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Defend your ABC

Anna Pha

The attack on the ABC was taken to a new
level by the Liberal Party’s peak body, its
federal council, at its conference on June
16. The council voted by a large major-
ity of its delegates in favour of privatising
the ABC. Its privatisation plan excludes
regional and rural areas where the provi-
sion of a service would not be profitable.

This comes on top of massive funding cuts
and a reduction of 1,000 in staff since 2014.

Facing critical by-elections on July 28 and
a looming federal election, the Prime Minister,
Treasurer and several other Coalition govern-
ment ministers were quick to tell voters that
the government would not privatise the ABC.

The council’s decisions are not binding on
the parliamentary Liberal Party.

That promise is no guarantee of what
might happen following an election if the
Turnbull government is re-elected. After all,
the former Coalition leader Tony Abbott, in an
interview with the SBS prior to the September
2013 elections, promised that there would be
no cuts to the ABC or SBS. Needless to say the
cuts commenced in the Abbott government’s
first budget.

As Peter Manning of the online commen-
tary The Conversation noted of the May 2018-
19 Budget, “In fact the budget cut was like a
cluster bomb. It exploded across the budget
paper with a series of hits: the $84 million cut”
(twice the size of Abbott’s cuts in 2014-15),
the withdrawal of a previous targeted grant
“to support news-gathering” of $43 million,
an indexation freeze for three years and yet
another “efficiency review”. All this on top
of the $254 million in cuts implemented by
Liberal governments since 2014.

“The ABC has never been under greater
attack in its long and storied history than it is
now .... Programs have been axed, locally pro-
duced drama is way down, foreign bureaux
have been closed and hundreds of years of jour-
nalistic experience has been lost. ABC journal-
ists simply doing their job are attacked on an
almost daily basis by Coalition politicians,”
said the journalist union Media, Entertainment
and Arts Alliance.

The cuts have taken a heavy toll on the
ABC resulting in a large number of repeat pro-
grams, demoralisation of staff as they attempt
to pick up the workloads of those who were
sacked and live in fear of being the next to go.

Phoney accusations

One of the main accusations in the attack
on the ABC, the most vicious from News Ltd,
is that it has a left wing bias. The Australian

Q&A: Shareena Clanton says Indigenous people want to be “the author of our own destinies”.

newspaper, in particular, never lets up in its
attacks. Columnist Maurice Newman has
accused it of this bias because Four Corners
portrayed climate change as fact, investigated
the export of live cattle, exposed the inhumane
conditions of asylum seekers on Nauru, the
abuse of children at Don Dale detention centre
in the NT ... the list goes on.

The ABC has played a significant role in
the exposure of bank scandals, 7-Eleven, nurs-
ing home abuse, theft of Murray-Darling water,
coal miner Adani’s atrocious track record, and
other scandals that would never have been
aired on the commercial outfits.

Some of its investigations have resulted in
royal commissions and other investigations.

Endless complaints of bias have been
lodged with the Australian Communications
and Media Authority and have overwhelmingly
proved to be unfounded.

Diversity
The ABC provides a wealth of programing
and their podcast broadcasts, iView and other

online services carry forward that high quality
ABC benchmark.

Privatisation means:
 programs would only run if they did so
on a profitable basis
ratings not meeting a range of interests
in line with its Charter would dictate
programing
loss of independence as corporate
interests determine program content and
the editorial line
loss of in depth analysis, fearless
investigative journalism and promotion
of Australian drama and culture, music,
fine arts, comedy, health, philosophy,
science and the many other important
shows
poor quality programming with an influx
of second rate US programs, reality
shows on TV and endless talkbacks with
reactionary shock—jocks and their endless
gutter politics and sensationalism
+ advertorials replacing real news and

analysis.

The Turnbull government has interfered
in ABC programming as no other government
has in recent history. Programs have been pre-
vented from going to air on the instructions of
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the Prime Minister and there is a real danger of
journalists self-censoring for survival.

The retention of the ABC as an independ-
ent public broadcaster is more vital than ever
with the current shift to the right in politics and
rise of extremist right-wing forces.

The Coalition government’s cuts should be
reversed immediately and funding increased
to an adequate level to fully fund its services.
This should include enough funding to restore
the Australia Network ABC Television serv-
ice to Asia and the Pacific which was closed in
2014 (a government decision) and the Radio
Australia ABC shortwave service to Asia and
the Pacific which was closed in 2017 (an ABC
management decision resulting from funding
cuts).

The ABC is yours!

The Friends of the ABC will be hold-
ing rallies all around Australia in July. The
date for Sydney is July 8, Brisbane July 13
and Melbourne July 15. Visit their website,
abcfriends.org.au for more information. &

The retention of the ABC as an independent
public broadcaster is more vital than ever.
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A step forward

At its June 16-17 Central Committee meeting the CPA issued
the following statement on the meeting between Kim Jung Un
and Donald Trump:

On Tuesday June 12, 2018, the leaders of the DPRK (North
Korea) and the USA met in Singapore to discuss the situation on
the Korean Peninsula. This meeting was historic and the results
seem positive. The leaders — Kim Jung Un and Donald Trump —
hammered out a few basic principles that are a good start.

The June 12 meeting included a welcome commitment to stop
US military exercises on the peninsula. President Trump correctly
called them provocative. The Communist Party of Australia wel-
comes what appears to potentially be an outbreak of peace in our
region. We hope that the start made on June 12 will be continued
so the Korean Peninsula can be denuclearised and the tensions
dissipated.

The Korean people of both North and South have wanted for
decades to be a united country. The US and other western coun-
tries, including Australia, should cease their aggression against
the DPRK, to allow the Korean people to resolve their differences
on their own.

One regrettable aspect of this process is the extreme negativity
of the Australian media and other commentators. Every negative
allegation about Kim Jung Un’s life and the government he leads
is repeated and exaggerated. Meanwhile there was the customary
blindness in reporting about the offences of the US.

It has never been mentioned, for example, that the US is cur-
rently waging war in Iraq, Syria and Afghanistan and supplying
the regime of Saudi Arabia with weaponry to destroy the peo-
ple of Yemen. That it is attempting to initiate new civil wars in
Yugoslavia, Nicaragua, and Venezuela. The US is also supplying
weapons to Israel which has just murdered 120 unarmed protest-
ers in Gaza.

The CPA Resolution on the situation on the Korean Peninsula
at our National Congress, December 1-3, 2017, reads:

“We urge our government and all sides to take on the policy
called ‘Freeze for Freeze’ in which both the US side and the DPRK
modify their behaviour. The US government and Republic of Korea
are to put a freeze on joint military exercises which are aimed at
practising the invasion of the DPRK. The DPRK on its part must
put a freeze on all nuclear and missile tests. In this way both sides
can compromise and feel that there is some movement forward to
peace on the Peninsula.”

Despite what may well be an historic breakthrough, much
still remains to be done. The Communist Party of Australia will
campaign for a fundamental change in our country’s foreign and
military policies as a contribution towards the work for peace on
the Korean Peninsula. Our aims include:

* Australia, as a signatory to the Korean armistice of 1953, must
work for a peace treaty to be signed as soon as possible.

* Australia should establish diplomatic relations with the

DPRK.

Australia must work for the lifting of sanctions on the DPRK

The Australian government must sign the UN nuclear ban

treaty — a global treaty to ban the possession, transfer, use and

threat of use of nuclear weapons which has been endorsed by

122 countries.

* Australia must reduce and finally abolish all military exercises
with the US. Talisman Sabre — the giant Australian-US war
games held every two years — must not be held.

The Australian government is increasing spending to two per-
cent on GDP annually on the military. Now is the time to cancel
this increase, cut Australia’s exorbitant and unnecessary military
spending, initially by ten per cent.

Pine Gap and the other 50 US war fighting and surveillance
facilities on Australian soil must be closed down.

PRESS FUND

Residents of Queensland town Biloela are appealing direct to
Immigration Minister Peter Dutton to intervene on behalf of an
asylum seeker Tamil family who last week lost a Court appeal to
prevent their deportation back to Sri Lanka. Dutton implements
the government’s vindictive immigration policies enthusiastically,
but not always successfully. He recently failed to prevent an asylum
seeker, a victim of genital mutilation, from receiving medical and
psychological care in Australia. Overwhelming public opinion has
even forced President Trump to stop separating asylum seekers
from their US-born children. We support the struggle of desperate
people for asylum, but we need Press Fund contributions, so please
send in something for next week’s edition if you possibly can. Many
thanks to the following contributors this week:

Dr G Dittura $20, J Hodgson $20, KM $20, MM $10,
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15, S Talbot $50

This week’s total: $140 Progressive total: $4,210

Support The Guardian
by donating to Press Fund
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Warning from
a whistleblower

In 2003 I resigned from my job as a Senior
Intelligence Analyst to blow the whistle on the fraud-
ulent claims the Howard Government was using to
justify taking us to war in Iraq.

I’ve never doubted for one moment that what I did
served the interests of my country and its people. Fast
forward 15 years and I'm an Independent Federal MP
representing the Tasmanian electorate of Denison.

Our Parliament is on the verge of passing draconian
legislation that undermines government transparency, our
civil liberties and freedom of the press.

Had this legislation (the Espionage and Foreign
Interference Bill) been in place in 2003 when I alerted the
Australian people to our government’s Iraq War deceit,
I’d have faced 25 years in prison.

I’'m deeply concerned about the chilling impact this
legislation will have on political debate in our country.
Whistleblowers and journalists help us hold power to
account, and when those voices are silenced our democ-
racy suffers.

And it’s not just whistleblowers and journalists who
need to be worried about this legislation. Ordinary people
participating in peaceful protest also risk being charged
with serious offences. For example, if you or one of your
loved ones blockaded the Adani coal mine, the Attorney
General could choose to charge you with sabotage —
which carries a maximum sentence of 20 years in prison.

I don’t know about you, but I don’t think any single
politician should have that sort of power.

Given the current state of global politics, it’s disturb-
ingly easy to imagine the Australian government might
try to follow the US into Donald Trump’s first war. If that
were to eventuate, do you want us to be a society that has
criminalised whistleblowing?

The Turnbull government looks set to pass this leg-
islation next week, with the support of the Labor Party.
Time is running out for us to make sure the Australian
public know what is happening to our democracy.

Andrew Wilkie MP

1

of a capitalist state than by war.

