
“Liable to 
imprisonment”
Anna Pha

Prime Minister Scott Morrison has wasted 
no time in taking up the Coalition’s offen-
sive against the trade union movement and 
execution of the class war. On Monday 
(September 3) he indicated he was discuss-
ing the deregistration of the construction 
and general division of the Construction, 
Forestry, Maritime, Mining and Energy 
Union (CFMMEU) with his Industrial 
Relations Minister Kelly O’Dwyer and 
other colleagues.

The Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission (ACCC) has joined the govern-
ment and Australian Building and Construction 
Commission (ABCC) in the attack on militant 
unions. The ACCC has laid criminal cartel 
charges against the Australian Capital Territory 
divisional branch of the union and its secretary 
Jason O’Mara.

If found guilty O’Mara faces up to 10 years 
in jail for the “crime” of legitimate trade union 
activity in defence of his members.

In the past the union has faced civil charges 
for cartel conduct, an offence carrying mon-
etary penalties. The laying of criminal charges 
is also provided for under the Act for “more 
serious offences.”

Cartel activity is usually thought of in 
terms of corporations fi xing petrol prices, rig-
ging bids for government contracts or making 
agreements on market sharing.

Large monopolies are not interested in gen-
uine competition which drives prices and hence 
profi ts down. Monopoly price fi xing in trans-
portation, packaging, communications, energy, 
banking and other critical areas of the economy 
affects the cost of almost everything that other 
capitalists produce, driving up the price of their 
inputs.

Hence the creation of such bodies as the 
ACCC [Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission] to curb the abuse of the power 
that comes with monopolisation when it hurts 
other big businesses.

“The CFMMEU and Mr O’Mara are each 
charged with attempting to induce suppliers 
of steel-fi xing services and scaffolding serv-
ices to reach cartel contracts, arrangements or 
understandings containing cartel provisions 
in relation to services provided to builders in 
the ACT in 2012 to 2013,” ACCC Chair Rod 
Sims said.

The charges arise out of the Heydon Royal 
Commission into trade unions.

The penalties for such “criminal” conduct 
by an individual are up to 10 years jail and for 
the union either up to $10 million per breach, 
or 10 percent of turnover.

In his report on the ACT branch of the 
CFMMEU, royal commissioner Dyson Heydon 
warned the union that “to assemble competi-
tors in a room, to stimulate a discussion about 
prices and costs, and to engage in a process of 
advising the competitors to charge a particular 
price is a very hazardous activity.”

“It is also very hazardous to advocate, 
encourage or insist that the competitors enter 
into identical agreements with a union. These 
are fundamentally anti-competitive practices,” 
Heydon said.

Drawing on information presented to the 
Royal Commission, Heydon also noted that 
companies with CFMMEU enterprise bar-
gaining agreements (EBA) “cannot compete 
with those that do not have CFMMEU EBAs, 
and that they expect co-operation from the 
CFMMEU in stamping out that competition.”

That gets to the crux of the matter. If the 
union is not legally allowed to push for uni-
formity across a project, then employers will 
be more reluctant than ever to negotiate an 
agreement that puts them at a disadvantage.

The ACCC is treating agreements by the 
employers to pay the same minimum as cartel 
activity under the Act. Yet, in the past when 
pattern bargaining across an industry was legal, 
it was common practice. It removes the disad-
vantages that employers experience who nego-
tiate union agreements and do the right thing 
by workers.

That is the whole aim of the application of 

the cartel provisions of the Act to a trade union 
and its offi cials, in particular, opting for crimi-
nal not civil charges which carry far heavier 
penalties.

If found guilty, O’Mara would also be dis-
qualifi ed from holding offi ce in a trade union.

Political weapon
In effect, these cartel provisions are yet 

another weapon being used to criminalise the 
negotiation of wages and conditions and the 
fi ght for jobs.

Unions ACT secretary Alex White 
described the charges as “politically 
motivated”.

“It is deeply disturbing and unprecedented 
for cartel laws to be used in a politically 
directed manner by the federal [government] 
against a union for legitimate bargaining,” 
White said.

Referring to the ACCC’s attack on the 
CFMMEU, its construction division national 
secretary, Dave Noonan said, “It was a massive 
waste of taxpayer’s money and a misuse of the 
regulator’s time on the government’s union-
bashing agenda.”

“Consumers would want to know why the 
ACCC is wasting its time on this sort of ide-
ological rubbish instead of petrol pricing and 
some of the other massive business rip-offs that 
we know are going on in the Australian econ-
omy,” Noonan said.

The fi rst mention of the charges before 

the ACT Magistrates Court is scheduled for 
September 27.

The Competition and Consumer Act 
requires any trial of such alleged criminal 
offences to proceed by way of indictment in 
the Federal Court of Australia or a state or ter-
ritory Supreme Court.

Back in 2015 the ACCC declared war on 
the country’s most militant unions. The former 
Turnbull government allocated an extra $2 mil-
lion for the ACCC to set up a special unit to 
investigate “cartel conduct, secondary boycotts 
and other anti-competitive behaviour involv-
ing construction industry participants, includ-
ing industry trade unions.”

The cartel provisions of the Act lay the 
basis for a race to the bottom in wages and 
working conditions, pitting worker against 
worker on construction sites and make it even 
more diffi cult to negotiate union agreements.

The real competition would be between 
workers.

Personal Payment Orders
In another serious development, also tar-

geting construction unions, a sitting of the 
full Federal Court has fi nalised the fi rst order 
banning a union from paying an official’s 
$19,500 fi ne. The fi ne relates to the interrup-
tion of a concrete pour in 2013 during the con-
struction of the Regional Rail Link Project in 
Melbourne.
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Last week a series of revelations about former Minister for 
Border Protection Peter Dutton followed his abortive attempt 
to take over as the nation’s Prime Minister.

