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We live in “dangerous times”, Prime
Minster Malcolm Turnbull declared, when
announcing plans for new “counter-ter-
rorism” powers for the Australian Federal
Police (AFP) at Australia’s airports. Police
will have the power to approach anyone in
an airport in Australia and demand to see
their ID, all without cause or suspicion.

Turnbull is correct in that we do live in
“dangerous times”, but the main danger in
Australia is not posed by terrorism but by
creeping fascism, by the ongoing erosion of
democratic rights.

New police powers

“There’s certain conditions that need to be
met at the moment before police can ask for ...
identification. Which is an absurdity and it’s
an issue that the police have raised with us. So
we’re addressing an anomaly and a deficiency
in the law at the moment.” (Peter Dutton — min-
ister for repression and torture, see Editorial for
his job description — at a joint press conference
with the Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull,
May 15, 2018.)

So, it’s an “absurdity” that police have
to follow a law which protects people from
being intimidated and stood over by law
enforcement officers based on the whim of
an ASIO/Australian Federal Police/Border
Force operative. Regardless of whether they
suspect you have committed or are planning
to commit a crime they could randomly pick
you out and demand to see your ID.

In practice it is much more likely to be
based on racial or religious profiling. The fact
that no justification is required is a measure to
absolve police of any accountability for their
actions and indicates how wide a net these per-
secution laws have.

Leading barrister and human rights advo-
cate Julian Burnside, referring to Dutton’s
remarks, said: “His attitude reveals a remark-
able ignorance of basic legal and social pre-
cepts; ignorance which is all the more alarming
given that he is arguably the most powerful
person in the country.”

Big Brother

The 2018-19 budget includes the purchase
of new equipment such as used for body scan-
ning, facial recognition and 3D imaging of lug-
gage. Facial recognition technology, already
in use at major airports and linked to “smart”
passports, is particularly disturbing.

The aim is to link these images to other
images of people such as from CCTV cameras
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and police and intelligence agency cameras at
rallies and other protest actions. They will also
be able to link this information with drivers’
licences.

Bit by bit large data banks will be built
up of personal information on citizens. These
gross infringements of privacy are the stuff of
Big Brother, not a democracy.

“The next step, almost certainly, will be the
compulsory state-issued ID cards. After that,
it’s downhill all the way to an Orwellian night-
mare,” Burnside warned.

With this loss of privacy and demo-
cratic rights there is also a loss of public
accountability.

The budget provided an additional $294
million towards the “enhancement and expan-
sion” of so-called airport security. Over $100
million of this will be used to employ and train
190 new personnel.

One hundred and forty of these will be
AFP officers focused on first response to terror-
ism, as well as having been trained in impro-
vised explosive device appraisal and detection.
The other 50 AFP employees will focus on
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intelligence gathering and appraisal of that
intelligence.

Burnside quoted the Zelman Cowen-hosted
Boyer Lectures on ABC Radio from 1969, in
which Cowen said: “A man without privacy
is a man without dignity. The fear that Big
Brother is watching and listening threatens the
individual no less than the prison bars”.

“He argued for the importance of the right
to be left alone,” Burnside said.

“That right is more urgently important
now than it was in 1969, and more under threat
if Dutton gets his way.” (Lawyers Weekly,
17-05-2018)

Peter Dutton, Minister for Home Affairs,
and the Minister for Immigration and Border
Protection, is proving to be one of the most
politically right-wing and dangerous politicians
ever to gain a position of power in Australia.

He acts with impunity, abusing his powers,
showing little or no respect for tribunals and
the judicial system and increasingly grabbing
additional, arbitrary powers. He runs rough-
shod over the rule of law, including interna-
tional laws that Australia is a signatory to.

This behaviour is not limited to Dutton;
other Ministers on the extreme right are just
as complicit and Turnbull who is beholden to
the right to hold onto his job, runs with them.

Anti-terrorism laws threaten to criminalise
social dissent and pave the way for the intro-
duction of increasingly anti-democratic legisla-
tion and must be opposed.

This latest development continues a pat-
tern which emerged in the former Howard gov-
ernment’s anti-terror legislation when ASIO’s
powers were extended. In fact it goes further,
in breaching fundamental legal principles and
also raises questions of constitutionality. This
pattern includes:

« reversal of onus of proof

* retrospective issuing of search warrants

* bypassing the judicial system

* curbing basic freedoms of association and
travel

arbitrary detention

no right of appeal

no public unaccountability

punishment far outweighs the nature of the
alleged offence. &
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Killed by malignant neglect

Minister Peter Dutton ignored doctors, and a man lost his life.

Salim was a Rohingya refugee who spent five years in tortuous
limbo, pleading for medical treatment and to be reunited with
his family in Australia. Doctors repeatedly recommended he be
brought to Australia for urgent specialist medical care — but the
Australian government refused to act, and the consequences have
been deadly.

And this isn’t isolated. Activist group GetUp noted that over
the last 12 months, alarming reports have emerged of Dutton’s
department regularly disregarding medical advice, slowing proc-
esses, and denying treatment.

Nick Martin, formerly the Senior Medical Official deployed
by the Australian government’s medical contractor on Nauru,
revealed that every clinical decision made was questioned by the
department.

When the Australian Medical Association called for an inde-
pendent assessment team to be allowed access to Manus Island,
Peter Dutton refused, promising them “enhanced levels of health
care” on Manus.

(Peter Dutton’s ministry now oversees national security,
Federal police, Border Force, ASIO, law enforcement functions
of the Attorney-General’s Department, security functions of
the Department of Infrastructure, Regional Development and
Cities, counterintelligence and cybersecurity of the Department
of Prime Minister and Cabinet, multicultural affairs functions
of the Department of Social Services, and the entire Department
of Immigration and Border Protection.)

In practice, Dutton’s department did the reverse and gutted
medical services on Manus, in a move Amnesty International
called “inexplicable”.

Combined people power took on Dutton and his department
when he threatened medical professionals with jail time for pro-
tecting their patients in detention. When doctors bravely stood up
to challenge the Border Force Act in court, hundreds chipped in to
support them, and the government watered down its secrecy rules.

When the government moved to deport men, women and chil-
dren back to harm on Manus and Nauru, the community came
together to demand they let them stay.

And last year people banded together to shine a light on the
abuses occurring within Australia’s offshore detention regime,
when the government washed its hands of the men it had detained
on Manus for five years.

After the third death on Manus in as many months, the
spotlight must be turned on the government’s deliberate, deadly
disregard of doctors and medical care.

Protest vigils for Salimon were held on May 22 and on May
25 in Sydney and Melbourne.

Noor Zaman, president of the Queensland Rohingya
Community said, “Salim’s death was not suicide, it was murder
by Peter Dutton, by Malcolm Turnbull, and by IHMS caseworkers,
who would not help him. We have a lot of evidence of his appeals
and our appeals for help for Salim, but they would not help him.”

Salim was brought to Australia for treatment for severe epi-
lepsy in 2014 but was returned to Manus Island without it being
controlled. On Manus, he suffered multiple crippling seizures a
day.

A petition by the Rohingya refugees on Manus was given to
Border Force in May 2015 but it was ignored.

“Peter Dutton and offshore detention are condemned by Salim’s
needless death,” said Ian Rintoul, spokesperson for the Refugee
Action Coalition, “Salim has been killed by medical neglect and
Dutton’s deliberate anti-refugee policies. Manus and Nauru should
be immediately evacuated, so the refugees and asylum seekers can
be brought to safety in Australia.

“Labor’s upcoming conference should back the call to ‘Bring
them Here’. Eleven deaths in offshore detention are more than
enough to reveal the dreadful mistake of re-starting offshore deten-
tion in 2013. It laid the basis for Abbott, then Turnbull, and the
horror of the last five years. Amnesty International has said that
detention on Manus and Nauru ‘amounts to torture’.”

“No more Salims. It’s time to end the torture and end offshore
detention.”
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When the North and South Korean presidents got together after
the Winter Olympics, the US Trump administration agreed to
formal peace talks with the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
(DPRK). But peace doesn’t suit the military-industrial complex, so
Trump suddenly cancelled the talks and held war games alongside
South Korea instead. Back to brinkmanship! But DPRK and South
Korea then announced they’ll be having their own peace talks.
Fearful they might explore the possibility of a bi-lateral peace
treaty, Trump has now announced that the US/DPRK talks might
proceed after all. We’ll be covering further developments but 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:

S Cooper $30, Dr G Dittura $10, KM $10, MM $10,
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15, G Spiers $50

This week’s total: $130 Progressive total: $3,660
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Statement from CPA congratulating
President Nicolus Maduro on his re-election

The Communist Party of Australia sends its hearti-
est congratulations to the people of Venezuela on
their decision to re-elect President Nicolas Maduro
and to stay on the path taken with the triumph of the
Bolivarian Revolution in 1998. President Maduro’s
part in this victory is plain and is also deserving
of sincere appreciation of progressive, peace loving
people the world over.

The people of Venezuela have withstood enormous
pressure from a terroristic opposition and grave threats
from the US in order to keep to their chosen course of
social development. The gains the people have made
far outweigh the economic shortcomings engineered for
them by the Trump administration and the US-backed
opposition, including in the business sector.

The reports received from delegates, including that
of our own Party President who witnessed the historic
event, are that it was an expression of self-determina-
tion and for peace. It was also a repudiation of the Lima
Declaration and its call for a humanitarian intervention
in Venezuela.

We repudiate the economic war being waged against

the Venezuelan people by the US and its allies. These
attacks make it very difficult for the Bolivarian govern-
ment to purchase food and medical supplies. We salute
the efforts by President Maduro and his government to
confront the crisis and defend the Bolivarian Revolution
despite the huge challenges.

We call on the Australian government to recognise
the electoral process and the will of the Venezuelan
people who re-elected President Maduro for another
6-year term until 2025.

The victory is welcome and deserved, but as General
Secretary of the Communist Party of Venezuela, Oscar
Figuera, pointed out, there is no time to celebrate. It is
time to govern and make the overdue changes to deepen
the movement towards socialism in Venezuela. In making
those decisive changes, Venezuela can continue to rely
on the Communist Party of Australia for its full support
and solidarity.

Bob Briton — General Secretary
Vinnie Molina — President
See page 12 for Vinnie's election report.

