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Treasurer Scott Morrison’s budget is dis-
honestly presented as helping workers on 
“low and middle incomes”. It makes these 
claims at the same time as putting the boot 
yet again into the most disadvantaged and 
handing out millions more dollars to its big 
business mates.

By “low and middle incomes” Morrison 
means taxable incomes up to $200,000! That 
shows just how out of touch Morrison and his 
government are with the majority of the pop-
ulation and how little interest he has for the 
plight of people on low incomes.

That $200,000 of course does not take into 
account the many tax dodges and concessions 
that the rich have and will continue to access!

Social insecurity
The $50 a week increase in the NewStart 

allowance for the unemployed which had been 
widely forecast, was not delivered. Instead the 
three quarters of a million recipients of the 
allowance are expected to live on a punitive 
$278 a week – $39.71 a day.

Around 76 percent of NewStart recipients 
have received income support for 12 months 
or more. The benefi t has not increased in real 
terms for 24 years.

Young people are chasing largely non-
existent jobs, but the Youth Allowance for 
students and apprentices is likewise frozen at 
$278 affecting more than 145,000 recipients.

They will remain trapped in poverty – their 
punishment for not having a job or wealthy 
parents to support them.

Wages remain fl at or falling for those on 
the lower end of the pay scale in casual work. 
The government refuses to restore the penalty 
rates that were cut last July. Another round of 
cuts is approaching in July.

There is no jobs plan, just more rhetoric. 
A decent pay rise for all low-income workers 
and social security recipients would not only 
go some way towards alleviating social hard-
ship but generate jobs.

The fi rst sentence under the cross-head 
“Welfare Spending” in Morrison’s speech 
states, “Lastly, in this year’s Budget, the 
Turnbull government will ensure that the gov-
ernment lives within its means.” This is code 
for turn the budget into surplus at the expense 
of the most disadvantaged.

Over the past four budgets, the government 
has cut $15 billion from social security and 
community services and this budget continues 
the trend with billions more in cuts.

The budget offers a few crumbs for aged 
care: “We will also provide $83 million for 
increased support for mental health services 

in residential aged care facilities, especially 
to combat depression and loneliness,” says 
Morrison.

“To support the choice of older Australians 
who wish to stay at home and avoid going into 
residential aged care the government will be 
increasing the number of home care places by 
14,000 over 4 years at a cost of $1.6 billion.” 
That is an average of 3,500 a year – a sick joke 
in context of a backlog of 100,000.

Fabricated budget deficit
“Budgets should be a time when govern-

ments outline a practical vision of the future in 
which we share our commonwealth for a just, 
prosperous and equitable future. In a wealthy 
country such as ours, it should be a time of 
hope,” said John Falzon, CEO of St Vincent 
de Paul Society National Council of Australia.

“Instead, we have a government that is 
pandering to greed and short-term gain by 
offering tax cuts that will lead inevitably to fur-
ther cuts in services. They even want to lock 
the tax to GDP ratio in at the irrational fi gure 
of 23.9 percent.

“As a result, they have served up dollops of 
despair to those who are unemployed or under-
employed, homeless or experiencing housing 
stress,” Falzon said.

It is simple arithmetic, if you keep slash-
ing your income you have less to spend and so 
must cut spending. In a few years time, when 
this latest promise for a budget surplus fails to 
materialise, the government will argue the need 
to make further cuts to essential services.

The government is handing out $140 bil-
lion in tax cuts over 10 years, building in fail-
ure. This is compounded by the fact that its 

predictions are not based on reality. Its predic-
tions for growth in the Gross Domestic Product 
and wages are pie in the sky.

The Department of Human Services is 
already stretched beyond human limits due to 
previous job cuts, with 55 million unanswered 
calls last year. So what does the government 
do? It cuts another 1,280 jobs!

There is nothing in the budget for social 
security recipients, not a cent. Rather, the 
government keeps driving people off benefi ts 
by tightening the rules, extending qualifying 
periods and the use of its robo-debt collection 
which will continue.

Housing misses out completely. Migrants 
are hit with a sledge-hammer as they will now 
have to wait four years to access Medicare.

Continued on page 4
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May 9 marked the 73rd anniversary of the Soviet victory over 
Nazi Germany in WW2, putting an end to four years of gruelling 
war that cost 27 million Soviet lives, which is roughly equivalent to 
the current populations of Australia and New Zealand combined. 
Never had an invasion so large resulted in the total defeat of the 
invading army. Around 17 million of those killed were members of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the fi rst working class 
party to not only achieve state power and defend their revolution 
against the most genocidal attempt at invasion and colonisation in 
human history, but to remove the Nazi regime altogether.

An entire generation of young communists laid down their 
lives for a victory that decisively transformed the course of world 
history.

Prior to WW1 most of the global population, nearly 80 percent, 
lived under the rule of European colonial empires. German impe-
rialism, by invading the USSR, was following in the footsteps of 
the European empires before them. By colonising North America 
and Australia, the British had already achieved what Germany 
wanted for itself when they invaded the Soviet Union, which is 
“lebensraum” (or “living space” according to Nazi policy) for 
colonial settlement made possible by genocidal war against native 
populations (sound familiar?)

Why were the ruling classes of Britain and France sympathetic 
to fascism? Why at Munich did these so-called “democratic” pow-
ers effectively encourage Hitler to direct his aggression towards 
the Soviet Union?

The answer is that Germany was hungry for colonies after 
being stripped of their exploitable colonies after WWI by those 
same powers. Had the fascist states won the war it would have 
meant that the “democratic” powers would not have to fear the 
loss of their colonies to the fascist rulers who, had they won, would 
have swallowed the USSR, and enslaved its people as genocidal 
Nazi offi cial policy made abundantly clear.

The USSR bore the brunt of this unprecedented war of aggres-
sion for the simple reason that the imperialist powers would not 
accept the victory of the 1917 revolution. By exposing the secret 
treaties for the partitioning of the Middle East by the victorious 
powers of WW1, it became clear to the ruling classes of European 
colonisers and their settler offshoots alike that the USSR was 
shifting its alliances over to the vast mass of colonised human-
ity. They did this by backing national liberation struggles, with 
weapons and with economic assistance after their independence.

Let it be remembered that the USSR was the great equaliser 
of human history, and for that reason the forces of entrenched 
capitalist power and social reaction ignore and denigrate the Soviet 
sacrifi ce. Lest we forget.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
Uneven economic and political development is an absolute law of 
capitalism. Hence. the victory of socialism is possible fi rst in several or 
even in one capitalist country alone.

Lenin – Sotsial Demokrat (1915)
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PRESS FUND
“The law is a’ ass!” Despite having been born here and elected 
by popular vote, some Australian federal MPs are now being 
dismissed from office according to an interpretation of a bizarre 
clause of the Constitution by High Court judges – who, unlike 
parliamentarians, don’t have their own suitability for office decided 
by whether they have dual citizenship! The Coalition parties and 
Labor could support a referendum to alter the Constitution, as 
they did regarding marriage equality, but they’ll almost certainly 
opt to retain the status quo and occasionally score points off each 
other. We’ll be arguing for constitutional reform, but right now we 
really need Press Fund contributions, so please send in something 
for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s 
contributors, as follows:
Dr G Dittura $5, LK 20, A Maarbani $20, MM $10, 
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $70 Progressive total: $3,340

Victory Day

Reject neo-colonialism
Statement
The government of the Bolivarian Republic of 
Venezuela strongly rejects the aggression made by 
the Vice President of the United States of America, 
issued during his remarks at the Permanent Council 
of the Organisation of American States. In recent 
years the OAS has defi nitively reaffi rmed its original 
condition as a colonialist organism, at the service of 
Washington’s ambitions for the domination of our 
region.

The attack from US vice-president Mike Pence 
seeks to disrupt the peace of the Venezuelan people by 
repeating the nefarious practice of US interventions that 
have caused so much damage in Latin America and the 
Caribbean. The administration of Donald Trump does 
not admit the existence of sovereign people and coun-
tries that are unwilling to give in to the imperialist and 
supremacist pretensions of the US regime.

By attempting to issue orders to the member states 
of the OAS to join the campaign of aggression against 
Venezuela, the US warmongering spokesmen fl agrantly 
violate international law within a multilateral organisa-
tion that should be respected.

This arrogant behaviour of the United States only 

reaffi rms Venezuela’s decision to renounce its member-
ship in the OAS, an institution that, far from promoting 
diplomacy and cooperation among the countries of the 
region, has been an instrument of aggression that revives 
the colonialism that our liberators defeated more than 
two hundred years ago.

Pence, in his supremacist cynicism, seeks to cover up 
the damage that his government has caused in Venezuelan 
society through unilateral coercive measures, with a false 
humanitarian concern whose objective is to distort the 
will of the people in order to take over the riches and 
natural resources of our country.

On May 20, presidential elections will take place in 
Venezuela and the People will defend their right to decide 
the direction of our country with votes and without inter-
ventions of any kind. The whole world will witness a new 
popular expression, which will reaffi rm the democratic 
character of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. No 
empire could ever stop the will of Venezuelans, who are 
worthy heirs of the Liberator Simón Bolívar in his ongo-
ing effort to build nations and free, sovereign, independ-
ent and deeply anti-imperialist societies.
Caracas, May 8, 2018 
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Rudi Maxwell

Children in Western Australia’s 
Banksia Hill youth detention 
centre have been subjected to 
chemical agents, flash bombs 
and had laser sights from fi re-
arms pointed at them, according 
to a report by the Inspector of 
Custodial Services.

Last month the Inspector 
released a report into Banksia Hill, 
highlighting numerous serious con-
cerns, including frequent critical 
incidents, volatility, lack of educa-
tion and a restrictive regime, partic-
ularly for children in the Intensive 
Support Unit (ISU). 

More than 70 percent of the chil-
dren in Banksia Hill are Aboriginal 
and close to 90 percent have some 
form of disability.

Tammy Solonec, Indigenous 
Rights Manager at Amnesty 
International Australia, said urgent 
reform was needed at Banksia Hill, 
with children suffering a range of 
harmful conditions and practices, 
including excessive strip-searching.

“Staff did 12,813 strip search-
es over the two years 2015-1016, 
on children as young as 10, despite 
fi nding only 10 items of contraband,” 
she said. “While this rate dropped 
signifi cantly in 2016, excessive strip-
searching remains a gross violation 
of the rights of vulnerable children 
and should only be carried out when 
absolutely necessary.”

Ms Solonec said that the centre’s 
ISU “created a highly inappropriate 
and counter-therapeutic environment 
to house young people who are, or 
had been, acutely mentally unwell” 

and called on WA Corrections 
Minister Fran Logan to close the 
unit.

She said a young person has now 
been held in an isolation cell in the 
ISU, the size of a car parking space, 
for more than 350 days, has resorted 
to self-harm, and is applying to be 
transferred to an adult prison.

“When a young person is desper-
ately applying to be transferred to a 
harsh adult prison just so they can 
get away from the punishment unit 
in Banksia, it’s clear that conditions 
are very bad,” she said.

