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To an aware observer the My Health 
Record (MHR) initiative has now become 
more about the further privatisation of 
Medicare and who will have access to the 
massive amount of personal data. Our 
health care – including our personal medi-
cal information and privacy – is becoming 
collateral damage in the process.

The original system was “opt in” (your 
choice) and for purposes of gathering essential 
medical information – particularly on the sick-
est and most vulnerable Australians, in order to 
share it across the health system effi ciently and 
to “save lives”.

But the My Health Record initiative now 
seems to have changed into an entirely dif-
ferent animal. And all Australians are about 
to be swept up into the system – unless they 
go through a complicated and diffi cult online 
process to “opt out” before October 15.

The fact that this new draconian form of 
my health record has bipartisan political sup-
port from Labour and Liberal, and little opposi-
tion from the Greens, and that most Australians 
will now be swept up into the process without 
need for their direct approval, smacks of a new 
agenda by government, police and/ or security 
forces (and private health also waiting in the 
wings to access the data).

The efficient sharing of medical infor-
mation in the health system for the sickest 
and most vulnerable seems to have become 

secondary to some other more perverted 
agenda of government – an ID card of sorts, 
and the health benefi ts have become second-
ary or are simply being offered as a bonus for 
signing up.

It goes without saying that the doctor 
should never provide patient details to a third 
party not directly involved in the patient’s care 
OR where that confi dential information would 
be put at increased risk.

The fi rst law of medicine is that the doctor 
should do no harm. And this applies equally 
to protection of the patient’s medical record, 
it is confi dential information that the doctor is 
privileged to collect and to hold and the doc-
tor’s responsibility not to share this data with 
anyone not directly involved in the patient’s 
care and even then, only with the patient’s 
approval.

Yet the organised medical profession 
including the Australian Medical Association 
and Royal Australian College of General 
Practitioners are still sticking with the govern-
ment, albeit starting to join the chorus of con-
cern now coming from many areas.

The claim that My Health Record will 
save lives because information becomes freely 
available in an emergency situation, especially 
when there is diffi culty to contact the GP – or 
that MHR allows for increased effi ciency by 
improving communication between doctors 
inside and outside of the hospital i.e. making 
communication quicker and more easy shar-
ing of medical information – has now been 

exposed as overblown. They have already been 
dismissed by other commentators.

The fact that the great majority of 
Australians and their doctors did not sign up 
to MHR since its inception more than fi ve 
years ago – the uptake was only about six 
million to date – should have sent a strong 
message to government that most Australians 
were suspicious of MHR and the supposed 
safeguards and confi dentiality of their medical 
information. The government’s response with 
support of Labor and the AMA/RACGP was 
to change it to an opt out system, thus ensur-
ing most Australians would be swept in – like 
it or not!

And legislation as it now stands effectively 
puts government law-enforcement and security 
agencies and perhaps eventually others includ-
ing private health insurance, inside the doctor’s 
consulting room.

The immediate problem in our health 
system is not a lack of communication between 
GPs, specialists and hospitals. Due to severe 
cutbacks to Medicare bulk billing most patients 
now just don’t get enough time with their GP 
which means communication is poor at the 
basic level, and the patient often leaves the 
doctor quicker and sicker.

What may have been a well-meaning 
move by the medical profession to provide a 
better sharing of medical data between doc-
tors and hospitals, seems now to have become 
a government-led big brother push of massive 
proportions.

In fact, the more you examine the changes 
in MHR, the more the alarm bells begin to 
ring.

The Communist Party of Australia is call-
ing for an immediate suspension and rethink of 
the My Health Record process.

The MHR initiative is undemocratic and 
waives the patient’s right to informed con-
sent and the doctor’s right to protect the pri-
vacy and confi dentiality of the patient record. 
Extraordinarily, the legislation allows access 
to the data by non-medical services and, 
despite the endless assertions of the Health 
Minister Greg Hunt, the security remains 
porous.

The CPA recommends doctors and their 
patients should beware of the consequences of 
providing data.

We should not have to “opt out” for our 
privacy to be maintained as we never gave our 
consent in the fi rst place!

The My Health Record initiative must 
immediately return to an “opt in” system with 
individual guarantees to users from govern-
ment that the data will not to be accessed by 
any third party not directly involved in their 
health care and without their approval.

All access to the data by government or 
security services or private industry should be 
prohibited in law.

And this needs to be permanently enacted 
in the legislation so that no change to it down 
the road will increase accessibility to the 
data. 
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Behind Donald Trump’s “America First” trumpet there are 
more coherent forces pushing for a redrawing of the international 
order. Trump may seem incompetent, but there is a logic to many 
of his actions – whether it be destabilising NATO or embracing 
Russia’s Vladimir Putin.

A couple of US ideologues, professor Daniel Quinn Mills (long-
time professor at Steve Bannon’s alma mater, Harvard Business 
School) and Steven Rosefi elde (anti-Communist economics professor 
in North Carolina), laid out the vision in a little noticed 2017 book 
published in Singapore.

In The Trump Phenomenon and The Future of US Foreign 
Policy, the two argue that the post-World War II “Western world 
order” is dying, with institutions like NATO proving more a burden 
than a help for the US empire. At home, the country is in a state 
of “decay”. The dynamics of “population growth, immigration, 
and the politics of inclusiveness,” they claim, “are weakening the 
nation state.”

Their solution? America has to shift away from “international 
cosmopolitanism” toward a nationalist and explicitly imperial policy 
to assert its power in the world. In an updating of the realpolitik of 
the 1970s, the US should seek a “Cold Peace” of competition with 
Russia rather than a “Cold War” mind-set rooted in the NATO 
alliance. The assumption is that Putin is following such an outlook, 
and by doing likewise, war between the two powers can be avoided 
and American capitalist interests can go about their business while 
other challengers to US power, specifi cally China, are contained.

And in dealing with other smaller countries, progress can 
be made by backing similar nationalist and anti-cosmopolitan 
forces. (The authors’ repeated critiques of cosmopolitanism and 
high fi nance bear a resemblance to older anti-Semitic propaganda 
that is hard to miss.)

There are also divisions within the capitalist class at work 
here. Remember that the globally-oriented US fi nancial sector, 
for the most part, was never in favour of Trump’s nomination 
and election. They’ll take the tax cuts and deregulation he offers 
of course, but someone who is regularly threatening to restrict 
free trade is not the fi rst choice of international banks. The turn 
toward a more unilateral, great power approach is more in line 
with the interests of energy, natural resource, and (some parts of) 
manufacturing capital in the US.

Trump often seems to be reading from the script written by 
Mills and Rosefi elde, but his own election tie-ups with Putin and 
the Russian state often overshadow any ideological analysis of 
what’s going on. The easy explanation is just to say Putin helped 
him win, so Trump toes his line.

But there is a bigger attack on democracy underway here, as 
well as the pursuit of an agenda belonging to particular sectors 
of the capitalist class. And while the dismantling of NATO and a 
re-ordering of the world in favour of peaceful relations and the end 
of militarism would be a good thing, that’s probably not the kind 
of outcome planned by Trump or Putin. In other, more transparent 
circumstances, it might even be possible to welcome such diplomatic 
overtures between long-time nuclear-armed adversaries (as was 
the case with North Korea).

Despite the uproar over his stage show with Putin there were 
developments that came out of his trip to Europe that Trump can 
mark as personal achievements.

He had the opportunity to further boost the emerging nation-
alistic, xenophobic, and militaristic global right-wing alliance 
everywhere he went. At the NATO meeting in Brussels, he ar-
gued for a ramp-up in military spending, pushing for ever more 
fi nancial resources in Europe and North America to go toward 
war preparations. In Britain, he put the spotlight on the buffoon-
ish anti-immigrant politician and former cabinet member Boris 
Johnson, suggesting he’d make “a great prime minister.”

And in a nod to the rhetoric of neo-Nazis and white national-
ists across the continent – as well as in the US – he lamented how 
Europe was “losing its culture” because of immigrants: a call to 
“Make Europe Great Again”.
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Dutton stirs racism

Peter Dutton has insisted that Australia grant special 
consideration to white South African farmers, via 
the provision of fast-tracked refugee visas. His com-
ments showed obvious racism as he declared they 
“need help from a civilised country like ours”.

This is in response to an alleged spate of racist mur-
ders specifi cally targeting white farmers. In order to fully 
understand the implications of this, we should look at 
the facts.

Racist murders?
The media panic over the white farmers began 

on fringe, far-right white supremacist websites, as 
thoroughly documented by Jason Wilson in the UK 
Guardian. The panic is based on the claim that white 
South African farmers are being specifi cally targeted due 
to their race. 

This claim is unfounded. Dutton’s own department 
admitted as much when it rejected a white South African 
farmer’s request for asylum on the grounds that “that the 
vast majority of crimes against whites are not racially 
motivated” but are instead perpetrated for “fi nancial 
gain”.

The documentary record appears to corroborate his 
department’s fi ndings. The Institute of Security Studies, 
which analyses South African crime data, reported that 
“people went to farms to steal, motivated by greed”. 
There is no evidence to back up the claim that farm 
attackers were motivated by race-hatred.

There is no denying that violent crime is a serious 
issue in South Africa. But available evidence demon-
strates that all South Africans are at risk; indeed, young 
black men in townships are at far greater risk of being 
murdered than white farmers. The fact that Dutton advo-
cates for refugee visas for white South Africans but not 

black South Africans is just proof of Dutton’s game: stir-
ring up racism for votes.

Dutton on white South Africans 
vs Dutton on Rohingyas

Hundreds of thousands of Rohingya people have 
been living in squalid camps after fl eeing direct, military-
backed massacres in Burma. Médecins Sans Frontières 
estimates that 6,700 Rohingya, including approximately 
700 children, were killed in the month-long period after 
the 2017 renewal of violence. Amnesty International 
reports multiple cases where the Burmese military raped 
women and girls as part their campaign. The United 
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, Zeid 
Ra’ad al-Hussein, described the violence as a “textbook 
example of ethnic cleansing”.

What is Dutton’s response to this? Not mere silence, 
but action against Rohingya. As part of Dutton’s refu-
gee policies, Australia has been attempting to return 
Rohingya asylum seekers on Manus Island and Nauru to 
Burma, where they face the full horror of genocide. There 
has been no initiative by any government minister to set 
up a special refugee intake for these people desperately 
in need of help.

Unite and fight against racism
The Refugee Action Coalition supports the right of 

any person to come to Australia and seek asylum. Any 
person at risk of persecution deserves all the protection 
this country can give. This is why we’re standing fi rm 
and opposing any attempt by Dutton and his cronies to 
bend the rules and preference one group of people over 
another, based solely on the colour of their skin, the lan-
guage they speak or the religion they follow. 

Politics in the Pub Perth
presents

Politics after Hiroshima 
6-8 pm Thursday August 9
43 Below Bar and Restaurant 

(43 Barrack Street Cnr Hay Street Mall)

Guest speakers:
Adrian Glamorgan: Sustainability Advocate, Peace Activist and Presenter of RTR Community Radio show Understory.