Health system roris while

[ [ ]
gov’t sits on its hands
Doctors’ Reform Society statement

The shocking evidence of rorting doctors displayed
on 4 Corners last night [May 28] is an indictment
of the federal government, said Dr Tim Woodruff,
president, Doctors’ Reform Society. Whilst busy
giving tax cuts to millionaires and tax evading corpo-
rations, it underfunds public hospitals and primary,
dental, and mental health care in its continuing ideo-
logical plan to increase private health care. It forces
the desperate to take out private health insurance
or wait for years for a public hospital bed, and even
to take out small loans to see a specialist in the com-
munity instead of waiting a year for a public hospital
appointment.

It then wastes $11 billion a year propping up this pri-
vate health industry knowing that out of pocket costs are
hurting patients across the country.

It is time for the government to decide whether it is

in charge of the health of all Australians or whether it
wishes to leave health care to the profit-driven private
health industry, the private hospitals industry and the
Australian Medical Association. The behaviour of these
groups sadly brings out the worst in doctors who look for
ways to profit from the misery of their patients.

We call on the government to fund public health
properly, to increase the funding of public hospitals to
meet the unmet demand, to fund full-time specialist
staff in public hospitals, to improve funding for primary,
dental and mental health.

It’s time also to address and further expose the rorts,
remembering always that the crippling co-payments and
other out of pocket costs occur because the government is
Americanising and privatising our health system.

Dr Tim Woodruff — President
Dr Con Costa — Vice President
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Recycling leadership

Annett Finger

My name is Annett Finger. I’'m a marine
ecologist and I represent the Boomerang
Alliance in Victoria. The Boomerang
Alliance is, as the name says, an alliance
group. We have 47 environmental groups
under our banner. We develop policies,
investigate and campaign on waste issues —
from mattress and tyre recycling to waste,
to energy and container refund schemes
— our focus is on plastic pollution and one
of our strategy objectives is to achieve a 70
percent reduction of Australia’s contribu-
tion to plastic pollution entering the oceans
by 2020.

That is certainly ambitious, but let me paint
you a picture about plastics in our oceans.
There are 5.25 trillion pieces of plastic floating
on the surface of our oceans alone. It’s impos-
sible to wrap our heads around that figure. But
next time you go to the beach, have a look and
see what plastics you can find. Read the papers:
plastic pellets being released on Warrnambool
beaches.

Millions of polystyrene pieces got cleaned
up from the reed beds of the Yarra last week.
Plastic production is booming. We are using
more plastic for less time. Waste infrastruc-
ture is lagging behind and overwhelmed. The
amount of mismanaged plastic waste enter-
ing our oceans — if we do nothing different-
ly from now on — is set to triple from 2015 to
2025 (from 50 to 150 million megatonne)! This
should scare us.

This is why I do what I do. And, briefly,
my job is to campaign for a container deposit
scheme in Victoria — a scheme that decreas-
es litter, increases recycling rates and bears a
potential $50 million in income to community
and charity groups. I have just come back from
the Big Bottle tour — where we towed an over-
sized Coke bottle around regional Victoria to
tell the story of Victoria missing out while all
other mainland states are moving on container
refund schemes. It’s been a massive hit with
people but also with councils.

I’ve been invited to speak about the China-
invoked recycling crisis. So, what has China
done and what is happening in Victoria and
Australia? China announced in July last year
that from January 1 this year, they will not
accept any more “dirty” recycling materials.
With dirty they mean actual contamination, but
also contamination of one material with anoth-
er. Our kerbside recycling is collected as co-
mingled waste — and gets sorted and baled in
MRFs — material recovery facilities. They still
take recycling materials, they just don’t want
the lower quality bales that require them to sort
through and clean.

The effect this ban has had on Australia is
more severe in Victoria. Most councils here
sell their kerbside recyclates to a recycling

Australia

company like Visy, who process it in an MRF
and then sell-on the bales to onshore or off-
shore places. How much has been going oft-
shore has been hard to track. Recently the CEO
of Sustainability Victoria penned an article stat-
ing, “only seven percent of recycling has been
going overseas”. So why do we have a crisis?
Because he’s included building waste in that
calculation and most likely went by weight.
Plastic is light. A lot of our plastic recycling
has been going overseas and, likely, most of
that is not going there anymore.

Visy lost a lot of their buyers and in
Victoria, where they could, they pulled out of
contracts with councils. In NSW, Visy gets paid
to take recycling waste. Also, they now have a
container deposit scheme, which diverts drink
containers from kerbside and produces a clean-
er, pre-sorted recycling stream that can still
be sold to Chinese and other Asian markets.
Victorian councils have been frantically look-
ing for new ways to get rid of their recycling,
and whichever way you look at it, are set to
incur higher costs to deal with residents’ waste.

So, what’s Boomerang Alliance’s position?
In a nutshell, we see this as a great opportunity
to build a long-term viable onshore recycling
industry, coupled with incentives and manda-
tory requirements leading to a circular waste
economy. And, as we have always done, we
work with all stakeholders.

What has been the federal response?
Cricket noise. In Victoria, where more councils
have been hit than any other state, the Minister
for the Environment, Lily D’ Ambrosio, reacted
by establishing a recycling taskforce. BA is a
member and our director attended one meeting.
So far, environmental and community groups
met separately from industry groups.

I have only been briefed very briefly, so I
can’t say too much about it, but I would very
much hope to see a mix of stake holders dis-
cussing possible solutions in the very near
future.

What I have noticed on my recent tour
is the renewed, increased noise and appetite
about waste to energy. BA has provided input
into discussion papers in NSW and Vic. To sum
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it up, here is the most recent “Waste to Energy”
comment from our director, Jeff Angel:

“Key Commonwealth and state environ-
ment ministers must embed higher resource
recovery in the economy. Incineration diverts
recyclables from genuine recycling — and uses
mixed waste which poses serious toxic pollu-
tion threats. There may be plans for new recy-
cling industries, but by the time they eventuate
as actual projects they will find the rush to
incineration has locked up their resources.”

To wrap up and tie in nicely with my cam-
paign: what can you do as a caring commu-
nity? Join our campaign to bring a container
deposit scheme to Victoria. It is an environ-
mental scheme but also a social one: it pro-
duces a real trickle-down effect. On my travels
with the Big Bottle, I have heard many stories.
Please spread the word and thank you so much
for your time!

An address delivered at the Melbourne
Unitarian Peace Memorial Church,
April 29, 2018.
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Questions 1o answer

The Turnbull government has serious questions to answer
over their knowledge of events that led to blackmail charges
against working people’s elected representatives John Setka
and Shaun Reardon, who were charged after taking action
on safety.

The DPP discontinued the prosecution after the committal
heard evidence that representatives from the Turnbull/Abbott gov-
ernment were liaising with Boral executives before any allegations
against the pair were formally raised.

The two were undergoing a committal hearing related to
actions they took to protect the lives and safety of people working
in the construction industry and the public.

They have been staunch advocates for safety, women in the
construction industry and the rights of working people across all
of society.

Under the duo’s leadership CFMMEU members in the con-
struction business had negotiated pay rises well above the national
average, with 30,000 Victorian construction workers locking in
annual five percent rises until 2022 last year during a time of slug-
gish wages growth elsewhere.

“I welcome the withdrawal of these charges — they should
never have been laid,” said ACTU secretary Sally McManus.

“The possibility that members of the Abbott/Turnbull gov-
ernment were closely consulting with Boral over events that led
to these discredited charges is deeply disturbing. This possibility
should be fully investigated.

“This is the same government that orchestrated the Registered
Organisations Commission (ROC) raid, wasted $80 million on a
union witchhunt, and is the successor of the coalition government
that conspired to ruin the lives of waterfront workers 20 years ago.

“It is not acceptable for any government to attack the elected
representatives of working people in order to advance their politi-
cal agenda.

“John Setka and Shaun Reardon have stood up for working
people in the Victorian construction industry. They stood up for
safety in an extremely dangerous industry.

“And for doing that they have faced unwarranted and discred-
ited criminal charges. Working people deserve answers about how
this happened.” &

John Setka and Shaun Reardon celebrate after the withdrawal of the charges.
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Violence against people with disability

Royal Commission needed

People with disability and our representa-
tive organisations are urging the Federal
Government to call a Royal Commission
into violence and abuse against people with
disability across Australia.

“We’re seeing how powerful a Royal
Commission is in exposing huge problems,
and illegal behaviour in the banking and
finance industry right now,” said Bonnie
Millen, President of People with Disability
Australia (PWDA), and spokesperson for
Disabled People’s Organisations Australia
(DPOA).

“We have been saying for several years
now that people with disability need a Royal
Commission to properly address the appalling
rates of violence and abuse we are subjected
to, particularly now that the NDIS is roll-
ing out more widely and the whole disability
sector is going through immense change.”

In 2015, a Senate enquiry found

widespread rates of violence and abuse
against people with disability, and strongly
recommended holding a Royal Commission.
The Australian government ruled this out,
saying that the recently established NDIS
Quality and Safeguards Commission would
address the recommendations from the
enquiry.

The federal government’s NDIS Quality
and Safeguards Commission will only cover
the 10 percent of people with disability that
are eligible for the NDIS. Millen says that
while it is a welcome development, it is not a
comprehensive response to the scale of vio-
lence and abuse perpetrated against people
with disability across a broad range of set-
tings, such as supported accommodation, edu-
cation, mental health, prisons and in out of
home care.

Further, the Commission doesn’t have the
powers of a Royal Commission, won’t lead to

structural change and can’t bring justice for
past abuses.

“Only a Royal Commission has the power
to break down doors, and shine a light on the
violence against people with disability that
has been hidden away. Critically, a Royal
Commission will also give people with dis-
ability a chance to receive justice for violence
and abuse that happened in the past,” contin-
ued Millen.

In 2017, over 160 civil society groups and
over 100 academics joined the call for a Royal
Commission into violence against people with
disability. The Australian Labor Party and the
Australian Greens have also supported our
call to ensure that people with disability get a
chance to speak out and get justice.

“The current banking Royal Commission
shows how much can be exposed and how
much change needs to occur. This is what
has to happen now for people with disability.

Only a Royal Commission can bring the sub-
stantial change we need.”