The report also found that the 
children’s prison is breaching inter-
national standards by subjecting all 
children to collective punishment; 
there was inadequate support to 
connect Indigenous children to cul-
ture, or support for Indigenous staff 
members; there was inadequate sup-
port for children with diverse needs, 
citing a recent Telethon Institute 
study, which showed that nine out of 
ten of the children in Banksia have 
some form of brain injury; and girls 
in the centre were housed inappro-
priately, with fewer access to privi-
leges than boys, such as being able to 
make food for themselves and access 
sports training sessions run by exter-
nal sporting clubs.

Ruth Barson, director of legal 
advocacy at the Human Rights Law 
Centre, said that the fi ndings were 
jaw-dropping.

“It’s mind boggling to think that 
while the Northern Territory Royal 
Commission into the abuses in Don 
Dale was turning over every stone to 
make sure such cruelty never hap-
pened again, just across the border 

in Western Australia, children were 
being subjected to similar brutality,” 
she said.

Ms Barson said Banksia Hill is 
over capacity due to WA’s excessive 
and punitive laws and called on the 
Government to ban solitary confi ne-
ment of children.

“Like Don Dale, Banksia Hill is 
a sinking ship that should be aban-
doned and replaced with small, 
home-like facilities,” she said.

Ms Barson said the McGowan 
government must abolish unjust laws 
like mandatory sentencing that result 
in Aboriginal children in WA being 
one of the most imprisoned groups 
of young people on earth.

“Children who should be in 
Grade 4 are being imprisoned,” she 
said. “Children who are recovering 
from childhood trauma are being 
strip-searched. Children who have 
an intellectual disability are being 
forced into solitary Confi nement.

“How we treat children today 
shapes our tomorrow.”

WA children in 
detention
• 70 percent of children are 

Indigenous
• Subjected to chemical agents, 
fl ash grenades and laser-sighted 
guns

• Forced to spend more time locked 
in cells

• Forced to undergo thousands of 
strip-searches

• Exposed to prolonged solitary 
confi nement

• Denied proper education
• Denied proper health care
• Inadequate cultural support
• Inadequate support for children 

with diverse needs
• 90 percent of the children in 

Banksia Hill have some form of 
brain injury.

Koori Mail 

Australia

From the Archives The Socialist, June 1980

Serious human rights abuse 
at Banksia Hill

May Day march, Sydney. (Photo: Donna McLaren)
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The 2018-2019 Federal Budget has 
failed to deliver fair funding for 
public schools, with the Turnbull 
government yet again prioritising 
big business over our children and 
their future. Australian Education 
Union federal president, Correna 
Haythorpe said Malcolm Turnbull 
has blatantly ignored the needs 
and wants of the public by deliv-
ering a budget which benefi ts big 
business, instead of delivering 
fairer funding for public schools.

“Malcolm Turnbull has aban-
doned students in public schools 
who need additional support in the 
classroom,” said Haythorpe. “This 
is an out of touch budget by an out 
of touch government. We know the 
public reject tax cuts for big business 
and want money invested into public 
schools instead.

“A government that can fi nd $65 
billion for corporate tax cuts can 
surely fi nd the funding required to 
ensure every child gets a high qual-
ity education.

“This is a government that cares 
more about big corporations than it 
does about the next generation.

“We do not support the addition-
al $250 million funding for school 
chaplains over the next four years. 
These funds are desperately needed 
in our schools to provide profes-
sional school counselling services, 
ongoing professional development 
for principals and teachers and stu-
dent well-being programs,” said 
Haythorpe.

The latest Guardian Essential 
poll revealed 88 percent of 

Australians want the federal gov-
ernment to either increase education 
spending or keep spending the same.

Yet Turnbull has ignored the 
public and shown his priorities are 
not with our children.

“We need to consider the real 
impact in our schools every day. 
For those children who need learn-
ing extension, or those children 
who need extra help, those addi-
tional resources matter,” Haythorpe 
continued.

She said the government has 
badly bungled the education reform 
process from the start and that with-
out any thought about what was 
required or any consultation with 
the states, it decided last year on a 
funding plan that stripped $1.9 bil-
lion from public schools in 2018 and 
2019.

“That plan will leave 87 percent 
of public schools below the nation-
al Schooling Resource Standard by 
2023, a benchmark the fi rst Gonski 
Review said all schools needed to be 
funded to.”

To rub salt into the wound, 
public schools will receive zero 
capital funds for much-needed new 
and upgraded classrooms, while pri-
vate schools will reap the benefi ts 
of Turnbull’s $1.9 billion in capital 
works special deal.

“Today Turnbull had the oppor-
tunity to rectify the gaping resource 
shortages facing public schools 
under his current school funding 
agenda – he has failed.

“The Turnbull government has 
failed to deliver on the promise 

of the fi rst Gonski Review which 
would have delivered fairer funding 
for public schools and has failed to 
deliver any additional resources to 
implement the recommendations of 
the second Gonski review.”

On disability
Funding for public school stu-

dents with disability in fi ve states 
and territories has been cut under the 
Turnbull plan, with Tasmania and 
the Northern Territory being hit the 
hardest.

In Tasmania and the Northern 
Territory, funding for public school 
students has been cut 45 percent and 
35 percent respectively.

The AEU said that the budget is 
yet another glaring example of the 

government’s complete disregard for 
the needs of students with disability 
who require additional support and 
resources.

“The government must work 
with the appropriate school and dis-
ability sector organisations to ensure 
the needs of students with a disabil-
ity are met and as an absolute bare 
minimum they must restore the fund-
ing cuts.”

On TAFE
The TAFE sector in Australia is 

in crisis, with successive Australian 
governments failing to address sys-
temic under-funding and recent 
market “reforms” throwing the 
future of TAFE into doubt.

This budget represents a missed 
opportunity for the Turnbull gov-
ernment to restore more than $177 
million in cuts it made in the 2017 
budget: a backward step for TAFE 
and the VET sector in its entirety, 
with Turnbull cutting three percent 
in real terms to VET over the next 
three years.

The Australian Education Union 
wants the Turnbull government to 
commit to a minimum of 70 percent 
of all vocational education funding 
guaranteed for TAFE and for the 
government to reverse its cuts to the 
sector.

“The ongoing failure of the 
Turnbull government to invest 

in TAFE will continue to under-
mine trust and confidence in the 
sector, and accelerate the decline in 
enrolments.”

On preschools
Australia continues to under-

invest in early childhood educa-
tion by international standards. The 
OECD’s Education at a Glance
reveals Australia’s investment 
accounts for just 0.5 percent of GDP 
compared to the OECD average of 
0.8 percent.

“The most recent Gonski report 
highlighted the critical impor-
tance of early childhood education 
to success at school, stating that 
the foundations for excellence in 
learning are laid early in life,” said 
Haythorpe.

“In spite of this, the Turnbull 
government has yet again cast a 
shadow of uncertainty over the early 
childhood education sector by only 
committing $440 million in fund-
ing for 2019 instead of permanent 
funding.

“The Australian Education 
Union urges the government to 
commit to permanent funding of 15 
hours universal access for all four-
year-olds in order to deliver posi-
tive outcomes for children in the 
early stages of their learning,” said 
Haythorpe. 

Budget fails our children
Australian Education Union

More savage 
cuts to ABC
The ongoing government attack 
on the ABC has continued with 
a savage $84 million dollar cut in 
last night’s Budget.

Since 2014 the Coalition has 
been determined to interfere and 
restrict the ABCs specifi ed role to 
provide a wide range of services to 
Australians wherever they live.

We can expect to see cuts to our 
favourite programs, news services, 
even emergency services.

The ABC cannot do more with 
less funding so the blame for restrict-
ed services lies clearly with a gov-
ernment that does want a viable 
public broadcaster.

While comparable countries 
like Canada and New Zealand have 
increased their funding of public 
broadcasting, the Australian govern-
ment has a death wish for one of our 
most respected and trusted cultural 
icons.

With competition from global 
media giants the ABC is more 
important than ever in projecting 
Australian content yet the Budget 
takes $84 million from the ABC and 
instead hands $140 million dollars to 
overseas fi lm companies.

This is a government that only 
wants to please right-wing critics and 
those who seek to privatise the ABC.

ABC Friends national presi-
dent Margaret Reynolds said: 
“Australians must act to defend the 
ABC and demand that it be funded to 
do its job in catering for all viewers, 
listeners and users across television, 
radio and digital platforms.

“We need thousands of con-
cerned Australians to join the fi ght 
as ABC Defenders to show all fed-
eral Parliamentarians that we expect 
their support to protect public broad-
casting in the national interest.” 

Budget 2018: Poverty trap
Continued from page 1

Funding for education, health 
and Indigenous services remains far 
below what is required. The private 
schools still get the majority of funds 
to the detriment of public education.

Regressive 
personal tax cuts

True to form for the Coalition, 
the higher your taxable income, the 
larger the tax cut. Or to put it the 
other way around, the lower your 
taxable income, the smaller the tax 
cut. A few crumbs are thrown to 
workers whose incomes are below 
$37,000 – up to $4 a week paid at 
the end of the fi nancial year. At most, 
an insulting bribe.

If their income is too low to pay 
tax, then they receive nothing.

The plan is for a new Low and 
Middle Income Tax Offset (LMITO) 
replacing the existing Low Income 
Tax Offset to commence in 2018-19. 
The payment is up to a maximum of 
$530 a year with the full $530 for 
those on taxable incomes between 
$37,000 and $90,000.

The LMITO is paid following 
assessment of your tax return for 
that fi nancial year. It is not a PAYG 
reduction deducted by your employ-
er like the other tax cuts.

A series of changes over seven 
years widen the tax brackets, increas-
ing thresholds at which higher mar-
ginal rates.

If implemented, this seven-year 
plan would result in up to $200 in tax 
cuts for those on the lowest incomes 
through to a tax cut of $7,225 for 

someone declaring a taxable income 
of $200,000.

Research carried out for 
Anglicare by the Per Capita think 
tank prior to this budget found that 
tax concessions for the wealthiest 
fi fth of households cost the federal 
budget more than the four main wel-
fare payments – the aged pension, 
family assistance payments, disabil-
ity benefi ts and NewStart combined.

These concessions include rort-
ing the superannuation system, nega-
tive gearing of investment properties, 
income splitting, trusts and capital 
gains tax concession on the family 
home.

Total tax concessions (family) 
cost the budget around $135 billion a 
year in lost revenue – about six times 
as much as NewStart. This certainly 
illustrates where the priorities of the 
Turnbull government lie.

Flat tax
These proposals would be a 

huge leap backwards in the direction 
of a fl at, regressive taxation system 
where everyone is taxed at the same 
rate in the dollar regardless of their 
taxable income.

Australia used to have a relative-
ly progressive taxation system with 
tax contributions to central revenue 
based on size of income – the rich 
paying more and the poor paying less 
or none.

The government and media 
played down the $68 billion pack-
age of corporate tax cuts that remain 
in the budget. They remain high on 
the agenda and only need a Senator 
or two to be bought off to pass the 
Senate.

They also remained silent about 
the trillion dollars quarantined for 
military spending over coming years.

These funds diverted from meet-
ing people’s needs would contribute 
much to overcoming many social 
problems and result in a stronger 
economy with job growth.