Aaron Beardsell: CPA WA & youth activist.

Chaired by Dr Christopher Crouch.

Food and drink on sale at reasonable prices. Free entry.
For more information contact: 0419 812 872 cpaperth@gmail.com
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Claude Mostowik

When Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull 
spoke of “Australian jobs, Australian 
ingenuity and Australian technology”, 
he announced that Australia wants to be 
among the 10 big arms manufacturers and 
traders in the world. It seemed like another 
version of the old mantra of “jobs and 
growth”. Jobs and growth – great! But we 
must ask at what cost? At what price? We 
must ask why resort to this form of trade, 
especially when recently our car industry 
was shut down. 

The cost of trading in arms manufacture is 
to facilitate suffering, bloodshed and destruc-
tion in so many ways. Does this feed our addic-
tion to all things military? Does it display an 
incongruent set of values that would lead to 
exacerbating extreme heat, drought and famine 
by not addressing climate change and promot-
ing renewable energy?

Very few of the so-called “pro-life” reli-
gious leaders – congregational leaders or 
bishops – seem to have made a comment or 
condemned this move. It seems that ordinary 
decent people are more outraged at this move 
by our government. Other than Pope Francis, 
no world leader seems to have consistently 
called for the elimination of the arms trade.

In June 2017 Pope Francis said, “It is an 
absurd contradiction to speak of peace, to 
negotiate peace, and at the same time, promote 
or permit the arms trade. Is this war or that war 
really a war to solve problems or is it a com-
mercial war for selling weapons in illegal trade 
and so that the merchants of death get rich? 
Let us put an end to this situation. Let us pray 
all together that national leaders may fi rmly 
commit themselves to ending the arms trade 
which victimises so many innocent people.”

In 2015 Pope Francis took aim at the 
power of the arms industry when he lambasted 
it as “the industry of death”, saying that many 
powerful people do not want peace because 
they live off wars – people making money by 
producing and selling weapons. 

The government’s values seem to be 
clearly twisted. It has failed to fully support 
the renewables industry that could export clean 
energy to the world. Indeed, it has done every-
thing it can to oppose it.

What values is the government espousing? 
It does not seem to be promoting wellbeing, 
life and peace, but death and misery, violence 

and destruction. To underscore this, the gov-
ernment has cut humanitarian aid that enhances 
people’s lives to the lowest level in our history 
and is prepared to become a major weapons 
manufacturer and exporter.

It is clear now that one reason the govern-
ment did not acknowledge the home-grown 
ICAN (International Campaign to Abolish 
Nuclear Weapons) Nobel Peace Prize, or con-
gratulate the organisation, was that it would 
have been seen as inconsistent in the light of 
recent statements to boost the arms trade in this 
country. At the heart of this is the old question: 
is it about people or about profi ts?

The arms trade does not work to bring 
about peace but destruction of people, destruc-
tion of sentient life, infrastructure and the envi-
ronment. It does not contribute to the wellbeing 
of people. It does not build schools and hospi-
tals. It does not build roads and railways that 
serve ordinary people. It is not just another 
form of trade like the car industry or other 
manufacturing industry.

It is inconceivable that we could seriously 

talk of peace whilst relying on this trade for our 
security, whether physical or economic. As one 
writer to a newspaper said, the Prime Minister 
is prostituting this country to join these “mer-
chants of death” in countries fi lled with con-
fl icts of interest and unable to participate as 
“solid global citizens”.

Let us remember that the one purpose of 
arms is to kill and destroy – to kill people who 
are created in the image and likeness of God. 
Australia must, if it wants to be a solid world 
citizen, take the lead and say no to weapon 
manufacture. The Department of Immigration 
used to have a poster in their waiting rooms, 
“People are our business”, whilst people sitting 
there waited anxiously for a positive review 
of their cases. They did not always feel that 
sentiment.

Australia has treated asylum seekers abom-
inably for many years yet we have partici-
pated, and will continue to, in causing people 
to escape from places of war and confl ict, such 
as Afghanistan, Iran and Syria, and then punish 
them for seeking security.

Australia has compromised human rights 
standards in its treatment of asylum seek-
ers who arrive by boat. It has compromised 
those standards in its silence on the treat-
ment of the Rohingya people. It has compro-
mised those standards in its military support 
of the Philippine regime knowing full well that 
over 12,000 murders, including human rights 
defenders, have been carried out by death 
squads.

How can Australia, with its seat on the UN 
Human Rights Council, speak up on human 
rights abuses perpetrated by governments it is 
trading with?

It is time for religious leaders of all kinds, 
individually and in unison, to condemn this 
proposal. It may also be an opportunity to ask 
the question: what real problems are we trying 
to solve by embarking more and more in this 
form of trade?
Source: Adelaide Voices March/May 2018
Beacon 
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Richard Titelius

Today in Australia more than 40 percent 
of workers are on insecure work arrange-
ments meaning they are on short-term, 
casual or fi xed term contracts of employ-
ment. However, like education and health 
care the right to work is also a human 
right, which all should enjoy, as it is the 
door through which other benefi ts of soci-
ety are available to people. On July 19, 
the Communist party of Australia (WA 
Branch) held a Politics in the Pub attended 
by over 40 people to present the case for the 
right to work and invite discussion follow-
ing the listed speakers.

The fi rst speaker, Lisa Thornton, a full 
employment advocate, spoke about the con-
cept of a Job Guarantee which would replace 
the dole. Allied with the concept of the Job 
Guarantee she put forward the notion that the 
government can never become insolvent as it 
is both a currency issuer and a currency user. 
Governments are supposed to serve the inter-
ests of the people but end up serving special 
interests of those who provide fi nancial support 
for their election or re-election.

Governments serve the interests of capi-
tal. One of the aims capital pursues is to keep 
down the cost of labour by ensuring that a 
large reserve army of the unemployed exists, 
thus reducing the power of the organised 
working class. Thornton said the high levels 
of unemployment and insecure work arrange-
ments are  government policy, and it mattered 
little if it was a Liberal or Labor govern-
ment as both principally serve the interests 
of capital.

We used to have a policy of full employ-
ment in Australia until to 1975 and the ALP 
government of Gough Whitlam saw unem-
ployment at 1-2 percent. Earning a living or 
social wage allowed workers access to enough 
income to live a decent life and have access 
to social services. When the dole fi rst started 
it was a signifi cant portion of what people 
had enjoyed as a living wage. People gener-
ally were not on the dole very long and did not 
have to suffer the overbearing “mutual obliga-
tions” which workers endure today to be able 
to receive unemployment benefi ts.

Thornton envisaged that a Job Guarantee 
would ensure everyone would have a job 
and the floor price for the cost of labour 
would be set at the minimum wage. The Job 
Guarantee would replace unemployment ben-
efi ts. Government funded jobs would be a 
“buffer stock” of meaningful work. She saw 
a Job Guarantee as a better than a Universal 
Basic Income and better than the unemploy-
ment benefi t which is less than the minimum 
wage. Job start programs and similar do not 
provide meaningful work and end up punish-
ing the unemployed worker for the fault of a 
capitalist system in crisis.

Thornton said that those concerned about 
how to fund the Job Guarantee should note that 
the government gives large amounts of corpo-
rate welfare to its mates and misses out on a lot 
of revenue by enabling corporations to avoid 
paying their fair share of tax and, in many 
cases, no tax at all. 

Workers want to enjoy a reasonable mate-
rial existence. Currently personal debt and 

bankruptcies have reached the highest levels 
since the Global Financial Crisis of 2008. 

Having a job contributes to wellness con-
cluded Thornton, while not having a job con-
tributes to mental health problems, suicides 
and domestic violence – the levels of the latter 
being highest where there are high levels of 
unemployment and inequality.

The second speaker was Alastair Leith, a 
volunteer work for Sustainable Energy Now 
(SEN), who has always been in casualised 
work and seen long periods of unemployment.

Leith believed a large number of qual-
ity jobs could be created in Australia through 
a movement from non-renewable energy to 
renewables. Leith said that government and 
society needed to address concerns about a 
lack of job security and its consequences.

The jobs tied up in fossil fuels were often 
of a low level in an unsustainable industry on 
its way out. Leith said there was a lot of capac-
ity to employ people in the renewable energy 
sector as a sustainable industry and one with 
a signifi cant growth potential. The jobs are in 
the construction, maintenance, installation and 
operating renewable energy projects.

The state needs to demonstrate a commit-
ment and invest in retraining mining workers 
in locations such as Collie and the establish-
ment of new industries could be set up to 
employ these workers. Leith added, “It was 
an abrogation of a government’s responsibil-
ity not to present an alternative to outdated 
technologies”.

The final speaker was Owen Bennett, 
National President of Australian Unemployed 
Workers Union (AUWU) who was in Perth to 
present a workshop for the unemployed about 
how to deal with the government’s attack on 
unemployed workers.

Bennett described how government pun-
ishes unemployed workers in an effort to push 
the problem of high levels of structural unem-
ployment onto the working class itself – in 
effect punishing the unemployed for being 
unable to fi nd a job.

The task is made diffi cult in today’s glo-
balised capitalist world where capital chases 
the cheapest source of labour which is often 
offshore. While capital is to blame for creating 
2.8 million super-exploited workers on casual, 
fi xed term and temporary contracts it was also, 
said Bennett, the failure of the working class 
to continue to push the government to pursue a 
policy of full employment.

However, the decline in secure employ-
ment together with the bureaucracy created for 
the unemployed to look for work, “has created 
a dynamic where workers will do anything to 
get good paid work” – including at times losing 
their class consciousness. Bennett was critical 
of the ACTU’s, Change the Rules campaign 
which he said, “Misses the mark.”

Bureaucracy once administered by 
Centrelink has been outsourced to private pro-
viders. A levy demerit points system has been 
applied to those looking for work. The con-
tracting out of the job search program, said 

Bennett, amounted to “a privatised system of 
parole offi cers,” hounding unemployed work-
ers for private profi t.

Bennett said the privatised system of job 
search was the second biggest government 
procurement contract, second only to defence. 
The system of punishing workers with demerit 
points which are then used by the government 
to deduct payments from the benefi ts of the 
unemployed has escalated from 12,000 pen-
alty points in 1989 to over 2 million points last 
year!

The AUWU was encouraging workers to 
resist the cruel taking away of points and the 
taking away of appeal rights through a Dump 
your Demerits campaign. See www.unem-
ployedworkersunion.com/dumpyourdemerits 
for full details of your rights and step by step 
instructions.

The Communist Party of Australia thanks 
the speakers for providing their perspectives 
on unemployed workers and the government 
attacks on these vulnerable workers. It supports 
AUWU’s campaign to empower the unem-
ployed to resist these brutal attacks. As noted 
by CPA Central Committee member Elizabeth 
Hulm who chaired the meeting, “Workers 
in work and workers unable to secure work 
belong to the same class and must support each 
other in the struggle against the exploitative 
and destructive forces of capital.” 

The Right to Work

Owen Bennett, National President of Australian Unemployed Workers Union, speaks at the gathering.