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

There is and there can be no other way of testing the real might

J)

VI Lenin
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Dark precedents

Binoy Kampmark

In August 2001, Prime Minister John
Howard demonstrated to the world what
his country’s elite soldiers could do.
Desperate, close to starvation and having
been rescued at sea from the Palapa I in the
Indian Ocean, refugees and asylum seekers
on the Norwegian vessel, the MV Tampa,
were greeted by the “crack” troops of the
Special Air Services.

A bitter, politicised standoff ensued. The
Norwegian vessel had initially made its way to
the Indonesian port of Merak, but then turned
towards the Australian territory of Christmas
Island. Howard, being the political opportunist
he was, had to concoct a crisis to distract. The
politics of fear had a better convertibility rate
than the politics of hope.

Australian authorities rebuked and threat-
ened the container ship’s captain, claiming
that if Rinnan refused to change course from
entering Australia’s territorial sea, he would
be liable to prosecution for people smuggling.
The vessel was refused docking at Christmas
Island. As was remarked a few year later by
Mary Crock in the Pacific Rim Law and Policy
Journal:

“The stand taken by Australia in August
2001 set a precedent that, if followed by other
refugee receiving countries, could only worsen
the already deplorable problems facing asylum
seekers in the world today.”

And so it has transpired. Italy’s response to
the migrant rescue ship, MV Aquarius, eerily
evoked the Tampa and its captain’s plight. The
charity ship, carrying some 629 African refu-
gees, found all Italian ports closed to it under
the express orders of Matteo Salvini, who
has debuted in stormy fashion as Italy’s new
deputy prime minister and minister for the
interior.

Salvini had, at first instance, pressed Malta
to accept the human cargo, but only got an
offer of assistance with air evacuations. “The
good God,” he bitterly surmised, “put Malta
closer to Africa than Sicily.”

The result was initial diplomatic inertia,
followed by growing humanitarian crisis, and
a Spanish offer to accept the vessel.

The situation clearly, as it did in the case of
the Tampa, was calculated for maximum politi-
cal bruising. One of Salvini’s many political
hats is federal secretary of the populist Lega
party, which capitalised, along with the Five
Star Movement, on the shambles of Prime
Minister Giuseppe Conte’s failure to form a
government in May. The nature of that calcula-
tion was made clearer by the uneventful rescue
of 937 refugees off the Libyan coast who were
taken to Catania in Sicily by the Italian war-
ship, the Diciotti. Little fuss arose from that
engagement.

The target seemed to be the French-
based non-governmental organisation SOS
Meéditerranée, who so happens to own the
Aquarius. The implication here is the Salvini
camp are none too pleased with those rescue
organisations they accuse of feeding a people
smuggling racket.

Again, this very sentiment accords with
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The MV Aguarius during a search and rescue (SAR) operation in the Mediterranean Sea, off the Libyan Coast on September 14, 2017.

Australia’s manic obsession in breaking what
is termed by all major parties to be a “market
model” that ignores humanity for profit. In cat-
egorising such activity with an accountant’s
sensibility, it becomes easier to dispose of the
human subjects in a more cavalier manner.

The sentiments expressed by the newly
emboldened Italian authorities do not merely
speak volumes to a change of heart which,
given the boatloads of irregular arrivals in the
wake of Libya’s collapse in 2011, was bound
to happen. They point to a disintegration
of a common front regarding the rescue and
processing of asylum seekers and refugees, a
general fracturing of the European approach
to a problem that has been all too disparate in
responses.

Over the last few years, the number of
arrivals fell but this has been occasioned by
patchwork interventions by such countries as
Greece, which has in its place a questionable
agreement with Ankara to keep a lid on arriv-
als from Syria. Italy has much the same with
Libya, courtesy of a 2017 memorandum of
understanding hammered out by Marco Minniti
ostensibly in the field of security and coopera-
tion to stem illegal immigration. Salvini lay, in

due course, in not-so-quiet incubation, becom-
ing a vocal representative of a front suspi-
cious of intentions in Brussels and northern
European states.

Righteous France, fuming at Italy’s con-
duct, has done its bit to keep pathways to its
territory with Italy shut. Ditto Austria. Other
states such as Spain and Malta have preferred
indifference, leading to the assertion by Salvini
that his country has become the “refugee camp
of Europe”.

For the interior minister, the Australian
“stop the boats” mantra is something like a
godsend, a note of clarity in the humanitarian
murkiness. He has also admired the firm-fisted
approach of Hungary’s Viktor Orban, who sup-
plied Salvini with ample electoral ammunition
on the refugee crisis in Europe, not to mention
those bleeding, yet stingy hearts in Brussels.

The Tampa platform has become some-
thing of an inspiration to a range of European
politicians, be it Germany’ Minister of the
Interior Horst Seehofer, and Austria’s Sebastian
Kurz, not to mention Poland, Hungary, the
Czech Republic, and Slovakia. They form
a collective of reactionary irritables who are
taking the issue of regulating refugees away

from the centralised assumptions of the EU
polity.

The Italian government’s plans on the issue
of irregular migration refocus interest in evalu-
ating asylum applications in countries of origin
or transit, stemming migrant flows at exter-
nal borders, targeting international traffick-
ing utilising the assistance of other EU states,
and establishing (Australian politicians would
delight in this) detention centres in all of Italy’s
20 regions. The standout feature here is abol-
ishing the Dublin Regulation obliging coun-
tries on the border of the EU — and in this, Italy
is most prone — to host arrivals.

Had the warnings and urgings of the pre-
vious [talian Prime Minister Paolo Gentiloni
been heeded, notably on the sharing of the
housing and processing burdens across other
countries, the spectacle of a rebuffed Aquarius
may well have been averted. EU complicity
in this debacle is unquestionable and it is not
merely refugees who need rescuing, but the
European Project itself, which will require a
Good Samaritan to storm in with vision and
purpose. To save one may well save the other.
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Telstra job culs:
end point of privatisation

The Australian Council of Trade
Unions has condemned the
announcement of 8,000 sackings
at Telstra, saying the company
has betrayed its customers and
staff.

The unilateral move by the com-
pany to make 8,000 people jobless
and destabilise an entire workforce
who now have to wonder about their
job security as part of its restruc-
ture represents one of the biggest
corporate down-sizes in Australia’s
history.

People working for and con-
tracting to the company were not
informed that Telstra was about to
make them unemployed before the
announcement last week, when the
company live-streamed it to staff.

It is still unclear who will be
sacked and when. People working at
the company are understandably dis-
tressed and outraged at their employ-
er’s actions.

The CPSU has urged
Communications Minister Mitch
Fifield and Jobs Minister Michaelia
Cash to take action by bring-
ing Telstra management together
with key stakeholders — including
unions, consumers and community

representatives — to work out an
alternative.

The fact that such a large, iconic
and profitable Australian company
was able to embark on mass sack-
ings to increase its bottom line at the
expense of working people shows
that the rules that govern our work-
ing lives must change.

“Telstra has betrayed the people
who work for them by making them
jobless and the people who rely on
their services with today’s mass
sackings announcement. They have
made the wrong decision,” said
ACTU secretary Sally McManus

“They have chosen to make
8,000 people jobless, they have
destabilised an entire workforce,
they have chosen to deliver poorer
service to their customers — they
have chosen to put profits ahead of
people, jobs and service.

“Unless this decision is reversed,
the company will end up paying the
price, as their reputation disinte-
grates, their service and coverage
erode and their standing as an iconic
Australian company is irrevocably
damaged.

“Today’s events show that
the end point of the privatisation

process is joblessness, reduced serv-
ice quality and the enrichment of a
small group of senior managers at
the expense of working people and
staff.”

The Communications Electrical
and Plumbing Union said Telstra’s
decision to drastically cut its work-
force is putting short-term profits
above long-term services for the
Australian community.

CEPU national president, Shane
Murphy said the announcement rep-
resented one of the largest job cuts in
Australian corporate history.

“Telstra’s decision to slash 8,000
jobs will devastate thousands of
Australian families and have a sig-
nificant impact on Telstra’s ability to
deliver for consumers.

“In an industry which is boom-
ing, Telstra has clearly chosen to
prioritise short term profits to keep
shareholders happy, instead of
investing in the future of Australia’s
network.

“In particular the CEPU is
concerned about plans to hive off
Telstra’s network of infrastructure,
which seems a first step to selling it
off altogether.

“This is a recipe for reduced

Guardian

services, with Telstra’s highly
skilled workforce of employees and
contractors replaced by casuals and
piece-workers.

“These cuts will directly impact
on Telstra’s ability to service exist-
ing clients, particularly those who in
regional areas rely on the network
for business and essential services.

“[This] jobs purge is the low-
point of 20 years of privatisa-
tion, which has consistently taken

the low road of cutting jobs rather
than investing in vital community
infrastructure.”

“On behalf of Telstra workers
and Telstra customers I am calling on
CEO Andy Penn to reconsider this
drastic action.”

The announcement came as the
union is bargaining for a new enter-
prise agreement to cover the Telstra
workforce. @&

How neo-liberalism ate itself
Public Forum at Rosie 0’Grady’s, Perth WA

Richard Titelius

Neo-liberalism today is seen by many as the
discourse of economic rationalism gone too
far, derided by most people except those
also beholden to conservatism that make
up the current federal Liberal government
of Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull.

But what is neo-liberalism, what is left
of this ideology and what continues to be
its impact on Australia’s social and political
landscape.

In Perth on June 12, at a public forum
organised by The Australian Fabians, Unions
WA, Community and Public Sector Union/
Public Service Union, ALP Senator Louise
Pratt and The Australia Institute of which the
chief economist, Richard Denniss expanded
on the ideas from his essay, “How Liberalism
Ate Itself and what comes next”, published in
a recent edition of Quarterly Essay.

Denniss started his presentation by stat-
ing the neo-liberalist position of small gov-
ernment and low taxes had been killed by
the current right wing Turnbull government.

The Turnbull government however, wants to
nationalise certain undertakings — coal fired
power stations, coal mines themselves and
Snowy Mountains Hydro Electric 2.0 and ban
live animal exports.

The right also loves to regulate but only
want to regulate those organisations and
institutions which they don’t like, unions,
charities and activist groups (i.e. GetUp! and
Greenpeace).

According to Denniss, “If neo-liberalism
has been driving public policy for 27 years,
how come we are not in front?”

Another victim of neo-liberalism has been
the working class as more than half the work-
ers in Australia do not have sick leave or paid
holidays due to casualisation and wages have
been stagnant because of a program of auster-
ity and ongoing attacks on the right to strike.