Environment and 
energy

The Budget pays scant attention 
to climate change and environmental 
questions.

“The National Energy Security 
Board estimates annual power bills 
will fall by $400 on average for 
every Australian household from 
2020, following the introduction 
of our national energy guarantee,” 
asserts Morrison.

He continues with more of the 
same, “All energy sources and tech-
nologies should support themselves 
without taxpayer subsidies. The cur-
rent subsidy scheme will be phased 
out from 2020.

“And we will keep the pres-
sure on the big energy companies to 
give you a better deal. Already this 
has led to households saving sev-
eral hundred dollars a year.” The 
Guardian would like to hear from 
any household that has saved sev-
eral hundred dollars on their energy 
bill!

The budget is a class ques-
tion, and nowhere is this clearer 
than in this budget where there is 
little pretence of meeting people’s 
needs while handing out billions 
of dollars to the wealthy and big 
corporations. 
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Capitalism is all about making 
profi ts. Large corporations call 
the tune with regard to govern-
ment policy at all times. Capitalist 
powers used to wage wars to 
acquire territory – for territory 
itself was thought to have profi t-
making potential, but these days 
they most commonly go to war to 
secure direct control over resourc-
es, either natural or man-made.

Initially, the capitalist powers 
sought to gain control of global 
energy resources – specifi cally oil 
and gas – but now they have expand-
ed that goal to encompass “full spec-
trum dominance”, meaning control 
of food and water as well as all 
forms of energy.

Imperialism’s efforts to achieve 
dominance in these three prime areas 
lie at the heart of Western machina-
tions in the Middle East. Although 
European powers like Britain, France 
and Germany have all helped to fund 
and arm proxy armies in the region, 
most notably the so-called Free 
Syrian Army and its rival Daesh/
ISIS, these groups’ most active and 
generous backer has been the US. 

US backing has sometimes been 
direct but at other times has also 
been provided by proxy through US 
client Saudi Arabia. The US and the 
Saudis are both keen to subdue oil-
rich Iran.

For the Saudis, Iran is a rival for 
leadership of the Moslem Middle 
East world. The Saudi-favoured 
Wahhabi version of Islam is extreme-
ly reactionary and readily supports 
terrorism. For the US, Iran is at once 
oil-rich and crucial to blocking the 
pipeline supply of oil to the USA’s 
economic and political rival China 

and to a lesser extent Russia. And 
the key to taking down Iran is to gain 
control over its ally Syria.

The US and its allies have been 
trying for years to crush Syria and 
impose their own government on the 
country. The democratically elected 
al-Assad government refuses to kow-
tow to the West and has maintained 
its popular support despite a US-led 
war of death and destruction of such 
severity that it has forced fully half 
the population to fl ee the country as 
refugees.

The current disinformation cam-
paign, alleging that the Assad regime 
is waging chemical warfare against 
own people, is simply another part 
of this same struggle. The Syrian 
army is winning the war against the 
terrorists despite the latter’s copi-
ous support from the US and the 
Saudis. Despite all the suffering and 
destruction caused by the US-funded 
war against Syria, the overwhelm-
ing bulk of the Syrian people still 
support their democratically-elect-
ed government. Why would the 
Syrian government resort to poison 
gas attacks against its own people, 
attacks, which can only undermine 
the support the government forces 
have built up by lifting the yolk of 
ISIS/Daesh from the shoulders of the 
people?

Daesh on the other hand is 
only too willing to do anything that 
might undermine the Al Assad gov-
ernment. Daesh is widely believed 
to have used poison gas before and 
to have blamed it on the Syrian gov-
ernment. With the Western corpo-
rate media hanging out for just such 
stories (and images) it would be 
curious indeed if such a well-funded 

operation did not provide them with 
what they wanted.

And sure enough, we have 
Western media positively fl owing 
over with footage of “child victims” 
having chemical agent hosed out of 
their hair and eyes. It doesn’t matter 
where the agent comes from: Britain 
and France say it’s the work of the 
Syrian government, so it must be, 
mustn’t it? For surely they are all 
honourable men (and women)?

Their unsupported claims pro-
vided the US and its NATO allies 
with convenient “justifi cation” for 
missile and bomber attacks on the 
Syrian capital.

These attacks are part of a com-
plex four-pronged US strategy: to 
remove a government in Damascus 
that refuses to bow to US diktat, to 
eliminate Syria as an ally of Iran, 
currently bête noir for the US and 
Saudi Arabia, to partition Syria so 
that its resource rich areas pass under 
the control of US corporations, and 
to deny Syria’s oil and gas to Russia.

Allowing the Russian fossil fuel 
sector to strengthen, whether in Syria 
or elsewhere, would harm US strate-
gic objectives, US corporate bottom 
lines and the White House’s vision 
of maintaining a unipolar world at 
all costs.

Already the US occupies about 
a third of Syria, with between 2,000 
to 4,000 troops stationed there. 
Signifi cantly the US-occupied area 
is the oil and gas rich north-east, 
which also has the country’s major 
water resources. Ominously, after 
the latest US, French and British air-
strikes the US boasted to the UN that 
US forces would stay in Syria “until 
all US goals in the area are fulfi lled”. 
Which is a conqueror’s way of 
saying “we’re staying indefi nitely”.

As Whitney Webb, a staff writer 
for independent US news source 
MintPress News and a contribu-
tor to Ben Swann’s Truth in Media, 
notes, “Since 2014, the US has been 
aggressively trying to limit Russia’s 
fossil-fuel sector, particularly its 
exports to Europe, and replace them 
with US-produced fossil fuels.” In 
pursuit of this objective, the US has 
reportedly developed plans to build 
a new pipeline from the Persian Gulf 
to Northern Iraq and into Turkey 
through north-eastern Syria.

The US oil giants began develop-
ing plans to seize north-eastern Syria 
as early as the 1940s. Why? Because 
N-E Syria “contains 95 percent of all 
Syrian oil and gas potential. Nearly 

all the existing Syrian oil reserves 
– estimated at around 2.5 billion 
barrels – are located in the area cur-
rently occupied by the US. In addi-
tion to Syria’s largest oil fi eld, the 
US and its proxies in northeast Syria 
also control the Conoco gas plant, 
the country’s largest” (Whitney 
Webb).

Trump and his administra-
tion have numerous ties to US big 
oil. Former Secretary of State Rex 
Tillerson was previously the top 
executive at ExxonMobil, an oil 
company that unilaterally brokered 
an oil deal with Iraqi Kurds behind 
the back of the Iraqi government and 
has expressed interest in developing 
Syrian oil reserves in the portion of 
the country currently occupied by the 
US.

ExxonMobil also had a major 
stake in a US-backed proposal to 
take natural gas to Europe by pipe-
line from Qatar via Syria. The rejec-
tion of this project by the Assad 
government in favour of a Russian-
backed proposal that would instead 
have taken natural gas originating in 
Iran was no doubt the likely cause of 
the otherwise inexplicable but well-
engineered civil strife that erupted 
in Syria eleven years ago and which 
was immediately labelled a “revolt 
against the Assad government” by 
the West.

Trump himself, prior to assum-
ing the presidency, also had siz-
able investments in ExxonMobil 
– as well as in 11 other major oil 
and gas companies, including Total, 
ConocoPhillips, BHP and Chevron.

In addition, Tillerson’s replace-
ment, Mike Pompeo, is the “#1 all 
time recipient” of money from the 
billionaire Koch brothers, who have 
numerous interests in oil and gas 
exploration, drilling, pipelines, and 
fossil-fuel refi ning.

Beyond fossil fuels and pipe-
lines, northeast Syria boasts sev-
eral other key advantages in terms 
of resources. Chief among these is 
water – a resource of prime impor-
tance in the Middle East. The 
US-controlled portion of Syria is 
home to the country’s three largest 
freshwater reservoirs, which are fed 
by the Euphrates River.

Whitney Webb also points out 
that “In addition to its abundant 
water resources, north-eastern Syria 
is also home to nearly 60 percent 
of Syria’s cropland, a key resource 
in terms of Syria’s sustainabili-
ty and food independence. Prior to 

the confl ict, Syria invested heavily 
in bringing irrigation infrastructure 
into the area in order to allow agri-
culture there to continue despite a 
massive regional drought. Much of 
that irrigation infrastructure is fed by 
the occupied Tabqa Dam, which con-
trols the irrigation water for 640,000 
hectares of farmland.”

By controlling much of the 
country’s water and agricultur-
al land – not to mention its fossil 
fuel resources – the US occupation 
will not only accomplish its goal 
of destabilising Syria’s government 
by depriving it of revenue; it also 
advances the USA’s other principal 
strategic goal – partitioning trouble-
some or resource-rich countries into 
powerless small religious or ethnic 
enclaves.

In the Middle East, the US has 
fl oated the idea of partitioning Iraq 
as well as Syria. To this end, the US 
initially allied itself with the Kurds 
in north-eastern Syria, but opposi-
tion from Turkey led Washington to 
switch to working with Saudi-allied 
Wahhabi groups, in order to create a 
Saudi-controlled enclave. “Already”, 
says Webb, “the Idlib province is 
essentially an enclave for Wahhabi 
terrorists.”

If you think a US plan to create 
a Wahhabi enclave in northeast Syria 
is an unrealistic conspiracy theory, 
think again. As Webb notes, it was 
“directly referenced in a Defence 
Intelligence Agency (DIA) from 
2012. That report stated:

“THE WEST, GULF 
COUNTRIES, AND TURKEY 
SUPPORT THE [SYRIAN] 
OPPOSITION ... THERE 
IS THE POSSIBILITY OF 
ESTABLISHING A DECLARED 
OR UNDECLARED SALAFIST 
PRINCIPALITY IN EASTERN 
SYRIA (HASAKA AND DER 
ZOR), AND THIS IS EXACTLY 
WHAT THE SUPPORTING 
POWERS TO THE OPPOSITION 
WANT, IN ORDER TO ISOLATE 
THE SYRIAN REGIME ...”

[capitalisation in the original]
And the means the US relied on 

to achieve control over north-eastern 
Syria was to cultivate and support 
the presence there of the “moder-
ate” terrorist outfi t the Free Syrian 
Army and also the “extreme” ter-
rorists Daesh/ISIS. Both have now 
been defeated but they allowed the 
US to occupy the region. And now 
the US is actively pursuing its aim of 
partition. 

Australia

Taking Issue – Rob Gowland

Syria, imperialism and oil 
(and other resources)
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James Petras

In recent years US imperial strategy has 
sought to lessen the cost of defeating and 
overthrowing independent countries.

The means and method are fairly straight 
forward. World-wide propaganda campaigns 
which demonise the adversary; the enlistment 
and collaboration of European and region-
al allies (England, France, Saudi Arabia and 
Israel); the recruitment, contracting, training 
and arming of local and overseas mercenaries 
dubbed “rebels”, or “democrats”; economic 
sanctions to provoke domestic social tensions 
and political instability of the government; pro-
posals to negotiate a settlement; negotiations 
which demand non-reciprocal concessions and 
which include changes in strategic weapons in 
exchange for promises to end sanctions, diplo-
matic recognition and peaceful co-existence.