Disabled People’s Organisations Australia
(DPO Australia) is an alliance of four nation-
al Disabled People’s Organisations (organi-
sations made up of and led by people with
disability).

DPO Australia was founded by, and
is made up of the First Peoples Disability
Network Australia (FPDNA) representing
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people
with disability, the National Ethnic Disability
Alliance (NEDA) representing culturally and
linguistically diverse people with disability,
People with Disability Australia (PWDA)

a national cross disability organisation and
Women With Disabilities Australia (WWDA),
the national organisation representing women
and girls with disability. &

Abbott/Turnbull Govi’s fuel insecurity

The Maritime Union of Australia
(MUA) has accused the Turnbull
government of sitting on its hands
over fuel security, with the nation
having been non-compliant with
the International Energy Agency’s
90-day fuel stockholding obliga-
tion since March 2012.

The Turnbull government this
month announced it would under-
take a National Energy Security
Assessment due to concerns over
declining domestic production,
diminishing refining capacity and
concerns over potential flashpoints
in the Middle East and South China
Sea.

MUA assistant national secre-
tary Ian Bray said that while the
government is running the line that

the last National Energy Security
Assessment was in 2011, the truth
is that a number of inquiries and
reports have touched on the impor-
tant issue of fuel security.

“The Senate has held inquir-
ies into both fuel security and flag-
of-convenience shipping, while the
Energy White Paper and Defence
White Paper also investigated our
increasing reliance on foreign fuel,”
Bray said.

“Unlike the Abbott/Turnbull
government, the MUA has continu-
ally led the debate on fuel security
in recent years but this has fallen
on deaf ears with the number of
Australian-crewed tankers now down
to zero.

“There are now no

Australian-crewed tankers supply-
ing fuel to our nation, down from 12
in the year 2000. At the same time,
the number of refineries has halved
to four. This means we now import
more than 90 percent of our fuel and
that number is rising.”

Engineers Australia told the fuel
security Senate inquiry in 2015 that
Australia’s total stockholding of
oil and liquid fuel comprised two
weeks of supply at sea, five to 12
days’ supply at refineries, 10 days of
refined stock at terminals and three
days at service stations.

The NRMA'’s figures indicated
that Australia only retained enough
fuel in stockholdings to continue
delivery of chilled and frozen goods
for seven days, dry goods for nine

days, hospital pharmacy supplies for
three days, retail pharmacy for seven
days, and petrol stations for three
days.

“All of these doomsday scenar-
ios have been heard before yet the
government expects us to believe the
trigger for an emergency has only
just occurred — they are playing us
for mugs.

“Australians would expect our
government to have a better plan
and this would involve more refining
here and Australian-crewed ships to
carry it around the coast.

“This isn’t only a matter of fuel
security but also national security.
Unlike Australian seafarers, foreign
crews have no background checks
yet they are carrying petroleum

products, ammonium nitrate and
LNG around the Australian coast,”
Bray said.

With the nation facing height-
ened concerns over fuel security, the
MUA has reminded the Australian
community that the cost of hiring
Aussie seafarers to move fuel around
our coast averages out to less than
one cent per litre at the bowser.

“It is also true that unlike the
United States, in a time of national
emergency, the Australian govern-
ment has no means to use an act
of Parliament to second ships to a
merchant navy. There is also the
added problem that there are very
few Australian-flagged and crewed
ships.” &
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$S30m for Palm claim

Alf Wilson

Palm Island mayor Alf Lacey has appealed
to members of the community to work
together after the Queensland government
agreed to the settlement of a class action
in the Federal Court. The government has
agreed to apologise to Palm Islanders and
pay $30 million to 447 claimants to settle
a class action — initiated in 2015 by Lex
Wotton, his wife Cecilia and mother Agnes
— over the way they were treated in the days
after the police station was burned-down
in 2004, following the death in custody of
Mulrunji Doomadgee.

Mayor Lacey said it was time to move on.

“While this is recognition of a dark chap-
ter in our past, we must now draw a line in the
sand,” he said. “It is time to look to the future.
It is time to be respectful of the past and its
lessons, and carefully guide our next genera-
tion of leaders towards a strong, unified Palm
Island.”

He said the community deserved better
than squabbles over money or recognition.

“This is about sharing hope with our chil-
dren and teaching them it is not the right way
to protest with violence,” he said. “Our com-
munity will only suffer for it.

“Our community deserves better. You
deserve better. Together, united, we can ensure
the next chapter in Palm Island’s story stirs
pride and hope. I appeal to everyone to put
individual agendas aside, and work as one to
ensure this happens.”

Mr Doomadgee’s cousin Alec said the
community was still traumatised by his death
and the events surrounding it.

“We will never move on. We will never
forget and no amount of money will change
that,” Alec Doomadgee said.

“We will never forget our Cameron. The
community has suffered greatly. It’s been a
long road. It’s a good day for the community
and all the families who have been affected by
the unfortunate death of my cousin.

“There’s been a flow-on effect. We’ve also
lost Cameron’s son, his mother also has passed.
No amount of money or time will bring back
what we’ve lost.”

Australia

Lex Wotton.

Deputy Premier and Minister for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Partnerships Jackie Trad said the government
would work with the Palm Island community
on a fitting way to recognise the apology.

“I know that for many Palm Islanders this
was an incredibly difficult time in their history
but I look forward to continuing to work close-
ly with the community as we move forward
together,” she said.

The class action included allegations of
police discrimination following the death in
custody of 36-year-old Mulrunji at Palm Island
on November 19, 2004.

The action alleged that Queensland police
unlawfully entered homes and held unarmed

f”

residents at gunpoint when arresting alleged
participants in a riot which resulted in the Palm
Island police station and courthouse being
torched a week later.

Mr Wotton was sentenced to six years in
jail in November 2008 for his involvement in
the uprising and was released on parole in July
2010.

Arresting officer Senior Sergeant Chris
Hurley was charged over Mulrunji’s death, but
a jury acquitted him of manslaughter in 2007.
In a December 2016 Federal Court ruling,
Justice Debbie Mortimer found in favour
of Lex, Cecilia and Agnes Wotton, finding
that the conduct of certain police officers in
2004 contravened section 9 (1) of the Racial

-
-
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Discrimination Act 1975 and that the actions
of certain police were unlawful.

Queensland Police Union president lan
Leavers criticised the settlement.

“We ... cannot understand how a court can
award $30 million and order a government to
apologise to Palm Island when a police station
was burned down and riots were caused,” he
said.

“I reject the suggestion that police in these
communities act in a racist manner and I know
that police in these communities reject that
suggestion too.

“I believe it is the police themselves who
deserve the apology.”

Koori Mail &

Marx at 200*

We live and act in the 21st cen-

tury. Profound transformations
have taken place in the world
since Marx, including in capital-
ism itself, whose development has
led to new and unforeseen phe-
nomena demanding permanent
and deeper analyses.

But capitalism did not change
its nature, nor did the currentness
and operative ability of the analy-
sis and understanding of reality
by Marx’s original theoretic body.
Rather, its capacity was widened,
with the contributions of genera-
tions of thinkers and revolutionar-
ies and the experiences of struggle
in the international communist and
workers movement.

In our Conference this will
become evident, I'm sure, showing
that the great majority of laws dis-
covered by Marx operate through-
out the full history of capitalism.
Throughout the history of this
destructive system, as Marx stated,
and the present confirms, with
the refinement of its exploitative,
oppressive, aggressive and preda-
tory nature.

Refinement one can clearly see
in the development of the last major
cyclic crisis of the capitalist system,
initiated in 2007/8 and extend-
ing towards the present. A crisis
that translated into a heavy burden
of adjustment programs upon the
backs of workers and the poor, in
worsening the conditions of exploi-
tation of labour, while offering

gigantic resources to big capital,
particularly the financial system.
The resources offered exceed the
total revenue from all the privatisa-
tions performed to date, while the
budget of the rescue programs could
end world hunger during the next
50 years.

A gigantic operation of expro-
priation of workers and peoples,
where the State of the liberal-bour-
geois political system, transformed
into a Regulator State by the domi-
nant neo-liberal ideology, played
a more open and less dissimulated
central role, either legitimating the
usurpation, refining the mechanisms
of exploitation of labour under the
excuse of the crisis, or guarantee-
ing the reproduction of economic
and social domination by capital,
thereby confirming the class nature
of the State that Marx identified and
explained.

Given the deepening of its
structural crisis, capitalism increas-
ingly assumes its character destruc-
tive of lives and resources.

Unable to surpass its incur-
able contradictions inherent to its
“genetic code”, insatiable in its
greed for appropriation and limitless
accumulation of capital, capital-
ism combines its oppressive nature
with new and more complex modes
of exploitation of labour and plan-
etary predation, aggravated with the
processes of capitalist globalisation
and financialisation of the economy,
linked as they are to the response to

the tendency of the average rate of
profit to fall.

Processes that prosper and
affirm themselves politically in
the shadow of strategic coopera-
tion between the most reactionary
and conservative forces and social-
democracy, with the State assuming
the function of promoting private
capital, commodifying all domains
and sectors of economic and social
life.

Capital attempts to contradict
the effects of the structural crisis
through low wages, redefining
labour in the productive system and
eliminating economic, social and
cultural rights.

Capitalist globalisation and its
processes of global liberalisation
of markets and free circulation of
capital, under the dominion of the
dictatorship of large transnational
corporations, also deepen the proc-
ess of concentration and centralisa-
tion of capital. Today, 1,500 large
multinational companies control
more than 60 percent of the world
economy.

Processes that Marx shrewdly
anticipated, connected to the inces-
sant search for production and
appropriation of surplus-value when
only in its embryonic state.

Its consequences are the wors-
ening of exploitation, unemploy-
ment, precariousness, an increase
in social injustice and inequali-
ties, attacks upon social and labour
rights, the denial of democratic

freedoms and rights, but also war,
which increasingly appears as an
answer to the crisis by a system of
exploitation and oppression.

The development of the crisis of
capitalism confirms the fundamen-
tal theses of Marx, but also Lenin,
about the laws that rule capitalism
in its imperialist phase. They laid
bare the law of the falling tenden-
cy of the rate of profit, elaborated
by Marx; the tendency towards
the financialisation of the econo-
my, which drives capital towards
speculation in detriment of produc-
tive investment; the law of relative
pauperisation; the law of unequal
development; the tendency towards
stagnation, translated in lower
GDP growth in the main capitalist
countries.