Power of gaming lobby challenged
Victoria’s Darebin City Council 
has joined with four other 
councils and The Alliance for 
Gambling Reform on the steps of 
State Parliament in a united call 
for the next Victorian government 
to embrace meaningful gambling 
reform.

The fi ve mayors joined with 
Alliance spokesman and direc-
tor Tim Costello, who welcomed 
the unprecedented commitment of 
local government leaders to the vital 
community cause of addressing 
Australia’s world record levels of 
gambling harm.

“Successive Victorian govern-
ments have been intimidated by a 
ruthless industry and become reli-
ant on the easy money of gambling 
taxes but Mayor Le Cerf and the 
City of Darebin are saying this has 
got to stop,” Costello said.

“Councils are at the coal face 
of gambling harm and are not con-
fl icted by the tax revenue or intimi-
dated by an industry which has 
exerted way too much power over 
our major political parties, leaving 
Australia with the largest per capita 
gambling losses in the world.”

Costello said “the next Victorian 

Parliament must show some spine 
and heart” and address the issue 
to prevent the needless suicides, 
family violence, bankruptcy and 
fraud, which fl ows when $2.7 bil-
lion a year is ripped from the com-
munity through addictive poker 
machines in suburban pubs and 
clubs.

City of Darebin recently pro-
posed a motion to the Municipal 
Association of Victoria State 
Council calling on Vision Super 
to investigate divesting its shares 
in Woolworths if it doesn’t dra-
matically change its business to no 

longer be the world’s biggest subur-
ban poker machine operator; it takes 
$670 million a year from Victorian 
gamblers alone. Darebin Council 
also resolved to assist all local clubs 
and community groups divest them-
selves from support from poker 
machines.

Darebin Mayor Kim Le Cerf 
said, “The community harms from 
poker machines greatly outweigh 
any perceived benefi ts. The unten-
able situation is highlighted by 
AFL clubs now starting to eliminate 
these highly dangerous and addic-
tive machines. In Darebin, poker 

machines strip $81 million per year, 
mostly from our disadvantaged 
neighbourhoods. They are respon-
sible for growing levels of inter-
generational poverty that both major 
parties continue to ignore.

“As community leaders we want 
reform. We call on the State gov-
ernment and opposition parties to 
commit to $1 maximum bets, clamp 
down on losses disguised as wins 
and reduce venue opening hours.”

The Darebin community 
lost $81 million in 12 venues in 
2016-17. 
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The Queensland government is 
set to introduce draft legislation 
into the state’s Parliament that 
would decriminalise abortion and 
allow women to safely access the 
procedure.

The reform would remove abor-
tion from the state’s Criminal Code, 
in place since 1899, which stipu-
lates any woman who illegally has 
an abortion in Queensland can be 
sent to prison for up to seven years, 
and that anyone who unlawfully per-
forms an abortion can be jailed for 
up to 14 years.

The draft legislation entered 
Parliament last month ahead of 
debate in October, with the Labor 
government signalling it will give its 
MPs a conscience vote on the issue.

Under the proposed laws, preg-
nancies will be allowed to be ter-
minated in the fi rst 22 weeks, and 
thereafter with the permission of two 
doctors.

Other clauses include doctors 
being able to object to performing 
the procedures on moral grounds, 
while a 150-metre safe access zone 
will be implemented around abor-
tion clinics to block protesters from 
approaching entrances.

If the new Bill passes through 
Parliament, abortion will no longer 
carry the threat of jail time and 
instead be considered a health issue.

The overhauling of abortion 
laws was triggered by a Queensland 
Law Reform Commission (QLRC) 
review, which recommended legal-
ising the procedure in Queensland.

Abortion in Australia is sub-
ject to state law, with every other 
state bar New South Wales having 
removed abortion from its Criminal 
Code.

The Queensland Nurses and 
Midwives’ Union (QNMU) made a 
submission to the QLRC review that 
stated women should have access 
to legal and safe abortion, counsel-
ling services before and following 
a termination, and information and 
services to support adoption or main-
taining a pregnancy.

It has also recommended the 
Queensland government, together 
with the federal Department of 
Health, implement a broad female 
sexual and reproductive health strat-
egy that includes access to education, 
services and counselling.

Following last  month’s 
announcement, the QNMU backed 

the Queensland government’s deci-
sion to legalise abortion, with branch 
secretary Beth Mohle agreeing the 
draft legislation would support the 
health and wellbeing of women 
across the state and protect those 
who performed and assisted in the 
procedure.

“The QNMU believes women 
should have access to legal and safe 
abortion and that the legalisation or 
regulation will help reduce harm to 
the individual and those who per-
form or assist with the procedure,” 
Mohle said.

Mohle acknowledged a range 
of views existed on whether abor-
tion was ethically acceptable and 
asked members to respect the union’s 
position.

“We ask that those with a differ-
ent view also respect ours.”

Queensland’s historic move was 
welcomed by the Human Rights Law 
Centre, which said the development 
offered an opportunity to bring the 
state’s abortion laws in line with 
“contemporary medical standards” 
and “modern community values”.

The not-for-profi t organisation 
protects and promotes human rights 
in Australia and pointed to polling in 

Queensland in 2017 showing more 
than 80 percent of people supported 
a woman having the right to termi-
nate her pregnancy in consultation 
with a medical professional.

“It’s absolutely shameful that 
in 2018 a woman and her doctor 
can still be imprisoned for seeking 
a safe medical procedure,” Adrianne 

Walters, a Senior Lawyer at the 
Human Rights Law Centre said.

“Criminalising abortion just 
causes confusion and fear. It forces 
women to travel interstate or risk 
unsafe clandestine abortions. The 
law should support all people to 
make the best possible medical deci-
sion for their health.” 

Decriminalising abortion

Australia’s shame over offshore detention
In late 2014, paediatric clinical nurse con-
sultant Alanna Maycock spent fi ve days 
on Nauru providing healthcare to asylum 
seekers in detention. She encountered 
dreadful incidents including the rape of a 
mother, a guard assaulting a father of a 
child she was caring for, and a six-year-old 
girl attempting to hang herself with fence 
ties.

Back home, Alanna felt compelled to 
speak out about the horrors she witnessed by 
exposing the Australian government’s off-
shore detention policy and how it was damag-
ing the health of refugees, especially children.

“I looked into the eyes of those chil-
dren and I made them a promise. I said that I 
would do everything I can do to try sort out 
their situation and help. That lives with you. 
I don’t want those memories to fade. I don’t 
want them to go because we need to keep 
reminding the public how serious this is.”

Health professionals who brought to 
light the problems on Manus Island and 
Nauru faced the prospect of up to two years’ 
jail time when the Australian Border Force 

Act, widely condemned by groups includ-
ing the Australian Nursing and Midwifery 
Association, came into force in July 2015 to 
silence the reality experienced at detention 
centres.

Unperturbed, Alanna was the sole nurse 
among a collective of 40 health workers and 
humanitarian staff, both former and current 
workers at Australia’s offshore detention cen-
tres, who released an open letter defying the 
government’s new law and instead emphasis-
ing the absence of adequate child protection 
and legal obligation to report abuse.

Several years on Alanna, who works at 
a Refugee Clinic at Sydney’s The Children’s 
Hospital at Westmead, said it is appalling 
Australia’s offshore detention of refugees 
continues.

According to Alanna, 150 children remain 
in detention on Nauru and open to harm.

She labels the government’s inaction on 
the contentious issue as “shameful”.

“I cannot believe that I went to Nauru in 
2014 and I’m here four years later in 2018 
and the children are still there,” she says. 

“Some of the children have been born there 
and some of the children have been in off-
shore detention camps for over fi ve years of 
their life.

“There’s some very unwell children and 
families on Nauru that we know about and 
we are living in a society where it’s okay for 
bureaucrats to override the decisions of doc-
tors and nurses and that’s very scary.”

Alanna lifted the lid on Australia’s off-
shore detention policy when speaking at the 
annual Women in the World Summit in New 
York last year, an event that included Hillary 
Clinton and Scarlett Johansson as speakers.

Despite inroads, Alanna believes the issue 
often fails to generate the mainstream atten-
tion and concern it deserves. “More than any-
thing else we want to create awareness of how 
damaging this [offshore detention] is to indi-
viduals,” she said.

“There’s a certain degree of apathy but 
I think it [the lack of attention] is purely 
because our public are really uninformed. The 
message is just not out there. It’s out of sight 
out of mind.”

One of the latest public demonstrations 
against offshore detention involved a march 
in Sydney titled Detention Harms Health initi-
ated by medical students and geared at health 
professionals.

The medical students were inspired to 
take action after hearing Alanna deliver a lec-
ture on the issue at the University of Sydney 
last year.

Held at Hyde Park, the march included 
speeches from health and legal profession-
als discussing the implications of the gov-
ernment’s policy, as well as a venture to 
Cockatoo Island to visit to the affecting 
Ai-Wei-Wei installation featuring a boat full 
of refugees representing the global crisis.

Alanna said the event refl ected the need to 
continue to raise awareness about the issue.

“They [the medical students] are young 
people. They’re the people that we need to 
inspire and they’re voices that we need to 
listen to. If we galvanise the support of our 
young then we really can inspire change.” 

Keeping the legacy of Gayle Woodford alive
Associate Professor Sue Lenthall 
was waiting to board a plane at 
Sydney Airport when news fi l-
tered through that the body of her 
friend and colleague, remote area 
nurse Gayle Woodford, had been 
found in a shallow grave.

The nurse on duty at the health 
clinic in the remote South Australian 
town of Fregon, went missing days 
earlier and breaking information 
pointed to her being abducted, raped 
and murdered by known criminal 
Dudley Davey, since sentenced to 
life imprisonment with a non-parole 
period of 32 years.

“I just lost it a bit,” Lenthall 
recalls of coming to grips with the 
heart-breaking news. “It hit me 
pretty hard. I think it hit many people 
very hard. I found it fairly hard to 
cope with at fi rst.”

A push for better protection 
for remote area nurses by abolish-
ing single nurse posts and requiring 
two people on after-hours call outs, 

dubbed “Gayle’s Law”, grew fol-
lowing the tragedy, with legislation 
fi nally passed in South Australia’s 
Parliament late last year.

However, Sue Lenthall is among 
many safety advocates who believe 
the law must extend nationally to 
ensure the protection of the entire 
remote health workforce.

Director of the Katherine 
Campus at Flinders University in 
the Northern Territory, Lenthall 
worked clinically as a RAN in the 
’80s before moving into academia, 
particularly research exploring issues 
facing remote area nurses.

One of her unit’s recent research 
projects focused on reducing occu-
pational stress among the RAN 
workforce.

“We found most remote area 
nurses were pretty stressed, tired, 
took a lot less hours off for illness 
or mental health issues and other 
nurses worked a lot more hours 
probably because it’s so hard to take 

a day off sick when you’re out there 
in a small community with a small 
staff.”

Initiatives to improve safety 
following Gayle’s death have 
included a Remote Area Workforce 
and Security Project released by 
professional body CRANAplus
outlining national safety guide-
lines, plus a suite of resources like 
risk assessment tools and training 
materials.