In the nation’s capital Canberra the War
Memorial is paid for through the generosity
of private business. BHP-Billiton’s name is
on a plaque in the entrance and the names of
other donors are on display elsewhere in the
memorial including armaments manufacturers

Raytheon Australia and Lockheed Martin and
ANZ Bank and Commonwealth Bank.

The way forward said Denniss was,
“After 27 years of neo-liberalism (which coin-
cides with Paul Keating becoming PM fol-
lowed by John Howard) we need to talk about
everything else and having that debate about
the matters we have left out or ignored.

A Q&A followed. There were questions
about free trade: the right does not like free
trade and free markets which can be seen
through the current trade war between China
and US. Denniss added, China has ignored the
neo-liberalism handbook including remedies
offered by IMF and World Bank-to its benefit.

The call by the right for Australian work-
ers to be competitive on wages and reduction
of corporate taxation is motivated by greed
and self-interest. Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) measures the stuff bought and sold
in the market but is not a measure of all eco-
nomic activity nor is it a measure of progress
of a society. When it comes to measuring the
progress made by a country said Denniss,
“Size is not as important as the shape.”

In response to a question on corporate
taxation Denniss said there is a difference
between raising more revenue and increas-
ing taxes. If the government was to abolish
corporate concessions, subsidies and loop-
holes this would raise more revenue without
increasing taxation. Finally, a question from a
person clearly frustrated by Denniss not offer-
ing anything new, “Is tinkering with the levers
and settings of capitalism enough or does it
all need to go?”

Denniss offered, “How long is the system
going to last” and “we need to have change
and have rapid change.”

The operation of capital requires growth
of markets and profits and these are incom-
patible with two pressing problems of our
time; climate change and sustainability. The
operation of capital and the ideology of neo-
liberalism are making the fundamental prob-
lems worse, and what is needed is a system of
social and economic reproduction which sees
the world’s resources as finite, sustainability
to be the norm and urgently addresses climate
change. @

Commemorating the life of

Sonwabo Eddie Funde

Tributes have come in from all
around the world following the
passing of anti-Apartheid hero
Eddie Funde.

Eddie was the ANC Chief
Representative to Australia from
1983-1992. Eddie was well known
not just to the Maritime Union and
its predecessor unions, the SUA and
WWE, but also the union movement
more broadly. Eddie helped to estab-
lish the Australian ANC Support
Committee, which brought together
union, women’s, church, and

Indigenous groups to bring about the
end of apartheid. He also organised
support for refugees in Zambia and
Tanzania and will be sorely missed
by comrades the world over.

Eddie reportedly died on May
22 at the age of 74 after suffering
cardiac arrest. President of ANC
Veteran’s League Dr Snuki Zikalala
described Eddie as a hard worker
who never backed down on what he
believed was right.

“The former freedom fighter
joined the ANC’s underground

movement and went into exile when
the organisation was banned. His
role in the struggle was momen-
tous,” Dr Zikalala said. “It’s sad
times for the ANC. The past two
months have been difficult — seeing
our icons departing from this world
is not easy.”

When South Africa gained
democracy in 1994, Eddie served in
various public and private agencies
in an executive and non-executive
capacity, including the South African
Ambassador to Germany. &
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Film Review hy W Scott Poole

Heredity

No one will call Hereditary, the directorial
debut of Ari Aster, a simple haunted house
story. Most viewers, even the most devoted
horror fans, don’t really know what to
make of Aster’s chilling new film. But it’s
difficult not to see the house as integral to
the story’s menace, something the camera
encourages in the opening scene as it list-
lessly pans across the artist’s workshop of
Annie (Toni Collette). The shot settles on
one of her dollhouse-like constructions,
zooming in to enclose us in the real room
of a child being awakened for their grand-
mother’s funeral.

The house in Hereditary is wood-pan-
elled, arts and crafts, and perfectly appointed.
It’s not the old dark house, nor is it the cabin
in the woods. It’s not even exactly the sub-
urbs but really the exurbs of the upper middle
class, not unlike the frightening McEstate of
the Armitage family in Ger Out, where money
buys the dubious pleasure of an atomised life.

What happens in this house unsettles us
deeply even before some traditional genre
tropes appear. There’s nothing predicta-
ble about Hereditary. If you are expecting a
slasher film or a riff on The Conjuring, you are
in every way unprepared for what the direc-
tor would like to do to you. Something creeps
up your spine in the small, quiet moments that
begin the film, a family frozen in their inter-
actions with each other, poisoned by secrets,
unable to relate in any meaningful way, and
seemingly as cut off from social reality as their
home appears cut off from the world.

Not everyone has been happy with this
film. I suspect that some hoped for a few more
jump scares, particularly in the narrative’s long
quiet stretches. Instead, the taunt arguments
of Stephen (Gabriel Byrne) and Collette’s
Annie interrupt the sequestered family’s life
more than things going bump in the night. The
abstracted demeanour of the young daugh-
ter Charlie (Milly Shapiro) and the seething
resentment of Peter (Alex Wolff) get a rather
clear explanation later in the film, but Aster
wisely spends much of the time ratcheting
up the tension with disturbing behaviour that
could be caused by the claustrophobia of the
family’s otherwise ideal life.

Their evident economic security doesn’t
have a clear source. There are hints that
Stephen has some sort of successful endeavour
that allows him to sometimes work from home.
Annie’s workshop provides the only signs of
actual labour, even it’s of an odd sort. Her art-
istry in building miniatures, a hobby of aristo-
crats in the 18th century who had the time and
money to build tiny worlds they could literally
manipulate, plays an increasingly malevolent
role in the film. They frustrate her, become a
source of tension as art dealers begin calling
to express faux concern and wondering when
she’ll finish her current project.
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Milly Shapiro as Charlie.

When other people impinge on the mini-
ature world of the actual family, the results are
either insignificant or diabolical. Even Annie’s
efforts to attend a grief recovery support group
come to nothing more than a recitation of her
family history that leaves the other participants
stultified. Moreover, it actually becomes the
way she comes in contact with the dark things
at the heart of the story.

Stephen briefly tries to email someone
to help Annie (an old friend? A psychiatrist?
We don’t know) but becomes distracted by a
message from the insurance company. Peter’s
school is the only institution that makes a fre-
quent appearance in the film, and his time in
class, listening to a combination of discussions
about Greek tragedy and the Great Depression,
punctuates the narrative pace of the film and
his own descent into the maelstrom.

I’ve kept this essay mostly spoiler-free,
although there’s really little to tell about the
big reveal that’s not much of a reveal. The

effort to tie several supernatural threads
together employs chaos rather than exposition.
Serious horror fans are likely to connect the
film to Rosemary’s Baby, not only because it
toys with notions of insanity and the terrors of
parenthood, but also because perfectly edited
scenes and the morbid sense of mundane that
surrounds the family tame the silly premise.
Regardless of how you think Aster han-
dled the more traditional horror tropes in the
film, most viewers will agree that the horror
intertwines seamlessly with this compelling
story of grief, violence, and what can only be
described as hatred in a prosperous family.
Annie, Stephen, Peter, and Charlie are the kind
of family that thrives in America. In fact, the
architects of the American Dream designed the
system on behalf of families just like them.
Aster certainly did not invent the tendency
to mix horror with economics, and the ide-
ologies that hide the wounds of social class.
Hidden behind Psycho (1960) is a story of a

new highway making a family business go
bust. Texas Chainsaw Massacre (1974) hints
that the macabre all-male family of maniacs
once made their living at the old slaughter-
house, turning their homestead into an abat-
toir after factory farming mechanised their
penchant for violence. Both Amityville Horror
(1979) and Poltergeist (1982) tell tales of real
estate terror: anxieties about what the family
can afford and if they can have a bigger house
are in the foreground before the spirits become
unquiet and vengeful.

Hereditary approaches these issues from a
different angle and does something similar to
Get Out. Jordan Peele showed something of the
horrors the privileged execute on others while
Aster suggests the horrors they inflict on them-
selves. Behind the use of occult themes that
appear in films ranging from Ty West’s House
of the Devil to the Insidious series, are the hor-
rors of privileged isolation.

People’s World &
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Six Manus refugees left Port
Moresby on June 19, for the
United States. All single men, the
refugees are Afghan, Pakistani
and one Rohingyan. No refu-
gees from Donald Trump’s list
of travel-banned countries are
among those travelling to the US.

This brings the total number of
refugees from Manus to the US to
108, while another 184 have been
accepted from Nauru. The total
resettled from Manus and Nauru is
292.

Over 1,600 asylum seekers and
refugees, including about 140 chil-
dren, remain on Manus and Nauru.
Fifteen refugees, some brought
from Manus to Port Moresby in
January 2018, are still waiting to be
resettled.

“The delays, the fits and starts

and the imposition of the travel ban
on refugees from Iran and Somalia
have robbed people of any hope of
resettlement or freedom,” said Ian
Rintoul, from the Refugee Action
Coalition. The five-year imprison-
ment and the uncertainly has created
an epidemic of despair and mental
illness on Nauru and Manus Island.

“For political blind indiffer-
ence to the suffering created by off-
shore detention, few things match
the Australian government’s refusal
to allow “Ali”, the terminally-ill
Afghan refugee to come to Australia
to die in dignity.

“More and more people, a
majority of the Australian commu-
nity, want to end the indifference.
It’s time to bring “Ali”, and all the
asylum seekers and refugees to
Australia.”

Meanwhile, the Nauru gov-
ernment cancelled its World
Refugee Day event scheduled for
Wednesday, June 20. The can-
cellation is not surprising; there
is little sign of a duty of care for
the refugees on Nauru, who have
become a cash cow for the govern-
ment at the behest of the Australian
government.

While millions of dollars are
being provided by Australia for
new Nauru government buildings,
around 250 refugees and asylum
seekers are still confined to tents in
the so-called Family camp, RPC 3,
where they have been for the last
five years.

It was very obvious that there
were no Nauru government rep-
resentatives, no representatives of
Canstruct, and no Wilson’s Security

representatives at the ceremony

on the Sunday night for Fariborz
Karami, the 26-year-old Iranian
asylum seeker who was found dead
on June 16.

The Refugee Day celebration
by the Nauru government is more
a celebration of the money that off-
shore detention has poured into
Nauru. Asylum seekers, rather than
phosphate, have become Nauru’s
main source of income.

It also comes as the threat
level 3 set by Wilson Security and
enforced by Border Force over RPC
1 and 3, remains in place.

The denial of services and med-
ications for refugees in the wider
Nauru community is causing greater
deprivation and tension as service
staff curtail services and avoid refu-
gees because of the “threat” decree.