The inability of capitalism
to surpass its own contradictions
is very clear in its present evolu-
tion from its crisis, in particular
the contradiction between capi-
tal and labour, and the permanent
struggle around the rate of sur-
plus- value. But also the fundamen-
tal contradiction that characterises
capitalism: the increasing contra-
diction between the social char-
acter of production and its private
appropriation.
*This an abridged version of the
Portuguese Communist Party’s
contri%ution to the Conference
marking the Bicentennial of the birth
of Karl Marx.
Umsebenzi — South Africian
Communist Party &
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“Support our troops
by stopping the war”

Kevin Basl

“How do you motivate men and women
to fight and die for a cause many of them
don’t believe in, and whose purpose they
can’t articulate?”

That’s what Phil Klay, author and US
Marine Corps veteran, asks in an essay pub-
lished this month in The Atlantic. He points
out in a recent New York Times op-ed, “Serious
discussion of foreign policy and the military’s
role within it is often prohibited” by what he
calls “patriotic correctness.”

In a well-functioning democracy, Klay
argues, citizens must debate and question
how their elected officials employ their mili-
tary, an organisation which ought to represent
the values of the people. But it seems many
Americans remain unconcerned about the wars
the United States is currently fighting (at last
count, we’re bombing at least seven countries
— see below) though they foot the bill both in
tax dollars and lives.

Why has criticism of our nation’s ongoing
military follies become so muted?

I suspect, as Klay does, that some well-
meaning people worry that questioning our
nation’s wars means not “supporting our
troops.” The question Klay doesn’t get into is
why anyone should think that.

The answer is that some politicians — and
businesses — want them to.

In the late 1960s, thousands of Vietnam
War veterans started joining anti-war pro-
tests, bringing new energy and authority to
the movement. They’d witnessed the war’s
horrors first-hand and wanted to end it imme-
diately, which put the Nixon administration
in a bind.

In The Spitting Image: Myth, Memory, and
the Legacy of Vietnam (1998), sociologist and
Vietnam War veteran Jerry Lembcke argues
that the Nixon administration used propagan-
da and misinformation to divide veterans and
anti-war protesters, weakening their burgeon-
ing movement.

The mythical image of anti-war protes-
tors “spitting on veterans,” reinforced in many
films, suggested that peace activists were trai-
tors to the national cause and — perhaps worse
— abusive to veterans.

Whether the spitting actually happened
(Lembcke could find no evidence proving it
did) isn’t the point. It’s the significance of the
rhetoric those divisive times left us with: We
can never let happen again what happened to
Vietnam War veterans.

During the 1991 Gulf War, that rheto-
ric was used by the administration of the first
George Bush [followed by his son George
W’s 2003 invasion of Iraq] to steer public dis-
course. Debate about going to war with Iraq
got drowned under constant reminders to “sup-
port our troops.”

In the new millennium, the same rhet-
oric helped push Bush Jr’s War on Terror.
According to a Centre for American Progress
study, in 2008 the White House website con-
tained 357 separate documents including the
phrase “support our troops.”

Obama also used the rhetoric. “Because of
Vietnam and our veterans,” Obama said at an
event marking the war’s 50th anniversary, “we
honour our military more, we take care of our
veterans better.” (Never mind that the Veterans
Affairs (VA) disability backlog of veterans
awaiting care had topped 800,000.)

And Trump, who continues to keep the VA

understaffed and underfunded, has requested a
grandiose military parade, under the pretence
of being a military appreciation celebration.

It’s no wonder why some would work to
smother public debate about war. War is good
business for the rich.

Defence contractors like Boeing,
Raytheon, and Northrop Grumman make huge
political campaign contributions and expect
lucrative contracts in return. Major brands like
Budweiser and Walmart regularly use “support
our troops” marketing campaigns, too.

Interestingly, as we approach year 17 in
Afghanistan — a war even Defence Secretary
Jim Mattis has admitted we’re losing — “sup-
port our troops” spectacles have only grown
(see any recent major league sports game).

Those spectacles miss the point. We
must remain ever-sceptical of war, Phil Klay
reminds us, if we are to preserve our democ-
racy or support our troops.

War path

Saurav Sarkar reports on 100 years of US
wars:

“As a sniper I was not usually the victim
of a traumatic event, but the perpetrator of vio-
lence and death,” recalled Garrett Rapenhagen
of Iraq Veterans Against the War in an essay
for Salon.

“My actions in combat would have been
more acceptable to me if I could cloak myself
in the belief that the whole mission was for
a greater good,” he reflected. “Instead, I

watched as the purpose of the mission slowly
unravelled.”

These words illustrate the concept of moral
injury — where a soldier’s conscience has been
shaken by what he or she has done, resulting in
lasting trauma.

For so many of us, war is something that
happens somewhere else. It’s a television news
update or a click on the screen, at worst. The
real costs of US wars happen to other people,
in other places.

Will ordinary Americans ever have to
reckon with moral injury?

In Yemen, the non-profit organisation Save
the Children estimated that 50,000 children
died in 2017 due to extreme hunger and dis-
ease. Yemen is currently under attack from
Saudi Arabia with support from the United
States.

In Afghanistan, invaded and occupied
by the United States for the last generation,
at least 31,000 civilians have been killed. In
Iraq, a very conservative estimate from the
monitoring group Iraq Body Count found that
over 200,000 civilians had died as a result
of the aggressive war initiated by the Bush
administration.

Beyond the deaths, war is tearing apart
entire societies.

The World Bank estimated that the eco-
nomic cost of the war in Syria from 2011 to
2016 was four times the size of Syria’s econo-
my. The United Nations reports that about one
quarter of the entire country’s population has
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fled the war and become refugees, including
more than two million children under 12.

In the United States, the equivalent would
be 80 million people fleeing not just their
homes, but the country as a whole.

From the founding of our country all the
way through the 21st century, the United States
has been embroiled in nearly continuous war-
fare — whether against Native Americans, or
later against Latin Americans, or later still
against developing world countries leaning
toward socialism. And where it has not gone
to war, it’s used proxies like Saudi Arabia and
Israel to fight on its behalf.

As a result, when a president tweets bel-
licose rhetoric against Iran, North Korea, or
Venezuela, he’s not really out of step with
the bulk of American history. For the past
100 years, both Democratic and Republican
presidents and Congresses have initiated or
funded wars throughout the world, whether in
Vietnam, or Haiti, or Iraq.

Our society has become inured to the wars
we pay for. Do you know how many countries
the United States is at war with? Can you name
them all?

So, on this Memorial Day, take a moment
to pause from your barbecue and look at your
flag. If you want it to stand for something more
than violence, you’ll need to do more than
thank the veterans who have died for our sins.
You’ll need to join vets like Rappenhagen in
starting to make amends.

People’s World &

For so many of us, war is something that happens
somewhere else. It's a television news update or a
click on the screen, at worst. The real costs of US
wars happen to other people, in other places.
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What is

ransformative strate

Nicola Lawlor

A friend asked me recently what this transformative strategy is that the Communist
Party of Ireland talks about. So, I tried to answer. It is a strategy for advancing the
struggle for socialism to replace capitalism. It is not a program for alleviating the worst
aspects of capitalism. It is not a ten-point reform plan. It has to be an evolving thought
process and a way of looking at the crisis and formulating demands and struggles.

Firstly, it recognises that capitalism has unsolvable contradictions built into the system,
such as, for example, vast amounts of wealth and vast poverty, or a glut of housing followed
by mass homelessness.

These are contradictions that arise from the built-in reproductive cycle of capitalism. They
are not an accident, a mistake, the product of corruption, or bad policy. Capitalism reproduces
itself through the creation of profit, which by definition requires workers to be paid less than
the amount they really make, creating massive inequality.

And capitalism’s driving force is to produce maximum profit, so that if there is a com-
modity or asset that looks promising, it will be flooded with capital — like housing — creating
a bubble, which ultimately bursts.

Secondly, workers are the agents of social change, because of the strategic position they
occupy within capitalism. Great change does and will come about through working-class strug-
gle. This is sometimes for a direct and immediate goal of self-interest and at other times for
broader, long-term, more political goals. Workers constitute the class that is both exploited
directly by capital and also strategically positioned within capitalism to disrupt its reproduc-
tion. Capital is dependent on workers.

Of course, within the working class there are differences, like gender, ethnicity, sexual ori-
entation, etc, and all of these come with their own specific points of discrimination, depending
on the legal and political structure capitalism has taken in a particular country. But it is exploi-
tation, rather than discrimination, that is the crucial point of conflict and the defining antago-
nism within capitalism. It is this conflict that must be understood and harnessed for socialism
to win against capitalism.

This strategy has to be related to the specific and current nature of capitalism in the region
where it is applied. Here in Ireland our capitalism is of a neo-colonial nature, not that of a
mature developed capitalist state. We exist between the domination of the European Union, the
United States, and Britain. Our local ruling class are too weak to rule alone and so are intrinsi-
cally tied and allied to foreign interests.

Just look at how the Irish state reacted to the Apple ruling, or the alleged Russian spy affair.
These examples demonstrate our lack of a national independent interest but also the complex
contradictions between our position within the EU and our domination by both the United
States and Britain.

Fundamental to this strategy is identifying the weak points of capitalism here and putting
forward demands that bring about long-term change through the mobilising of working people
and in so doing affecting the balance of power between labour and capital in a direction favour-
able to labour. So these are not quick fixes or superficial wins.

Examples of how this strategy plays out in a crisis situation are the mobilisation on water
charges, where we have argued for a constitutional referendum to secure the future of publicly
financed, publicly owned and publicly provided water, and the housing crisis, where we are
arguing for the state to build public housing, to be universally available to all, not just “social
housing” for the poor.

These examples may well bring the state into conflict with the EU. The EU has built a
neo-liberal constitutional framework around the functioning of capitalism within its member-
states. Our strategy will bring the state and working people into conflict with that framework.
But that’s fine. Building socialism, by definition, will bring us into conflict with the EU. It’s
unavoidable. So rather than hiding or ignoring it we say: Let’s expose the nature of the EU and
allow working people to see it for what it is.