Similarly, it became mandatory 
that remote area nurses working in 
the Northern Territory be accompa-
nied by a second responder, ideally 
a local community member, when 
attending after-hours callouts.

Sue Lenthall suggests the intro-
duction of second responders in 
some areas has caused unintended 
predicaments, with some nurses still 
unsure about which callouts to attend 
and which to refuse.

“It always needs to be a balance 
but now with the cost of a second 

responder there is more pressure on 
nurses not to attend callouts, which 
could have negative outcomes.”

Lenthall, who appeared on the 
ABC’s Australian Story episode ear-
lier this year that chronicled Gayle’s 
fi nal days, remembers the 56-year-
old as a highly qualifi ed remote area 
nurse leader who loved her job and 
the Fregon community she worked 
in and called home.

“She was one of those that are 
passionate,” she says.

Two years on from Gayle’s 
death, Associate Professor Lenthall 
expresses mixed views on subse-
quent media coverage and political 
attention, pointing out that while 
safety is improving, it shouldn’t 
have taken “a really good remote 
area nurse to be killed” to spark 
action.

“There’s still quite a lot of anger 
out there [in the workforce] because 
for a lot of people they’ve had their 
own near misses. When Gayle was 

killed, I think many people thought 
‘That could have been me’. It’s 
been a ridiculous situation really 
that nurses go on callout at night in 
remote communities on their own.”

Despite the strengthening 
of safety among the workforce, 
Lenthall says it is important not to 
let the issue fall off the agenda as 
time goes on.

One piece of Gayle’s legacy 
begun in late 2016, when 
CRANAplus and the Centre for 
Remote Health joined to estab-
lish the Gayle Woodford Memorial 
Scholarship, which covers course 
fees for the Graduate Certifi cate in 
Remote Health Practice, offered 
through Flinders University, where 
Gayle studied.

“I’m glad we’ve done some 
things,” Sue Lenthall says.

“When you lose someone 
you don’t want that person to be 
forgotten.” 
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Letter of Luis Ignacio Lula da Silva to the Brazilian People

The hour of truth is coming
For almost three months I have been 
unjustly imprisoned, without committing 
any crime. I have been unable to travel 
the country I love, bringing the message of 
hope for a better and more just Brazil, with 
opportunities for all, as I have always done 
in 45 years of public life.

I have been deprived of living daily with 
my children, my grandchildren, my great-
granddaughter, my friends and companions. 
But I have no doubt that the real reason they 
put me here is to prevent me from sharing with 
my big family; the Brazilian people. This is 
what distresses me the most, because I know 
that outside, every day more and more fami-
lies are going backward to living in the streets, 
abandoned by the state that should be protect-
ing them.

From where I am, I want to renew the 
message of faith I have in Brazil and in our 
people. Together, we have been able to over-
come diffi cult times, serious economic, politi-
cal and social crises. In my government, we 
were able to overcome hunger, unemployment, 
recession, and the enormous pressures of inter-
national capital and its representatives in the 
country. Together, we have reduced the age-
old disease of social inequality that marked 
Brazil’s formation including the genocide of 
the indigenous, the slavery of Black people and 
the exploitation of the workers of the city and 
the countryside.

Fight injustice
We steadily fought injustice. With our 

heads held high we have come to be consid-
ered the most optimistic people in the world. 
We have deepened our democracy and we have 
gained international prominence with the cre-
ation of UNASUR, CELAC, BRICS and our 
solidarity with African countries. Our voice 
was heard in the G8 and in the most important 
world forums.

I am sure we can rebuild this country and 
dream again of being a great nation. That’s 
what keeps me fi ghting.

I cannot be content with the suffering of 
the poorest and the punishment that is falling 
on our working class, just as I am not settled 
with my situation.

Those who accused me in Lava Jato know 
that they lied, because I never owned it, never 
had possession, never spent one night in such a 
Guarujá apartment.

Those who condemned me, Sérgio Moro 
and the TRF-4 judges, know that they set up 
a judicial farce to arrest me because I dem-
onstrated my innocence in the case and they 
failed to present proof of the crime that they 
accuse me of.

To this day I ask myself, where is the 
proof?

I was not treated by the prosecutors of 
Lava Jato, Moro and TRF-4 as a citizen equal 
to others. I have always been treated as an 
enemy.

I do not cultivate hatred or rancour, but 
I doubt my tormentors can sleep with a clear 
conscience.

Against all injustices, I have the consti-
tutional right to appeal in freedom, but this 
right has been denied to me so far for the sole 
reason being that my name is Luiz Inácio Lula 
da Silva.

That is why I consider myself a political 
prisoner in my own country.

Without crime
When it became clear that they were going 

to take me by force, without crime or evidence, 
I decided to stay in Brazil and face my execu-
tioners. I know my place in history and I know 
the place reserved for those who today perse-
cute me. I am sure that Justice will make the 
truth prevail.

In the caravans I did recently in Brazil, 
I saw hope in people’s eyes. And I have also 
seen the anguish of those who are suffer-
ing from the return of hunger, unemploy-
ment, malnutrition, school dropout, rights 
robbed of workers, and the destruction of the 

constitutionally guaranteed social inclusion 
policies now denied in practice.

I am again a candidate for the Presidency 
of the Republic to help end the suffering of the 
people.

I take on this mission because I have a 
great responsibility with Brazil and because 
the Brazilians have the right to vote freely in 
a project which stands for more solidarity, a 
more just and sovereign country, and persever-
ing the project of Latin American integration.

I am a candidate because I sincerely 
believe that the Electoral Court will maintain 
consistency with its precedents of jurispru-
dence since 2002, not bowing to the blackmail 
of the exception only to hurt my right and the 
right of voters to cast their ballots for who best 
represents them.

I have had many candidacies in my career, 
but this one is different; this one is the commit-
ment of my life. Those who had the privilege 
of seeing Brazil advance on behalf of the poor-
est, after centuries of exclusion and abandon-
ment, cannot be omitted at the most diffi cult 
time for our people.

Hope and strength
I know that my candidacy represents hope, 

and we will take it to the fi nal conclusion, 
because we have the strength of the people on 
our side.

We have the right to dream again, after the 
nightmare that was imposed on us by the 2016 
coup.

They lied to overthrow President Dilma 
Rousseff who was legitimately elected. They 
lied that the country would improve if the 
PT quit the government; that there would be 
more jobs and more development. They lied 
to impose the program defeated at the polls in 
2014. They lied to destroy the project of eradi-
cating the misery that we put in place from my 
government. They lied so they could deliver the 
national wealth to the holders of economic and 
fi nancial power, in a scandalous betrayal of the 
people that had been manifested in 2002, 2006, 
2010 and 2014, in a clear and unequivocal way.

The hour of truth is coming.
I want to be president of Brazil again 

because I have already proved that it is possi-
ble to build a better Brazil for our people. We 
prove that the country can grow for the benefi t 
of all when the government places the workers 
and the poorest in the spotlight and does not 
become a slave to the interests of the rich and 
powerful. And we prove that only by the inclu-
sion of millions of poor people can we make 
the economy grow and recover.

We rule for the people and not for the 
market. It is the opposite of what the govern-
ment of our opponents do, who are at the serv-
ice of fi nanciers and multinationals, which 
has abolished the historic rights of workers, 
reduced real wages, cut off investments in 
health and education, and is destroying pro-
grams like Bolsa Familia, Minha Home My 
Life, Pronaf, Luz Para Todos, Prouni and Fies, 
among many of the actions aimed at social 
justice.

Behind the coup
I dream of being president of Brazil to end 

the suffering of those who do not have more 
money to buy the gas canister, who use wood 
for cooking or worse, use alcohol and become 
victims of serious accidents and burns. This 
is one of the cruellest setbacks caused by 
Petrobras’ policy of destruction and national 
sovereignty, led by PSDB supporters who 
backed the 2016 coup.

Petrobrás was not created to generate 
gains for Wall Street speculators in New York, 
but to ensure oil self-suffi ciency in Brazil at 
prices compatible with the popular economy. 
Petrobrás has to be Brazilian again. You can be 
certain that we are going to end this history of 
selling its assets. It will no longer be hostage 
to the multinational oil corporations. It will 
once again play a strategic role in the country’s 
development, including in directing resources 
to education; our passport for the future.

You can also be sure that we will prevent 
the privatisation of Eletrobrás, Banco do Brasil 
and Caixa, the weakening of BNDES and all 
the instruments available to the country to pro-
mote development and social welfare.

I dream of being the president of a coun-
try where the judges pay more attention to the 
Constitution and less to the newspaper’s head-
lines. Where rule of law is the rule, without 
measures of exception.

I dream of a country where democracy 
prevails over media monopoly, prejudice and 
discrimination.

I dream of being the president of a coun-
try where everyone has rights and nobody has 
privileges.

A country where everyone can have three 
meals a day again; where children can attend 
school and where everyone has the right to 
work with living wages and the protection of 
the law. A country in which every rural worker 
has access to land again to produce, with fi nan-
cial and technical assistance.

Peace and friendship
A country where people will once again 

have confi dence in the present and hope for the 
future. And for this very reason to be respected 
internationally, to promote Latin American 
integration and cooperation with Africa, and 
to exercise a sovereign position in the interna-
tional dialogues on trade and the environment 
and for peace and friendship among people.

We know the way to fulfi l these dreams. 
Today it goes through the holding of free and 
democratic elections, with the participation of 
all political forces, with no rules of exception 
to prevent just one candidate.

Only then will we have a government with 
legitimacy to face the great challenges, which 
can dialogue with all sectors of the nation 
backed by the popular vote. It is to this mis-
sion that I propose to accept the presidential 
candidacy by the Workers’ Party.

We have already shown that it is possible to 
make a government of national pacifi cation, in 
which Brazil will walk to meet the Brazilians, 
especially the poorest and the workers.

I created a government where the poor 
were included in the country’s budget, with 
more income distribution and less hunger; 
with more health and less child mortality; 
with more respect and affirmation of the 
rights of women, of blacks and of diversity, 
and with less violence; with more education 
at all levels and fewer children out of school; 
with more access to universities and technical 
education and fewer young people excluded 
from the future; with more popular housing 
and fewer occupancy confl icts in the cities; 
with more settlements and land distribution 
and fewer confl icts of occupation in the coun-
tryside; with more respect for the indigenous 
populations, with more salary gains and guar-
antee of the rights of the workers, with more 
dialogue with the unions, social movements 

Luis Ignacio Lula da Silva.
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and business organisations and less social 
confl icts.

Government of the people
It was a time of peace and prosperity, as we 

have never had before in history.
I believe, from the bottom of my heart, that 

Brazil can be happy again. And it can advance 
much more than what we conquered together, 
when the government was of the people.

In order to achieve this goal, we must unite 
the democratic forces of all Brazil, respecting 
the autonomy of the parties and the move-
ments, but always having as reference a more 
unifi ed and fairer project of our country that 
will rescue the dignity and hope of our people. 
I’m sure we’ll be together at the end of this 
walk.