The cancellation of community sup-
port has meant some refugees are
being left without medication and
even food in some cases.

“The funding of offshore deten-
tion by the Australian govern-
ment should be a national scandal.
Hundreds of millions of dollars are
being pumped into Nauru to ensure
the government collaborates with
Australia to maintain the offshore
prison,” said Rintoul.

“The government spends bil-
lions of dollars for offshore deten-
tion, that has enriched the Nauru
government and contractors like
Canstruct, but has created a mental
health crisis among refugees and
denied them adequate medical
services.” &
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Taking Issue — Rob Gowland
I#’s all about oil

When the Howard government joined with
the US and Britain to invade Iraq, the
excuse given was that Saddam Hussein had
accumulated “weapons of mass destruc-
tion”. These quickly proved to be ficti-
tious, but they had served their purpose.
Saddam had in fact been actively exploring
the potential for establishing an oil market
independent of US “petrodollars”, but the
invasion of Iraq and the death of Saddam
put an end to that. The threat to the power
of “Big Oil” had been averted.

Now there’s a term you don’t hear so much
about any more: Big Oil. Time was when every
anti-capitalist could name the “Seven Sisters”
— the seven multinational oil companies of
the “Consortium for Iran” oligopoly or cartel,
which dominated the global petroleum indus-
try from the mid-1940s to the mid-1970s. The
cartel consisted of:

* Anglo-Iranian Oil Company (now BP)

* Gulf Oil (United States) — In 1984, most

of Gulf was acquired by SoCal and the

enlarged SoCal entity became Chevron.

Royal Dutch Shell (Netherlands/United

Kingdom)

Standard Oil Co of California (SoCal)

(United States) — Became Chevron in 1984

when SoCal acquired Gulf Oil.

Standard Oil Company of New jersey

(Esso, later Exxon, now part of

ExxonMobil)

» Texaco (United States) — Acquired by
Chevron in 2001.

Prior to the 1973 oil crisis, the Seven
Sisters controlled around 85 percent of the
world’s petroleum reserves. The notorious
and ruthless John D Rockefeller of Standard
Oil and Dieterle of Royal Dutch Shell had
overseen Big Oil’s triumphant ascent to pros-
perity and power, helped by their faithful hand-
maiden, the US State Department. The latter
had dutifully and efficiently come to the aid
of Anglo-Iranian in 1951 when the nationalist
government of Dr Mossadeq in what was then
called Persia sought to nationalise the county’s
oil industry.

The British government, with the co-oper-
ation of the US State Department, no slouch
either of them when it came to suppressing
recalcitrant regimes (whether colonial or “inde-
pendent”), first got an international embargo
imposed on Iran’s oil (while the company
changed its name to British Petroleum) and
then ousted Dr Mossadeq in a coup.

This last act was so blatantly at the behest
of the oil company that it was obliged to under-
take some cosmetic measures for PR pur-
poses. Iran did not regain control of its oil for
decades.

In an effort to prevent further bother of
this type, the US State Department proposed
the establishment of a consortium of major oil
companies, several of which (surprise, sur-
prise) were daughter corporations of John D
Rockefeller’s original Standard Oil monopoly.
Being politically influential, vertically inte-
grated, well organised, and able to negotiate
cohesively as a cartel, the Seven Sisters were
initially able to exert considerable power over
Third World oil producers.

To the delight of the boardrooms of all the
Big Oil companies, control of global energy
resources — oil and gas — was equivalent not
just to money in the bank but to lots and lots
of money.

However, the 1917 revolution in Russia
had signalled that times were irrevocably
changing. Like other capitalist groupings, Big
Oil found increasingly that it could no longer
run the world in the way it had been used to
do. Where the Iranian coup had caused com-
ment, the more recent invasion of Iraq caused
outrage.

Oil interests were so clearly involved in
starting a war for their own power and profit
that massive public protests erupted world-
wide. They didn’t prevent the invasion but they
seriously discommoded the Western govern-
ments concerned, so much so that imperialism
has since been unwilling to repeat the exercise
elsewhere.

Muddy waters

Since then, a considerable amount of time
and money (aided by the efforts of some very
clever PR agencies) has been spent on mud-
dying the waters and diverting attention away
from oil interests. Now if you talk about the
influence of Big Oil you are antiquated and
“out of date”.

This has been aided by the declining share
of world oil and gas reserves held by OECD
countries, and the very significant strate-
gic shift in the power and influence of state-
owned oil industries. Industry dominance has
shifted to the OPEC cartel (formed in 1960
and expanded steadily through 1975) and to
state-owned oil and gas companies in emerg-
ing-market economies, such as Saudi Aramco,
Gazprom (Russia), China National Petroleum
Corporation, National Iranian Oil Company,
PDVSA (Venezuela), Petrobras (Brazil), and
Petronas (Malaysia).

In fact, according to consulting firm PFC
Energy, by 2012 only seven percent of the
world’s known oil reserves were in countries
that allowed private international companies
free rein. Fully 65 percent were in the hands of
state-owned companies.

As of 2017, the surviving companies
from the Seven Sisters are BP, Chevron,
ExxonMobil and Royal Dutch Shell, which
form four members of the so-called “superma-
jors” group.

“Seven Sisters”’

In 2007, with glorious disregard for the
role previously played by corporate greed and
the significant difference between state-owned
enterprises and capitalist ones, the Financial
Times called these state-owned enterprises “the
new Seven Sisters”.

And yet, that is not to say that today Big
Oil is without power. Does anyone seriously
doubt that Donald Trump’s accession to the
White House was backed and made easier
by the fossil fuel industry — oil, gas and coal
— which provided his campaign with crucial
financial and propaganda support.

In return, Trump has faithfully fulfilled
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what were clearly campaign promises to the
fossil fuel industry. He has opened up the US
arctic to oil exploration, allowed off-shore
oil wells in the Gulf, ridden roughshod over
Native American protests at running an oil
pipeline through their sacred sites, and he has
taken the United States out of the “Iran deal.”

The deal which President Obama arranged
with Iran was never about preventing the
development of Iran’s nuclear industry. It was
about integrating Iran’s oil production into the
global capitalist (i.e. not state-owned) scene.
Iran is the third largest oil producer in OPEC.
It provides oil to a great many oil firms and
supplies countries around the world, notably
in Asia.

The US and Britain once ruled over the
global oil market. Through their domination
of Middle Eastern oil producers — a legacy of
the colonial era — they were able to determine
not only prices but supplies and even suppli-
ers. Their grip on the global energy industry
was seriously weakened however by ener-
getic oil and gas exploration by governments
determined to end their dependence on foreign
imperial regimes for their energy supplies.

Governments in Asia, Africa and Latin
America have refused to meekly hand control
of their oil to the big Anglo-US oil companies.
The result has been a succession of coups,
“interventions” and wars as Big Oil sought to
prevent the people of more and more coun-
tries from nationalising their most profitable
resource — oil and gas — and to wrest control
back again where the dreaded nationalisation
had already been carried out.

For its part, the USA has frequently
resorted to military power to support its efforts
to dominate global energy resources. Whether
in Central or South America, or in Africa, Asia
or the Middle East, US energy policy is osten-
tatiously backed up by US military muscle.

An oil pipeline that was intended to take
oil from Iran to Europe was originally going to
pass through Syria. The actions of US-backed
terrorists, “rebels” and “freedom fighters”
have effectively put paid to that for the present
while the US tries to convince Europe to get
its energy supplies from US sources in future.

Russian oil and gas

Europe gets most of its oil and gas from
Russia, much of it passing through Ukraine. To
disrupt this supply, mercenaries and elements
of Special Forces from as far afield as Israel
and Chechnya joined with Ukrainian fascists to
stage “colour revolution” style demonstrations
in Maidan Square as a precursor to ousting
Ukraine’s elected government. It was painfully
obvious, especially to the Russian govern-
ment, that the Maidan Square demonstrations
and the coup that they led to were organised
by US interests with the specific intention of
disrupting the supply of Russian oil and gas
to Europe.

One of the other principal suppliers of
oil and gas to Europe was Libya, until NATO
unleashed a murderous aerial assault on the
country, subsequently fostering a three-way
civil war that has severely disrupted its pro-
duction of oil and gas. Meanwhile, the USA is
putting itself forward as a more reliable source
of energy supplies for Europe.

Most recently, Syria has seen its most oil
and gas-rich areas occupied by US-backed
mercenaries and terrorists who have looted
the region’s oil stocks and sold them on the
black market to fund their military campaigns.
Even with the defeat of the terrorists, the US
is declaring that it will continue its occupation
“until all its objectives are achieved”.

One of those objectives is, of course, to
once again bring global energy resources under
US domination. A forlorn hope, however, and
at least some US leaders know it.

Economic dominance has passed from
America’s hands. The global economy increas-
ingly looks to Beijing for guidance and stimu-
lus. China has become the leading economic
power and many commentators also say that
military dominance has similarly gone to
China’s ally Russia.

The truly grand trade and transport scheme
of China’s “Belt and Road” which is already
well under way, promises to remake the world,
shifting its centres of economic activity and
power from an Anglo-European-American axis
to a Sino-Russian-Indian one. &
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Militarisation of waterways

Michel Chossudovsky

The Yemeni archipelago of Socotra in the
Indian Ocean is located some 80 kilometres
off the Horn of Africa and 380 kilometres
south of the Yemeni coastline. The islands
of Socotra are a wildlife reserve recog-
nised by (UNESCQO), as a World Natural
Heritage Site.

Socotra is at the crossroads of the strategic
naval waterways of the Red Sea and the Gulf
of Aden. It is of crucial importance to the US
military.

Among Washington’s strategic objectives
is the militarisation of major sea ways. This
strategic waterway links the Mediterranean to
South Asia and the Far East, through the Suez
Canal, the Red Sea and the Gulf of Aden.

It is a major transit route for oil tankers.
A large share of China’s industrial exports to
Western Europe transits through this strate-
gic waterway. Maritime trade from East and
Southern Africa to Western Europe also transits
within proximity of Socotra (Suqutra), through
the Gulf of Aden and the Red Sea. A military
base in Socotra could be used to oversee the
movement of vessels including war ships in an
out of the Gulf of Aden.