The strategic goal is disarmament in order 
to facilitate military and political intervention 
leading up to and beyond defeat, occupation, 
regime change; the impositions of a “client 
regime” to facilitate the pillage of economic 
resources and the securing of military bases, 
international alignment with the US empire 
and a military springboard for further con-
quests against neighbours and independent 
adversaries.

We will apply this model to recent and 
current examples of US tactical and strategic 
empire building in diverse regions, especially 
focusing on North Africa (Libya), the Middle 
East (Iraq, Palestine, Syria and Iran), Asia 
(North Korea), and Latin America (FARC in 
Colombia).

Case 1: Libya
After several decades of failed efforts to 

overthrow the popular Libyan government of 
Muammar Gaddafi  via local tribal and mon-
archist armed terrorists, and international eco-
nomic sanctions, the US proposed a policy of 
negotiations and accommodation.

The US opened negotiations to end sanc-
tions, offered diplomatic recognition and 
acceptance in the “international community”, 
in exchange for Gaddafi ’s demobilisation and 
abandonment of Libya’s strategic arms includ-
ing its long-range ballistic missiles and other 
effective deterrents. The US did not reduce 
its military bases, ready and alert, targeting 
Tripoli.

In 2003 Gaddafi  signed off on the agree-
ment with the George W Bush regime. Major 
US Libyan oil agreements and diplomat-
ic accords were signed. US security adviser 
Condoleezza Rice visited President Gaddafi  
as a symbol of peace and friendship, even as 
US military aid was channelled to armed US 
clients.

In February 2011 the US led by President 
Obama and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
joined with their EU allies (France, UK ...) 
and bombed Libya – its infrastructure, ports, 
transport centres, oil facilities, hospitals and 
schools ... US and EU backed terrorists seized 
control of the major cities, and captured, tor-
tured and murdered President Gaddafi . Over 
2 million immigrant workers were forced to 
fl ee to Europe and the Middle East or return to 
central Africa.

Case 2: Iraq
Iraq under Saddam Hussein received 

arms and support from Washington to attack 
and invade Iran. This de facto agreement, 
encourage the Iraqi leader to assume that col-
laboration between nationalist Iraq and impe-
rial Washington refl ected a shared common 
agenda. Subsequently Baghdad believed that 
they had tacit US support in a territorial dis-
pute with Kuwait. When Saddam invaded, the 
US bombed, devastated, invaded, occupied and 
partitioned Iraq.

The US backed the Kurds territorial sei-
zure in the North and imposed a no-fl y zone. 
Subsequently, President Bill Clinton engaged 
in several bombing attacks which failed to dis-
lodge Saddam Hussein.

Under President GW Bush, the US 
launched a full-scale war, invasion and occu-
pation, killing several hundred thousand Iraqis 
and alienating an entire nation. The US sys-
tematically dismantled the modern secular state 
and its vital institutions while fomenting the 

most brutal religious and ethnic wars between 
Shia and Sunni Iraqis.

The attempt by Iraq to collaborate with 
Washington in the 1980’s against its nationalist 
neighbour Iran, led to the invasion, the destruc-
tion of the country, the killing of thousands of 
secular leaders including Saddam Hussein as 
well as the entire secular and scientifi c intel-
ligentsia, and the transformation of Iraq into a 
toothless vassal state of the empire.

Case 3: Syria
Syria’s President Bashar Assad, unlike 

Gaddafi  and Hussein, retained a degree of inde-
pendence from Washington’s overtures, even 
as he sought to accommodate US incursions in 
Lebanon and its support for the largely minor-
ity Christian and pro-western opposition.

In 2011, the US broke its tacit accommo-
dation and provided arms and fi nancing to its 
local Islamist clients for an uprising which 
seized control of most of the countryside and 
major cities, including half of Damascus. 
Fortunately, Assad sought the support of 
Russia, Iran and the Lebanese Hezbollah fi ght-
ers. Over the next seven years, the US-EU 
backed terrorists were defeated and forced to 
retreat, despite massive military, fi nancial and 
logistic support from the US, EU, Israel, Saudi 
Arabia and Turkey.

Syria has survived and reconquered most 
of the country, where Libya and Iraq failed, 
because it was able to secure an armed-alliance 
with strategic allies who succeeded in neutral-
ising domestic insurgents.

Case 4: Iran: 
The Nuclear Accord

In 2016 Iran signed a peace accord with 
seven signatories: the US, the UK, France, 
Germany, China, Russia, and the European 
Union. The agreement stipulated that Iran 
would limit its manufacture of enriched urani-
um which had dual use – civilian and military 
– and ship it out of the country. Iran permitted 
Western inspection of nuclear facilities – which 
found Teheran in full compliance.

In exchange the US and its collaborators 
agreed to end economic sanctions, unfreeze 
Iranian assets and end restrictions on trade, 
banking and investment.

The Iranians fully complied. Enriched 
uranium laboratories ceased producing and 
shipped-out remaining stock. Inspections were 
granted full access of Iranian facilities.

In contrast the Obama regime did not 
fully comply. Partial sanctions were lifted but 
others were reinforced, deeply restricting Iran’s 
access to fi nancial markets – in clear violation 
of the agreement. Nevertheless, Iran continued 
to maintain its part of the agreement.

With the elections of Donald Trump, the 
US rejected the agreement (“it’s the worst 
deal ever”) and in compliance with the Israeli 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s military 
agenda, demanded the total restoration of sanc-
tions, the dismantling of Iran’s entire military 
defences and its submission to the US, Israeli 
and Saudi Arabian dictates in the Middle East.

In other words, President Trump discarded 
the agreement in opposition to all the major 
countries in Europe and Asia, in favour of 
Israel’s demands to isolate, disarm and attack 
Iran and impose a puppet regime in Teheran.

French Prime Minister Emmanuel Macron 
sought to “modify” (sic) the agreement to 
include some of Trump’s demands to secure 
new military concessions from Iran, includ-
ing that it (1) abandon its allies in the region 
(Syria, Iraq, Yemen, Palestine, Lebanon-
Hezbollah, and Islamic mass movements), (2) 
dismantle and end its advanced inter-continen-
tal ballistic missile defence system, (3) accept 
US (Israeli) supervision and inspection of all 
its military bases and scientifi c centres.

President Macron’s posture was to “save” 
the form of the “agreement” by ... destroying 
the substances. He shared Trump’s objective 
but sought a step by step approach based on 
“modifying” the existing agreement. Trump 
chose the Israeli approach; a frontal repudia-
tion of the entire agreement, accompanied by 
overt threats of a military attack, if Iran reject-
ed concessions and refused to capitulate to 
Washington.

Case 5: Palestine
The US pretended to broker a peace agree-

ment between Israel and Palestine in which 
Israel would recognise Palestine, end coloni-
zation and pursue a peace settlement based on 
a mutually agreed two-state solution based on 
pre-1967 territorial and historical rights. The 

United States under President Clinton hailed 
the settlement and then ... proceeded to back 
each and every one of Israel’s present and 
future violations. Over 600,000 Israel’s col-
onists seized land and expelled tens of thou-
sands of Palestinians. Israel regularly invades 
the West Bank and has assassinated and jailed 
tens of thousands of Palestinians. Israel seized 
total control of Jerusalem. The US endorsed, 
armed and fi nanced, Israel’s step-by-step ethnic 
cleansing.

Case 6: North Korea
The US has recently stated that it favours 

a negotiated agreement initiated by North 
Korean President Kim Jong- un. Pyongyang 
has offered to end its nuclear programs and 
testing, and to negotiate a permanent peace 
treaty including the denuclearisation of the 
peninsula and the retention of US military 
forces in South Korea.

President Trump has pursued a strategy 
of “support” of the negotiation ... while tight-
ening economic sanctions, and ongoing mili-
tary exercises in South Korea. In the run up 
to negotiations the US has made no reciprocal 
concessions. Trump overtly threatens to scuttle 
the negotiations if North Korea does not submit 
to Washington’s insistence that North Korea 
disarm and demobilise their defences.

In other words, President Trump wants 
North Korea to follow the policies that led to 
the US successful invasion and military con-
quest and destruction of Iraq and Libya.

Washington’s negotiations for a Korean 
peace agreement will follow the same path 
as its recent broken “nuclear agreement” with 
Iran– one-sided disarmament of Teheran and 
the subsequent reneging of the agreement.

For empire builders like the US, negotia-
tions are tactical diversions to disarm inde-
pendent countries in order to weaken and 
attack them.

Negotiations
Negotiations should lead to reciprocal con-

cessions – not one sided, especially non-recip-
rocal reductions of arms programs.

Negotiations should never demilitarise 
and demobilise defence forces which increas-
es vulnerability and permits sudden attacks. 
Negotiators should retain their ability to 

Imperial road to conquest
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impose a high cost for imperial violations and 
especially sudden reversals of military and 
economic agreements. Imperial violators hesi-
tate to invade when the human and national 
costs are high and politically unpopular.

Imperial opponents should not remain iso-
lated. They must secure military allies. The 
case of Syria is clear. Assad built a coalition 
of Russia, Iran and Hezbollah which effective-
ly countered the US-EU-Israeli-Turkish and 
Saudi backed terrorist “rebels”.

Iran did agree to dismantle its nuclear 
capacity but it retained its ICBM program 
which can retaliate to surprise military attacks 
by Israel or the US. Almost surely Israel will 
insist that the US suffer the cost of Middle East 
wars, to Tel Aviv’s advantage.

North Korea has already made unilateral, 
non-reciprocal concessions to the US and to a 
lesser degree to South Korea. If it is unable to 
secure allies (like China and Russia) and if it 
ends its nuclear deterrent it invites pressure for 
more concessions.

Lifting economic sanctions can be recipro-
cated but not by compromising strategic mili-
tary defences.

The basic principles are reciprocity, stra-
tegic defence and tactical economic fl exibility. 
The guiding idea is that there are no perma-
nent allies only permanent interests. Misguided 
trust in lofty western imperial “values” and not 
realistic recognition of imperial interests can 
be fatal to independent leaders and destruc-
tive to a people, as was clearly the case of Iraq, 
Libya and Palestine and near fatal to Syria. The 
most recent example is the case of Iran: the US 
signed a peace agreement in 2016 and repudi-
ated it in 2017.

It behoves North Korea to learn from the 
Iranian experience.

The imperial time frame for repudiating 
agreement may vary; Libya signed a disar-
mament agreement with the US in 2003 and 
Washington bombed them in 2011.

In all cases the principle remains the same. 
There is no historical example of an imperial 
power renouncing its interests in compliance 
with a paper agreement. It only abides with 
agreements when it has no other options.
Information Clearing House 

Magazine

Alisa Reznick

A Filipina woman wearing a plain, tan-
coloured uniform is met by a man rushing 
toward her in a parking lot. He collects 
her luggage, and they both climb into an 
idling SUV. That’s what a camera cap-
tures before panning to the vehicle’s front 
seat and going black. The footage of the 
pair, whose identities are undisclosed, was 
released by the Philippine Department 
of Foreign Affairs on April 19. It shows 
Philippine Embassy staff carrying out what 
they say is one of several operations helping 
distressed domestic workers escape their 
employers in Kuwait. Although the video 
lasts only 15 seconds, it has brought an 
already crumbling relationship between the 
two countries to the brink.