From where I am, receiving the solidarity 
and energies that are coming from all corners 
of Brazil and the world, I can assure you that I 
will continue working to transform our dreams 
into reality. And so I am preparing, with faith 
in God and a lot of confi dence, for the day of 
meeting with the beloved Brazilian people.

The only way that such meeting will not 
happen is if I am not alive.

See you very soon my people
Long live Brazil! Long live Democracy! 

Long live the Brazilian people!
Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva

Curitiba, June 8, 2018

Ali Abunimah

An operative of Israel’s global censorship 
campaign has admitted to exaggerating 
claims of anti-Semitism in order to engineer 
crackdowns on supporters of Palestinian 
rights. In the latest instance, Benjamin 
Weinthal has apparently succeeded in per-
suading PayPal to close down the account 
of the French online publication Agence 
Media Palestine.

This constitutes censorship as it denies 
journalists the means to raise money for their 
work and retaliates against them for ideas they 
express. Agence Media Palestine says it is con-
sidering legal action.

Weinthal presents his efforts as reportage 
for The Jerusalem Post on the actions of com-
panies like PayPal, but what he really does is 
instigate crackdowns by feeding information – 
by his own admission distorted – about those 
he is targeting.

Weinthal is a “research fellow” at the 
Foundation for the Defence of Democracies, an 
American neo-conservative group that works 
closely with the Israeli government, and which 
has attempted to smear the boycott, divestment 
and sanctions movement for Palestinian rights 
as linked to Hamas and Iran.

In a 2016 conversation about Israel lobby 
activities taking place in Europe, revealed here 
for the fi rst time, Weinthal described how he 
persuades politicians to crack down on those he 
claims are anti-Semitic because of their criti-
cisms of Israel.

“You have to exaggerate to get these 
ideas across, because they don’t understand 
what contemporary anti-Semitism is, many of 
them,” Weinthal explained. While admitting 
that such smear tactics are a necessary part 
of his work, Weinthal took credit for getting 
journalists Max Blumenthal and David Sheen 
banned from the Bundestag, the German parlia-
ment, in 2014.

Weinthal described how he sent “mate-
rial” to German Green Party politician Volker 
Beck smearing Blumenthal – who is Jewish – 
as being like Horst Mahler, a former left-wing 
activist who became a Nazi.

Weinthal also described how he has con-
tacted PayPal and banks that provide services 
to civil society and human rights groups in 
order to pressure them to close accounts.

He said that his work targets civic groups 
across France, Germany and Austria.

PayPal censorship
Agence Media Palestine is a website that 

publishes articles on Palestine in French, many 
translated from sources in other languages, 
including The Electronic Intifada.

The supporters it lists include prominent 
fi gures in France, such as the late author and 
concentration camp survivor Stéphane Hessel, 
Israeli fi lmmaker Eyal Sivan and human rights 
activist Mireille Fanon-Mendès France.

On July 12, Agence Media Palestine 
received an email from PayPal’s Brand Risk 
Management department stating: “We have 
recently reviewed your usage of PayPal’s 

services, as refl ected in our records and on your 
website www.agencemediapalestine.fr. Due to 
the nature of your activities, we have chosen to 
discontinue service to you in accordance with 
PayPal’s User Agreement.”

The email gives no details of any alleged 
violations of PayPal’s terms of use for its serv-
ice that allows people around the world to con-
veniently and inexpensively send money to one 
another.

Due to its market dominance, there are few 
alternatives to PayPal. That makes life espe-
cially diffi cult for Palestinians in the occupied 
West Bank and Gaza Strip, who, unlike Israeli 
settlers, are given no access to the company’s 
services.

It also makes life diffi cult for journalists or 
activists in other countries who fi nd themselves 
targets of the company’s arbitrary actions. On 
July 16, Agence Media Palestine replied to 
PayPal asserting that “We are a French NGO 
[nongovernmental organisation], duly regis-
tered in France, based in Paris, acting within 
French society in strict accordance with French 
laws and regulations.”

The publication asked PayPal to “explain 
clearly which activity you object to, and on 
which legal basis.” PayPal has not replied.

In a further response to PayPal seen by The 
Electronic Intifada, Agence Media Palestine 
accuses the company of an “arbitrary act,” 
adding it could “not ignore the links between 
PayPal and the extreme right-wing propagan-
dist Benjamin Weinthal.”

Agence Media Palestine said that unless 
PayPal justifies its action, the publication 
“reserves the right to take legal action.”

The publication added that it may mount an 
“information campaign about this discrimina-
tory act for the benefi t of a state that has just 
passed an apartheid law,” referring to Israel’s 
recent constitutional law elevating the rights 
of Jews above those of other citizens (see last 
week’s Guardian).

In response to an inquiry from The 
Electronic Intifada, a PayPal spokesperson 
stated in an email: “We do not provide infor-
mation on account status per company policy.”

“PayPal regularly assesses activity against 
our Acceptable Use Policy and carefully 
review accounts, closing those that violate our 
policies,” the spokesperson added.

The company provided no details of the 
alleged violations leading to the shutdown of 
Agence Media Palestine’s account.

PayPal’s action is reminiscent of crack-
downs on political speech and independent 
journalism, especially left-wing and Palestine-
focused publications, by other Silicon Valley 
giants such as Facebook and Google.

Weinthal plays ignorant
About an hour after it received the July 

12 email from PayPal saying that its account 
had been shut down, Agence Media Palestine 
was emailed by Benjamin Weinthal, using his 
Jerusalem Post reporter persona. “Your organi-
sation lists PayPal as a donation method, but 
the payment is blocked,” Weinthal stated.

“Did PayPal close your account? If so, 

what was the reason for the closure?” Weinthal 
asked, feigning ignorance about a matter he 
had evidently played a key role in instigating. 
“Is your account in violation of France’s anti-
discrimination law?”

Weinthal did not respond to a request for 
comment from The Electronic Intifada.

In an article published the following day, 
Weinthal cites unnamed “legal experts” to 
claim that organisations that support the boy-
cott, divestment and sanctions movement are 
“in violation of the Lellouche Law, which 
makes it illegal to target Israelis based on their 
national origin.”

He made the same claim in January after 
PayPal shut down the account of the campaign 
group Association France Palestine Solidarité.

Yet efforts by Israel and anonymous “legal 
experts” to interpret French law to ban speech 
or activism supporting Palestinian rights and 
BDS have no basis. These efforts amount to 
bullying and censorship, as even European 
Union leaders recognise.

BDS advocacy is legal
In 2016, the European Commission, the 

executive branch of the EU, affirmed that 
“BDS actions” in its member states are pro-
tected as “freedom of expression and free-
dom of association in line with the Charter of 
Fundamental Rights of the European Union.”

Federica Mogherini, the EU’s foreign 
policy chief, recently reaffi rmed that position 
in what the newspaper Haaretz described as 
a “personal, sharply worded letter” to Israel’s 
strategic affairs minister Gilad Erdan. Erdan’s 
ministry leads Israel’s global effort to thwart 
activism in support of Palestinian rights.

Mogherini’s letter pushed back at Israel’s 
“vague and unsubstantiated” allegations in a 
report published by Erdan’s ministry accus-
ing the EU of fi nancing terrorism and boy-
cott activities against Israel through non-profi t 
organisations.

“Allegations of the EU supporting incite-
ment or terror are unfounded and unaccepta-
ble,” Mogherini stated. “The title of the report 
itself is also inopportune and misleading; it 
mixes terrorism with the boycott issue and it 
creates unacceptable confusion in the public 
eye regarding these two distinct phenomena.”

Attempting to smear BDS activists as asso-
ciated with “terrorism” has been a key tactic of 
the Foundation for Defence of Democracies, 
the group that works with the Israeli govern-
ment and with which Weinthal is affi liated.

While the EU itself opposes boycotts 
against Israel, Mogherini affi rmed that “simply 
because an organisation or individual is related 
to the BDS movement does not mean that this 
entity is involved in incitement to commit ille-
gal acts, nor that it renders itself ineligible for 
EU funding.”

The EU offi cial confi rmed once again that 
such advocacy is protected speech.

Why then is PayPal helping Israel and its 
surrogates to silence supporters of Palestinian 
rights?
The Electronic Intifada 

PayPal’s 
Israel lobby
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WT Whitney

Obsessive media focus on 
President Trump’s personal inde-
cencies undoubtedly contributes 
to important news stories not 
seeing the light of day. In that 
regard, it’s no wonder the US 
public is generally unaware of US 
military interventions in parts of 
the world, particularly in Latin 
America. That way, US imperial 
excess gets a pass.

Political ramifi cations would be 
more likely if stories like two recent 
good examples from Argentina 
were known about. One of them is 
a warm-up to the other, which is the 
main show here.

On July 12, a Hercules C-130 
US military transport plane landed 
at a military base near Buenos Aires 
with at least eight US Special Forces 
troops on board, along with “arms, 
explosives, and head gear.” They 
will be preparing 40 police offi cers 
from Argentina’s “Special Group for 
Federal Operations” to take charge 
of security for a two-day meeting of 
the G-20 group of wealthy nations 
set for Buenos Aires beginning on 
November 30. Argentina and Brazil 
are the only Latin American mem-
bers of the G-20 group.

The US government will pay 
most of the US$1.5 million cost of 
the training project. The US soldiers 
belong to the “Special Operations 
Command” of the US Southern 
Command. They’ll be in the country 
until August 3.

Argentina’s Law 25.880 requires 
that the government seek congres-
sional approval for the entry of for-
eign troops. That did not happen 
with these US soldiers. A govern-
ment spokesperson emphasised that 
they will “be strengthening relations 
and ties of friendship between both 
countries.”

As acolytes of the market econ-
omy and expropriators of natural 
resources, the two nations enjoy an 
affi nity, which is oxygen for a US 
project underway now in Neuquén. 
That southwestern city of 340,000 
people is the largest in Argentina’s 
Patagonia region.

A coalition known variously 
as the “Multi-Sectorial [Group] 
for Territorial Sovereignty,” or the 
“Multi-Sectorial for No to Yankee 
Bases” held a meeting in Neuquén 
on June 27. The organisation is made 
up of 60 labour, political, and social 
organisations. Spokesperson Marcela 
Escobar informed the local press the 
meeting was about “the imminent 
installation of a US base in Neuquén 
[which was being] presented deceit-
fully as something humanitarian.”

The new base, said Escobar, is 
“at the side of the Northern Highway, 
next to the international airport and 
the Petroleum Route, the road to 
Vaca Muerta (Dead Cow).”

Vaca Muerta, it must be 
explained, is an expanse of 11,583 
square miles extending across sev-
eral provinces in the Pampas. 
Underground deposits there of shale 
oil and shale gas are huge. The US 
Energy Information Administration 
explains: “Argentina has world-class 
shale gas and shale oil potential – 
possibly the most prospective outside 
of North America – primarily within 
the Neuquén Basin. Significant 
exploration programs and early-stage 
commercial production are underway 
in the Neuquén Basin by Apache, 
EOG, ExxonMobil, TOTAL, YPF, 
and smaller companies.”