We don’t have everything worked out. We don’t have every policy position put through this
transformative strategy. But we are studying and developing this approach to strengthen the
struggle for socialism in Ireland. The “left,” so caught up in short-term electoralism, appears to
have forgotten the long-term struggle for socialism and the strategies required to win.

We need to stop running round like headless chickens from one crisis to the next and start
focusing on a real, tangible transformative strategy for socialism.
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Monopoly capitalism protects
cheating corporations

The most recent scandal is, of course,
that of Facebook and Cambridge Analytica.
According to a whistleblower, Cambridge
Analytica used illegally obtained data from
the Facebook accounts of about 50 million
users to influence the Brexit referendum

Nicola Lawlor

The centralisation and concentration of
both capital and power means that corpo-
rations can withstand scandals and con-
tinue to retain the support of both the state

and shareholders. It takes something really
massive and rare for an Arthur Andersen,
Enron or Lehman Brothers to happen.
Here are a few recent scandals that are
unlikely to break the corporations.

Share prices drop, certainly, but they tend
to recover over time, with little long-term
impact on profits. Credit Suisse looked at this
in detail and found that for 5,400 instances of
a drop of more than 10 percent in share price,
two-thirds of that value was regained over the
next 90 days.

result. They have also been implicated in ille-
gal connections between Donald Trump’s
election campaign and his super-PACs, “polit-
ical action committees” that raise funds for
campaigning and propaganda, with no limit,
from individuals and corporations but are not
supposed to make contributions directly to
candidates or parties.

The fall-out for Facebook is unfolding,
but such is its dominant position in social
media that it is unlikely to sound the death
knell of this corporation.

In 2010, and not for the first time, BP was
embroiled in an environmental disaster when
its rig Deepwater Horizon exploded in the
Gulf of Mexico, creating an environmental
catastrophe. BP apologised, took an immedi-
ate hit in share price, but remains the sixth-
largest oil and gas company, and remains part
of the seven oil and gas monopolies.

In 2015 the Environmental Protection
Agency in the United States found that
Volkswagen had been systematically cheat-
ing in emissions tests on its diesel cars since
2008. The company has been fined close to
US$4.3 billion, and six executives are facing
charges, while 30,000 workers will pay with
their jobs. Volkswagen suffered a fall of 37
percent in its share price, but it remains the
world’s largest car manufacturer.

Earlier this year the Federal Reserve
System (the US central bank) imposed fines
and also a cap on growth against Wells Fargo
for its systematic abuse of customers and mis-
selling. With about US$2 trillion in assets,
Wells Fargo is the pride of the American
banking industry. Yet while winning many
awards for its innovative risk management it
was systematically abusing customers, staff,
and the rules, cheating to maximise profits.

These recent examples of corporate
scandals — only the tip of the iceberg — are
evidence that monopoly positions within
capitalism mean that corporations can cheat
and lie and still retain their position of power
globally.

Socialist Voice &
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The living
Bolivarian

International

Revolution

Emile Schepers

Venezuela’s incumbent president, Nicolas
Maduro, of the United Socialist Party, won
a new six-year term, according to prelimi-
nary results announced by the National
Election Council (CNE). Most of the
right-wing opposition to the leftist govern-
ment had boycotted the election, but some
oppositionists broke with this plan and ran
their own campaigns. These efforts did not,
however, prosper.

Maduro, who was also supported by other
parties, including the Communist Party of
Venezuela and the Homeland for All (Patria
Para Todos) Party, scored over 5.8 million
votes, or 67.7 percent on a turnout estimat-
ed at 46-48 percent. His closest runner up,
Henri Falcon, got 21.1 percent, Evangelical
Christian Candidate Javier Bertucci 10.75 per-
cent, and far-left candidate Reinaldo Quijada
0.4 percent.

This election season has been a wild ride
for Maduro and Venezuela. After the death
of President Hugo Chavez in March 2013,
Maduro, a former bus driver and labour union
activist, succeeded him with a mandate to con-
tinue the “Bolivarian Revolution” that had
transformed political life in Venezuela and
in the whole Latin American and Caribbean
region and greatly improved the living stand-
ards of ordinary Venezuelans.

He immediately found himself faced with
multiple, severe crises. The right-wing opposi-
tion, supported by the United States, organised
“guarimbas,” or violent street riots intended to
destabilise the country and undermine public
confidence in Maduro’s ability to maintain
security.

Shortly into his presidency, the bottom
dropped out of the international oil market.
Venezuela had been exceedingly dependent on
selling oil to the world, and since long before
Chavez came to power in 1999, had used its oil
wealth to import necessities from outside. As
oil prices dropped to the point that the sale of

the oil was barely exceeding production costs,
scarcity, smuggling, and sharp inflation began
to take a toll on the economy and saw govern-
ment coffers shrink.

Adding to the economic crisis, the import
and distribution of goods from around the
world is controlled in Venezuela largely by
big private companies that are aligned with the
right-wing opposition. Maduro and his sup-
porters have accused these companies of sabo-
taging the national economy by withholding
goods from the market to worsen consumer
shortages.

There has been much debate in Venezuela
about how the government has responded to
these challenges, with criticisms coming from
both right and left. The left, including the
Communist Party, would like to see more deci-
sive action against Venezuela’s own big busi-
ness interests and wealthy elites, and more
empowerment of the working-class grassroots.

The right would like to see the national and
international humanitarian goals of the Chavez
and Maduro governments eliminated or scaled
back drastically so as to curry favour with
international lenders, transnational capitalist
entities, and the United States. The strongest
of the non-boycotting right wing candidates,
Falcon, went so far as to advocate the dollarisa-
tion of the Venezuelan currency, a strategy that
would have given the US even more leverage
over Venezuela than it has now.

The right wing complains that two of its
more prominent leaders, Henrique Capriles
and Leopoldo Lopez, were disqualified from
running as presidential candidates — Capriles
because of alleged financial irregularities when
he was governor of Miranda State and Lopez
because he is under house arrest over his role
in provoking the bloody guarimba riots in
2014, in which 43 people, mostly government
supporters or bystanders, died.

However, it looked at one point earlier
this year as if the opposition and the govern-
ment had come to an agreement whereby elec-
tions could go ahead without any boycotts or

Venezuela's incumbent president, Nicolés Maduro.

disputes. Maduro changed the date of the elec-
tion from April 22 to May 20 to accommodate
opposition demands, but then the main oppo-
sition alliance, the MUD (Democratic Unity
Roundtable), announced that it was going to
boycott despite the government’s concessions.
When Falcon and Bertucci decided to launch
their candidacies anyway, they were sharply
criticised by the MUD leadership for break-
ing ranks.

After the election

Foreign observers noted that, by and large,
things went smoothly on election day. The
Maduro victory appears to have been due to
the government’s continued support among
workers and the poor. But predictably, losing
candidate Falcon denounced the election
as unfair and demanded a new one later this
year. He also criticised the MUD leadership
for their foolish boycott. Maduro, meanwhile,
called for dialogue among all political sectors
in Venezuela.
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The big question on everybody’s mind
is what the Trump administration, and its
allies in the Lima Group of right-wing Latin
American governments, will do now. The cor-
porate-owned press in the US is putting out
extremely distorted depictions of the situation
in Venezuela, which will prepare the US public
for any actions Trump and Secretary of State
Pompeo may take against Venezuela.

Venezuela is already being damaged by US
sanctions designed to choke off its access to
international credit, and the transnational oil
companies are working to re-seize control of
some of their properties in Venezuela that were
legally nationalised by Hugo Chavez.

Sabotage, terrorism, and even direct
US intervention are all things to be guard-
ed against. One thing is certain: The Trump
administration will continue to support the
right wing in Venezuela with not only diplo-
matic and economic pressure, but with direct
financing as well.
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Communist Party call

The continuous aggression and
brutality being waged against the
Palestinians in Gaza over the past
several weeks has resulted in the
killing by Israeli army snipers
of more than 100 Palestinians,
including children, and the severe
wounding of thousands of others.
Hospitals in the Gaza Strip are
buckling under the pressure of
treating so many casualties, and
the Communist Party of Israel is
launching an international medi-
cal assistance campaign to pro-
vide relief.

The party has issued a call to
progressive, solidarity, and left
organisations around the world to
“urgently examine the possibility
of recruiting and mobilising inter-
national support to aid hospitals in
Gaza during these terrible times.”

Medical centres and hospitals
in Gaza are facing shortages of not
only supplies but also staff trained in
surgical procedures, a gap becoming
more acute with the high number of
patients arriving with gunshot inju-
ries inflicted by Israeli troops.

According to the United Nations,

the key humanitarian needs in Gaza
right now include the rapid deploy-
ment of quality-assured emergency
medical teams to conduct com-
plex lifesaving surgery; procure-
ment of essential drugs, disposables,
and medical equipment to ensure
accurate diagnostics and treatment
of the injured; an increase in the
number and presence of civil soci-
ety partners to document possible
human rights violations; legal aid to
address restrictions impeding medi-
cal patients from receiving treatment
outside Gaza; mental health and psy-
chological support for children and
families impacted by violence; and
access to treatment outside Gaza for
critical medical cases.

In line with these urgent
necessities, the CPI initiated its
“Humanitarian and Medical Aid
Campaign” over the weekend to
assist the resistance of the Palestinian
people in Gaza. With hospitals
and clinics collapsing under the
unprecedented circumstances cre-
ated by Israel’s latest aggression,
Israeli Communists are undertak-
ing the relief effort in opposition to

the government of Prime Minister
Benjamin Netanyahu.

Members of his cabinet, along
with representatives of the Trump
administration, continue to refer
to all of the protesters in Gaza,
including the children, as “ter-
rorists.” When questioned about
why the Israeli military was using
lethal force, one Israeli government
spokesperson last week responded
that demonstrators were being shot
simply because “we can’t put them
all in jail.”

The Communist Party has flatly
rejected the rhetoric and the policy of
the Netanyahu government, and sees
its medical aid campaign as an obli-
gation of solidarity.

“We all live in dark times, where
imperialism, Zionism, and reac-
tionary forces are trying to murder
justice, peace, and the right to self-
determination of peoples in the
Middle East and many other regions.
It is our duty to resist and protest
against these vicious actions,” said a
CPI spokesperson.
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Germany

Buckling under Trump

Victor Grossman

In recent weeks it seems like
global tensions are increasing con-
stantly. Only days after Benjamin
Netanyahu’s press conference
attack on Iran, Donald Trump
tore up the US copy of the Iran
nuclear agreement, only hours
later Israel launched its missile
strike in Syria, with warplanes
hitting Iranian sites around
Damascus.