Dutton has an obsessive commitment to the government’s 
appallingly ruthless immigration policy drafted by the new 
Prime Minister Scott Morrison, under which asylum seekers 
who attempt to arrive here by boat are subject to mandatory 
offshore incarceration.

Yet three years ago, against the advice of his senior staff, 
Dutton immediately and arbitrarily used his discretionary power 
to grant visas to two tourists who had breached the extremely 
strict immigration entry requirements.

In March Dutton denied he had shown any favouritism 
or that his decisions were based on personal acquaintances. 
However, information released last week revealed he granted 
the visas after he was approached in June 2015 by a former 
colleague in the Queensland Police force and in September that 
year by Callum McLachlan, a relative of Gillon MacLachlan 
who heads the Australian Football League and is the son of a 
big donor to the Liberal Party.

Dutton has tried (at an estimated cost to the taxpayer of 
$10,000) to block an application under Freedom of Information 
legislation for access to documents concerning the two cases. 
That’s typical of the secrecy with which the government’s bru-
tal asylum seeker policy is implemented. But that’s where the 
similarity ends.

Referring to his decision to grant the visas Dutton says: “As 
a discretionary and humanitarian act to an individual with 
ongoing needs it [was] in the interests of Australia to grant 
this person a tourist visa.” He noted in the case of one of the 
tourists who had previously breached her visa conditions that 
it was “a bit tough” to be expelling her, and that “There’s no 
criminal history ... she never overstayed the [current] visa [and 
she] hasn’t committed any offences ... .”

He also claimed “I apply the law equally.” Yet hundreds 
of asylum seekers who have committed no criminal offence 
have been exiled on remote foreign islands at the government’s 
request, often at great danger, for years on end with no future 
prospects and no conceivable hope of release.

Despite what the government says, these detainees are en-
titled to seek asylum here under international law to which 
Australia is a signatory.

There have been multiple attempts at suicide by detainees 
and frequent attacks on them by local residents on Nauru and 
Manus Island. Some asylum seeker children on Nauru are said 
to be withdrawing from social contact. Requests for urgent 
medical care in Australia for 12 children were rejected by the 
government

Dutton’s approach not only reeks of hypocrisy, it strongly 
indicates that racism is a primary motive. The two tourists were 
European and white, and Dutton drew international criticism 
when he suggested that white South African farmers in confl ict 
with black neighbours would be welcomed in Australia as a 
result of our commitment to offer asylum to people fl eeing per-
secution in their homelands.  He said “South African Farmers 
are the sort of migrants that we want to bring to this country. 
... [they would] easily integrate into our society.”

Yet in stark contrast he refuses to even talk to a former 
Australian Army offi cer who is trying to get the government 
to grant asylum to an Afghan interpreter, even though that 
individual is now in danger because he assisted the Australian 
Army in another war we’re fi ghting on behalf of the US.

As a result of action by the Greens, the Senate has referred 
Dutton’s exercise of ministerial power to its legal and consti-
tutional affairs references committee, which will release its 
report next week.

Dutton’s secrecy and dictatorial approach is now the hall-
mark of the new Morrison regime. Some female Coalition MPs 
have complained that during the Prime Ministership struggle 
they were bullied by Dutton’s backers to give him their vote; 
that behaviour is characteristic of the “new” government.

To paraphrase Dutton’s words, as a humanitarian act it is 
in Australia’s interest to release its offshore detainees from 
unjustifi ed detention. But it’s also in the nation’s interest for 
its people to make sure the Morrison government’s period in 
offi ce is the shortest in Australia’s political history.
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The decision is the fi rst to be 

handed down following a High 
Court ruling that held the courts had 
the power to prevent offi cials from 
receiving union money to pay their 
fi nes.

The aim, according to the court, 
was to show that “they cannot act 
in contravention of the Act know-
ing that union funds will always bale 
him, or them, out.”

“An order that a contravener 
must not seek or receive indemnity 
from his or her co-contravener ... 
assists in accomplishing the calcu-
lated level of sting or burden of the 
pecuniary penalty...,” the court said.

Victorian organiser, Joe Myles, 
has been given 90 days to make 
the payment. The boss’s police 
force, the Australian Building and 
Construction Commission (ABCC) 
pressed for 60 days and the union 
asked for 12 months.

The order prohibits Joe Miles 
from seeking or accepting money or 
any fi nancial benefi t from the union 
towards paying the penalty.

The Court did not mince words, 
accompanying the prohibition with a 
draconian penal notice warning the 
CFMMEU and Myles of the conse-
quences of refusing or neglecting to 
act within the time specifi ed in the 
order; or disobeying the order by 

doing an act which the order requires 
be done.

“You will be liable to impris-
onment, sequestration of property 
or other punishment,” the Court 
warned.

In addition, “any other person 
who knows of this order and does 
anything which helps or permits you 
to breach the terms of this order may 
be similarly punished.”

This order clears the way now 
for the ABCC to seek to bar another 
22 CFMMEU officials, mostly 
organisers, in another 14 cases from 
having the union pay their fi nes.

ABCC
For more than 15 years the 

union-bashing, anti-worker ABCC 
has, in its various guises, been 
hounding the construction trade 
unions.

It has taken close to 250 cases to 
court, almost all of them against the 
construction unions, in particular, the 
CFMEU. The unions have been hit 
with millions of dollars in fi nes and 
organisers, union offi cials and union 
members with penalties running to 
thousands of dollars each. Organisers 
have also lost or had their right of 
entry permits suspended.