According to Buenos Aires’s 
Clarín newspaper, “Global invest-
ment in the unique [Vaca Muerta] 
deposits will exceed US$100 billion 
in equipment and structures over the 
next 10 years. US companies will be 
providing most of that money.” It’s 
by no means accidental, therefore, 
that a US base is being constructed 
in such a place, and in an area too, 
one adds, with large aquifers of fresh 
water.

The base will cost US$2 mil-
lion. US embassy spokespersons 

say American troops will be helping 
out with natural disasters. Provincial 
officials, however, identify the 
installation as a “military base.” 
The Southern Command was to 
have established a base in Neuquén 
in 2012, but held off in the face of 
protests against a base proposed for 
Chaco province.

Argentina’s government is 
transferring troops to the Neuquén 
area where, according to a military 
spokesperson, they “will ... be able to 
move immediately in case of even-
tual confl ict in the region, especially 
in the petroleum zone.”

Marcela Escobar’s June 27 meet-
ing and her group’s subsequent press 
conference concerned their demon-
stration opposing the Neuquén base 
that took place on July 9, which is 
Argentina’s Independence Day. 
According to a report, “labour union 
representatives, opposition politi-
cal parties, and social organisations 
gathered at a monument to liberation 
hero San Martin and then travelled 
on the Northern Highway to the loca-
tion of the new civil defence centre 
that the US Southern Command has 
donated.”

A document was circulated 
saying that, “Today there’s nothing 
to celebrate. ... We are met in the 
place where the national and pro-
vincial governments are about to 

install a US military base.” Speakers 
rejected the supposed “humanitar-
ian” objectives of the base, because 
“these can change and the base is 
ready to be fully activated in the 
event of uprisings by workers and 
people who may want to reclaim for 
themselves the production of [natu-
ral] gas and petroleum.”

Maria Ortega of the House of 
Friendship with Cuba reminded 
fellow demonstrators that the United 
States “invades countries to over-
throw their governments, and desta-
bilises governments that are for the 
people.” Indigenous leader Jorge 
Nahuel declared, “We know the 
United States has interests through 
its corporations and petroleum mul-
tinationals they need to protect. ...
[But] they know too that people are 
mobilised and they need to contain 
that reaction ... and killings don’t 
matter to them.”

Other US bases are on the way 
in Argentina. One in Misiones, in the 
North near the “Triple Border” with 
Brazil and Paraguay, is programmed 
to combat narco-traffi cking and ter-
rorism. Another will be in Ushuaia in 
Tierra del Fuego. Scientifi c purposes 
are spoken of. There’s a proposal 
for yet another in Jujuy province, 
in the country’s extreme northwest 
where massive deposits of lithium 
are located.

Very likely the role of US bases, 
at least in Latin America, is to make 
real the US concept of mobilising 
national alliances to serve US pur-
poses. That strategy was evident at a 
gathering of regional military forces 
in November 2017 at Tabatinga, 
Brazil, near the convergence of three 
nations’ borders. Speculation at the 
time had it that the training exercises 
were directed toward possible mili-
tary action against Venezuela.

Possible scenarios for Neuquén 
include these: a political movement 
cropping up in neighbouring Chile 
led by a latter-day Salvador Allende, 
Indigenous rebellions nearby or 
across borders, and oil-worker 
unionists taking on old ideas of 
national independence and regional 
solidarity.

The potential exists for violent 
confrontations. Eventually, per-
haps, the reasons why local activists, 
bystanders, and minders of corpo-
rate interests might die in such cir-
cumstances will be unacceptable in 
the United States. The US citizenry, 
hardly anti-imperialist, might lose 
heart at the deaths of loved ones in 
the Argentine Pampas. Someday they 
may even reject their civilisation’s 
addiction, no matter the toll, to fossil 
fuels as drivers of production.
People’s World 

Argentina’s new US base

Anti-war sentiment in the US during the Vietnam war.
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Solidarity response to Greek fi res
Kevin Ovenden

ATHENS: Grief but also anger 
gripped Greece as the death toll 
from the worst wildfi res for over 
a decade reached 80, with scores 
more still missing. The govern-
ment declared three days of 
national mourning as the scale 
of the devastation in the Rafi na 
seaside resort area just 20 miles 
north-east of Athens city centre 
became apparent.

Over 1,500 homes have been 
destroyed in Monday’s wildfi re that 
ripped through the forest.

There were long lines at the 
major hospitals in response to an 
appeal for blood donations. In 

neighbouring Turkey, the health 
workers’ association in Istanbul 
contacted counterparts in Athens 
with offers of direct assistance. 
Among the rescuers of 700 people 
who fl ed into the sea to escape 
the fi res were Egyptian immigrant 
fi shermen.

Greek Prime Minister Alexis 
Tsipras described the fi re as “uncon-
ventional” or “asymmetric.” It was 
the term used by his conservative 
predecessor Costas Karamanlis 
about a previous blaze in 2007.

Now as then, the implication is 
that the nation is under attack, as 
in asymmetric warfare, and must, 
therefore, suppress all political divi-
sion and unite.

“But this is a blatant politicisa-
tion,” says one retired fi refi ghter.

“Some government offi cials are 
suggesting that arson is responsible 
in a plot to destabilise the country, 
but there is no evidence of that.”

Trade unions and the parties of 
the left are pointing to the impact of 
privatisation and austerity on fatally 
weakening the country’s infrastruc-
ture, from water and forest manage-
ment to the fi re service.

Speaking in parliament today, 
Dimitris Koutsoumpas, general sec-
retary of the Communist Party of 
Greece, warned that the “national 
mourning…should not be an excuse 
to cover up the great responsibil-
ity of governments, including this 

government, over time” for the run-
ning down of infrastructure and 
rescue services, and for the lack of 
regulation on property developers.

The fi re service budget was 
€500 million in 2007. This year, it is 
just €397 million. Nine of the coun-
try’s aging Canadair fi refi ghting 
planes are grounded due to lack of 
parts, says one pilot from northern 
Greece.

Meanwhile, 700 fi refi ght-
ers have been seconded from the 
national force to serve the 14 now 
privatized airports under the deal 
that sold them off to the German 
company Fraport.

It has become clear today 
also that there was no emergency 

evacuation plan for the Rafi na area, 
where there have been decades of 
unregulated building by developers.

Questions were mounting 
alongside demands for the immedi-
ate re-housing of those who have 
lost everything.

In response, Tsipras said: “The 
whys and wherefores” would be 
investigated “when the time is 
right.”

For many, including survivors 
of the nightmare inferno, that time 
is now.
Morning Star 
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Greg Shupak

News media outlets frequently 
present outbreaks of large-scale 
violence in Palestine-Israel in 
terms of “Israel’s right to defend 
itself.” This narrative says that 
whatever Israel may be guilty 
of, the state is justifi ed in using 
military force to respond to 
Palestinian attacks.

But such media narratives about 
Israel’s “right to defend itself” mis-
lead readers by ignoring the perma-
nent violence of Israel’s colonisation 
of Palestine and the aggressive pur-
suit of ethnic supremacy that this 
colonisation entails.

The Israeli state was founded by 
massacring and ethnically cleansing 
Palestinians. Since Israel was cre-
ated, it has repeatedly massacred 
Palestinians and Arabs in other coun-
tries, particularly Lebanon.

News outlets are not telling 
an accurate story when they frame 
Palestine-Israel in terms of “Israel’s 
right to defend itself.” The state 
cannot be seen as defending itself 
when it has carried out the most 
frequent and most deadly killings 
in the history of its relations with 
Palestinians and Arabs in neighbour-
ing countries.

The untenable narrative that 
describes Israel’s use of force as a 
just form of “self-defence” against 
the threat of Palestinian violence 
elides the ways in which the entire 
Zionist project, which long predates 
the existence of Israel as a state, has 
involved violently subjugating the 
Palestinians.

In a 2012 article in the Journal 
of Palestine Studies, Israeli historian 
Avi Shlaim fi nds that “violence was 
implicit in Zionism from the begin-
ning, that the Arab-Israeli confl ict 
was an inescapable consequence 
of the Zionist program” because 
“Zionism sought to create a Jewish 
state in a land that was already 
inhabited by another people.”

Shlaim’s research indicates that 
“since the 1920s the Zionist move-
ment has had a clear strategy for 
dealing with the Arabs – the strategy 
of relying on military power in order 
to achieve its political ends,” which 
is known as “the strategy of the iron 
wall.”

Because the Israeli state and its 
forerunners in the Zionist movement 
have pursued their aims through the 
perpetual use of violence against 
Palestinians, Palestinians by defi ni-
tion cannot initiate violence against 
Israel. That means that the idea of 
“Israeli self-defence” is a logical 
impossibility.

Maximum Arabs on 
minimum land

Darryl Li, a former human rights 
worker in Gaza and researcher with 
Human Rights Watch now at the 
University of Chicago, similarly 
describes the Zionist enterprise as 
“the creation, maintenance, with 
(when possible) the expansion of 
a state for the Jewish people” that, 
when it is faced with opposition from 
the Indigenous non-Jewish popula-
tion, “produces a well-known long-
standing operational mantra guiding 
Zionist settlement and annexation 
policies: maximum land, minimum 
Arabs.”

“When circumstances pro-
hibit Israel from pushing natives 
beyond the territory it controls, this 
dictum produces a corollary: maxi-
mum Arabs on minimum land,” Li 
states in an article in the Journal of 
Palestine Studies in 2006.

Pursuing the largest possible 
amount of land and the fewest pos-
sible number of Arabs has entailed 
forcibly taking Palestinian land 
while separating Palestinians from 
each other and preventing them from 
having a viable, independent society.

In 1970, Israel began creating 
a “Greater Jerusalem” by redraw-
ing the boundaries of the city to 

include Jewish-only settlements and 
by restricting the natural growth of 
Palestinian neighbourhoods in East 
Jerusalem. Three years later the 
Israeli state legally mandated a 74.5-
25.5 demographic advantage for 
Jewish people in Jerusalem.

It is prohibitively diffi cult for a 
Palestinian to get a building permit 
because these are very expensive and 
because they are not granted in areas 
with infrastructure shortages, which 
is an Israeli-created problem in many 
Palestinian neighbourhoods.

Because these Palestinian homes 
are deemed illegal, Israel has a pre-
text for demolishing them. It is 
seriously misleading to cast a state 
that bulldozes houses and takes 
land at gunpoint as acting in self-
defence against the people being 
dispossessed.

On the West Bank, vast areas 
have been effectively annexed to 
Israel through the wall and through 
the expansion of settlements and 
their infrastructure so that now 
Palestinians cannot access a near 
majority of West Bank lands for res-
idential or economic use.

Such walls are built, Li explains, 
because Israel’s notion of “security” 
is inherently expansive: security of 
the Jewish population demands that 
Palestinian movement be control-
led and that Palestinians be kept 
away from Jews. Securing this 
arrangement requires putting those 
Palestinians behind a wall. And such 
a wall in turn demands its own pro-
tection. The ideal way to secure a 
barrier is through a vacant “buffer 
zone.”