The clip went viral on social media, fi rst in 
Manila, then across the tiny Gulf state. Days 
later, Kuwaiti authorities called the operation a 
violation of its laws and state sovereignty and 
expelled Philippine Ambassador to Kuwait 
Renato Villa.

It’s the latest blow in a crisis that started 
in January when a string of Filipina suicides 
in Kuwait led Philippine President Rodrigo 
Duterte to ban his citizens from working there. 
Kuwait responded with an amnesty deal for 
undocumented workers across the country, 
giving an estimated 10,000 Filipinas the chance 
for a free fl ight home and waived exit fees.

But a month later, Kuwaiti authorities dis-
covered the body of Filipina domestic worker 
Joanna Demafelis, 29, inside a freezer in an 
abandoned apartment. Her employers – a 
Lebanese man and his Syrian wife – were later 
sentenced to death in absentia for her murder. 
The case shot the plight of domestic workers, 
predominantly women, into international head-
lines. But maltreatment has been widespread in 
Kuwait and across the Gulf.

A shelter for abuse victims at Kuwait’s 
Philippine Embassy regularly hosts around 200 
women, clocking in some of the highest num-
bers in the region, according to advocates. That 
fi gure soared past 1,000 in February.

An emergency medical 
mission

On a March afternoon, women filed 
through seemingly every inch of the shelter’s 
cramped, two-fl oor space, to get medical assist-
ance. Many were still dressed in pastel maid’s 
uniforms; some were barefoot, their belong-
ings left behind in harried getaways. Volunteer 
physicians took vital signs and handed out 
medication.

Ann Abunda, a co-founder of Kuwait-
based Filipina aid organisation Sandigan, said 
workers were being treated by her group’s phy-
sician recruits in an emergency medical mis-
sion for ailments spanning physical trauma 
sustained at the hands of their employers to 
common colds and chronic conditions.

“It is kind of a disaster situation to be in an 
environment like this,” said Abdallah Alawadi, 
a 27-year-old Kuwaiti doctor volunteering 

with Sandigan. “There is this overcrowding 
of people and infections spread, so it’s very 
hazardous.”

At the shelter that day, at least one domes-
tic worker had burns on the back of her neck. 
There were also reports of a woman there who 
had spent the last fi ve years in a legal battle 
against a Kuwaiti policeman accused of her 
rape and attempted murder – a case that had 
been well-covered in the local media.

Ambassador Villa estimated some 4,000 
Filipinas had fl own home with the amnesty 
deal after obtaining travel documents from the 
embassy and exit permission from Kuwait’s 
Ministry of Interior.

Her case also set the stage for a series of 
bilateral talks that saw Philippine government 
offi cials asking Kuwait to guarantee work-
ers’ right to keep their passports, open a bank 
account and have a daily rest period of at least 
seven hours. Villa said a compilation of black-
listed employers was also on the table.

Almost, according to the ambassador. But 
some 800 women are still waiting for repatria-
tion at the shelter today. Meanwhile, Duterte 
has called on some 260,000 Filipinas working 
in Kuwait to return home.

“Who will protect us?”
Labour talks between the two nations 

are currently suspended. Thousands of abuse 
cases have been documented over the last 
decade, reports show. Families began recruit-
ing household help from abroad following an 
oil boom in the Gulf in the 1970s. This shot 
Kuwait’s domestic worker numbers from an 
initial 12,000 to 660,000 in 2015. Today, they 
account for well over a fi fth of the country’s 
small population.

Even as that fi gure continues to grow, pro-
tection has lagged far behind.

Several stipulations requested this year by 
Manila are already incorporated into Kuwait’s 
2015 Domestic Labour Law but were never 
fully implemented. The legislature prohibits 
passport seizure and gives workers the right to 
a weekly day off, annual paid leave and over-
time pay, among others.

Rights groups say a lack of enforcement 
nullifi es these offi cial steps.

Lobbying for aid groups
Bibi Nasser is a Kuwaiti national who has 

assisted in thousands of migrant worker cases 
since founding aid the group, Social Work 
Society, over a decade ago.

Back then, she says, public discourse and 
government assistance for workers in need 
were all but non-existent. “When I fi rst started 
working, I didn’t even know where to take the 
case to,” she said.

During her career, she’s seen lawmakers 
pass the Anti-Traffi cking Law in 2013 and 
establish a government-run women’s shelter 
that, despite being placed in a crime-riddled 
area outside the capital, is open to all migrants.

Still, Nasser says employers regularly 
take workers’ passports and deprive them of 
basic rights with impunity, a plague that fi nds 
its origins in the local kafala system. Like in 

neighbouring Gulf states, this sponsorship 
scheme ties work visas to one employer and 
leaves migrants with few outlets to address 
abuse.

When workers fl ee or change jobs with-
out permission, employers can fi le “abscond-
ing” cases that call for immediate deportation 
or imprisonment. Nasser says employers also 
retaliate against runaways by fi ling theft cases, 
locking workers into legal wrangles that take 
months or years to resolve.

“Absconding means immediate deporta-
tion, but if they put a theft case against you, 
it means you’re stuck; you have a travel ban,” 
she said.

Civil society and union leadership are lim-
ited to Kuwaitis, leaving migrant communi-
ty advocates powerless to help victims lodge 
complaints against their employers. Kuwaiti 
policemen are the only legal authority allowed 
to respond to abuse allegations inside private 
homes.

Embassies and migrant-run aid groups 
have taken rescues into their own hands before, 
but last week’s video shoved these covert 
efforts into the social media limelight.

“I think the foreign ministry had to deal 
with the situation the way they did mostly 
because of public outrage,” Nasser said. “They 
don’t see this [as] rescue; they see it as people 
stealing workers from them. Then you have the 
educated class who feel it was an insult to our 
state sovereignty, which I think is just an edu-
cated way of saying, ‘We own them.’ ”

Nasser uses her nationality and high social 
status to help lobby for aid groups fl ying under 
the radar, like the Philippines’ Sandigan.

The organisation’s co-founder Chito, a 
Filipino information technology worker who 
didn’t want his full name used for fear of 
reprisal, says his group began calling for a 
moratorium on Filipina domestic workers to 
Kuwait eight years ago. At that point, they 
faced rampant abuse cases with no offi cial 
system to solve them.

“It was really too much; we were seeing 
rapes and physical abuses, plus labour issues 
and non-payment of salaries,” he said. “Our 
goal was to stop the deployment and, at least, 
create a system so that domestic workers could 
be protected.”

Looking for justice
Back at the shelter in March, women hud-

dled on staircases as Sandigan’s medical mis-
sion wound down. Rita, a 27-year-old domestic 
worker whose name has been changed to pro-
tect her identity, pressed a bandage to her arm 
after having her vitals taken.

She’d been in Kuwait for seven months 
before fleeing the home of her Kuwaiti 
employers.

They spoke only Arabic; she did not. The 
little English she knew didn’t stop the abuse 
from escalating; she was severely beaten across 
her face, head and knees.

The abuse worsened when her employers 
caught her trying to escape the fi rst time.

They took her cellphone and locked her 
inside the home. Employers are supposed to 
return workers to recruitment agencies when 
sponsorship goes awry. But instead, she says 
the family was planning on illegally transfer-
ring her contract to someone else, in exchange 
for money.

One night, she slipped out of an unlocked 
door and fl ed deep into the desert. She spent 
two days crouched in a drainage pipe before a 
group of Filipinas found her and brought her to 
the embassy.

Rita decided to fi le an abuse case against 
her employers. Advocates say that process 
could take months or years but she’s willing 
to wait.

“I want justice for what happened to me,” 
she said. “I thought of going home just like 
that, but I realised I should do something not 
only for myself but for others who could suffer 
the same fate.” 

Domestic worker 
abuse
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WASHINGTON: Saying he wants 
the new Poor People’s Campaign 
to “promote an agenda of truth,” 
its leader, the Reverend William 
Barber, is now explicitly linking 
US militarism and wars to racism 
and a distorted US economy. 
Echoing Dr Martin Luther King 
51 years ago, Barber declares that 
unless the US turns away from its 
militaristic path, the nation is on a 
moral, political, and actual down-
hill slide.

Until now, Barber has listed a 
turnaround in “the war economy” as 
one goal the Poor People’s Campaign 
is advocating. The campaign will 
offi cially begin on Mother’s Day and 
then continue with mass rallies at the 
US Capitol and more than 30 state 
capitols on May 14 and for 40 fol-
lowing days.

The drive, to push elimination of 
poverty to the top of the US agenda, 
will reach a crescendo in a mass 
march in DC on June 23 and contin-
ue for years afterwards, he has previ-
ously said.

But Barber devoted his sermon 
in DC’s historic New York Avenue 
Presbyterian Church on Sunday 
night, May 6, explicitly to the histo-
ry and impact of war and militarism 
on the US economy and how they’re 
intertwined with the nation’s history 
of structural racism.

Again quoting Dr King’s famed 
1967 anti-war sermon in New 
York’s Riverside Church, Barber 
declared, “A nation that spends 
more on its military than on social 
justice is a nation approaching spir-
itual death.”

To prevent that, the US must reo-
rient its priorities away from milita-
rism and war and towards domestic 
spending against poverty, income 

inequality, and for workers – includ-
ing the right to unionise.

Colonialism
Militarism and war are long-time 

aspects of the US, Barber declared. 
The fi rst European settlers brought 
racism, militarism, and violence 
with them and used it against Native 
Americans and against Africans 
brought over as slaves.

Settlers in New England, for 
example, waged war on Indigenous 
people not just with “guns that were 
more powerful than arrows.” In 
one case, they deliberately infected 
goods with diseases they knew the 
natives lacked defences for.

Though Barber did not men-
tion it, the other early European 

colonisers of the Americas – the 
Spaniards – defeated and wiped out 
the Aztecs in Mexico through infec-
tion from smallpox, for which the 
natives lacked immunity.

That imperial war on Indigenous 
people continued through the exter-
minations of the 1800s, the “Trail of 
Tears,” confi nement on reservations, 
and forced assimilation, Barber 
added. “Manifest destiny,” the US 
expansionist slogan of the 1840s, 
was an excuse for killing and evict-
ing natives.

Captured Africans, meanwhile, 
were brutally treated, whipped, and 
murdered after being brought to the 
Americas. The militarism against 
African-Americans, he said, even 
includes the Second Amendment 
to the US Constitution – which 
gun advocates now use to justify 
their “right to keep and bear arms” 
– because slaveholders wanted to 
make sure they had guns in case a 
slave uprising occurred.

Militarism and war have extend-
ed down through the centuries in the 
US, Barber said. It is linked to corpo-
rate greed and profi ts, he added – and 
it’s targeted black and brown people 
both at home and abroad.

Barber pointed out US wars for 
the last half century – dating back 
to Vietnam and ranging forward to 
“narcissist” Republican bombing of 
Syria by President Donald Trump – 
have been waged against non-white 
people, including Southeast Asians 
and Muslims.