While employers appeared to 
act with impunity, any action by a 
union to retrieve unpaid wages or 

superannuation and other entitle-
ments is treated as illegal. Likewise 
action to ensure workplaces are safe 
is a signal for the ABCC to step in.

The employers and govern-
ment have a well-planned strategy 
to destroy the trade union move-
ment, attacking the most militant 
unions fi rst. The ABCC and Royal 
Commission have played a critical 
role in setting the scene for the next 
step of deregistration.

Employers who breach the law 
are rarely called to account, it is only 
the unions who attempt to enforce 
bosses’ legal obligations on behalf 
of their members who are punished.

The ABCC has hounded unions 
and union members, intimidating 
workers, pursuing endless court 
cases of alleged “illegal” conduct, 
creating the impression of an indus-
try controlled by “lawless” unions.

The hearings of the Heydon 
Royal Commission, with almost 
daily media reports of claims, unsub-
stantiated by any evidence of unions 
breaking laws which have been 
introduced to prevent them repre-
senting their members’ rights.

The trade union movement is in 
a battle for its future. The CFMEU 
and other unions under attack require 
the full support of ALL trade unions 
and the broader community. 

“Liable to 
imprisonment”
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There’s been a rush to privatise public services by Australian governments. 
“As for the term ‘privatisation’, some defi ne it as the direct sale of a publicly owned asset to the private sector. We give it a much 

broader defi nition. We see it as including not only the complete transfer of ownership and management, but also cases where control, 
management and so on, are transferred while the asset remains (at least for a time) as public property”. 

What's the impact on the people? Victorian and Queensland governments have shown some reversal in TAFE services for example.

The struggle to save Our Public Services goes on. Join the discussion at Politics in the Pub.
Guest speakers:

Anoushka Alexander (union organiser)
Petrina Harley (Socialist Alliance Senate candidate)

AJ Lowe (CPA & union activist)
Chaired by CPA
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Rob Gowland

You know, whatever way you look 
at it, capitalism is a cockeyed 
way to run a country. They have 
to employ a horde of highly paid 
publicists/propagandists to con-
stantly (and I mean constantly) 
tell everyone that capitalism 
epitomises the very essence of 
democracy. And then they happily 
discard any pretence at democ-
racy so the factions that make 
up every capitalist government 
can connive amongst themselves 
to secure control of the govern-
ment for their particular group of 
robber barons.

And why do they seek control of 
government? Because, under capi-
talism, the major political parties see 
government as simply an extension 
of business. Control of government 
is thus an opportunity to make extra, 
windfall profi ts.

The US of A, the top capital-
ist country and the one that makes 
the biggest song and dance about 
the glories its population suppos-
edly enjoys thanks to “the demo-
cratic system”, is led by a billionaire 
real-estate developer and money 
launderer. He was elected President 
even though more people voted for 
his opponent – and only a minority 
voted anyway.

The corporations that actually 
run the USA – and Australia, let us 
not forget – would have us believe 
that government in those countries 
expresses “the will of the people”, 
when in actual fact it blatantly and 
exclusively expresses the will of 
those same corporations.

A few years ago, a particu-
larly reactionary group of corpora-
tions boosted Tony Abbott into the 
Prime Minister’s job in Australia. 
Abbott was a confirmed climate 
change denier, fi ercely anti-work-
ing class and with a narrow religious 
agenda. Abbott and his Treasurer, 
Joe Hockey, quickly became very 
unpopular, so much so that they lost 
a chunk of their corporate support. 

That support shifted to the smooth-
talking Malcolm Turnbull, mil-
lionaire former merchant banker, 
curiously viewed as having more 
“democratic” appeal.

Abbott was unceremoniously 
tipped out of the PM’s job and 
Turnbull installed in his place. It 
was widely seen as an improvement, 
however, which spoke volumes for 
Abbott’s unpopularity. Turnbull’s 
hold on the PM’s position, never-
theless, was sometimes tenuous, for 
he was viewed with suspicion by 
the alt-right amongst the Libs and 
Nationals. But when push came to 
shove and one of his erstwhile col-
leagues, Peter Dutton of the far right, 
tried to take the PM’s job away from 
him, Turnbull at fi rst hung on and 
beat off the challenge, but not for 
long.

After intense lobbying within 
the ranks of the Coalition, Turnbull 
and Dutton both lost out, replaced by 
Scott Morrison and Josh Frydenberg 
as Treasurer. The government moved 
to the right, but not as far as Peter 
Dutton would have taken it.

However, the new Prime 
Minister, Scott Morrison, is recog-
nised as Australia’s biggest sup-
porter of “trickle-down economics”, 
the theory that if the rich are given 
more, some of their extra wealth 
will trickle down to the poor! It’s 
not really an economic theory; it’s 
really just a PR ploy by the very rich 
to convince the mass of the people to 
shut up and cop government hand-
outs to the top end of town.

So, as Treasurer under Turnbull, 
Morrison was the architect of the 
plan to give the big banks a $17 bil-
lion corporate tax cut (and much 
good that did to help the poor). He 
was also 100 percent behind every 
other toxic trickle-down policy of the 
Turnbull government, including cuts 
to penalty rates.

He strongly supported slashing 
funding to public schools and public 
hospitals. In his period as Treasurer, 
he successfully oversaw a policy 
of keeping workers repressed and 

workers’ conditions depressed: as a 
result, wages are stagnant, inequality 
is at a 70-year high, and 40 percent 
of Australians are in insecure work. 
Truly an inspiring record!