Netanyahu called it a reprisal
for Iranian military attacks against
Israeli positions on the Golan
Heights a day earlier.

Some observers noted that Israel
has frequently fired into Syria in
recent months and that interna-
tional law and UN decisions view
the Golan Heights as part of Syria,
though occupied by Israel since
1967.

But regardless of any such nice-
ties, Netanyahu warned: “I repeat:
whoever hits us, we will hit back
sevenfold. And whoever prepares to
strike at us, we will act to strike at
them beforehand. This is what we
have done, and this is what we will
continue to do.”

The danger of direct confron-
tation between two major world
powers in Syria intensified. Both
control thousands of nuclear weap-
ons. The Middle East expert of
the International Crisis Group in
Brussels, Heiko Wimmen, said: “We
are getting closer to the brink.”

With the Trump-Netanyahu love-
knot holding tight, both are hunting
for chances to hoist war banners,
evoke patriotic unity and thus keep
their very shaky thrones.

And now the Gaza shoot-
ings — and the Jerusalem embassy
provocation. My thoughts return
involuntarily to Hiroshima.

Where to Germany?

What about Germany, the cen-
tral pillar of an also shaky but still
very important European Union? It
can play a crucial role in this balanc-
ing act. Since its creation after 1945
it has always been a faithful associ-
ate — some say a vassal — of US big
business interests; massive trading
with entwined investment and mil-
itary partnership have never been
questioned.

Big German auto-makers estab-
lished themselves in the US, most
happily in southern states with no
union interference; the war crimi-
nal BASF firm continues to spread
chemicals along the US Gulf coast,
Aldi and Lidl have taken their rivalry
to the US while Amazon is pushing
out retailers and exploiting employ-
ees in Germany as energetically as
McDonald’s and Burger King have
been doing for years. The Deutsche
Bank is busy as ever on both sides of
the Atlantic.

Trans-Atlantic glue is strong,
however, and US trade is a very big
stick.

Powerful interests support last-
ing “trans-Atlantic ties” while
Defence Minister Ursula von der
Leyen keeps plugging her campaign
to meet US-NATO demands for soar-
ing military spending.

The German Bundeswehr is
never modern enough for her, its
firepower within Germany, Europe
(at Russian borders) and abroad
from Mali or Niger to Afghanistan
and Syria never suffices for what she
calls German “responsibility” as a
world power.

Barely hidden behind her
snappy appeals for tanks, planes or
drones are the grasping, gauntlet-
ed fists of Raytheon and Lockheed,
Rheinmetall and Thyssen-Krupp.
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Defence Minister Ursula von der Leyen.

Syria and Iraq are largely ruined
but the plains, mountains and cities
of Iran beckon more tempting-
ly than ever after the breach of the
Iran treaty and Sheldon Adelson,
the multibillionaire casino mogul
and a power behind both Trump and
Netanyahu, has opposed treaties with
Iran for years.

In October, 2013 he said: “What
are we gonna negotiate about?”
and urged the nuclear bombing of
an Iranian desert. “Then you say:
‘See! The next one is in the middle
of Tehran ... So, we mean business.
You want to be wiped out? Go ahead
and take a tough position and contin-
ue with your nuclear development.”

But in Germany other forces
have been re-investing in Iran and
yearn to normalise trade with Russia.
Airbus planes for Tehran airlines,
chemicals, machines, fruits and
vegetables for Russia — all kinds of
products were sold there until the
US-commanded sanctions cut the
stream to a trickle.

Will all of Trump’s tariff war,
his demands for NATO rearmament,
his climate control withdrawal and
the abrogation of the Iran treaty, end
up with European capitulation or
resistance?

Many mixed signals — including
Merkel’s occasionally surprising crit-
icism of Trump policy — signal a tug-
of-war in the panelled skyscrapers
of Frankfurt, Munich and Hamburg
where policies are cooked up.

Mike Pompeo, Trump’s new sec-
retary of state, warned all too clear-
ly: “The sanctions regime that is in
place now is very clear on what the
requirements are.”

Embargo

Richard Grenell, the new far-
right US ambassador to Berlin,
forgot any diplomacy and threat-
ened in a tweet: “German companies
doing business in Iran should wind
down operations immediately.” The
same embargo screws used for dec-
ades against anyone trading with
Cuba could be very painful.

But at first Western European
leaders criticised Trump’s decision

to scrap the nuclear deal and pledged
to uphold their side of the agree-
ment. Despite all talk about Trump’s
supposed ties to Vladimir Putin,
US sanctions and hostility towards
Russia and Iran have a good chance
of prevailing.

One German foreign minister,
Frank-Walter Steinmeier, who had
offered a few rays of hope for less
one-sided obedience, was kicked
upstairs to the largely ceremonial job
of president. His successor, Sigmar
Gabriel, after wavering hesitantly
toward detente, was also ejected —
not up but out altogether!

Heiko Maas, the new foreign
minister, a Social Democrat, has thus
far displayed an inclination to move
further rightward than even see-saw-
ing Angela Merkel. His Moscow
meeting, arranged only after he had
jumped aboard every available anti-
Russian wagon, was unsurprisingly
a flop.

But unless all signatories hold
together the Iran treaty is lost,
regardless of the consequences. And
Theresa May is already slithering
westward.

Resistance has not been a strong
point of the Social Democratic Party
(SPD) but, with its poll figures dip-
ping to a shocking all-time low of 18
per cent, its members are restless.

Inner conflict

Simone Lange, the little-known
mayor of northern Flensburg, and
who grew up in the GDR, took posi-
tions well to the left of party offi-
cialdom. The treatment she got was
much like that given Bernie Sanders
by the US Democratic Party.

But the SPD was not the only
party facing inner conflict. Die
Linke (the Left), before its congress
in Leipzig, is still torn, especially
between those supporting co-chair
Katja Kipping and those backing
Sahra Wagenknecht, co-chair of the
Die Linke caucus in the Bundestag.

Many issues are at stake. Anti-
refugee rhetoric is a main tool of
the Alternative for Germany (AfD)
and its fascistic allies, also some in
Merkel’s so-called Christian Union

parties, especially in Bavaria. It has
shoved the country alarmingly to the
right.

The wusually more leftist
Wagenknecht has unexpectedly
implied that Germany should accept
no more people from abroad than
the central government is willing to
assist, without overburdening towns
and cities at the expense of local
working people. She has also accept-
ed the expulsion of those found to be
criminal.

Also being debated is a call
by Sahra and her husband Oskar
LaFontaine for a broad move-
ment, similar to that of Jean-Luc
Melenchon in France, to stem the
fascist tide.

Correctly or not, this idea’s
opponents suspect an attempt to
somehow circumvent and thus
weaken Die Linke with a possible
rival. But the party, stuck at 9-10 per-
cent in the polls, has thus far hardly
reached disappointed or worried
voters and non-voters who turn to
the AfD as the only “anti-establish-
ment” party.

Can some new movement, join-
ing Die Linke supporters with SPD
rebels and the rightward-drifting
Greens, turn the tide? We will know
more during the Leipzig congress.

The basic Die Linke dispute is
between those working to improve
life for the citizenry as members of
state governments, and those further
left who reject the capitalist social
system.

Such rejection means opposition
to the leadership of all other parties,
with no compromises on major ques-
tions like foreign deployment of the
Bundeswehr. Is this old-fashioned,
dogmatic and self-defeating, or a
necessity if Die Linke is to remain
true to itself?

Which path can best achieve the
two main tasks of fighting the grow-
ing fascist threat and opposing any
move towards war in Syria, Iran,
Ukraine or elsewhere?

The Leipzig congress in early
June may be a stormy one — and a
crucial one.

Morning Star &
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Human rights
and hypocrisy

Those asking that Palestinians
should refrain from violence,
really should be asking that of
Israel, as it is the oppressor and
occupying power and it is Israel
that is responsible for the cal-
lous violence. It is incredible that
Palestinians can suffer the ordeals
of being dispossessed, displaced,
their lands, businesses and homes
taken over by settlers, villages
destroyed, civil society crushed,
many thousands massacred and
millions made refugees inside and
outside Palestine.

There are those living under
brutal occupation, with thousands
jailed and hundreds imprisoned
without charge and human and civil
rights abuses committed against
hundreds of thousands, crops and
orchids uprooted.

Then when Palestinians
refuse to quietly obey and resist in

whatever ways they can, Israel and
some Western governments, like
ours, and some of the mainstream
media tell the Palestinians they are to
blame and should not provoke Israel.

This is ridiculous and I'm utterly
outraged at the Australian govern-
ment’s support of the cruel Israeli
mass killings of unarmed protestors
by Israeli forces.

Palestinians do not need Hamas
to push them to the Gaza “border’
fence: they want to continue to resist
the colonial settler state that stole
their homes and land and continues
to occupy Palestine and oppress its
people. They know their political,
human, civil and national rights and
will keep asserting their rights until
they are respected.

The UN and many nations
uphold the just rights of the
Palestinians, even though our gov-
ernment, the USA and Israel do not.
Hypocritically the Australian govern-
ment champions human rights and
people’s rights to live in freedom,
democracy and peace, but with the
exception of some peoples, including
the Palestinians.

Thus giving justification to Israel
to terrorise, kill and injure without
criticism or penalty. The UN has
clearly stated the justness of the
Right of Return for Palestinians
since 1947. Our government’s pol-
icies on this important moral issue
are really disgraceful and we must

work hard to expose this and make

the Australian people aware of the

true situation in Palestine and build
support for the Palestinian struggle.
Steven Katsineris.

Vic

Who needs marriage?

It’s easy to dismiss wedding
traditions as quaint echoes of a
bygone age, but when so many
women’s lives are still shaped by
the violence of men, I believe it
is impossible to divorce wedding
ceremonies from their patriarchal
roots.

I find it baffling that anyone
would romanticise such creepy
practices as fathers “giving away”
daughters or the wearing of rings
to advertise sexual availability.
Furthermore, 1 challenge anyone
to have the “happiest day of their
life” while corseted into a frock that
makes laughing, eating and even
taking a dump a trial.