“The [Indian] Ocean is a major sea lane
connecting the Middle East, East Asia and
Africa with Europe and the Americas. It has
four crucial access waterways facilitating inter-
national maritime trade, that is the Suez Canal
in Egypt, Bab-el-Mandeb (bordering Djibouti
and Yemen), Straits of Hormuz (bordering Iran
and Oman), and Straits of Malacca (bordering
Indonesia and Malaysia). These “chokepoints”
are critical to world oil trade as huge amounts
of oil pass through them.” (Amjed Jaaved, “A
new hot-spot of rivalry”, Pakistan Observer,
July 1, 2009)

Sea Power

From a military standpoint, the Socotra
archipelago is at a strategic maritime cross-
roads. Moreover, the archipelago extends over
a relatively large maritime area at the Eastern
exit of the Gulf of Aden, from the island of

Abd al Kuri, to the main island of Socotra. This
maritime area of international transit lies in
Yemeni territorial waters. The objective of the
US is to police the entire Gulf of Aden seaway
from the Yemeni to Somalian coastline.

Socotra is some 3000 kilometres from
the US naval base of Diego Garcia, which is
among America’s largest overseas military
facilities.

The Socotra Military Base

On January 2nd, 2010, Yemen’s presi-
dent, Ali Abdullah Saleh, and General David
Petracus, Commander of the US Central
Command, met for high level discussions
behind closed doors.

The Saleh-Petracus meeting was casually
presented by the media as a timely response
to the foiled Detroit Christmas bomb attack
on Northwest flight 253. It had apparently
been scheduled on an ad hoc basis as a means
to coordinating counter-terrorism initiatives
directed against “Al-Qaeda in Yemen”, includ-
ing “the use [of] American drones and missiles
on Yemen lands.”

Several reports, however, confirmed that
the Saleh-Petracus meetings were intent upon
redefining US military involvement in Yemen
including the establishment of a full-fledged
military base on the island of Socotra. Saleh
was reported to have “surrendered Socotra for
Americans who would set up a military base,
pointing out that US officials and the Yemeni
government agreed to set up a military base in
Socotra to counter pirates and al-Qaeda.” (Fars
News January 19, 2010)

On January 1, one day before the Saleh-
Petracus meetings in Sanaa, General Petraeus
confirmed in a Baghdad press conference that
“security assistance” to Yemen would more
than double from US$70 million to more than
USS$150 million which represents a 14-fold
increase since 2006. (Scramble for the Island
of Bliss: Socotra!, War in Iraq, January 12,
2010. See also CNN January 9, 2010, UK
Guardian, December 28, 2009).

This doubling of military aid to Yemen was
presented to world public opinion as a response

to the Detroit bomb incident, which allegedly
had been ordered by Al-Qaeda operatives in
Yemen.

The establishment of an air force base
on the island of Socotra was described by
the US media as part of the “Global war on
Terrorism™:

“Among the new programs, Saleh and
Petracus agreed to allow the use of American
aircraft, perhaps drones, as well as seaborne
missiles — as long as the operations have prior
approval from the Yemenis, according to a
senior Yemeni official who requested anonym-
ity when speaking about sensitive subjects.

“US officials say the island of Socotra, 200
miles off the Yemeni coast, will be beefed up
from a small airstrip [under the jurisdiction of
the Yemeni military] to a full base in order to
support the larger aid program as well as battle
Somali pirates. Petraeus is also trying to pro-
vide the Yemeni forces with basic equipment
such as up-armoured Humvees and possibly
more helicopters.” (Newsweek, January 18,
2010, emphasis added)

US Naval Facility?

The proposed US Socotra military facil-
ity, however, is not limited to an air force base.
A US naval base has also been contemplated.

The development of Socotra’s naval infra-
structure was already in the pipeline. Barely
a few days prior (December 29, 2009) to the
Petracus-Saleh discussions (January 2, 2010),
the Yemeni cabinet approved a US$14 mil-
lion loan by Kuwait Fund for Arab Economic
Development (KFAED) in support of the
development of Socotra’s seaport project.

The Great Game

The Socotra archipelago is part of the
Great Game between Russia and America.

During the Cold War, the Soviet Union
had a military presence in Socotra, which at
the time was part of South Yemen.

Barely a year ago, the Russians entered
into renewed discussions with the Yemeni gov-
ernment regarding the establishment of a Naval
base on Socotra island. A year later, in January

2010, in the week following the Petraeus-Saleh
meeting, a Russian Navy communiqué “con-
firmed that Russia did not give up its plans to
have bases for its ships ... on Socotra island.”
(DEFENCE and SECURITY (Russia), January
25,2010)

The Petracus-Saleh January 2, 2010 discus-
sions were crucial in weakening Russian dip-
lomatic overtures to the Yemeni government.
The US military has had its eye on the island of
Socotra since the end of the Cold War.

In 1999, Socotra was chosen “as a site
upon which the United States planned to build
a signal intelligence system ....” Yemeni oppo-
sition news media reported that “Yemen’s
administration had agreed to allow the US
military access to both a port and an airport
on Socotra.” According to the opposition
daily 4/-Hag, “a new civilian airport built on
Socotra to promote tourism had conveniently
been constructed in accordance with US mili-
tary specifications.” (Pittsburgh Post-Gazette
(Pennsylvania), October 18, 2000)

The militarisation of

the Indian Ocean

The establishment of a US military base in
Socotra is part of the broader process of milita-
risation of the Indian Ocean. The latter consists
in integrating and linking Socotra into an exist-
ing structure as well as reinforcing the key role
played by the Diego Garcia military base in the
Chagos archipelago.

The US Navy’s geostrategist Rear Admiral
Alfred T Mahan had intimated, prior to First
World War, that “whoever attains maritime
supremacy in the Indian Ocean [will] be a
prominent player on the international scene.”

What was at stake in Rear Admiral
Mahan’s writings was the strategic control by
the US of major Ocean sea ways and of the
Indian Ocean in particular: “This ocean is the
key to the seven seas in the 21st century; the
destiny of the world will be decided in these
waters.”
globalresearch.ca &
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The Socotra dragon tree or dragon blood tree is native to the Socotra archipelago, part of Yemen, located in the Arabian Sea. It is so called due to the red sap that the trees produce.
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War crime in Yemen

Finian Cunningham

With the United Nations warning
that millions of civilians could die
from violence or starvation from
the ongoing military siege of the
Yemeni port city of Hodeida, there
is no other way to describe what is
happening except as “genocide”.

The more than three-year war on
Yemen waged by a Western-backed
Saudi coalition has been arguably
genocidal from the outset, with up
to eight million people facing immi-
nent starvation due to the years-long
blockade on the Arabian country,
as well as from indiscriminate air
strikes.

But the latest offensive on the
Red Sea city of Hodeida threatens
to turn the world’s already worst
humanitarian disaster into a mass
extermination. Hodeida is the entry
point for 90 percent of all food and
medical aid into Yemen. If the city’s
port stops functioning from the mili-
tary offensive — as UN aid agencies
are warning — then an entire country
population of more than 20 million
will, as a result, be on the brink of
death.

The Saudi coalition which
includes Emirati forces and foreign
mercenaries as well as remnants
from the previous regime (which
the Western media mendaciously
refer to as “government forces”) is
fully backed by the US, Britain and
France. This coalition says that by
taking Hodeida it will hasten the
defeat of Houthi rebels. But to use
the cutting off of food and other
vital aid to civilian populations as a
weapon is a blatant war crime. It is
absolutely inexcusable.

The UN Security Council
made the call for the port city to
remain open. But it stopped short
of demanding an end to the offen-
sive being led by Saudi and Emirati
forces against Hodeida, which is the
second biggest stronghold for Houthi
rebels after the capital Sanaa. The
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Yemeni forces, take position during an attack on the port city of Hodeidah on June 13, 2018. (Photo: Najeeb Almahboobi Shutterstock)

port city’s population of 600,000 is
at risk from the heavy fighting under-
way, including air strikes and naval
bombardment, even before food,
water and medicines supply is halted.

Since the Security Council meet-
ing was a closed-door session, media
reports did not indicate which mem-
bers of the council voted down the
Swedish call for an immediate end to
hostilities. However, given that three
permanent members of the council,
the US, Britain and France, are mili-
tarily supporting the Saudi-led offen-
sive on Hodeida, one can assume
that these states blocked the call for
a cessation.

As the horror of Hodeida
unfolds, Western media are reporting
with a strained effort to whitewash
the criminal role of the American,
British and French governments in
supporting the offensive. Western
media confine their focus nar-
rowly on the humanitarian plight of
Hodeida’s inhabitants and the wider
Yemeni population. But the media
are careful to omit the relevant con-
text, which is that the offensive on
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Hodeida would not be possible with-
out the crucial military support of
Western governments. If the Western
public were properly informed, the
uproar would be an embarrassing
problem for Western governments
and their servile news media.

What is notable in the Western
media reportage is the ubiquitous
descriptor when referring to the
Houthi rebels. Invariably, they are
described as “Iran-backed”. That
label is used to implicitly “jus-
tify” the Saudi and Emirati siege
of Hodeida “because” the operation
is said to be part of a “proxy war
against Iran”. The BBC, France 24,
CNN, Deutsche Welle, New York
Times and Washington Post are
among media outlets habitually prac-
ticing this misinformation on Yemen.

Both Iran and the Houthis have
said that there is no military linkage.
Granted, Iran politically and diplo-
matically supports the Houthis, and
the Yemeni population generally,
suffering from the war. The Houthis
share a common Shia Muslim faith
as Iran, but that is a far cry from
military involvement. There is no
evidence of Iran being militarily
involved in Yemen. The claim of a
linkage relies heavily on assertion
by the Saudis and Emiratis which
is peddled uncritically by Western
media.

Even the US government has
shied away from making forthright
accusations against [ran supporting
the Houthis militarily. Washington’s
diffidence is a tacit admission that
the allegations are threadbare.
Besides, how could a country which
is subjected to an illegal Saudi block-
ade of its land, sea and air routes
conceivably receive weapons sup-
plied from Iran?

By contrast, while the Western
media repeatedly refer to the Houthis
as “Iran-backed”, what the same
media repeatedly omit is the descrip-
tor of “American-backed” or “British
and French-backed” when refer-
ring to the Saudi and Emirati forces
that have been pounding Yemen for
over three years. Unlike the breath-
less claims of Iranian linkage to
the Houthis, the Western military
connection is verified by massive
weapons exports, and indeed coy
admissions by Western governments,
when they are put to it, that they are
supplying fuel and logistics to aid
and abet the Saudi and Emirati war
effort in Yemen.

Last week, the New York Times
affected to lament the infernal con-
ditions in Yemen as a “complex
war”, as if the conflict is an unfath-
omable, unstoppable mystery. Why
doesn’t the New York Times publish
bold editorials bluntly calling for an
end to US government complicity in

Yemen? Or perhaps that is too “com-
plex” for the Times’ editorial board?