Malcolm Turnbull’s grip on the 
PM’s job was dependent on his con-
vincing his Party room that they had 
more chance of being re-elected 
with him as leader than with some 
other, more extreme right-wing pol-
itician at the helm. He was able to 
carry what his alt-right opponents 
saw as “left-wing” policies, such 
as marriage equality, in Parliament 
only because it had overwhelm-
ing support, but even then extreme 
right-wingers like Peter Dutton 
opposed it.

Dutton was emboldened to 
chance his hand because of the poor 
showing of the Turnbull government 
in the four simultaneous recent by-
elections, all of which it lost, and a 
Fairfax-Ipsos poll showing support 
for the Coalition had slumped from 
39 to 33 percent of the primary vote. 
Under capitalism, however, elections 

are rarely fought on policies but tend 
to be focussed on gimmicks, “pork 
barrelling” (vote-buying), obfusca-
tion, and straight-out lying, all of 
which capitalism has had plenty of 
experience at doing.

Turnbull could count on the 
support of the “moderates” in the 
Liberal Party but they were not 
enough. He needed the support of 
some at least of the extreme conserv-
ative wing of the party if his govern-
ment was to function. This meant he 
was effectively a prisoner of the alt-
right. Witness his mutilation of the 
National Energy Guarantee in a vain 
attempt to corral suffi cient support 
for it in the Libs’ Party room.

In the fi rst episode of the British 
sitcom Yes Prime Minister (the very 
clever sequel to Yes Minister), our 
hero is put forward, almost as a 
joke, to replace the PM in Downing 
Street. As each of the other possible 
contenders is sounded out, they ask 
him if he has any interest in the job 
himself.

His very positive rejection of any 

interest in the position is instantly 
taken as evidence that he wants the 
job himself (which of course he 
does). It’s so true it’s funny. But I 
found nothing to laugh at watching 
ScoMo ostentatiously putting his arm 
around Malcolm Turnbull’s shoulder 
and informing the media “This is my 
Prime Minister”. He and his support-
ers must have already been discuss-
ing how taking the job himself would 
be the best way to keep Dutton (and 
the ultra-right) out the leadership.

But, just like Turnbull, ScoMo 
can’t do the job without support 
from the right. And so we have not 
only a strengthened far-right pres-
ence in ScoMo’s ministry, but we 
even have the return of the dar-
ling of the far right, Tony Abbott. 
His brief is as –ludicrously, outra-
geously – the voice of Indigenous 
Australians in parliament, but we all 
know that is a cover for him to act 
as special minister for the mining 
lobby. All Aboriginal Australians – 
indeed, all Australians – should be 
very worried. 

Australia

From the Archives Guardian, August 1990

The new Prime Minister, Scott Morrison, is recognised as Australia’s biggest supporter of “trickle-down economics”.

Along class lines
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Last week delivery riders protested in Sydney to demand rights and protections, 
minimum rates, superannuation, sick leave, annual leave and the right to chal-
lenge unfair sackings. Protesters gathered outside the Prime Minister’s Offi ces 
on Bligh street and marched to the NSW parliament.

A Foodora creditors meeting also took place with the ATO and Revenue NSW fol-
lowing an investigation into unpaid taxes, wages and superannuation. The Transport 
Workers’ Union represented delivery riders at the meeting, including Josh Klooger, the 
delivery rider who was sacked by Foodora. Klooger is owed $47,000 by Foodora in 
unpaid wages and superannuation, according to calculations by the TWU. The TWU 
is calling on other Foodora riders to contact the union so it can make a claim on their 
behalf for unpaid wages and superannuation.

“The federal government has refused to back taxpayers and food delivery riders, 
instead choosing to back tech billionaires ripping them off. Foodora is now skipping 
the country while owing millions. The government must step in and regulate Deliveroo, 
UberEats and others to put an end to the exploitation and rorting of taxes,” said the 
TWU’s Tony Sheldon.

“All workers deserve the rights and protections that generations have fought hard 
for. It is not right that 18th century working conditions have been allowed into 2018 
Australia via an app. The rest of the community are bearing the brunt of this negli-
gence,” Sheldon added.

The TWU has written a letter to the federal Minister for Jobs and Industrial 
Relations Kelly O’Dwyer calling on the government to require Foodora to set up a fund 
to compensate riders for stolen entitlements and unpaid wages and to ensure Foodora 
pay its outstanding tax bill before it leave. The TWU also wants federal government to 
protect other workers in the on-demand economy.

Hundreds of riders in Sydney and Melbourne have held previous protests earlier 
this year demanding rights.

A rider survey also found:
• Three out of four riders are paid below minimum rates
• Almost 50% of riders had either been injured on the job or knew someone who had
• Over 70% of riders said they should get entitlements such as sick leave.
• 1 in 4 riders (26%) work full time hours (40+ hours per week)
• 3 in 4 (76%) riders work 20 or more hours per week.
• The average age is just under 26 years 

Australia

No exemptions for abuse

Book review by Mary Davis

Eleanor Marx: A Biography

by Yvonne Kapp

No type of detention facility 
should be exempt from independ-
ent inspections under the Optional 
Protocol to the Convention against 
Torture and Cruel, Inhuman and 
Degrading Treatment (OPCAT), 
the Australian Lawyers Alliance 
(ALA) has recommended in a sub-
mission to the Australian Human 
Rights Commission.

“This means that off-shore 
detention, police watch houses and 
aged care and secure mental health 
facilities will all be subject to the 
independent monitoring that is part 

of the implementation of OPCAT,” 
said Noor Blumer, ALA national 
president.

“We have always supported 
the ratifi cation of OPCAT because 
it does have the potential to lift 
the standard of care of detainees, 
whether they are convicted pris-
oners, asylum seekers or disabled 
or mentally ill residents of secure 
facilities.

