of Malta’s generous tax rates for for-
eign investors when he funnelled 
money into that Lithuanian shop-
ping centre.

But then, the self-satisfi ed singer 
has a long history of giving high-
minded speeches while failing to 
deliver for the poor, either person-
ally or politically.

In his book The Frontman, 
author Harry Browne writes that 
Bono’s politics are “broadly ... con-
servative” and can be seen as “fun-
damentally non-threatening to the 
elites that have wreaked havoc on 
the world”. To Browne, Bono is “a 
slick mix of traditional mission-
ary and commercial colonialism, in 
which the poor world exists as a task 
for the rich world to complete”.

In an oligarchical world, fi gures 
like Bono matter. They provide the 

singer’s “friends”, who range from 
Bill Clinton to George W Bush to 
Jesse Helms, with a veneer of con-
science. They inoculate members of 
the global elite from the guilt that is 
rightfully theirs.

Speaking of “frontmen”: the 
papers also show that Britain’s 
Prince Charles invested millions of 
pounds offshore. His estate insist-
ed that the investment, which may 
have indirectly benefi ted from the 
prince’s environmental campaigns, 
be kept secret. The Queen also 
invested heavily in offshore compa-
nies, including one that has been crit-
icised for exploiting poor families.

The royals insisted that they 
obtain no tax advantage from these 
investments, which suggests that the 
public face of Britain’s government 
may well have been trying to hide its 
wealth from Britain’s people.

The authors of the UBS/PwC 

report probably didn’t intend these 
words to sound as ominous as they 
do: “Billionaires are leveraging their 
networks. They have always worked 
with groups of peers for business, 
investment and philanthropic ends. 
But they are using them more, for 
example to access signifi cant fund-
ing outside the capital markets. 
Better connectivity is helping them 
to work together more effectively.”

They are undoubtedly correct. 
Americans need look no further then 
Donald Trump’s cabinet and circle of 
advisers, where billionaires gather to 
plot everyone else’s future.

The effect of billionaire “net-
works” may also be found in the 
Democratic Party’s struggle to 
develop a platform that refl ects the 
needs of working Americans without 
alienating very many high-net-worth 
donors. Hint: It can’t be done.
Third World Resurgence 
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Confront 
the billionaires’ 
paradise
The national and global growth of wealth concentration and 
inequality and the proliferation of tax havens have led to the 
emergence of political oligarchies the world over. 
Richard Eskow emphasises the urgency of fighting this trend.
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One of the tragedies that befell Ireland after its partial 
independence was that the aspirations for this newly 
liberated state were almost immediately replaced, as 
Liam O’Flaherty put it, by the “tyranny of the Irish 
Church and its associate parasites, the upstart bour-
geoisie, the last posthumous child from the wrinkled 
womb of European capitalism.” O’Flaherty’s novels of 
the 1920s describe this betrayal and its impact on the 
people of Ireland. His were among the fi rst books to be 
banned by the state.

Frustration generated by unoffi cial, low-key censor-
ship has also been the fate of Tomás Mac Síomóin. Yet his 
literary output is remarkable: poetry, short stories, novels, 
and translations of world literature. Disgusted at the aban-
donment by modern Ireland, Mac Síomóin left Ireland, like 
so many writers before him. He began to translate his own 
work into English to reach a broader audience: his collec-
tion of short stories, The Diary of an Ant, the novels The 
Cartographer’s Apprentice and Is Stacey Pregnant? Two 
books, the non-fi ction exploration of the Irish post-colo-
nial psyche, The Broken Harp, and a brilliant rewriting of 
Swift, An Immodest Proposal, he wrote directly in English.

Mac Síomóin is an internationalist and has deep regard 
for social revolutionaries, both in his native Ireland and 
abroad. He has translated Mayakovsky into Irish, he has 
written a novel set in revolutionary nineteenth-century 
Cuba while living in contemporary Cuba. He has trans-
lated the Communist Manifesto into Irish.

The plot of Mac Síomóin’s fi rst and longest novel, the 
untranslated Ag Altóir an Diabhail: Striptease Spioradálta 
Bheartla B (“At the Devil’s altar: The spiritual striptease 
of Beartla B”), develops in a rural lunatic asylum, where an 
inmate (Everyman) is driven to madness by his failure to 
solve the enigma of woman, in this case the cyborg Juliet. 
The tawdry illusions cloaking the idyllic valley where the 
asylum is located – essentially contemporary Ireland – are 
peeled off, one by one.

Mac Síomóin presents readers with imprisoned people. 
In The Cartographer’s Apprentice they are confi ned to a 
certain space and time, which is governed by a menacing 
theocracy. In Is Stacey Pregnant? the prison is a traffi c jam, 
with no escape, ending in sinister disappearances of people, 
engineered by a new-old breed of Orwellian pigs. Inhuman 
machinations, willingness to sacrifi ce people, denial of dig-
nity, lurk everywhere.

Such dystopia has its fi rm and growing roots in our 
21st-century normality. Yes, it may strike the reader as 
extreme, but it serves perfectly the purpose of highlighting 
the true and unmasked nature of our times.

Tomás Mac Síomóin continues a glorious tradition. 
The generation before him produced authors with a social 
conscience and political understanding, writing in Irish. 
Among these are such outstanding political activists as 
O’Flaherty and Mac Grianna, members of the Communist 
Party of Ireland; Ó Conaire, former IRA member, trade 
union activist, and socialist; Pearse, cultural nationalist and 
leader of a military uprising against British imperialism in 
1916; Ó Cadhain, an IRA member, socialist, and political 
prisoner.

Tomás Mac Síomóin, who turned eighty on February 
19, has stood fi rm against those who would rather that 
he wrote of thatched-cottage idylls or middle-class, mid-
Atlantic, mid-life crises. He shows us the world as it is 
and invites the reader to see it as incommensurate with 
humanity’s ideal. In order to change the world one must 
fi rst understand it. As Liam O’Flaherty wrote:

“And the censorship of literature was imposed, lest 
men like me could teach the Irish masses that contact with 
dung is demoralising, that ignorance is ignoble and that 
poverty, instead of being a passport to Heaven, makes this 
pretty earth a monotonous Hell.”
For a fuller tribute to Tomás Mac Síomóin go to 
www.communistpartyofi reland.ie.
Socialist Voice 
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Continuing 
a glorious tradition

Jara
They heard a harper

Boldly strum

On the fl oor of their hell;

Weaving the dawn

Through the words of his song

They smashed his fi ngers

One by

One

But untouched

By nimble fi ngers

Each chord sang

Its song of the dawning,

Of mankind’s hope,

Of the wretchedness of our days

They ripped each rebel chord

From its wooden bed.

“Viva la muerte” howled

Those sons of Cain.

Failing to silence

The poet’s bright song they brought

A slender hempen noose

To throttle a poet

Who dared weave treason

Through the joy of his poems

A rebel hand drew back

the grave’s stone lid

In the dawn’s bleak light

The grave is empty;

That selfsame angel proclaims 

again

To the selfsame deaf man

That this harp shall never be silent

From now to the crack of doom.

Tomás Mac Síomóin

Victor Jara, the great Chilean poet and singer, was brutally murdered by Pinochet’s goons after they had destroyed Salvador Allende’s socialist Chile 

on September 11, 1973. Jara´s weapon was his guitar. During the extended English genocidal campaigns in Ireland, poets and harpists were 

systematically hunted down and murdered. The same brutality at the service always of imperial domination. (Socialist Voice)