Military spend
US military spending, he added, 

is more than that of the next seven 
nations in the world combined, 
including three times that of China 
and nine times that of Russia. That 
money goes into the pockets and 
profi ts of military contractors. When 
war increases, so do their stock 
prices, Barber pointed out.

While a private in the US mili-
tary earns less than $30,000 yearly, 
the average CEO of a military con-
tractor earns $19 million. And most 
of the privates come from poor white 

rural communities or poor minor-
ity communities in inner cities, he 
noted. Barber called it “a poverty 
draft.”

The militaristic tilt and the racist 
tinge have occurred despite warn-
ings from everyone from Abraham 
Lincoln to Dwight Eisenhower. In 
his famed Second Inaugural Address, 
Lincoln blamed both North and 
South for the evil of slavery and said 
the war was just retribution for it.

And Ike’s 1961 farewell address, 
warning against the baleful infl uence 
of the military-industrial complex 
“was actually fi rst written as the mil-
itary-industrial-congressional com-
plex,” Barber said.

“I come to connect the war 
economy to the fi ve systemic ills” 
the US suffers and the Poor People’s 
Campaign is fi ghting against, Barber 
said. The other four are “a system of 
poverty that affects more than 140 
million people;” ecological disas-
ters; “a distorted moral narrative;” 
and the combined oppressions of 
racism, xenophobia, Islamophobia, 
and misogyny.

“To address those four, you have 
to address militarism,” he declared.

Addressing militarism and 
reversing it, Barber says, includes 
not just cutting spending for war 
and on defence contractors, but 
also foreign military aid and the 
militarisation of US police forces, 
particularly those patrolling minor-
ity communities. And there was no 
reason, he said, for surplus military 
vehicles, given away by the Defence 
Department, to appear on the streets 
of Ferguson, after a police offi cer 
shot unarmed African-American man 
Michael Brown to death.

Barber also contended that US 
military aid to Israel empowers its 
present right-wing government and 
obstructs a genuine peace there 
based on a two-state solution – one 
nation each for the Israelis and the 
Palestinians.

Reversing militarism also has 
to include diverting more money to 
the Veterans Affairs Department’s 
medical system, to care for the 

medically, mentally, and psychologi-
cally wounded veterans of US wars, 
said Barber, whose home church in 
North Carolina is near a military 
base. Barber, the son and grandson 
of veterans, fi nds himself, he told the 
packed house, answering constant 
troubling questions from parishion-
ers in the military and their families.

Hearts and minds
The vets’ psychological wounds, 

said Barber, come when they discov-
er the causes they supposedly were 
fi ghting for were lies – and that they 
have more in common with the black 
and brown people they’re fi ghting 
than with the powerful elites that 
send them off to war. “ ‘My name is 
legion,’ ” Barber quoted a beggar in 
Galilee to Jesus, in the book of Mark. 
The beggar was a homeless veteran.

And the intertwined racism also 
came through for his father, a Navy 
veteran of World War II, who found 
himself “riding in the back of troop 
trains in Europe while white German 
prisoners rode up front.” The US 
military was deeply segregated then.

Barber faulted presidents and 
lawmakers of both political parties 
for the war and militarism emphasis. 
The 1974 War Powers Act, he said, 
for example, “means the president 
can order troops” into battle “only
[his emphasis] if there is an attack 
on US territory, friends, or troops 
– which means the other day we 
dropped illegal bombs on Syria.”

But he also scorned congres-
sional Democrats for crowing about 
the recent government spending law 
allotting more money for domes-
tic programs and for the middle 
class “but not more for the poor.” 
The Republican Party, meanwhile, 
touted the $686 billion it got for the 
military.

“This means we must challenge 
war and militarism,” he declared. 
“If this is left unchallenged and un-
critiqued, America will have, as Dr 
King said, ‘the potential to be the 
greatest purveyor of violence the 
world has ever known.’ ”
People’s World 

War and racism

Dr King’s famed 1967 anti-war sermon in New York’s Riverside Church.
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Cesar Chelala

President Donald Trump’s deci-
sion to pull out of the deal with 
Iran creates, unnecessarily, a 
new source of tension in a region 
besieged by conflicts. Given 
the level of legal troubles that 
President Trump is facing now, 
his decision could be based to 
some extent in creating the condi-
tions to fog his personal drama.

President Trump’s move was 
heartily supported by Israel’s Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, and 
opposed by all other governments 
that are part of the deal. In March 
2015, in front of both houses of 
the US Congress, Netanyahu said, 
“We’ve been told that no deal is 
better than a bad deal. Well, this is a 
bad deal. It’s a very bad deal. We’re 
better off without it.”

For the last several decades, rela-
tions between the US and Iran and 
between Iran and the West have been 
shrouded in misconceptions and 
prejudices. They have done nothing 
to achieve a peaceful relationship 
with that country, and only led to a 
permanent state of distrust that can 
lead to war at any moment.

Confl icting relations with Iran 
can be traced to a large extent 
to August 19, 1953, when both 
the United Kingdom and the US 
orchestrated a coup that overthrew 
Iran’s democratically elected Prime 
Minister, Mohammad Mossadegh. 
The reason: Mossadegh was trying to 
audit the books of the Anglo-Iranian 
Oil Company (AIOC), a British cor-
poration, to change the terms of that 
company’s access to Iranian oil.

Following the refusal of AIOC to 
cooperate with the Iranian govern-
ment, the Iranian parliament voted 
almost unanimously to nationalise 
AIOC and expel its representatives 
from Iran. The anti-government coup 
that ensued led to the formation of a 

military government under General 
Fazlollah Zahedi, which allowed 
Mohammad Reza Pahlavi to return 
and rule the country as an absolute 
and ruthless monarch.

Sixty years after the coup, the 
US Central Intelligence Agency 
finally admitted that it had been 
involved in both the planning and 
the execution of the coup that caused 
mostly civilian casualties. That coup 
and the US behaviour towards Arab 
governments throughout the region 
are behind the anti-American senti-
ment not only in Iran but throughout 
the Middle East.

I wonder how we, in the United 
States, would have reacted if China 
and Russia, for example, would 
have plotted to overthrow a demo-
cratic American government, leav-
ing a chaotic situation in its wake. In 
addition, while Iran has not invaded 
another country in centuries, both the 
US and Israel, Iran’s enemies, have 
led brutal wars against other coun-
tries and peoples.

US interference in Iranian affairs 
didn’t end there. In September 
1980, Saddam Hussein started a 
war against Iran that had devastat-
ing consequences for both coun-
tries. The war was characterised by 
Iraq’s indiscriminate ballistic-missile 
attacks and extensive use of chemi-
cal weapons.

The war resulted in at least half a 
million and probably twice as many 
troops killed on both sides, and in at 
least half a million men who became 
permanently disabled. The US 
actively supported Saddam Hussein 
in his war efforts with billions of dol-
lars in credits, advanced technology, 
weaponry, military intelligence, and 
Special Operations training.

Given this background, how-
ever, rather than following a policy 
of appeasement, President Donald 
Trump nixed the nuclear agreement 
with Iran that goes contrary to the 

US’s own long term political and 
economic interests in the region. And 
they have a faithful ally in Israel’s 
Prime Minister Netanyahu.

Not all Israeli military and intel-
ligence offi cials share Netanyahu’s 
negative view on the nuclear deal. 
General Gadi Eisenkot, the current 
Israel Defence Forces (IDF) Chief 
of Staff, said in an interview to mark 
Israel’s 70th anniversary, “Right 
now, the agreement, with all its 
faults, is working and is putting off 
realization of the Iran nuclear vision 
by 10 to 15 years. With the deal in 

place, the window of strategic oppor-
tunity is still open in our favour.”

A similar opinion was stated by 
Amos Gilad, former research chief 
at Military Intelligence and former 
director of the policy and mili-
tary affairs division at the Defence 
Ministry. He went as far as to say 
that the US withdrawal from the 
2015 agreement would probably 
benefit Iran more than Israel and 
added, “If the Americans abandon 
the agreement, they have to prepare 
for alternatives, and I don’t see this 
being done.”

Re-imposition of sanctions will 
certainly affect Iran’s capacity to 
conduct economic deals with other 
countries and as a result worsen that 
country’s already serious econom-
ic situation. But it would also raise 
tensions in the Middle East, deepen 
the confl ict between Israel and Iran, 
and even affect a possible agreement 
with North Korea, which may con-
sider the US to be unreliable and 
unable to keep its word.
Information Clearing House 
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Trump’s Iran “bad deal”

Both the UK and the US orchestrated a coup that overthrew Iran’s democratically elected Prime Minister, 

Mohammad Mossadegh. 

Israel’s propaganda trap
Distorting the timeline of events is a 
long-time Israeli strategy to make its 
enemies look like the aggressors and 
pass itself off as the victim. Israel’s 
massive aerial attacks last week on 
Iranians and Syrians – its most exten-
sive cross-border strikes in decades 
– are carrying out this propaganda 
strategy to perfection, and even nor-
mally sceptical news outlets are being 
fooled.

Here’s the actual order of events:
• Just one hour after Donald Trump 

violated the Iran nuclear deal on May 
8, Israel launched missiles against 
targets south of Damascus, Syria, 
reportedly killing 15 people, at least 8 
of them Iranians.

• In response, Iran struck back with 20 
rockets aimed at the Golan Heights, 
(which is occupied by Israel since 
1967 but is still legally part of Syria).

• Hours later, Israeli warplanes attacked 
dozens of allegedly Iranian targets in 
Syria.

The mainstream Western media is 
falling into Israel’s propaganda trap. 
Most reports are treating the Iranian 
rockets as the original provocation, and 
framing Israel’s massive air strikes as the 
(understandable) response. Unusually, 
the New York Times coverage was actu-
ally moderately less biased than other 
outlets, such as the Washington Post 
and the BBC. The Times at least noted – 
down in paragraph 12 – that Israel had 
fi rst attacked Syria right after Trump 
pulled the US out of the Iran deal.

Nor, so far, are the major media 
connecting Benjamin Netanyahu’s 
belligerence to his desperate need to 
distract from the multiple domestic 
corruption investigations against him 
and his wife – an angle some of the 
Israeli press is not too squeamish to 
note. In the excellent online publica-
tion, +972, Dahlia Scheindlin notes 
that Netanyahu’s strategy is working; 
he “appears to have inoculated himself 
against looming corruption charges due 
to the dramatic developments on the 
security front.” She adds that the latest 
Israeli opinion polls show Netanyahu’s 
Likud party with its best showing in a 
decade.

Larry Derfner, the American-turned-
Israeli who is one of that country’s most 
experienced reporters, is hammering 
away at the truth on his Facebook page:

“I’ve been arguing all day against 
Israel’s policy of continually bomb-
ing Syria, Lebanon and Iran, pointing 
out that they’re not bombing us, we’re 
bombing them, which means we’re not 
acting in self-defence, we’re the aggres-
sors. ... For [people with the opposing 
opinion] it doesn’t matter how many 
times Israel bombs the enemy and the 
enemy doesn’t bomb back – Israel is 
still bombing in self-defence and the 
other side is still the aggressor. Why? 
Because Israel is Israel and Iran/Syria/
Lebanon is Iran/Syria/Lebanon. Israel 
is right because it is good and they are 
wrong because they are bad. ...”
Information Clearing House  Israeli fi ghter jet.
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Vicious cycle
As Aussies, we have a deep love for our 
beaches and oceans. And we know that 
plastic all too often ends up in our oceans 
and in the bellies of sea creatures. So why 
are the biggest supermarkets in Australia 
continuing to smother your fruit and veg-
etables in unnecessary plastic?