“No facility should be excluded 
but there are some detainees that are 
at urgent risk of harm and therefore 
require immediate attention.”

The ALA says it is absolutely 
critical that police watch houses are 
included because the fi rst 24 hours 
of a person being taken into custody 
are usually the most critical in terms 
of allegations of police mistreat-
ment and deaths in custody.

“We believe special attention 
also needs to be given to Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander people, 
given their disproportionately high 
rates of incarceration.”

Young people in deten-
tion are also vulnerable and need 
urgent focus. Recent examples of 

mistreatment of young people in 
detention facilities indicate the seri-
ous concerns regarding youth deten-
tion practices in Australia.

People with disability are also a 
priority given that they are overrep-
resented in all places of detention, 
including traditional sites such as 
prisons and forensic mental health 
centres as well as locked psychiat-
ric wards, closed community-based 
residences for people with disability 
and compulsory care facilities.

The ALA has also submitted 
that the legislation governing the 

implementation of OPCAT should 
state that the controlling body has 
complete fi nancial and operational 
autonomy.

“The legislation needs to be 
clear that these inspections will be 
managed independent of govern-
ment. This is essential for public 
and detainee confi dence in the 
integrity of the implementation of 
OPCAT,” said Blumer. 

This single volume new edition of Yvonne 
Kapp’s biography of Eleanor Marx, 
fi rst published over 40 years ago, was 
deservedly highly acclaimed at the time. 
EJ Hobsbawm praised it as “one of the 
few unquestionable masterpieces of 20th 
century biography” and Michael Foot 
described it as “a work of scholarship but 
also a work of art.”

Those accolades and many others remain 
as true today as when the fi rst two volumes 
were published and the new edition, coming in 
at more than 850 pages, reveals Kapp’s metic-
ulous scholarship, historical intelligence and 
sensitive insight, bounded by fl awless prose, 
for a new readership.

There are uncanny parallels between the 
lives of Marx and her biographer. Both were 
born into German Jewish families. Both were 
linguists and translators. Both were feminists 
and worked with and for trade unions. But, 
above all, both were Marxist socialists.

Kapp was a member of the Communist 
Party for over 60 years, while Marx was a 
member of the pre-communist Socialist League 
until her untimely death aged 43. Signifi cantly, 
Kapp also wrote a book about the birth of new 
unionism in 1889. The Air of Freedom (1989) 

was an important development in British trade 
union history, in which Marx played an impor-
tant role, resulting in the rapid growth of trade 
unions among unskilled and semi-skilled 
workers.

Marx was particularly involved in the 
birth and growth of the National Union of 
Gasworkers and General Labourers in 1889 
and worked alongside its general secretary 
Will Thorne. They became fi rm friends, with 
Thorne acknowledging her as his mentor and 
he was one of the few among close friends and 
family who attended her funeral in 1898.

Kapp describes the second period of 
Eleanor’s life as “the crowded years.” She was 
engaged in a frenetic wave of political activ-
ity, all underlined by her socialist feminism, 
and reviewed August Bebel’s book Women and 
Socialism (1879) for Commonweal, the paper 
of the Socialist League. Her own pamphlet, 
The Woman Question, was ground breaking 
for the time. Her theme in it was that “we must 
seek the real cause on women’s enslaved posi-
tion in her economic dependence upon man 
and that her ‘emancipation’ means nothing but 
economic freedom.”

In her activity in the socialist and trade 
union movement she was confronted with 

commonplace sexism, which particularly 
revealed itself by the hostility shown by male 
trade unionists to the demand for equal pay 
for women. For them it undermined what they 
saw as “the family wage” paid to the male 
“breadwinner.”

Family life and important insights into 
Marx’s work are revealed in the fi rst half of 
the book. Of the three daughters of Karl Marx, 
Eleanor (“Tussy”) was the undoubted favourite 
and the most active politically, with Laura and 
Jenny both marrying Frenchmen and living in 
France. Marx entrusted his papers to Eleanor 
and, on his death in 1883, she and Engels pre-
served, translated and published as much as 
possible. Clearly, Eleanor was a Marxist in 
theory and in practice.

In her memoir Time Will Tell, Yvonne 
Kapp reveals that “the writing of Eleanor 
Marx, which drew in one way or another upon 
my whole accumulated experience, left me 
wonderfully enriched.” It is to be hoped that 
today those who read her Eleanor Marx will be 
similarly enriched and inspired.
Morning Star 

Foodora told to deliver
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The cost of building, running and insur-
ing nuclear plants is so astronomical that 
the US government has always had to pro-
vide enormous subsidies and underwrite 
the insurance of the US plants. (After the 
Three-Mile Island and Chernobyl and 
most recently Japan’s Fukushima reactor 
disasters, insurance companies became 
unwilling to insure these facilities against 
accidents.)

The description of nuclear power gen-
eration as involving zero emissions is totally 
misleading. The critical fi gure for any power 
generation system involves the emissions 
given off during the system’s full cycle, not 
just during the plant’s operation. On this 
basis, nuclear power is surely one of the worst 
performers.

The nuclear energy cycle involves a huge 
level of carbon dioxide emissions in building 
the plant, mining and milling the uranium ore, 
remediation of the tailings, enriching the ura-
nium, fabricating the reactor elements, cool-
ing and disposing of the reactor water, storing, 
cooling and guarding the waste for 60 years 
and then transporting it to a “safe” storage site 
and guarding it – for 250,000 years!

Uranium enrichment also produces chlo-
rofl uorocarbon gas emissions, which are sub-
ject to international bans (except for use in 
nuclear power stations), because they destroy 
the ozone layer and are also 10,000 to 20,000 
times more damaging as greenhouse gases than 
carbon dioxide.