In Gaza, creating buffer zones 
has meant forcibly emptying the 
spaces in which they have been cre-
ated of Palestinians, their houses, 
and their agriculture.

According to scholar Sara Roy in 
her 2006 essay “Economic Siege and 
Political Isolation: The Gaza Strip in 
the Second Intifada,” the years of 
the second intifada saw an intensi-
fication of Israel’s closure policy 
as well as the destruction of physi-
cal resources – such as homes, busi-
nesses, public buildings, factories, 

electricity infrastructure, vehicles, 
roads, schools, clinics, waste dis-
posal and sanitation systems, water 
supply networks, telecommunica-
tions equipment, and agriculture, 
land, crops and infrastructure.

All  of  which depleted 
Palestinians’ capital stock and immo-
bilised the population, leaving the 
local economy dramatically eroded 
and their access to work, food, hous-
ing and other necessities severely 
undermined.

Acts of war
In these ways, Israeli violence 

against Palestinians is manifest 
not only in its immediate physical 
impact on Palestinian persons but in 
its consequences for their capacity to 
have a society in which they develop 
an economy and social services.

Furthermore, Roy points out that 
both the redeployment from Gaza in 
2005 and the Oslo negotiations proc-
ess in the mid-1990s serve Israel’s 
goals of maintaining “full control 
– both direct and indirect – over 
all Palestinian lands and resources; 
... securing, to the extent possible, 
demographic separation with the 
Palestinians, and thereby guarantee-
ing a Jewish majority within Israel 
... and insuring that if a Palestinian 
state is declared, it will be weak, 
diminished, and highly dependent 
on Israel.”

Moreover, military sieges of 
the sort imposed on Gaza are acts 
of war. In 2006, when Hamas won 
the Palestinian legislative elections, 
a senior Israeli official said that 
Israel’s planned response “is to put 
the Palestinians on a diet, but not to 
make them die of hunger.”

Israeli health offi cials calculated 
the minimum number of calories 
needed by Gaza’s then 1.5 million 
inhabitants to avoid malnutrition 
and translated them into the number 
of truckloads of food Israel was sup-
posed to allow in each day. They 
said Israel should allow 170 trucks 
per day but only an average of 67 per 
day entered compared to more than 
400 trucks before the blockade was 
enacted.

Christian Cardon, then head of 
the Red Cross’ Gaza offi ce, said in 
April 2014 that Palestinians in Gaza 
face one of the highest unemploy-
ment rates in the world, “poverty, 
chronic fuel shortages and a scarcity 
of materials and equipment, which 
adversely affects health, water, san-
itation and electricity infrastruc-
tures.” Cardon added that “in 2013 
the Gazan gross domestic product 
fell by around three percent and is 
still below 1990s levels. In fact, the 
real average daily wage was lower in 
2013 than it was in the 1990s.”

He noted that “the limits on the 
importation of affordable medical 
necessities ... have created additional 
medium and long-term strain on an 
already fragile healthcare system. 
Many medical items, drugs and dis-
posables have decreased in availa-
bility by up to 35 percent since June 
2013.” Thus, Cardon said: “The per-
vasive restrictions on the movement 
of people for medical, educational 
and economic purposes should be 
eased.”

Because the blockade is enforced 
militarily, Israel is effectively 
making war against Palestinians as 
long as the blockade is in place. Thus 
the Palestinians cannot be said to be 
initiating violence while they are 
being besieged and no action Israel 
takes against Palestinians can be 
understood as defensive as long as a 
siege is in place.

These salient features of 
Palestine-Israel demonstrate that 
narratives about Israel exercising its 
legitimate “right to defend itself ” are 
misguided. In effect every aspect of 
Israeli policy toward Palestinians is 
undergirded by violence or its threat.

The record above indicates that 
a more accurate version of the story 
of Palestine-Israel would describe 
how the Palestinians have been 
violently colonised. Yet nothing in 
my research indicates that conven-
tional British and American media 
want their audiences to think of the 
Palestinians as people, families and 
communities with a right to defend 
themselves.
The Electronic Intifada 
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Murderous “self-defence”
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Organise!
I have been a unionist since the 
age of 14: in the AWU on a sheep 
stud in 1963. In 1967 I was a job 
delegate at John Lysaught’s Port 
Kembla; FIA, job delegate relief 
organiser FIA in BHP 1976-82, 
job delegate LHMU 1984-88. 

Worked with the South Coast 
Labour Council from 1993-2000 
in many rolls.

I have just fi nished rereading the 
Shearers War 1891. Page 147 stood 
out and so did a lot of the bibliog-
raphy. Nothing has changed since 
1891 till now except workers’ wages 
and conditions have stagnated since 
1984, thanks to the Hawke/Keating 
government.

In 1996 Howard, Costello, and 
Reith carried on Hawke’s work for 
the employers. Rudd and Gillard 
Labor kept up with the attack on 
workers with so called Fair Work 
Commission.

It is clear the parliamentary party 
created by workers (ALP) is no longer 
working for workers. We unionist 

must go back and start over again. 
Reading both the shearers strike and 
the Seamen’s-Wharfi es’ strikes of the 
1890s gives food for thought.

We need to organise and stand 
union candidates, not a party that has 
sold out to the employers.

Allan Hamilton
Western New South Wales 

Branch

Your health 
alternative
Why centralise the personal data 
of all Australians, which is the 
government’s aim? 

There are special bracelets and 
pendants available in pharmacies 

with a small paper fold-up inside the 
locket on which medical information 
such as a heart condition or diabetes, 
medications, allergies and so on can 
be written.

These are worn on the body and 
are readily visible in an emergency. 
At the same time it is not at risk of 
data breaches, cybercrime or iden-
tity theft.

Another possibility would be to 
store medical records on a USB stick 
or some other pocket size device that 
the patient carries on them, so they 
really control who accesses it and 
who they present it to for the addi-
tion of data.

Such a device could have sec-
tions where the information is stored 
in accordance with who might be 

given access. This could have an 
unsecured section listing practition-
ers and hospitals visited, medica-
tions, allergies, immunisations.

To make this secure, it would be 
necessary to download off a compu-
ter when it is offl ine.

Smart phones have a section for 
health information and also who to 
contact in emergencies. This is usu-
ally the fi rst place that paramedics 
look. Again the patient can be in full 
control of what is put on that section.

This raises concerns about the 
security of their phones which can 
be hacked and storage in the cloud. 
There are no hackers or clouds when 
it comes to pieces of paper.

T Southern
Brisbane

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

I have been writing Culture and Life for 
more years than I care to remember. It is a 
very satisfying activity, especially when – as 
is often the case – readers of this paper 
appear to actually appreciate or enjoy 
reading what I have written. I have, how-
ever, reached an impasse. Let me explain 
my predicament to you.

My wife and I are in our seventies. We are 
members of that unfortunate group that is so 
common these days, the “self-funded retirees”. 
Capitalists, for all their faults, are not stupid. 
They know there is no material benefit to 
them if the governments they control provide 
elderly or invalid working class people with 
decent pensions. So they keep those pensions 
at a level so low the recipients are forced to 
live in poverty. (Unlike the pensions politicians 
or corporate CEOs pay themselves, of course.)

Capitalist governments quite a few years 
ago promoted to workers the idea that if they 
put their savings into investments they could 
avoid “pensioner poverty” by paying for their 
own high-level superannuation. Those same 
governments made this more attractive by then 
decreeing that people with signifi cant savings 
and other fi nancial assets were ineligible for 

the old-age pension paid by the government 
from taxes (which those same people had con-
tributed to during their working lives).

Even if you gave all your assets away, you 
still had to wait fi ve years before you could 
claim the pension. It was fund your own retire-
ment or starve.

My wife and I do not live in luxury, by any 
means. We live in a very modest, run-down 
fi bro cottage on a tiny two-acre property at the 
end of a country lane near Wyong, on the NSW 
Central Coast. In compensation, the rural set-
ting is very pretty, there are lots of birds and 
wallabies and plenty of room for us and our 
dogs and cats – and my cocky – to live simply 
(very simply) but nevertheless satisfyingly.

The fl y in the ointment, however, is the fact 
that the modest investments that just manage to 
sustain us and pay for such essentials as food 
and petrol and allow me to continue writing 
Culture and Life and my other bits and pieces 
will run out in a couple of years. Certainly in 
less than three. This is an alarming prospect, 
for although the old age pension is unquestion-
ably meagre, it is undeniably better than noth-
ing. And nothing is what we are looking at over 
the intervening couple of years between the 

expiry of our self-funded super and the obtain-
ing of the pension.

Of course, as everyone battling to survive 
on the old age pension knows, it is a constant 
struggle and is hardly calculated to be condu-
cive to supporting one in continuing to write 
for the Guardian. The prospect actually gives 
my wife nightmares, for we will probably have 
to relocate from the country to (probably) a 
unit in town and dispose of the animals that 
have been a central part of our lives for 50 
years or so.  Apart from our animals, we also 
have our collection of thousands of books pres-
ently stacked in stationery cabinets and numer-
ous boxes all over our house (and the garage 
and the shed).

There are very few second-hand bookshops 
left. Even many op-shops no longer accept 
them. It’s tragic, but when two large and long 
established second-hand bookshops closed not 
long ago on the Central Coast, their stock could 
not be given away, let alone sold. Truckloads 
of books were sent to the tip. We neither of us 
want to see our book collection, the work of 
decades to accumulate, end up like that.

What I would like to see is for some gen-
erous soul to give my wife and me an infusion 

of funds that would not only tide us over the 
incomeless period but would allow me to put 
into effect some modifi cations to our property.

A relatively modest extension would make 
it possible to turn our book collection into a 
proper reference library for there are substan-
tial sections already covering Soviet litera-
ture (in English), the classics of English and 
American literature, classics of European lit-
erature (in English), Soviet history, American 
and European history, politics (Philosophy and 
Political Economy), biography, and various 
other sections too numerous to list.

I see this as a valuable resource for the 
future, possibly enabling and certainly serving 
residential schools as well as supporting those 
of us engaged in writing on world history and 
culture (if the working class doesn’t act to pre-
serve our culture, who will?).

If you have already been toying with the 
idea of making a substantial gift to the Party, 
I can only say you should go ahead with 
that. 

A personal appeal from the writer

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Rob Gowland at the CPA National Congress in 2013.
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Chauncey K Robinson

SAN DIEGO: Comic Con 
International: San Diego (SDCC) 
brought together close to 300,000 
attendees in the city to celebrate, 
debate, and discuss all things per-
taining to popular culture, enter-
tainment, and art. A main theme 
throughout the four-day con-
vention dealt with diversity and 
inclusion. One panel, “Women 
Rocking Hollywood 2018: Female 
Filmmakers, Pilot Projects, and 
Paving the way to Parity,” sought 
to celebrate exceptional women 
directors, while addressing the 
continued hardship and discrimi-
nation women fi lmmakers face on 
the job.