So, to mark the legal contract
between an uninspiring rich couple,
here’s a quick feminist analysis
of three popular British wedding
traditions.

Best man: the tradition of “best
man” dates from the Dark Ages in
central Europe, when women would
be kidnapped by men outside their
community and forced into marriage.

The role of the “best man” was to
prevent the escape or any attempt-
ed rescue of the no doubt terrified
woman.

This is also the origin of the hus-
band carrying “his” bride across the
threshold of the marital home, a nod
to when women in Europe were chat-
tels, the spoils of conflict between
warring groups of men.

Given that trafficking and forced
marriage are daily realities for
women and girls across the world
today the failure to think about the
history of the “best man” is shock-
ing. Arguably it is indicative of a
tacit acceptance of male violence as
inevitable.

Throwing of the bouquet: watch-
ing otherwise rational adults push
past each other for some second-
hand flowers encapsulates so much
about our indoctrination as women
into a sexist society.

From infancy girls are groomed
to obsess about their appearance,
every well-meaning “what a pretty
dress” comment reinforces this.

Taking the husband’s surname: if
ever there were proof that tradition is
just sepia-tinted sexism, it has to be
the custom whereby women sacrifice
their surnames.

This one-way act of devo-
tion dates from the time before the
Married Women’s Property Act
(1882), when upon marriage the
property of the wife was surrendered
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to her husband and her legal identity
ceased to exist.

As the paragon of romantic
love Juliet herself famously asked:
“What’s in a name?”

For starters surnames carry an
individual’s heritage, family history,
professional and personal identity.

It is telling that the phrase “man
and wife” passes largely without
remark. To me it seems obvious — the
man retains his individuality whereas
the woman is only seen in relation to
him. She ceases to be a person in her
own right, she is merely an adjunct
to the man — “a wife.”

Writing this prompted memo-
ries of a friend who had long dreamt
of marriage. Ordinarily a chatty and
confident woman, on her “special
day,” save the odd polite platitude to
a distant aunt, she was more-or-less
mute. Her silence was all the more
jarring given the lengthy speeches
given by her father, her new husband
and, of course, the best man.

Like the royal family, marriage
ceremonies reflect power dynamics
that should not have survived into
the modern day.

As someone in a committed
same-sex relationship I greeted the
move to legalise same-sex marriage
with a sense of unease. Why on
Earth would any self-respecting les-
bian want to emulate such an archa-
ic, patriarchal practice?

Jo Bartosch

Culi

by
Rita di San

A sense
of realism

Japanese film-maker Hirokazu Kore-eda’s
Shoplifters, the story of a shoplifting father
and son who adopt a homeless girl, has
won the Palme d’Or at Cannes. A profound
and subtle observation of human compas-
sion, it’s a world away from Spike Lee’s
BlacKkKlansman which carried off the
Grand Prix.

In an explosive satire on racism, Lee uses
the remarkable true story of a black cop who
infiltrated the Ku Klux Klan in the *70s as the
vehicle to skewer the racist recidivism of the
Trump era.

Book review by Paul Simon

Ironopolis

By any measure, Ironopolis is an extraor-
dinary novel. Glen James Brown’s debut
work is breath-taking in its ambition and
delivery.

Employing the testimonies of six different
people living on a Middlesbrough estate and
using a range of voices and letters, the author
meshes together their shared histories over a
number of decades.

In so doing, Brown exposes the loyalties
and antagonisms that lie within the infrastruc-
ture of any working-class community — the
veins that keep it alive.

The style, predominantly social realist, is
at times uncompromising and often bleak in
recording the injustices and ill-luck heaped
upon the protagonists. Jean Barr, dying of

Hirokazu Kore-eda’s Shoplifters.

The Jury prize went to Lebanese direc-
tor Nadine Labaki for Capernaum, a neoreal-
ist drama about a Palestinian boy who sues his
parents for bringing him into the pain of this
world. It’s a gripping and urgent protest against
lives devastated by poverty.

Best actor honours went to Marcello Fonte
for his role as a dog groomer bullied to the
point of breaking by a local criminal in Matteo
Garrone’s Dogman, a brutally unsentimental
yet lyrical urban drama.

Pawel Pawlikowski was named best direc-
tor for his relationship drama Cold War, set

cancer, records her childhood friendship with
an enigmatic local artist whose work is heav-
ily influenced by the estate’s abandoned iron
works and underground drainage system.

Jim Clarke, his body and mind smashed,
struggles to recall the exhilarating acid raves
of his teen years, while Frank and Scott Hulme
recall the humiliations heaped on them by
hard-man Vincent, husband of Jean and father
of Alan, his peaceful and pedestrian son.

This is certainly a society at the front line
of the class struggle, however unwittingly. The
Burn estate, built on the site of a slum, is itself
now being run down and dismantled to make
way for a new housing association, keen to
profit from the tenants’ increasing desperation
and powerlessness.

during the era of the iron curtain. He tells a
beautiful story that carries an emotional charge
not easy to forget.

Best screenplay prize was shared by Alice
Rohrwacher for Happy as Lazzaro, her poetic
denunciation of the class divide, and Iranian
Jafar Panahi for Three Faces, while veteran
director Jean-Luc Godard got a special prize
for The Image Book, a mesmeric and audacious
homage to the Arab world.

There was a dramatic moment in the award
ceremony when actor Asia Argento, presenting
the best actress award to Samal Yeslyamova

The tower blocks are named — almost
mockingly — after long-dead and far-distant
prime ministers such as Asquith, Attlee and
Palmerston. Peel block has been taken over by
an alternative community trying to breathe life
back into the society but viewed with suspicion
by longer-standing residents.

The unseen protagonists in Brown’s novel
are those distant and uncaring public-sector
landlords who bear responsibility for the dilap-
idated tower blocks. One bureaucratic decision
— the transfer of the housing stock — shapes the
trajectories of many of the characters’ lives. Yet
Ironopolis also records the resilience and soli-
darity that ensures that most residents, whatev-
er has befallen them, do not want to be shipped
out and away by the housing association.

for her portrayal of a young Asian immigrant
worker in Ayka, alleged that she was raped by
Harvey Weinstein at the festival when she was
21.

“Sitting among you, there are those who
still have to be held accountable for their con-
duct against women, for behaviour that does
not belong in this industry. You know who you
are,” she said.

Her words were met with such loud
applause that it was hard to hear the name of
the winner.

Morning Star &

Underpinning the novel’s social realism is
an element of the magical kind — the spectral
presence of Peg Powler, a bogey figure inhab-
iting the underground tunnels nearby. Yet that
presence does not detract from Brown’s pre-
dominant style — Powler is in many respects a
metaphor of, and repository for, the commu-
nity’s historical and present struggles.

The author is a master of the almost inci-
dental, but always memorable, descriptive
one-liner. These verbal explosions are never
contrived but always enrich the reader’s appre-
ciation of the characters.

The most accomplished working-class
novel of the last few years.

Morning Star &
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Film Review by Chauncey K Robinson

Sorry fo Bother You

Sorry to Bother You is a surrealist dark
comedy that, whether deliberately or not,
could be the epitome of the feelings of a
generation. That generation? Millennials
who are over capitalism. The film, directed
and written by rapper, producer, and
screenwriter Boots Riley, bends reality in
order to show the very real pitfalls of a
system based on greed and the bottom line.

The movie clearly aims to mess with your
perception to make you question what you
perceive as success in a society that often puts
profits before people. It’s unapologetic, messy,
hilarious at times, disturbing in other moments,
and overall ambitious. It will leave a mark with
moviegoers, and if nothing else, let young
people know they’re not alone in wondering if
there will ever be an end to the vicious rat race
called life and work.

Set in Oakland, California, the film fol-
lows a young Black man, Cassius “Cash”
Green (Lakeith Stanfield), who is hired as a
telemarketer. Cassius is a 20-something living
in his uncle’s garage, wondering if he’ll have
anything to show for his life when he dies of
old age. Cassius decides to adopt a “white”
accent in order to climb the ranks at work
and make more money. In the midst trying to
excel via this “white” persona, he finds him-
self in the middle of a labour organising cam-
paign at his job. There are greedy corporate
dealings afoot that seek to enslave working
people — literally.

Cassius is surrounded by a colourful cast
of characters that balance out his world. His
performance artist girlfriend Detroit (Tessa
Thompson), best friend Salvador (Jermaine
Fowler), and union organiser Squeeze (Steven
Yeun) make up his close-knit friend group.
Danny Glover plays a veteran telemarketer that
first explains to Cassius that his “white” voice
will get him more sales. Omari Hardwick plays
the mysterious Mr Blank (we never learn the
character’s real last name), and Armie Hammer
is the maniacal Steve Lift, Cash’s boss.

Ultimately Cassius, as he gains more
money while becoming a star telemarketer, is
torn between “selling out” in order to succeed
as an individual and sticking with his friends to
fight for better working conditions and liveli-
hoods for all. In the midst of this plot, there are
a ton of different themes explored. Riley puts a
lot into this film for the audience to take in and
think about. Many of the themes and messages
land well, while others get lost in the plot.

One of the highlights of the film is the
work atmosphere Riley creates for the char-
acters. They live in a world that on the sur-
face seems absurd and far-fetched, but a closer
look reveals that many of the situations are just
extreme forms of what we deal with in the real
world.

For example, Hammer’s character, Steve
Lift, is a version of the capitalist boss. He’s out-
right greedy and absurd, and somehow always
manages to come out on top from his corrupt
dealings (and often richer). He’s rewarded for
his extreme greed. He’s touted in the movie’s
mainstream media as a leader, visionary, and
ground breaker. He’s got a best-selling book

r

Lakeith Stanfield as Cassius “Cash” Green. (Photo:

on how to win. He wants to enslave working
people, again, as I said, literally.

To be honest, Steve Lift is not a fiction-
al character that only exists in this film. There
are Steve Lifts in our own reality, and his pres-
ence, although funny at times, is also a disturb-
ing reminder that we aren’t too far off from the
world of Sorry to Bother You. This message
lands all too well in the movie.

A less disturbing, and more uplifting theme
in the film, however, is labour solidarity. The
telemarketers are fed up with unstable working
conditions and low pay. The union organising
campaign, and constant picket line, in the film
serves as a backdrop for a road forward in what
can feel like a hopeless situation of scraping by
to survive.