The division in the present Coalition gov-
ernment is in part a result of the faction which 
supports the fossil fuel industry, part of cli-
mate change denial (recall new PM Morrison’s 
infantile brandishing of a lump of coal in 
Parliament). The coal industry is increas-
ingly discredited in all crucial areas from job 
creation to the drive to wreak destruction on 
farmland to their being seen as environmental 
vandals.

The former Rudd Labor government sup-
ported the discredited “clean coal” technology, 
which involves capturing and liquefying carbon 
dioxide emissions from coal-fi red power sta-
tions and pumping the liquid into deep subter-
ranean chasms.

The Australian Coal Association maintains 

that the industry is concerned about the envi-
ronment, based on the hollow claim that if we 
don’t supply the world with coal others will.

This dishonest argument ignores our 
national responsibilities to help mitigate cli-
mate change, and our potential to do so. A 
reduction of Australia’s coal exports, the big-
gest in the world, could not readily be compen-
sated by other imports, and would accelerate 
the global trend towards alternative energy 
sources.

During the next decade the world must 
reduce emissions as fast as possible, in order 
to avoid climate change “tipping points”. 
Australia is the world’s worst per-capita emit-
ter of greenhouse gases. Our coal-fi red power 
stations emit almost 50 percent of our emis-
sions, so it is crucial that we minimise their 
emissions as fast as possible.

Of all the energy sources, renewables 
produce the least emissions, but successive 
governments both Liberal and Labor consist-
ently promotes “clean coal”, at the expense of 
renewables.

The mining corporations’ competing 
claims to be Australia’s environmental sav-
iours are phoney and endanger the future. But 
the uranium industry’s promotion of nuclear 
power for Australia is in itself particularly 
dangerous.

Apart from the financial penalties that 
would be imposed on the taxpayer, the adop-
tion of nuclear power would introduce the like-
lihood of nuclear accidents and the storage of 
waste uranium within Australia (probably on a 
global basis, as suggested by former PM Bob 
Hawke). Nuclear power would also increase 
the likelihood of moving Australia closer to the 
possibility of adopting nuclear weapons.

We should not compound the massive 
problems we already face in dealing with cli-
mate change by replacing one terribly pollut-
ing activity with another. The promoters of 
nuclear power were right to be cautious of a 
political backlash. We should make sure they 
get a mighty big one.

It’s real
In 2013 a report from the Climate 

Commission entitled The Critical Decade, 
Climate Science, Risks and Responses, stated 
that in order to avoid a rise of 2 degrees in 
average world temperatures by the end of the 

century the burning of fossil fuels must peak 
before 2020, and must then begin to decline 
sharply.

The report verifi ed conclusions reached by 
many scientifi c organisations, i.e. that global 
average temperatures are rising, and that 
although there has only been a one Celsius 
degree rise over the last 50 years the climate 
is already changing. The polar ice is melting, 
the sea levels are rising, the sea is increasing in 
acidity. The world’s fl ora and fauna are trying 
to adapt, but for many species the long-term 
outlook is grim.

The effects are already evident in Australia. 
The number of record hot days has more than 
doubled in the last 50 years, with increasing 
heat waves and bushfi res. The 200 mm aver-
age global rise in sea levels since the late 1880s 
has impacted many coastal communities, and 
if current conditions persist another rise of 200 
mm is likely by 2050.

The Great Barrier Reef has experienced 
nine bleaching events in the last 31 years. The 
Reef and its associated economy are under seri-
ous risk.

The report accepts that the rise in world 
temperatures results from the increase in the 
level of atmospheric greenhouse gases, and 
that deforestation and human activity involv-
ing the combustion of fossil fuels and the 
consequent emission of carbon dioxide is 
primarily responsible. Orbital variations and 
solar activity cannot explain the global warm-
ing trend.

The report declares unequivocally: 
“Without strong and rapid action there is a sig-
nifi cant risk that climate change will under-
mine our society’s prosperity, health, stability 
and way of life.

“To minimise this risk we must decarbon-
ise our economy and move to clean energy 
sources by 2050. That means carbon emissions 
must peak within the next few years and then 
strongly decline. The longer we wait to start 
reducing carbon emissions, the more diffi cult 
and costly those emissions become.”

Difficult but crucial
This was the fi rst time an Australian gov-

ernment report explicitly recommended the 
phasing out of fossil fuel production and use. It 
concluded unequivocally that the use of fossil 
fuels must begin to decline within the next few 

years, and that the sooner and more rapidly that 
occurs the better.

In glaring contrast, industries associated 
with fossil fuel want an increase in their use, 
and they will fi ght to prevent or delay any gov-
ernment program to reduce reliance on those 
fuels.

Nonetheless, scientists estimate that in 
order to provide a reasonable chance of keep-
ing average global temperatures no higher 
than 2 degrees over the 1990 benchmark levels 
between now and 2050, the burning of carbon 
will have to be limited to about 600 billion 
tonnes. Australia’s fossil fuel reserves repre-
sent about one twelfth of the world’s stock, 
so Australia carries a major responsibility to 
take the lead in reducing production and use 
of fossil fuels.

Australia is now the world’s biggest 
exporter of coking coal, and the port of 
Newcastle, which was sold off to private 
interests by the former O’Farrell state Liberal 
government has the largest coal-loading facil-
ities of any nation. The Commission took a 
new approach to presenting its conclusions, 
nominating long term “budget” targets for 
maximum permissible emission levels, with 
a view to avoiding “tipping point” climate 
changes.