The Washington Post also wrung
its hands last week, saying: “The
world’s most dire humanitarian
crisis may get even worse. Emirati-
led [and Saudi] offensive underway
against port city of Hodeida, which
is controlled by Iran-backed [sic]
Houthi rebels.”

In its report, the Post did not
mention the fact that air strikes by
Saudi and Emirati forces are car-
ried out with American F-15 fighter
jets, British Typhoons and French
Dassault warplanes. Incongruously,
the Post cites US officials claiming
that their forces are not “directly
involved” in the offensive on the port
city. How is that credible when air
strikes are being conducted day after
day? The Washington Post doesn’t
bother to ask further.

In a BBC report also lamenting
the “humanitarian crisis” in Hodeida,
there was the usual evidence-free
casual labelling of Houthi rebels as
“Iran-backed”. But, incredibly, in
the entire article (at least in early
editions) there was not a single men-
tion of the verifiable fact that the
Saudi and Emirati military are sup-
plied with billions-of-dollars-worth
of British, American and French
weapons.

In the final paragraph of its early
edition of the report, the BBC edi-
torialises: “In March 2015, Saudi
Arabia and eight other mainly Sunni
Muslim Arab states launched a mil-
itary campaign to restore [exiled
president] Hadi’s government after
becoming alarmed by the rise of the
Houthi group which they see as an
Iranian Shia Muslim proxy.”

Note the BBC’s lame and uncon-
vincing implication of Iran. This is a
stupendous distortion of the Yemeni
conflict by the British state-owned
broadcaster which, astoundingly, or
perhaps that should be audaciously,
completely airbrushes out any men-
tion of how Western governments
have fuelled the genocidal war on
Yemen.

At the end of 2014, the American
and Saudi puppet self-styled “pres-
ident” Mansour Hadi was kicked
out by a Yemeni popular revolt led
by the Houthis, but not exclusive to
these rebels. The Yemeni uprising
involved Shia and Sunni. To por-
tray Iran as sponsoring a Shia proxy
is a vile distortion which the Saudis
and their Western backers have used
in order to justify attacking Yemen
for the objective of re-installing
their puppet, who has been living in
exile in the Saudi capital Riyadh. In
short, covering up a criminal war of
aggression with lies.

In reality, the Yemen war is
about Western powers and their

Arab despot client regimes trying to
reverse a successful popular revolt
that aspired to bring a considerably
more democratic government to the
Arab region’s poorest country, over-
coming the decades it languished as
a Western, Saudi client.

For over three years, Saudi
and Emirati forces, supported with
Western warplanes, bombs, missiles,
attack helicopters, naval power,
and air refuelling, as well as target-
ing logistics, have waged a non-
stop bombing campaign on Yemeni
civilians. Nothing has been off-
limits. Hospitals, schools, markets,
mosques, funerals, wedding halls,
family homes, farms, water-treat-
ment plants and power utilities, all
have been mercilessly obliterated.
Even graveyards have been bombed.

Even during the Muslim holy
month of Ramadan, the Saudi-led
coalition — the supposed custodian
of the two holy mosques of Mecca
and Medina — has continued to mas-
sacre innocents from the air.

At the same time in the region,
Western politicians and media have
mounted hysterical protests against
the Syrian government and its
Russian ally when they have liber-
ated cities from Western-backed ter-
rorists, accusing Syria and Russia of
“war crimes” and “inhuman sieges”.
None of these hyperbolic Western
media campaigns concerning Syria
has ever been substantiated. Recall
Aleppo? East Ghouta? The Syrian
people have gladly returned to
rebuild their lives now in peace
under Syrian government protection
after the Western terror proxies were
routed. Western media claims about
Syria have transpired to be outra-
geous lies, which have been hastily
buried by the media as if they were
never told in the first place.

Yet in Yemen there is an ongo-
ing, veritable genocidal war fully
supported by Western governments.
The latest barbarity is the siege of
Hodeida with the callous, murder-
ous objective of finally starving a
whole population into submitting
to the Western, Saudi, Emirati writ
for dominating the country. This is
Nuremberg-standard capital crimes.

With no exaggeration, Western
news media are a Goebbels-like
propaganda ministry — par excel-
lence — whose duty is to whitewash
genocide conducted by their govern-
ments. The barefaced lies and sly
omissions being told about Yemen is
one more reason among many rea-
sons why the Western media have
forfeited any vestige of credibility.
They are serving as they usually do
— Vietnam, Iraq, Libya, Syria among
others — as accomplices in an epic
war crime against Yemen.
Information Clearing House &
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Germany

Victor Grossman

LEIPZIG: Millions watching the
G-7 leaders plus Trump in Quebec
and then the Trump-North Korea
talks in Singapore, understand-
ably may have missed the also-
important events simultaneously
happening here in Leipzig. While
those important events were
unfolding internationally the
very important political party, Die
Linke, was holding a congress in
Leipzig, the famous German trad-
ing city of old.

Let me explain why this gather-
ing was so important:

There are seven parties in pow-
erful Germany’s Bundestag, its leg-
islature. Only Die Linke (The Left),
has fought consistently both for the
rights of working people, children
and pensioners and against all mili-
tary conflicts. Die Linke demands an
end to all weapons sales and the out-
lawing of drones used either inside
Germany or sent out of the country.

Two other parties claiming to be
progressive, the Social Democrats
and the Greens, largely forfeited
their rights to the label “progressive”
during the years they ran the country,
1998 to 2005. They joined in the hor-
rific bombing of Serbia, Germany’s
first military engagement since
1945, and they passed laws harmful
to working people, especially those
who lose their jobs in an increasingly
insecure economy.

The Greens still support progres-
sive causes like women’s, LGBTQ
and immigrant rights. but many
Greens, now successful profession-
als, have lost earlier fervour and any
interest in working-class needs. They
lead the field too in opposing easing
of tensions with Russia.

The SPD (the Social Democratic
Party), despite close ties to most
unions, is run, much like the
Democratic Party in the USA,
largely in cahoots with big business
and under constant pressure from the
conservative Christian parties with
whom it shares the government.
Timid moves toward détente by a
few leaders are largely forgotten and
it regularly OK’s huge rearmament
plans, weapons exports and sending
of troops abroad.

Die Linke, with only about 10
percent of voter support and 69
of the 709 seats in the Bundestag,
and mostly alone in opposition, has
raised its voice loud enough for the
others to pay it attention, if only for
fear of losing voters to it as a rival.
Its presence is therefore of vital
importance.

And yet it has lost traction in
recent years. Though able to lift its
percentage a bit in last year’s elec-
tion and beginning to win young
members to fill the declining ranks
of the “old faithful,” few voters in

depressed areas like East Germany
and the Ruhr valley, and too few of
the millions repelled by the right-
ward spin of the Social Democrats,
have put their “x” on the ballot line
of Die Linke.

Many spurn it, now seeing it as
part of the establishment, and either
stay home on election day or vote
for the Alternative for Germany
(AfD), the far right party so basi-
cally infected with pro-fascists. Its
co-president, Alexander Gauland,
stated recently that “Hitler and the
Nazis are nothing but a spot of bird
shit in the successful, more than a
thousand-year German history” and,
on another occasion: “... we have
the right to be proud of the achieve-
ments of German soldiers in two
world wars ...,” words rewarded by
his followers with loud applause and
“Bravo” shouts.

At Die Linke’s congress unani-
mous applause was in very differ-
ent directions; against any military
build-up, and for saving the nuclear
treaty with Iran, for example. There
was applause too for calls to resist
every sign of fascist rebirth, notably
the rise of the AfD, which, with 92
Bundestag seats and polling 15 per-
cent, is close to overtaking the Social
Democrats as second main force in
Germany.

As in so many other countries,
not only in Europe, this alarm-
ing menace feeds on the influx of
immigrants, victims of wars in
Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria and on
miserable poverty, especially in sub-
Saharan Africa, largely caused by
northern war-makers or the lava flow
of modern mass-produced foods and
goods which burn up the economies
of poorer counties.

It is just the resulting influx of
asylum-seekers and refugees which
has given the right-wing, pro-fascist
movements their growing, hate-laden
strength, aimed especially at the
“Muslims” or “Islam,” which will
allegedly ruin their pure thousand-
year “Western cultures.” This setting
of one group so damagingly against
the other has a long, long history, not
least of all in Germany!

These questions, now raised in
all parties, also divided delegates at
the Linke congress. The traditional
division between a militant, “further
left” in the party and a pragmatic
right wing, hunting for chances to
join in state governments (as in
Thuringia, Brandenburg and Berlin)
and some day in a federal coalition,
has now been thoroughly mixed up.
The current controversy is whether
to permit immigration of all refu-
gees, with no upper limits, a solu-
tion favoured by the “reformers,”
or rather to welcome only refugees
from war and political repression,
but not those coming mainly for eco-
nomic reasons, seeking a better life.

International

wavering left
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Sahra Wagenknecht restated her view that Germany could not redlistically accept everyone seeking entry but only
genuinely oppressed victims, and should instead stress ending problems in the home countries of possible emigrants.

This, more or less, is the posi-
tion of Sahra Wagenknecht, hith-
erto considered the main “leftist”
in the party, but now accused of
bowing to popular pressure, nour-
ished by media stress on immigrant
crime and violence, in the hopes of
winning people otherwise leaning
toward the AfD. Was she, too, lean-
ing in the same direction? The dis-
pute was fogged up (to avoid rougher
language) by all too evident personal
animosity between Sahra, co-chair of
the Linke caucus in the Bundestag,
and Katja (Kipping), co-chair of the
party. (At such meetings all are com-
rades and use first names). At the
start of the Congress a compromise
paper, agreed upon by almost every-
one, left the question of the “upper
limit” and of exactly defining words
like “refugee” purposely elastic — or
vague.

During the meet, whose 580
delegates now reflected a new geo-
graphical East-West balance, no
longer a big East German majority,
Sahra (an easterner until her mar-
riage to the West German party co-
founder Lafontaine) was sometimes
absent from the front row of prom-
inent party leaders; she was giving
TV interviews. She is in fifth place
in popularity polls of German politi-
cians and is known for her powerful
speeches.