Riley gives focus and attention to the
importance of organised labour and working
people actively changing the system. He has
his characters, like Squeeze, discuss it with
others in a real and sobering way. In one scene,
Squeeze explains that people are often out-
raged by injustice, but when they don’t know
how to battle it, they resign themselves to nor-
malising it.

He goes on to explain to Cassius that work-
ing people have to know that their labour is
what creates the wealth, and their voice can
change the tide. He concludes that if working
people know they have the power, they can use
that power to create change. It’s in these kinds
of moments that the movie doesn’t just serve
as a satirical mirror to society, pleased with
itself in pointing out the system’s problems, but
actively uses messaging to explore solutions.

Race and racism is more interwoven in the
narrative as opposed to being an outright main
catalyst for the drama and plot. The plot device
of Cassius using his “white” voice is explained
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as not necessarily his white voice being a white
person, because white people can be exploited
as well, but rather the idea of whiteness. That
idea being more about affluence, wealth, care-
free living, and confidence. Cassius isn’t pre-
tending to be a literal white person, but rather
the dream of whiteness and privilege pushed as
a goal in capitalist society. This serves as a way
of showing that racism isn’t separate and apart
from the system of exploitation but an (impor-
tant) tool of it.

Some other themes, although still intrigu-
ing, aren’t completely fleshed out. One is
Detroit’s role as a performance artist and what
that means for her activism. She clearly aims to
affect people with the social justice message in
her work, but she also has to sell it to wealthy
white people in order to make a living. This
contradiction is touched upon briefly in the
movie, and the opening of her gala makes for a
very weird scene, but we never dive fully into
what it all means for her character.

She’s an activist who understands the greed
of society, but she also has to eat. Therein lies
her conflict, but we’re never really given a
solution. Maybe that’s the message in and of
itself, that there is no easy solution. Although,
at times, it seems Detroit serves more as a
moral compass for Cassius, or a symbol of
resistance for others, than a fully realised
human with a plot of her own. Yet, Tessa
Thompson embodies the role with finesse,
giving Detroit subtle layers, whereas her char-
acter could have been diminished to a one-
dimensional figure.

At a recent advanced screening of the film,
held at the University of Southern California,
Boots Riley spoke to the audience after and
explained some of his thoughts behind the
themes. Speaking of the Detroit character,

Riley explained, “[There can be] an uneasi-
ness with being an artist. Is an artist saying the
truth enough?” he asked the audience. “What
is the effectiveness of art if you don’t attach
it to a material movement? How do we best
engage with the world? Is art alone enough?”
he said, speaking to the dilemma he envisioned
the Detroit character having.

Regarding the labour organising and picket
lines shown in the film, he said, “We have to
be able to show people what their leverage
point is in this system. Withholding labour is
the most effective [strategy].” When asked
about the style of surrealism in the film, Riley
explained, “I decided to bend reality to make
you [the viewer] think more about your own
reality.”

Overall, Sorry to Bother You is a great
ambitious feature. It doesn’t hit all its targets
fully, but in aiming for the stars, it lands on
some resonating and important clouds, so to
speak. Polls and studies over the last two years
have demonstrated that the millennial genera-
tion (those now aged 18-35) don’t accept the
basic principles and rules of the dog-eat-dog
and money-driven way of life.

A survey conducted by Harvard University
polled young adults between ages 18 and 29
and found that 51 percent of respondents do
not support capitalism. This shouldn’t come as
a surprise given that the millennial generation
is sited to be the first generation that is worse
off than their predecessors.

This is a frustrating predicament to find
yourself in, and Sorry to Bother You speaks to
a generation with those thoughts. It also speaks
to the possible solutions, thus doing what Riley
spoke on, in making it so art is more than just
performance, but connected to real struggles.
People’s World &
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The Bolivarian Revolution in
Venezvuela shall overcome!

Vinnie Molina

At the invitation of the Bolivarian Republic
of Venezuela’s Foreign Affairs Ministry
I had the opportunity to represent the
CFMEU WA branch to witness the historic
Presidential elections on Sunday May 20.

The long journey to Venezuela from
Australia was well worth it to learn a lesson
in participatory democracy. The Venezuelan
people were out there casting their vote in an
environment of self-determination and love of
their country.

Arriving in the wee hours of Saturday May
19, delegates numbering around 400 were up at
5am to act as witnesses to the event. Delegates
were first taken to the National Electoral
Council’s Production and Distribution Centre
where more than 43,000 electronic voting
machines are built, tested, audited and distrib-
uted to every corner of the country.

We were welcomed by electoral authori-
ties and the workers who were in charge of
this huge responsibility. The workers gave us a
guided tour of the massive warehouse, showing
us the different models of the voting machines
with an explanation of the safety features of
the system that is employed to ensure a safe
electoral tool.

We had the opportunity to put the equip-
ment through its paces to verify its reliabili-
ty. Electoral staff patiently answered the many
questions from delegates. One of the safety
features was an inbuilt source of power to keep
voting machines running in case of an unex-
pected blackout. The machines are protected
from hacking because they do not have access
to the internet and are only enabled to send data
after polling booths are closed. Members of the
political parties, scrutineers and members of
the public who wish to participate in the count-
ing and auditing process can be fully satisfied
with the process. It incorporates crosschecking
electronic results with the paper receipts pro-
vided by the machine to each elector which are
deposited in a ballot box.

The voting process starts with electors
arriving at their designated polling place where
they are required to show an ID card then the
voting machine is accessed with their finger
print. The machine identifies the person and
it only opens if the data matches the elector’s
finger print. There is no way a person would be
able to vote more than once. The vote is secret
and the process witnessed by electoral authori-
ties and members of the political parties partic-
ipating in the election. All personnel involved
in the election day are volunteers from the
public chosen randomly in a similar way to
how Australians are chosen for jury duty.

On election day polling booths are open
from 6am to 6 pm. However, if there are people
still queueing after 6 pm they will remain open
until the last person has cast their vote. On this
occasion it meant some polling places did not
close until 8 pm.

The electoral process in Venezuela is vol-
untary. Despite that there is a sense of personal
responsibility and the people freely participate
at high levels.

May 20 an historic day

On Sunday May 20 delegates were up at
4 am and aboard buses by 5am. We were taken
to several polling places to witness the process

Members OF the Venezue|c1n naﬁoncﬂ e|ectorc1| counci| c:nd observers.

and encouraged to ask any questions we might
have, take photos or interview electoral offi-
cials or the people.

I was impressed with how politically aware
the Venezuelan people we spoke to were. Their
views of the process, the problems they face
and for most their pride in self-determination
and trust in the future. Most of the people were
aware of the immense problems particularly in
the economic crisis and the enormous exter-
nal pressure put on the country by the United
States and its allies. In particularly they were
very concerned about the declaration of the
Lima Group of 14 countries’ calling for a
“humanitarian intervention”. The call openly
supports the US threats of regime change in
Venezuela.

As a result of the US economic and finan-
cial blockade the Bolivarian government has
been unable to get hard currency to purchase
food and medicines. The economic blockade
is hitting the general population hard and they
must struggle just to satisfy their basic needs
on a daily basis.

The US policies aiming at regime change
also contributes to hyperinflation which has
sent the local currency, the Bolivar, through the
roof. It is an economic war driving the effect
that workers’ wages aren’t enough to satisfy
their basic needs despite the government’s con-
tinuous salary increases. For example, a kilo
of meat costs about 4 million Bolivars, rough-
ly equivalent of 3 to 4 US dollars. The mini-
mum wage is US$3 per month based on the
exchange rate dictated by the black market.

Most people manage to survive through
the efforts of President Nicolas Maduro and
his government which provide the people with

a basic supply of food and cheap utilities such
as gas, electricity, public transport and fuel.
The government has also built more than two
million homes, securing a roof over the head of
many poor Venezuelans. All of these measures
are endorsed by the majority of the people who
supports their government. Some of President
Maduro’s supporters are also critical and
expect more from his government but are not
seeking or supporting any foreign intervention
in their homeland.

The election results

President Nicolas Maduro was re-elected
with more than 6 million votes or 68 percent
followed by the opposition candidate Henri
Falcon who received 1.8 million votes or 20
percent. The other two running candidates
received lesser returns.

All international observers and members
of political parties attended the Venezuelan
Electoral Council offices to listen to the official
results from its Director Tibisay Lucena. At
10pm and with 92 percent of the results avail-
able President Nicolas Maduro was declared
the winner for a new 6-year period until 2025.

The opposition candidate Falcon issued
a statement calling for a new election citing
a low voter turnout as the reason. Only 48
percent of those eligible cast their vote but
he forgot to mention that the opposition had
called its supporters to boycott the elections
and not to vote. In the view of many the proc-
ess was legitimate and free of any incidents.
The Venezuelan people cast their vote against
violence and for peace. They also demand
President Maduro fix the economy and defend
their country from foreign intervention.

On Monday May 21 delegates gave a press
conference and issued a statement in support of
the results and congratulated President Nicolas
Maduro for his re-election. Delegates con-
demned the US economic blockade designed
to hurt the people and the government. They
also condemned the Lima Declaration and its
call for intervention in Venezuela.

During our stay delegates were able to
meet with many Venezuelans as well as with
members of the trade unions who thanked us
for our visit and solidarity. I feel proud the
CFMEU WA branch was represented and
Bolivarian trade unionists expressed their
desire to develop further fraternal relations.
Workers I spoke to were horrified to hear of
the struggle faced by construction workers in
Australia, particularly the special legislation
that criminalises legitimate trade union activ-
ity, the anti-union Australian Building and
Construction Commission’s secondary boycott
provisions and the lack of the right to strike.
They were surprised to hear reports Australia
isn’t the democracy they expect from a first
world country. A message of solidarity was
sent to the traditional custodians of the land.
The struggle for land rights is well understood
in Latin America where Indigenous people
were also disposed from their lands.

I would like to conclude by expressing my
solidarity with the Venezuelan people and its
government. | congratulate President Nicolas
Maduro for his re-election and 1 encour-
age the readers to also express their solidar-
ity with Venezuela and call on the Australian
government to recognise the election process
of May 20 that re-elected President Nicolas
Maduro. &
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