Emissions trading schemes, and the likes 
of the National Energy Guarantee (which the 
Morrison government will now shelve as polit-
ically toxic) fl ounder because they toady to the 
demands of coal producers (which don’t want 
any measures to deal with climate change).

The Climate Commission’s report exam-
ined methods of limiting carbon emissions. 
It acknowledged the worth of bio-fuels and 
“carbon sink” schemes involving new ecosys-
tems. However, it also describes their limita-
tions, and explains why minimising the burning 
of fossil fuels is essential to tackle the problem.

The Critical Decade is a very important 
document that should be widely read.

As the authors have explained:
“This decade is critical. Unless effective 

action is taken, the global climate may be so 
irreversibly altered we will struggle to main-
tain our way of life. The choices we make this 
decade will shape the long-term climate future 
for our children and grandchildren.”

And this decade is almost over. 

“Clean” nuclear energy 
and other myths
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The story of Solapur, India
Where Housing Cooperatives are building a workers’ city
“Earlier we used stay in a small hut in a 
slum in Shastri Nagar, Solapur city. When 
it rained, the hut used to leak, and there 
wouldn’t be a single dry patch inside. We 
had to continuously bail out the water when 
it rained,” says Balamani Ambaiah Mergu.

She is rolling beedis, a thin cigarette, at her 
house at Kumbhari, the site of a housing initia-
tive led by the Centre of Indian Trade Unions 
(CITU).

Mergu, whose mother tongue is Telugu, is 
one of the beedi workers who are part of the 
fi rst of the three major housing projects of the 
CITU in Solapur, in south-eastern Maharashtra, 
a state in west India. The project, named after 
the late communist leader Godavari Parulekar, 
counts 10,000 houses and was hailed as the 
biggest of its kind in Asia.

The housing initiative by the CITU in 
Solapur is a landmark effort which has pro-
vided affordable housing to thousands of 
workers. By forming cooperatives and by per-
suading the federal and state governments to 
dedicate funds for the purpose, the workers 
have had more than 15,000 houses built since 
2001. The construction of another 30,000 
houses began in January 2018, and is expected 
to be completed in four years.

From slums 
to mass housing

Solapur is situated near Maharashtra’s 
border with the State of Karnataka, while 
Andhra Pradesh, another neighbouring State, 
is just 220 kilometres away. People belong-
ing to the Padmashali caste (a historically 
marginalised community of weavers), who 
migrated from Andhra Pradesh to Solapur, 
make up more than 40 percent of the popu-
lation in the city. Unsurprisingly, therefore, it 
is a multi-cultural, multi-lingual region with 
Marathi, Telugu, Kannada and Urdu speakers. 
Most people in Solapur speak three or more 
languages.

According to the last Census of India in 
2011, Solapur has a population of around 
950,000, 18 percent of whom live in slums. 
However, the number of slum dwellers is sig-
nifi cantly lower now than in 2001, when the 
fi gure hovered around 25 percent. Workers’ 
struggles which led to the building of mass 
housing were the prime catalyst for this 
change.

The women beedi workers of Solapur, 
many of them sole bread-winners for their 
families, are low-paid and were living in tiny 
shanties on rent in slums. The closing of the 
textile mills in Solapur, starting in the 1980s, 
and the handloom industry working below 
capacity, led to high unemployment. The beedi 
workers, most of whom are from lower castes 
and religious minorities, saw their wages being 
adversely affected.

There are about 65,000 beedi workers in 
Solapur, and their dismal living conditions 
prompted the CITU – a trade union with more 
than 6.04 million members across India as of 
2015 – to take up the issue of providing them 
decent and affordable housing.

The working class movement has struck 
deep roots in the region. The CITU offi ce in 
Solapur city is located in a working class area 
next to a slum of the kind described by Mergu. 
Most of the CITU activists in Solapur are 
either workers themselves, or full-time activ-
ists from working class backgrounds.

Their younger colleagues in the 
Democratic Youth Federation of India (DYFI), 
a left-wing youth organisation allied to CITU, 
converse with the people on the street with an 
easy rapport – typical of a movement that has 
assiduously built organic links with the masses.

The struggle which led to the hous-
ing initiative began in 1992, with the work-
ers in Solapur under the leadership of CITU 
demanding affordable housing. Narasayya 

Adam, CITU leader and three-time Member 
of the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly from 
the Solapur city (North) constituency, played a 
pre-eminent role in initiating and leading the 
campaign. He is popularly known as “Adam 
Master”, or Teacher Adam, as he taught math-
ematics to children, despite not being able to 
continue formal studies beyond Standard X.

One earlier housing scheme proved unaf-
fordable for the workers, who struggled to pay 
the monthly instalments. Their debt accumu-
lated, and the failure of the project resulted in 
the CITU intensifying its movement for work-
ers’ housing. “Between 1992 and 1995, CITU 
constantly raised the demand for housing for 
beedi workers,” says Aparajita Bakshi, pro-
fessor at the Tata Institute of Social Sciences, 
Mumbai, who wrote a research note in 2012 on 
the CITU’s housing initiative in Solapur.

“In 1995, Adam Master won the legisla-
tive assembly elections. In the same year he 
raised the issue of housing for beedi workers at 
the legislative assembly in a memorable speech 
that he delivered on the conditions of beedi 
workers in Solapur,” she writes in her note.

As a result of these efforts, the state gov-
ernment agreed to reach a one-time agree-
ment with the owners of the houses under 
the earlier scheme, to settle the accumulated 
debt. Meanwhile, Adam proposed a new hous-
ing scheme for beedi workers, under which 
the estimated cost of constructing the house, 
including purchasing the land, would be Rs. 
60,000 (less than US$900 – A$1,230). The cost 
was to be shared equally by the worker, the 
central government and the state government.