When you do your grocery shopping, 
what do you see? Row upon row of plastic 
wraps and containers, supposedly to protect 
delicate bananas, oranges and corn. If only 
they came in their own protective biodegrad-
able wrappings!

Never fear though, because all of this 
plastic gets recycled, right? Nope. Over 90 
percent of all plastic doesn’t get recycled, and 
what does end up in the recycling bin often 
isn’t even recycled here – it’s shipped off-
shore to be recycled in countries like China. 
Out of sight, out of mind.

But now China has fi nally had enough of 
our crap and has stopped taking a range of 
recyclables from Australia. We’re now deal-
ing with an enormous recycling crisis, with-
out the facilities to sort and process recycling 
in Australia. The only way to truly deal with 
plastic waste is to stop it at its source.

Last year, over 100,000 people like you 

joined a groundswell to ban plastic bags all 
over the country. As a result, every state gov-
ernment except NSW committed to ban plas-
tic bags.

Facing the heat from fed-up Australians, 
Woolworths and Coles both announced plas-
tic bag bans across their stores too. This time 
we’re going even further to demand an end to 
excessive plastic packaging on fresh produce.

We know Woolworths and Coles are lis-
tening already, with trials currently underway 
to remove some kinds of package from fresh 
produce aisles. But we have to act now to 
show them this is what we want.

Just think of how much waste is produced 
by the supermarket giants with each day that 
they don’t act. They know it’s possible, but 
they need to know that we all support them to 
take the plunge.

Zoe, Andy and the team at 
Greenpeace Australia Pacifi c

PS – With a potential recycling crisis 
on our hands, we have to stop plastic pollu-
tion at its source: the biggest supermarkets in 
Australia. 

Dumb moves

Budget made me smile. Some years ago, 
rail workers were paid to leave the industry.

Rail apprentice schools shut down.
This was both a state and federal funded 

shut down.
Most rail workers got an 11-month pay-

out then put on the scrapheap.
Australia is now the dumb country.
The two-party system does not work!
Morrison talks crap.

Leslie S

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

The Bonn Climate Change Conference 
shows how top down processes will not 
bring about just solutions for the majority 
of the world, Harpeet Kaur Paul writes.
Tasked with exploring ways in which to 
avert, minimise and address climate harms, 
the Suva Expert Dialogue – which took 
place from May 2–3 during the ongoing 
Bonn Climate Change Conference – was 
able only to agree to yet another meeting, 
theExCom8, for deciding the scope of the 
next technical paper on loss and damage.

Delegates from Sudan, Botswana and other 
developing countries insisted on the need for 
concrete proposals to address already occur-
ring and “exploding” climate risks and harms 
before the next COP (COP24), to be held from 
December 3–14 this year in Poland. As has 
now become natural law, developed countries 
shielded themselves from responsibility behind 
bureaucratic processes.

French, Swiss, British, American and 
Canadian delegates have been silent on fi nanc-
ing loss and damage associated with the 
adverse effects of climate change, including 
extreme weather events and slow onset events. 
While Germany’s delegate referred to insur-
ance as a “magic” tool to redress loss and 
damage, insurance cannot redress harms that 
arise from slow onset events (since they are 
largely uninsurable), repair non-economic loss 
and damage, respond to climate migration, and 
is often insuffi cient where it is available and 
inaccessible to the most vulnerable.

Still, ideological fervour mythologises 
insurance as a cost-effective, determinable, and 
effi cient solution to climate harms.

Polluters must pay for the cost of repair-
ing harms, and change the systems responsible 

for causing those harms. Early industrialisers 
were responsible for more than three times 
as many greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions 
between 1850 and 2002 than developing 
countries, while developing countries host a 
much larger proportion of humanity (approxi-
mately 85 percent). As a result, early industr-
ialised nations benefi t from economic growth, 
infrastructure, high standards of living, tech-
nology and strong adaptive capacities com-
pared to the rest of the world. Meanwhile, 
climate change harms are disproportionately 
distributed among countries least responsi-
ble for GHG, in particular, so-called, Least 
Developed Countries.

With a current global average surface tem-
perature increase of approximately 1.2°C, cli-
mate change has already caused harms, from 
the Philippines to the Carteret Islands of Papua 
New Guinea. In November 2013, Typhoon 
Haiyan devastated the Tacloban region of the 
Philippines. A range of geographical vulner-
abilities and insuffi cient storm defences led 
to 7,354 deaths, damage or destruction to one 
million homes, and four million people being 
displaced. Of the approximately US$10 billion 
of damages caused, only a small fraction was 
covered by insurance (between US$300–700 
million).

In Papua New Guinea, on the Carteret 
Islands, rising sea levels (causing land loss) 
and salt water inundation (causing crop fail-
ure) will soon force 6,000 inhabitants from 
their homes. Fifty percent of the Islanders 
will be relocating to Bougainville (a neigh-
bouring island) by 2020. Many communities 
are seeking to migrate together. Loss of con-
nections to ancestral lands, where families are 
buried and traditional ways of life are pursued, 
where a common language is expressed, and a 

particular way of participating in democratic 
life is enacted will be unrepairable.

Yearly deaths as a result of heat waves are 
increasing at an alarming pace. Many small 
islands in the Pacifi c and Indian Oceans will 
be uninhabitable for humans by the middle of 
this century. Given that it can take 100 years 
to see 60–90 percent of the warming response 
from GHG emissions, we are yet to experience 
the most signifi cant climate harms as a result of 
GHG emissions by early industrialisers.

International climate processes will not 
arrive at just solutions in time. Together, com-
panies and developed states have ignored, 
distorted, or selectively used scientifi c evi-
dence on climate change, and countries such 
as the US, Russia, Japan and Canada have dug 
their heals on international action on climate 
change since the Kyoto Protocol and its Doha 
Amendment. These same states – countries his-
torically responsible for GHG emissions – have 
continued to support GHG industries despite 
the known risks of progressively severe pro-
spective loss and damage.

Our task is to avoid the unmanageable 
(mitigating GHG emissions), manage the una-
voidable (adaptation measures) and repair the 
un-avoided, poorly or un-managed, or unman-
ageable and inevitable impacts (loss and 
damage). Yet, together, international process-
es and reliance on market or technology-based 
magic solutions obfuscate timely action on cli-
mate change, and its ensuing harms.

To address the unequal consequences 
of heavy reliance on GHG by industrialised 
states, philosopher Simon Caney, has pro-
posed that developed countries voluntar-
ily make contributions to redress loss and 
damage. But, voluntary systems are prone to 
abuse. For example, the UN Voluntary Fund 

for Victims of Torture provides direct assist-
ance to victims of torture and their families, 
wherever torture occurs.

While the US has historically been a 
friendly contributor to the voluntary fund, 
it has also engaged in decades of illegal tor-
ture practices that continue to be litigated in 
global forums from Guantánamo Bay to Asia 
and Europe where the CIA ran secret rendition 
and torture programs. Instead, we need cor-
rective justice – reparations and guarantees of 
non-repetition.

Vanuatu, Pacifi c Island NGOs, and UK 
politicians, Barry Gardiner MP (UK Shadow 
Minister for International Climate Change) 
and Caroline Lucas MP (UK Green Party 
Co-Leader) have proposed a “climate damag-
es tax” (CDT) on fossil fuel extraction, which 
could raise billions of dollars per year.

While important, a tax would not neces-
sarily involve those most vulnerable to cli-
mate harms, or transform the systems that 
have allowed the climate crisis to worsen. 
Climate change magnifi es existing patterns of 
economic, political, social and material ineq-
uity. Climate harms disproportionately affect 
women, children, older persons, Indigenous 
peoples, minorities, migrants, rural workers, 
persons with disabilities, the poor and those 
living in vulnerable areas (small islands, ripar-
ian and low-lying coastal zones, arid regions 
and the poles). While a CDT would go some 
way to redress the immediate impacts of cli-
mate harms, we also need a global justice 
movement from below.

A movement to address the root causes of 
inequities that have resulted in the exploitation 
of people and the planet since 1492, and upon 
which our current climate crisis rests.
New Internationalist 

Climate justice from below

Culture
&Lifeby

In Papua New Guinea, on the Carteret Islands, rising sea levels and salt water inundation will soon force 6,000 inhabitants from their homes.
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Two new fi lms depicting a young person’s 
coming of age are showing on screens now 
or soon: Boom for Real: The Late Teenage 
Years of Jean-Michel Basquiat and Le Brio. 
Boom for Real is an absorbing documen-
tary about the rebel New York City artist 
of the late 1970s and ’80s, and Le Brio is 
a feature about a contemporary young 
woman in Paris of Arab background who 
achieves her dream of becoming a lawyer 
by overcoming the toxic racism of her law 
school professor.

It may strike a reader as rather odd for a 
documentary about Basquiat to focus on his 
“late teenage years,” when he would die in 
1988 at the still very young age of 27. But 
by then he had already become the toast of 
the art world, commanding huge prices that 
recognised both his particular genius and the 
vagaries of consumption under the overheat-
ed grab-all-you-can capitalism of the Ronald 
Reagan years.

The point of Boom for Real is to lift the 
curtain on Basquiat’s commercial success and 
uncover the seedy substratum of culture that 
street people created in the grimy, pre-gentri-
fi ed, pre-AIDS New York City of the 1970s, 
the milieu out of which rose this Brooklyn-
born spirit of mixed Dominican and Haitian 
background (explaining his French name). 
It’s important to keep fi rmly in mind the time-
frame of this story, an era when “white fl ight” 
from the inner cities created a dystopian, 
bombed-out mayhem populated only by soci-
ety’s rejects and dispossessed.

On October 29, 1975, unelected President 
Gerald Ford articulated that social theory out 
loud by saying he would not provide federal 
assistance to New York to save it from bank-
ruptcy. Next day, the Daily News concisely and 
memorably paraphrased the president: “FORD 
TO CITY: DROP DEAD.”

Director Sara Driver explores Basquiat’s 
pre-fame years, a time when creative artists 
were fi nding expression in media denied them 
by the gallery system. If you lived in New 
York City in the late 1970s, or even visited 
there, you could not possibly miss the gritty 
graffi ti that seemed to cover every available 
surface. Both the interior and exterior of the 
subway trains were covered with depressing 
spray-paint or magic marker runes that seemed 
to scream outrage and alienation. Some were 
gang tags, others were personal statements: I 
was here, I am everywhere, you can’t catch me 
or control me.

The most ambitious statements were spray-
painted subway car exteriors that fl ew across 
the skyline with their colourful art. And yes, of 
course it was art, but these artists bursting with 
imagination had no other place to show what 
they were thinking and what they could do. 
They could not wait until some gallery might 
discover them and give them a show. In any 
case, mere walls could not contain the enor-
mity of their ideas.