Her speech at the Leipzig con-
gress was forceful as ever, great
on people’s rights, against the war
threat — and sharply clear about
what capitalism really means. But

then her final paragraphs focused
on her own political problems.
Complaining about attacks accus-
ing her of moving to the right, even
toward the AfD, and calling them
infamous, she restated her view
that Germany could not realistically
accept everyone seeking entry but
only genuinely oppressed victims,
and should instead stress ending
problems in the home countries of
possible emigrants. State borders
should not be dismissed as meaning-
less, she insisted, for they sustained
more advantageous arenas of strug-
gle for those already living within
them. This, her opponents claimed,
violated left ethics.

Whatever the intentions, the
huge congress hall was engulfed
by anger and excitement. A motion
to re-open debate — for one hour —
was passed with a one vote majority,
250-249. What followed were over
25 statements, each no longer than
a minute or two, rotating equally
between male and female delegates,
and perhaps as good a sample of
free, unmanaged party democracy
as at any party congress ever. Some
denounced Sahra emotionally, some
defended her — with loud applause or
boos from different state delegations
or the youth section.

But by far the great majority
of speakers called eloquently for
an end to such inner-party dispute.
The major issues which dominated
the weekend congress were how
best to oppose the growth of under-
paid, insecure jobs, the huge need for

housing at affordable rates, the long
overdue improvement of schools,
kindergartens, and care for the ill
and aged, and above all else the
need to combat both the war menace
and the fascist menace. Organising
people for these objectives, push-
ing action at the grass roots level
— these must remain the main mes-
sage, not personal disputes which the
media all too eagerly grabbed up and
magnified.

In the end, their voices were
heard! All four main leaders, the
party co-chairs, Katja Kipping and
the West German union man Bernd
Riexinger, and the co-chairs of the
Linke caucus in the Bundestag,
Sahra und Dietmar Bartsch (there is
always a gender mix) joined together
and ended the congress with a pledge
to peacefully discuss and debate the
open questions together, perhaps
with a special conference, but oth-
erwise to join together on the key
issues facing Germany — and Europe
and the world.

This was a moving note of hope,
followed by the whole crowd join-
ing to sing The Internationale. The
months ahead, with elections moving
closer in many states, and European
Union elections next year, will show
how well Die Linke can overcome
quarrels and difficulties, reaching out
and activating a larger share of the
public — and making its weight felt.
The need is urgent.
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The influx of asylum-seekers and refugees has

given the right-wing, pro-fascist movements their
growing, hate-laden sirength, aimed especially at the
“Muslims” or “Islam,” which will allegedly ruin their
pure thousand-year “Western cultures.”
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A quarter of staff do not
have permanent jobs

Guardian readers may not be aware that
more than a quarter of ACT Health’s staff
are not employed on an ongoing basis.
According to the latest annual report
ACT Health employs 7,403 people, with
the Community and Public Sector Union
saying 1,934 of those workers are in “inse-
cure” work.

The union said it was “disgraceful” a huge
chunk of health workers did not have perma-
nent jobs, causing them financial hardship and
anxiety. and that ACT Health workers were
concerned about the increase in temporary
work and its impact patients.

This situation of underfunding and under-
mining the public sector is taking place
across the country at state and federal level.
Insecure work on such a massive scale is also
bad for ACT Health services and the entire
community.

The union also says that a Labor govern-
ment should be setting an example for how to
treat workers, not burying its head in the sand
and has requested to meet with Health Minister
to discuss the rates of insecure work, but was
knocked back by the minister.

Judith Long
ACT

Counter-revolution

I note that the Venezuelan government has
pledged its solidarity with the Nicaraguan
people and its government. The Bolivarian
government denounced right-wing oppo-
sition groups for their attempt to “seize
power by undemocratic means” and has
urged the international community to pro-
mote peace instead of conflict.

The Venezuelans have warned the interna-
tional community against backing the oppo-
sition groups that are trying to overthrow
Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega, and have
called on them to support the Sandinista gov-
ernment-initiated peace talks.

There have been reports of armed opposi-
tion gangs on rampages attacking Sandinista
supporters, including two men who were
burned using petrol and tyres.

Corporations in the country are holding the
country to ransom and attempting to cripple the
economy.

This is the counter-revolution in full swing
in South America.

T Southern
Brisbane
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Why we’re challenging UK Oil & Gas

Vicki Elcoate writes on behalf of the
Surrey and Sussex Six, who are resisting
a legal attempt to ban protests against
fossil fuel drilling

I am writing this on behalf of six women in
the South East of England who are defend-
ing the right to peaceful protest against
a juggernaut that is sweeping across our
land. Oil and gas companies are aggres-
sively pursuing the fossil fuels buried
beneath our countryside. Local communi-
ties are pitted against them as they seek
to further their commercial interests. We
want to protect our environment — clean
water and air, countryside, tranquillity.

UK Oil and Gas (UKOG) applied for an
injunction in March. This would, amongst
other things, clamp down on peaceful protest,
and mean heavy penalties including prison for
anyone who breaches it. Worse, the injunction
is against “persons unknown” which would
mean anyone and everyone. If we had stood
back we would now have an interim injunction
banning “lawful activities” which conflicted
with UKOG’s commercial interests.

We felt we had no choice. The potential
for other companies to use this wide ranging
and draconian step was enormous. So we put
our names forward and became the Surrey and
Sussex six!

Once UKOG realized the scale of the
opposition they watered down the injunction
by rewording the (clearly ridiculous) pro-
posed ban on lawful activities. This originally
aimed to prevent lawful “combining together
... where the predominant intention is to injure
the claimant’s economic interests”.

They now want to limit the ways we
can protest — attempting to stop us taking
actions like getting in touch with suppliers
to the drilling sites and informing them of
the risks fossil fuel companies pose to our
environment.

I got involved in this campaign when
permission was given for an exploratory oil
drill along the tranquil and historic country
lane near where I live, Coldharbour Lane.
Europa Oil and Gas, the operator, in partner-
ship with UKOG which owns a 40 percent
interest in the project, has been trying, since
2008, to obtain consent to drill on Leith Hill
in the Surrey Hills — an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty and Green Belt.

Europa plans to use this lane to move an
oil rig and tonnes of aluminium trackway,
and to remove waste including radioactive
waste. The plan was given the green light by
the national Planning Inspectorate — which
takes planning decisions out of the hands of
democratically elected local councillors — in
2015, after Surrey County Council had turned

it down. There followed a heroic fight by the
Leith Hill Action Group, now joined by A
Voice for Leith Hill, which have raised thou-
sands of pounds to cover the costs of various
legal challenges. Only the traffic management
plan and environmental permits remain to be
granted now before drilling can begin.

A protection camp, with locals and other
activists, popped up towards the end of
2016 and has been there ever since. Locals
and protectors are now working together to
oppose this plan which also threatens our
historic trees and the water which feeds
the aquifer for the towns of Dorking and
Leatherhead.

As part of our campaign we’ve found
ourselves doing all kinds of new things:
speaking at planning committees; speaking
to the press; cooking meals for 10 people at
the camp; printing endless leaflets; running
stalls; hosting band nights and art exhibi-
tions; visiting schools to explain the dangers
of taking fossil fuels out of the ground.

This isn’t just about our local area — it
is about an industry hungry to make a quick
buck from exploiting our natural resources at
the expense of our climate. It was UKOG’s
CEO Stephen Sanderson who said the aim
was to build “back to back wells” in an
“industrial production”. Communities across
the South East and those fighting fracking in

the North of England do not want this. And
because all the easy to reach oil has been
extracted they are now after “tight oil” in the
South East.

The drill proposed at Leith Hill, as has
already happened at other sites in Surrey and
Sussex, involves horizontal drilling. It isn’t
defined as fracking due to the lower fluid
volumes involved. Instead they use acid to
dissolve and frack the underlying rock (a
process called acidization) to release the oil.

Many involved in the campaign across
the Weald formed the Weald Action Group
and became experts in acidization and the
environmental impacts of it. It is fracking
by another name, with its own set of impacts
falling through a loophole in regulation and
good practice. Local communities and the
environment are suffering as a result.

So what happens next? Our court dates
are set for early July. There is another injunc-
tion by the giant fracking petrochemical
company — INEOS- and two defendants have
won an appeal to challenge this — although
the hearing is scheduled for March 2019.

And there is a recent short term injunc-
tion by fracking company Cuadrilla against
peaceful protestors in Lancashire returning
to court on July 10.

This is all part of a trend to silence us.
New Internationalist &
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US income inequality

Mark Gruenberg

NEW YORK: The United Nations
Commission on Human Rights
opened debate on June 21 on a
special report by its lead investi-
gator, who said the US not only
“is the most unequal society in the
developed world,” but that Trump
administration policies — notably
the $1.5 trillion tax cut for the rich
—have made a bad situation worse.

UN Special Rapporteur (inves-
tigator) On Human Rights Philip
Alston, a New York University inter-
national law professor, rarely named
President Donald Trump and cited
only House Speaker Paul Ryan for
pushing the tax cuts and shredding
the social safety net.

But “the tax cuts will fuel a
global race to the bottom,” he
declared after a long investigation
and visits to key cities nationwide,
discussions with policymakers in
DC, and a special trip to hurricane-
smashed Puerto Rico.

Alston sent his report to the UN
commission. The commission’s find-
ings carry weight overseas, but US
politicians frequently criticise the
panel’s disregard of human rights
abuses in developing nations.

While Alston discusses recent
policies in detail, he said the
Republican Party is not alone to
blame. He noted the tax cuts follow
“five decades of policies, neglectful
at best,” and fuelled by prejudice,
aimed at the poor.

“Policies pursued over the past
year seem deliberately designed
to remove basic protections from
the poorest, punish those who are
not in employment and make even
basic health care into a privilege to
be earned rather than a right of cit-
izenship,” Alston reported. That’s
an obvious criticism of the Trump
administration and the Republican-
run Congress.

-

Alston also said the situa-
tion could get even worse than it
already is, as massive wealth ine-
quality produces a massive transfer
of political power to the rich, at the
expense of the rest of us, poor and
middle class.

“The problem is ‘inequal-
ity’ lacks salience with the general
public, who have long been encour-
aged to admire the conspicuous, and
often obscene, consumption of bil-
lionaires and celebrities,” Alston
admits. “What extreme inequality
actually signifies is the transfer of
economic and political power to a
handful of elites who inevitably use
it to further their own self-interest.
While the poor suffer, so too do the
middle class, and so does the econ-
omy as a whole.”

“The $1.5 trillion in tax cuts in
December 2017 overwhelmingly
benefited the wealthy and worsened
inequality,” his report says. “The
consequences of neglecting poverty
and promoting inequality are clear.
The United States has one of the
highest poverty and inequality levels
among the OECD countries, and
the Stanford Centre on Inequality
and Poverty ranks it 18th out of 21
wealthy countries in terms of labour
markets, poverty rates, safety nets,
wealth inequality and economic
mobility.”