Panellists included women direc-
tors, Lesli Linka Glatter (Homeland, 
The Walking Dead), Kat Candler 
(Queen Sugar, 12 Monkeys), Patricia 
Cardoso (Queen Sugar, Real Women 
Have Curves), Rosemary Rodriguez 
(Cagney & Lacey, Jessica Jones, 
The Walking Dead), Patricia 
Riggen (The 33, Jack Ryan), exec-
utive director of Women in Film: 
LA, Kirsten Schaffer, and Emmy-
winning actress and director Regina 
King. The panel was moderated by 
Leslie Combemale of Cinema Siren. 
Each panellist talked about her cur-
rent work and the continued strug-
gle not only when on the job, but the 
diffi culty of getting employed as a 
woman director.

Although there have been strides 
when it comes to women directors, 
and representation of women both in 
front of and behind the camera over-
all, recent studies have shown that 
major disparities still exist.

An annual diversity survey found 
that the movie-making industry is 
no more diverse than it was close 
to a decade ago. The report con-
ducted by the University of Southern 
California’s Annenberg School for 
Communication and Journalism sur-
veyed close to 1,100 fi lms in the last 
decade, and found that only four per-
cent were directed by women. Added 
to this is the fact that women direc-
tors also seem to have shorter careers 
than their male counterparts.

The study found that 83.7 per-
cent of female directors often had 
trouble securing a job to direct a 
second project. Upward financial 
mobility is also harder for women 

fi lmmakers: The study found that 
many had a much harder time than 
their male counterparts in graduat-
ing from independent, low-budget 
features and television to higher-
grossing movies. The struggle for 
consistent job security was a factor 
echoed by the panel.

Queen Sugar show runner Kat 
Candler spoke to the expectations 
she had as a fi lm student compared 
to the reality she faced when look-
ing for work. “You think, ‘oh I got 
into Sundance – this is the holy grail 
of fi lm making – and the doors are 
just going to just fl y open.’ You think 
you’re going to get that three-pic-
ture deal. ... Then you start going 
into meetings [with companies] and 
then you’re told they love your work, 
and you’re a fantastic fi lmmaker, 
but that you need experience before 
they hire you. And this is repeated to 
you over and over again,” Candler 
said. Panellists pointed out that male 
directors are given opportunities at a 
higher rate than women despite their 
lack of previous experience.

Patricia Cardoza stated that it 
took her 15 years between direct-
ing the popular movie Real Women 
Have Curves before she was able 
to get another produced project. 
“It’s hard to make a living when 
you don’t work,” Cardoza said. “I 
was told that as a woman and as a 
minority I ‘checked two boxes’ and 
it should be easy to fi nd me work. 
Another fi ve years went by and noth-
ing,” the director explained. Cardoza 
announced that despite the strug-
gle for consistent work she will be 
directing episodes for the upcoming 
CW Network show In the Dark, and 
Netflix’s adaptation of Armistead 
Maupin’s novel series Tales from the 
City.

Star of the Netfl ix series Seven 
Seconds, Emmy award-winning 
actress Regina King is no stranger 
to being in front of the camera, but 
when she wanted to make the transi-
tion toward having more say behind 
the scenes with directing, she found 
that it was a harder gig to land. 
“Around the age of 35, although I 
loved to act, I realised I wanted to 
be involved in the entire production. 
Usually directors are men,” King 
pointed out.

She told a story of how she had 
to embellish her experience as a 
director in order to have the chance 

to do her fi rst directing project for 
singer Jaheim’s music video for his 
song “Finding My Way Back.” 

“Sometimes [as women] we feel 
like we need permission to do some-
thing,” King said. “Even with the 
long pauses between employment, 
you keep going because you have 
the desire and drive to tell the story,” 
she concluded.

“As women we get married to 
this idea that it’s hard for us, but we 
can [alleviate that] by supporting 
each other,” Rosemary Rodriguez 
chimed in. “I used to not have 
enough belief that my voice should 
be heard. Having confi dence means 
trusting yourself. You think [when 
you fi nally get a project] that it’ll 
be offer after offer, but it can still 
be hard,” she went further. “Take 
the blows, but don’t take no for an 
answer. This industry is so male 
dominated, so male dominated. 
That’s why we have to support each 
other and our work.”

Rodriguez announced that she is 

currently working on the Apple TV 
series Are You Sleeping, where for 
the fi rst time in her career she has 
both a female assistant director and 
female director of photography.

Patricia Riggen spoke on the 
importance of panels that featured 
women directors. “Growing up in 
Mexico I never got the opportunity 
to see women directors. I didn’t 
think they existed,” she said. Riggen, 
who will be directing episodes of 
Amazon’s big budget series Jack 
Ryan, told the story of an incident 
that happened to her this year while 
on set. “I was told recently by some-
one, ‘You know why you’re here? 
Because you’re a woman, and we’re 
resentful of that because women 
directors just aren’t good,’ they said 
to me,” Riggen detailed.

“This isn’t in my head, this dis-
crimination is real,” she emphasised. 
Highlighting the emergence of the 
#MeToo and #TimesUp campaigns, 
which brought to light the unequal 
power dynamics in Hollywood and 

abuse suffered by women in the 
industry, Riggen said, “We can’t 
let this movement be just a fashion 
trend of the year. We have to keep 
it going.”

Closing the panel, moderator 
Leslie Combemale gave advice to 
attendees on how they could join 
the fi ght against gender discrimina-
tion. “You all are part of this. What 
you watch matters. If you’re watch-
ing shows that never hire women, 
whether above or below the line, 
or don’t have representation that is 
diverse, stop watching those shows. 
Or make some noise about it. Watch 
shows that support women. You 
really have to support shows that 
have representation and support 
women.”

Riggen chimed in to finish, 
“Getting hired doesn’t end the strug-
gle. It doesn’t end the struggle that 
we [women] have to continue to 
prove ourselves and worth every 
single day.”
People’s World 
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The people scaling the very tall barbed-
wire fences that bedeck the Rio Grande and 
making their way across no-man’s-land 
land between Mexico and the US, hoping 
to fi nd work in the “land of the free”, are 
declared by the US President to be social 
misfi ts, criminals both petty and violent, 
the source of every undesirable national 
trait in the USA. He cultivates and per-
petuates a very comforting American social 
myth: that people trying to enter the USA 
do so because – and only because – they are 
envious and want to share in “the American 
dream”. 

People who live in the USA are suppos-
edly the fortunate of the world, and they are 
– also supposedly – the envy of the rest of the 
world. This fantasy is relentlessly drummed 
into Americans, so that they will overlook the 
depressing conditions under which so many of 
them – especially working class people – actu-
ally live. 

In New York, the country’s biggest city, 
constantly ballyhooed as the world’s most 
exciting city, ordinary Americans live in tiny 
apartments where the biggest things are the 
rats. They have to climb several fl ights of often 
putrid-smelling stairs to reach their front door, 
which they close and lock behind them before 
fi tting their iron “anti-intruder” bar in place 
so that their apartment is secure from the for-
cible home-invasions that are so common in 
America’s show-place city.

Elsewhere in the country, working class 
people too often live in blighted towns and 
cities from which industries have fl ed (to more 
profi table low-wage countries). Block after 
block of high rise apartments stand idle and 
decaying because the speculative property 
developers who built them cannot now offl oad 
them for an acceptable profi t but would rather 
they stood empty than hand them over to the 
poor and the homeless.

The abject failure of capitalism to solve 
America’s housing crisis is blatantly evident 
to anyone looking around at boarded up blocks 
of inner-city apartments surrounded on the out-
skirts of town by acres of the very poor living 
in trailer parks.

Violence is rife throughout the USA (an 
astonishing 30,000 gun deaths every year), and 
the overwhelmed police forces are obliged to 
function more like an army of occupation than 
an arm of the community.

Native Americans, African Americans, 
Asian Americans and immigrants from Europe 
have all been seriously exploited, ill-treated 
or killed at different times in America’s recent 
history, and with varying degrees of ferocity, 
leaving a legacy of racism that is very much 
still operational today.

Small wonder that the US ruling class is 
so determined to persuade the country’s less 
affl uent that contrary to the evidence of their 

own eyes, they are living in a society that is 
the envy of the world, in a country that has so 
many wonderful opportunities that the rest of 
the world wants desperately to live there too 
and will risk anything, even death, just for the 
chance to join them and live in the USA.

The US has for many decades been rec-
ognised as the leading capitalist country, the 
world’s economic and industrial powerhouse. 
This benefi cial position is now being chal-
lenged however. Industrial might has deci-
sively passed to China, while Russia and China 
together are seriously challenging US military 
superiority.

Capitalism, of course, is a system that 
requires the working class to join together to 
produce a country’s wealth but then to allow 
that wealth to be appropriated by a small 
minority of rich people who did not work to 
create it but nevertheless claim it “belongs” to 
them.

Americans are kept in ignorance of the real 
reason people from South and Central America 
take such risks to cross from Mexico to the 
USA: because US economic and military poli-
cies have made it impossible for them to con-
tinue living in their own countries.

The history of US relations with Central 

and South America is a sorry record of coups, 
assassinations and oppression that the US 
ruling class is at pains to keep from being 
too closely examined by its own populace, 
for – brought up as they are on a relentless 
diet of propaganda about “freedom” and 
human rights – they would be very unlikely 
to approve.

Instead, the USA’s belligerent, formidably 
one-sided policies towards the poorer coun-
tries of the rest of the Americas (policies that 
are rammed through with a combination of 
bullying and bribery) are portrayed publicly 
as “mutually benefi cial” trade agreements. 
But they are anything but “mutually benefi -
cial”. They are in fact specifi cally designed 
to increase the domination of US corpora-
tions over the economies of the rest of the 
continent.

US corporations, assisted by the capital-
ist elite in the various countries of South and 
Central America, have vigorously attempted 
to root out all publicly-owned enterprises 
as well as such other examples of “creeping 
Socialism” as co-operatives. Manuel Perez-
Rocha, an associate fellow at the USA’s 
Institute for Policy Studies, talking about the 
number of people seeking to enter the US 

from Central and South America, points out 
that “Unfettered free trade agreements, along 
with privatisation of public services, are at the 
centre of the issue.” He notes that “today’s 
immigration crisis started 24 years ago with 
the North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA), which lowered Mexican tariffs on 
agricultural imports, leading to a fl ood of cheap 
US corn and other basic food staples into the 
Mexican economy that forced millions of small 
Mexican farmers out of the market.

“Those farmers and their families had no 
choice but to migrate. This was the fi rst big 
wave of migration from Mexico.”

Then, a decade ago, the Central American 
Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA) applied “the 
same failed policies of destroying national 
small-scale production in favour of large cor-
porate-led agricultural-exporting schemes.” 

As if that was not enough, these failed 
economic policies have also made Mexico and 
Central America dependent on industries like 
mining that also push people off their lands.

First, the US government created the con-
ditions that lead to displacement and then it 
punishes those same families that have been 
displaced.

Capitalism: don’t you just love it? 
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The USA’s belligerent, formidably one-sided policies towards 
the poorer countries of the rest of the Americas are portrayed 

publicly as “mutually beneficial” trade agreements.