One graffi ti artist mostly wrote cryptic 
words on walls in what appeared to be a non-
sequential poetic koan idiom that questioned 
social conditions. He signed himself “Samo,” 
which derived from his growing understanding 
of the world around him as “Same old, same 
old.” His anonymity was part of the enigma, 

but whoever it was, he was already widely 
recognised in the hip-hop alternative commu-
nity of the disintegrating, lawless Lower East 
Side as a distinctive original voice. In time he 
revealed himself to be Jean-Michel Basquiat.

Basquiat threw himself into all the arts – 
writing, performance, music, painting, collage 
– and thrived on repurposing found objects. 
He lived to create. He could be an exasper-
ating house guest if he crashed at your apart-
ment. You would wake up to fi nd that he had 
painted your refrigerator door or your overcoat, 
making art of the mundane and ordinary. But in 
that ferment of anti-academic arts activism that 
centred around the famous evenings of hap-
penings at the Mudd Club, Basquiat absorbed 
technique, history, a critical eye, a curiosity 
about everything, and a fearlessness of expres-
sion. By the early 1980s, when he sold a paint-
ing for $500 to visionary art collector Henry 
Geldzahler, he was made.

To tell this story, Driver, who was herself 
part of the New York arts scene, captured found 
fi lm footage of Basquiat and troves of photo-
graphs of him taken by friends in an effort to 
honour and explain, but not romanticise him. 
Eccentric though he was, he also exuded enor-
mous personal magnetism and intellectual 
appeal. People could be irritated by him, but 
they liked him.

No form of expression seemed out of 
bounds for him, and he collaborated generous-
ly with numerous other creative types, some 
who made names for themselves, and others 
who receded into the cultural humus of the 
times. Driver interviewed friends and other 
artists who emerged from that period – white, 
Black, Latinx – among them Alexis Adler, 
Jim Jarmusch, James Nares, Fab Five Freddy, 
Glenn O’Brien, Kenny Scharf, Lee Quinones, 
Patricia Field, Luc Sante and others.

The 1980s were Basquiat’s prime years.
He created what can only be described 

as masterpieces in painting and other media. 
His large canvases in particular are exegeses 

in cultural criticism. As his fame grew, so did 
his ego and his sense of invincibility. He pur-
chased expensive suits and wore them in the 
studio, immediately speckling paint all over 
them and not giving a damn. That was part of 
his persona and his art – and his own hype.

A rocketing art market for Basquiat’s work 
started in the artist’s lifetime and still contin-
ues: In 2017, a Japanese businessman and col-
lector purchased an untitled 1982 painting by 
Basquiat for a record-setting $110,487,500, the 
most ever paid for an American artwork, and 
the sixth most expensive artwork ever sold at 
an auction.

But all of that is beyond the scope of the 
documentary. Where did such a seminal inves-
tigator, one of the most important 20th-century 
artists of any place or time, emerge from? That 
is what is so intensely fascinating to discover.

And now over to Paris…
In Le Brio, Tel Aviv-born Parisian director 

Yvan Attal pairs the established French actor 
Daniel Auteuil as Professor Pierre Mazard 
with newcomer (to acting) Camélia Jordana, 
who already has a career as a singer, as Neila 
Salah. Smart, spunky Neila has grown up in the 
projects surrounding the French capital, and is 
surrounded by her community of immigrants 
from Arab lands. France has many of these, 
originating in the former French colonies of 
Algeria, Morocco and Tunisia, as well as from 
a number of Francophone sub-Saharan nations. 
They share the common fate of being looked 
down upon by the native white French, who 
keep them in lower, subservient jobs and roles.

We meet these two leads in the law school 
lecture hall on the fi rst day of class. It does 
not go well. Professor Mazard is a notorious 
European chauvinist who enjoys nothing so 
much as race-baiting and intimidating his stu-
dents. He has already gotten into trouble over 
this with the school administration. As his pen-
ance, Mazard is assigned the task of coaching 
Neila to enter the intermural legal debating 

competition, for which, at the outset, she has 
no training or interest.

Neither would admit it, but both of them 
on some level recognise that this is a unique 
opportunity to prove themselves – he as an 
eloquent rhetorician and teacher who breathes 
the psychology of the courtroom, and she as an 
aspiring attorney who has everything to learn 
from him despite his provocations and insen-
sitivity. It’s something of a French Pygmalion.

We know little of the professor’s private 
existence: His abrasive personality does not 
lend easily to domestic happiness, and in a 
brief scene in which we meet his mother, we 
can speculate why. But we do see a great deal 
of Neila’s life – her mother, grandmother, 
circle of friends, and the neighbourhood boy 
Mounir (Yasin Houicha) who is no intellectual 
but is nevertheless caring and good looking, 
and probably capable of a great deal more in 
life than he gives himself, or than society gives 
him, credit for.

Over time, Neila learns to give as much 
as she gets, and in the end Professor Mazard 
achieves through this relationship what has 
eluded him all his life: That someone truly 
understands him and even loves him despite 
his faults.

Le Brio will defi nitely have you rooting for 
the underdog, but at the same time Professor 
Mazard is not portrayed one-sidedly as only a 
monster. It’s the growing dynamic of mutual 
gratifi cation as the story moves along that 
proves so humanly rewarding. Beyond the sto-
ryline itself, Le Brio raises issues about truth in 
legal argument, and perhaps in life, that shed 
critical light on the tainted nature of advanced 
society.

If you love the subtle nuance of French 
film and splendid cinematography (Rémy 
Chevron), don’t miss it when it comes to a the-
atre near you.
People’s World 
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Two coming-of-age fi lms

Jean-Michel Basquiat absorbed technique, history, a critical eye, a curiosity about everything, and a fearlessness of expression.
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Israeli troops’ wanton slaughter 
of unarmed protesters serves as 
a fi tting reminder of the inhu-
man treatment meted out to 
Palestinians since being driven 
off their land to facilitate Israel’s 
establishment 70 years ago.

Israeli forces shot and killed at 
least 55 Palestinians and wounded 
more than 1,200 during mass protests 
last Monday along the Gaza border. 
A few kilometres away Israel and the 
US held a festive inauguration cere-
mony for the establishment of a new 
US embassy in Jerusalem.

International disregard for hun-
dreds of thousands of Palestinian ref-
ugees scattered to the four winds by 
the Zionists’ superior armed forces 
is again mirrored in bourgeois media 
coverage of the killings.

Israeli daily Haaretz headlined 
in the early afternoon: “Jerusalem 
Embassy and Gaza Protests. 41 
Palestinians Reported Killed by 
Israeli Gunfi re at Border. Over 1,600 
wounded, 772 from live gunfi re.”

This lays bare the reality of a 
one-sided massacre, in which one 
Israeli soldier was slightly hurt by 
a stone while soldiers of “the most 
moral army in the world” fired 
live rounds freely against civilians 

because political and military lead-
ers would back them regardless.

Unarmed Palestinians are fully 
entitled to demonstrate for the right 
of refugees to return to the homes 
they were driven from in 1948 and 
several times since. This right is 
enshrined in United Nations resolu-
tion 194.

Every single Palestinian casualty 
shot by live rounds, wounded by rub-
ber-coated steel bullets or disabled 
by gas grenades incurred their inju-
ries in Gaza. Not a single one had 
crossed into Israel, despite the hys-
teria of Zionist politicians, security 
service and military top brass.

While Israeli soldiers conducted 
their unrestrained butchery across 
the border, displaying their moral 
superiority by killing unarmed chil-
dren, women and men, government 
ministers boasted of their achieve-
ment in having the Trump adminis-
tration further display its contempt 
for international law by shifting the 
US embassy to Jerusalem.

As with the massacre of at least 
52 civilians yesterday and over 1,200 
wounded by gunfi re, US recognition 
of occupied East Jerusalem as part 
of Israel’s capital city does not make 
it lawful.

Nor does Trump’s plan to 
impose, alongside Israel, a “peace” 
settlement on the Palestinians.

The Catastrophe
Steve Katsineris reports:

For Palestinians living under 
Israeli occupation and others in exile 
throughout the world, May 15 marks 
what Palestinians call Al Nakba. 
The words Al Nakba mean The 
Catastrophe in Arabic; it is used to 
describe the destruction and depop-
ulation of the Palestinian cities, 
towns and villages during the crea-
tion of Israel on the historic land of 
Palestine in 1948.

May 15 is the day that started the 
forced displacement by Zionist para-
militaries of hundreds of thousands 
of Palestinians from their homes 
and lands and destroyed their vil-
lages, killed and injured thousands 
of Palestinians in order to establish 
the colonial settler state of Israel in 
the historic land of Palestine in 1948.

During the period 1947-1949, 
Zionist terror militias and Israeli mil-
itary forces ethnically cleansed large 
areas of Palestine, dispossessed more 
than 750,000 Palestinians, destroyed 
or depopulated more than 450 towns 

and villages and committed at least 
24 massacres. About half of the dis-
placed Palestinians were forcibly 
uprooted from their homeland due 
to vicious military assaults. Others 
fl ed their homes in fear after appall-
ing massacres were carried out by 
Zionist terror gangs at Dier Yassin, 
Tantura and other places.

Today, there are more than 7 mil-
lion Palestinian refugees globally. 
These Palestinian refugees are still 
waiting to return to their homeland, 
while living in very diffi cult condi-
tions in dozens of refugee camps 
in the West Bank, the Gaza Strip, 
Lebanon, Syria, Jordan and the Arab 
world.

Each year Palestinian Arab 
cities, towns, villages and refugee 
camps in Palestine and elsewhere 
hold a general-strike, closing their 
stores, workshops and schools, to 
launch massive marches, rallies, pro-
test actions and other Nakba events.

On December 11, 1948, the 
United Nations General Assembly, 
issued resolution number 194 call-
ing of the Right of Return of all refu-
gees. It also called, among various 
demands, for compensating the ref-
ugees for their losses and for their 
“economic and social rehabilitation.” 

Millions of refugees are still dis-
placed in various refugee camps as 
Israel continues to deny their interna-
tionally-guaranteed Right of Return 
to their homeland.

Other UN resolutions have 
demanded Israel’s withdrawal from 
Arab and Palestinian territories, 
but consecutive Israeli government 
continued to ignore the legitimate 
national and other basic rights of the 
Palestinian people.

Israel have constantly tried to 
thwart Palestinians from marking 
the Nakba Day. In 2001, the Israeli 
parliament passed the “Nakba Law” 
in an attempt to prevent Palestinians 
from marking the Nakba by cutting, 
withholding, or reducing funding to 
government institutions.

Despite the Israeli repression in 
order to crush the Palestinian peo-
ples struggle, including the current 
brutal violation of international law 
of the Israeli military shooting down 
unarmed civilians, adding to the 
Israel state’s list of crimes against 
humanity. The Palestinians contin-
ue to tenaciously resist the ongoing 
dispossession and brutal military 
occupation in their fi ght for human 
and civil rights, justice, freedom and 
return. 
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