In plain English, the old
American Dream of getting ahead is
largely illusory, Alston found. Your
wealth and income, and that of your
kids, is often determined by your
zip code, he said — with residents
of poorer zip codes ignored politi-
cally and being trapped in a cycle of
poverty.

“And while 5.3 million people in
the US live in outright poverty char-
acteristic of Third World countries,
in 2018 the United States had over
25 percent of the world’s 2,208 bil-
lionaires. There is thus a dramatic
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(Source: Economic Policy Institute — 2016)

contrast between the immense
wealth of the few and the squalor and
deprivation in which vast numbers of
Americans exist.”

Using federal figures, Alston cal-
culates 40 million people live below
the US poverty line. The New Poor
People’s Campaign, however, puts
the figure at 140 million. NPPC
co-chair Reverend Liz Theoharis
explains the official federal poverty
line for a family of three, which just
crept up to $20,780 yearly, cannot
pay for rent, food and other neces-
sities in all but 22 of the more than
3,000 US counties.
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And that official poverty figure
includes the 85 percent of the poor
who work. Alston used WalMart, the
nation’s largest private employer, as
an example. But he said other firms
follow the firm’s model.

“Many of its workers cannot
survive on a full-time wage in the
absence of food stamps. This fits in
a broader trend: The share of house-
holds that, while having earnings,
also receive nutrition assistance rose
from 19.6 percent in 1989 to 31.8
percent in 2015,” from food stamps.
The tax cut gave WalMart alone bil-
lions of dollars, Alston said while
the food stamp program alone pro-
vided $6 billion in aid to workers at
WalMart and similar enterprises.

Racism plays a large part in the
meagre benefits for the poor, Alston
said — even though the largest group
of the poor is white.

“Racist stereotypes are usually
not far beneath the surface. The poor
are overwhelmingly assumed to be
people of colour, whether African
Americans or Hispanic ‘immi-
grants,”” he found. “The reality is

there are eight million more poor
whites than there are poor Blacks.
The face of poverty in America is
not only Black or Hispanic, but
also white, Asian and many other
backgrounds.”

So does political clout. Alston
noted politicians frequently ignore
poor neighbourhoods and barriers
to voting are rampant and getting
worse — and particularly target the
poor. Meanwhile, the rich use their
increasing wealth to concentrate
more and more political power in
their own hands, he reported.

As noted by Forbes: “America’s
first billionaire president has
remained devoted to the goal of
placing his wealthy friends in his
Cabinet, a top campaign promise.”
And many regulatory agencies are
now staffed by “political appointees
with deep industry ties and potential
conflicts.”

“Extreme inequality thus poses a
threat not just to economic efficiency
but to the well-being of American
democracy,” he declared.
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People cenired development

David Matters

Imagine if you were living in poverty in
an Australian Outback town or facing
homelessness in a major city. Your only
options are to struggle each day with the
same reality. Your search for an economic
out is blocked at every turn and increasing
poverty is your future. Can you imagine
how you would feel if either the Liberal
party or Labor party sent someone to your
town to find ways to create opportunities
for you to get a job, have a home and build
a future. If they sought not only to assist
you but your whole family. It is hard to
imagine either major party sending teams
of their members and officials to areas such
as Logan City or to rural towns to develop
plans for their development to help people.

This reality is the Chinese people’s expe-
rience and that of over 800 million Chinese
people. The concept is people-centred develop-
ment. Malcolm Turnbull talks of new coal fired
power stations. In green China coal fired power
stations are being closed. Public transport is
being electrified and the government is pushing
and developing electric cars. The budget for
research and development in China is 4.3 per-
cent more than double what our governments
are spending in GDP on war plans.

In Australia the right to strike has virtu-
ally been outlawed and Unions and workers
are being penalised for defending their basic
rights, real wages are in decline which means
that the living standards of the people are in
decline. The policy of people centred devel-
opment means that the one of the measures of
people’s livelihoods is their real wage growth.

China celebrates 40 years of open-
ing up and reform this year. The Chinese
people regard this reform and opening up
and what they call Socialism with Chinese
Characteristics as a success. At the same time,
they see some of the negative features of this
policy and phenomenal growth in income ine-
quality, pollution, corruption and some anti-
social behaviour. Instead of entering into spin
doctoring and double speak they openly con-
front these realities with a view to eliminate the
negative features.

China still has 30 million people in abso-
lute poverty, a problem they see as diffi-
cult to solve. Instead of doing nothing they
have assigned millions of cadres from the
Communist party to help lead these people and
their families and communities out of poverty.
They have a plan and they are actively helping
the 30 million to emancipate themselves.

I have spent 10 days, an all too brief
period, with the young and confident cadres
of the Chinese Communist Party. They have
proudly shown me, and the delegation from
countries all over the world, the achievements
of the Chinese people. We were taken to the
Special Economic zone Shenzhen in Southern
China, a city of Young innovators from all
over China and the world. It is a new city, a
green city with emphasis on building a carbon
free zone. Public transport, garbage collection
and many vehicles are electric. Buildings are
solar powered. The pledge is for 1,000 parks,

already bikeways (greenway networks) stretch
for 2,400 kilometres. Wetlands have been reju-
venated and city design includes natural water
filtration.

Shenzhen is part of the one-country two-
systems development of Hong Kong, Macau
and Guangzhou, impressive sea bridges and
freeways link all these cities. Quality devel-
opment and quality of living environment go
together. It is a modern vibrant city which is in
the lead with Artificial Intelligence, computing
electronics and innovative design.

It is in this city that we came to a thematic
workshop on the 200th Birthday of Karl Marx
and Xi Jinping thought on Socialism with
Chinese Characteristics in the new era. Some
would say that this is Capitalism and China has
given over to the development of Capitalism.

The Chinese Comrades assert that this is
the application of Marxism to Chinese real-
ity and that they have developed and applied
Marxism to their reality. That Marxism is a
living science full of vitality and is about free-
ing up the intellectual and productive capacity
of the people.

It is the people under the leadership of the
Communist Party of China that are making
their history determining their lives and
making for a better future and present. That
people make history and that such people cen-
tred development is necessary for the eman-
cipation of the Chinese people. That only
Socialism could achieve such miracles as to
lift so many from poverty and give them con-
trol over their destiny. Skyscrapers and build-
ing are one thing, it is the people that must be
at the centre of all development. Marxism is
not a dogma but a science, that as a living sci-
ence its development is endless.

The Chinese Communists argue that like
their revolution the reform and opening up
began in the countryside. We were shown a
little village called Xiaogang in Anhui prov-
ince. The local commune members were dis-
turbed by the failures in the production system
in their collective, so in an heroic move they
made a secret agreement that they would
accept household responsibility for plots of
land. This was a bold move in the leftist atti-
tudes that existed in China at the time and the
villagers faced the real possibility of being exe-
cuted for counter-revolutionary activity. The
other villagers pledged to look after their chil-
dren if this happened. This group of 18 brave
people defied the prevailing view and instituted
this new system of organising production. It
was a success and freed up productive capacity
raising the wealth of the village.

In 1973 the farm house that had been built
was mud floored with no electricity. Within
five years of the reform a concrete hut was
built with electricity. The farmers now live in
modern houses. Each of the village committees
has a party secretary who leads the villagers to
increase production, to innovate and raise the
wealth of the villagers and the farmers.

We attended the Museum of a dedicated
party secretary who led the villagers further out
of poverty an exemplary government official
beyond corruption who died of overwork.

His Communist method of work was to

The Chinese Comrades assert that this is
the application of Marxism to Chinese
reality and that they have developed
and applied Marxism to their reality.

listen to the people he visited and talk to all
106 of the households in the region, working
to bring them a medical centre and other gov-
ernment services. This village is now a model
for all villages to follow in China. It should be
remembered that Xi Jinping has worked as a
Village party Secretary.

The final gathering was on global coop-
eration and governance. This was significant
because having chosen to use the market and
market reforms, the development of gov-
ernment systems is important. The Chinese
Communist party sees governance as an
important feature of their system, Socialist
Democracy, the Rule of Law and measures
to ensure government by the people for the
people. The Communist Party is at the centre
of leadership and ensures the Socialist system
but within this they see the need to strengthen
the people’s role not just in elections but in
decisions. Government should be about get-
ting things done.

Criticism of western style democracy is
that it is not people centred, the government
doesn’t serve the people’s interests or pro-
tect the people against the market, against the
corporations.

Another organisation that we met was the
All National Chinese Federation of Labour (the
union movement) It is the largest federation of
workers in the world with 382 million mem-
bers. Its President expressed the view that this
was still not enough and represented a density
of around 43 percent, that some labour was
not adequately represented. Improvements in
labour law had been made with written con-
tracts and collective agreements. Legal protec-
tion was important for workers’ rights.

The leader of the Union explained that
strikes which did take place were not illegal,
but were also not represented in law that the
resolution of the workers’ problems was most
important assumes the legal power of unions to
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act as arbitrators in disputes between employ-
ers and workers. The unions needed to be
involved in enterprises at all levels and in dif-
ferent industries. The people as the centre of
a people’s China should be able to have their
problems fixed as part of the rule of law.

Much of what we saw was positive and
the Chinese Communist Party is a party of
Scientific Socialism. The Chinese party does
not seek to impose its model on other parties,
instead suggesting that they need to seek their
own path to Socialism and deal with their own
reality. The only universals are that it should
be a people centred, ongoing and developing
democracy.

Socialism should not equate with pov-
erty, a statement made by Deng Xiaoping.
China has lifted out of poverty, but no Chinese
Communist will tell you that their hardships
are over. They have what they call unbalanced
development and their struggle is to correct
this balance. It is this that they see as a new
era of building a common future for humanity.
Mutual respect and peaceful coexistence are at
the heart of this.

One of the key strategies for this is the dia-
logue with world parties. It appears that this
has at its centre the Communist Party of China
and a closer relationship with Communist
and left parties. It does not exclude other par-
ties but has as its focus the development of a
people centred globalisation in contrast to the
imperialists nationalist sentiment of restoring
their old position of global domination and
exploitation.

The imperialists’ war ambitions and a
nuclear conflict are too insane to contemplate.
We must travel our own path towards a peace-
ful future in which people are the masters of
their own destiny. As Marxists as Communists
this has been our call and will remain so into
the far future. &
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