Cooperative housing 
societies lead the way

The workers had to wage a long, drawn 
out struggle to win their demand. They formed 
cooperative housing societies to drive the ini-
tiative. Through mass mobilisations, protest 
actions and campaigns, they forced central and 
state governments to allot funds for the con-
struction of houses.

“The CITU started organising beedi work-
ers on their local issues initially, on the issue of 
work, identity cards [for various government 
schemes] and other benefi ts,” K Hemalata, the 

all India President of the CITU told us when 
we met her at her offi ce in New Delhi.

“Most of the beedi workers were women, 
and they were dispersed in different areas. So 
the leadership had to move house to house and 
create confi dence among them, that they could 
get organised, and that by coming together, 
they can achieve wage increases and so on.”

Naseema Shaikh, who joined the move-
ment as a teenager, gave us a glimpse into 
the mobilisation strategies adopted to organ-
ise workers in demonstrations and rallies. 
“Comrade Adam Master used to roam around 
in a bicycle, and he organised meetings of 
workers in slums. We formed teams of four 
to fi ve women workers,” she explains during 
an interview at the Solapur city offi ce of the 
Women Beedi Workers’ Cooperative Housing 
Society.

“By the late 1990s when the agitation for 
cooperative housing reached its peak, we used 
to gherao [prevent (someone) from leaving a 
place of work until certain demands are met] 
every minister who visited Solapur, demand-
ing to know the status of our housing project,” 
she says in a mix of Hindi, Urdu and Marathi.

Adam, now a Central Committee member 
of the Communist Party of India (Marxist), 
the CPI(M), remembered an example of the 
opposition and prejudice they had to encoun-
ter when the workers initially approached the 
government with their proposal for the housing 
project: “When we approached Satya Narayan 
Jatiya, the Labour Minister at the centre, 
he claimed that this was a scheme for us to 
embezzle money.”

According to CITU activists, mainstream 
political groups including the Indian National 
Congress (which has been the ruling party in 
India for the longest period since independ-
ence) were sceptical of the initiative. But 
the union’s campaign resulted in the initia-
tive winning support from political leaders in 
Maharashtra across the political spectrum.

“Sharad Pawar, Sushil Kumar Shinde, 
Manohar Joshi, Chandrakant Khaire, Mulayam 
Singh Yadav [leaders from various politi-
cal parties] and seven or eight Parliament 
Members of the CPI(M) together gheraoed 
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee on March 
8, 2000, [International] Women’s Day. ‘What 

Slums in Solapur city. (All photos by Subin Dennis/Tricontinental: Institute for Social Research)

Godavari Parulekar Housing Scheme.
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The women beedi workers of Solapur, 
many of them sole bread-winners for 
their families, are low-paid and were 

living in tiny shanties on rent in slums.

is the issue,’ he asked, and they explained the 
demand to him. ‘Come to my offi ce’, said 
the Prime Minister. After reaching the offi ce, 
he called Jatiya and directed him to sanction 
the 10,000 houses’ project,” Adam says as 
he fondly recalls the key victory when major 
leaders hailing from various political parties 
joined hands to put pressure on the central 
government.

The first project 
inaugurated

After several rounds of negotiations, the 
proposal was sanctioned on March 8, 2001. 
Construction was carried out by Pandhe 
Constructions, a local fi rm, and the completed 
Godavari Parulekar Housing Scheme was 
inaugurated on September 1, 2006 by the then-
Prime Minister Manmohan Singh. The public 
meeting was attended by more than 100,000 
people.

A typical house unit in the scheme is 
around 555 square feet (around 50 square 
metres), and the project is spread across 182 
hectares, at Kumbhari, about 8 kilometres 
from Solapur city. The project includes open 
spaces as well as the land required for com-
munity services, schools, hospitals etc. The 
state and federal governments contributed to 
the construction of electricity lines, an elec-
tric sub-station and water tanks. The Municipal 
Corporation of Solapur has provided the water 
supply.

Each worker was able to buy a house for 
Rs 20,000 (just short of US$300), a third of the 
total cost. Workers paid their share in instal-
ments, and the funds for this purpose were 
drawn from their personal savings and their 
social security funds. The central government’s 
share for the scheme came from the Beedi 
Workers’ Welfare Fund, which consists of the 
tax collected on manufactured beedis.

The second scheme, inaugurated in 2015 
and dubbed the Comrade Meenakshi Sane 
Housing Scheme, involved building 5,100 
houses for women beedi workers. It is named 
after the trade unionist Meenakshi Sane who 
did pioneering work in organising the beedi 
workers of Solapur.

The third scheme is the biggest, and aims 
to construct 30,000 affordable houses for beedi 
workers, textile workers and other unorganised 
sector workers at a total cost of Rs 18.11 bil-
lion (about US$263 million).

Workers have been organised into five 
cooperative societies for this purpose – that 
of religious minority women workers, work-
ers belonging to the traditional cobbler com-
munity, power loom workers, women beedi 
workers, and ready made and tailored clothes 
workers.

These five cooperatives have come 
together to form the RAY Nagar Cooperative 
Housing Federation. Massive demonstrations 
and rallies were held to mobilise support and to 
persuade the federal and state governments to 
provide funds for this scheme as well. The gov-
ernments gave the green light for the project in 
2016, and the scheme is expected to be com-
pleted by 2021.

“It will be unlike anything that you’d 
see anywhere else. No industrialists, no rich 
people, not even the middle class. It will be 
a city of the working class alone,” Narasayya 
Adam says.

From a village 
to a vibrant small town

The shift from city slums to the houses 
at Kumbhari constituted a major advance for 
the workers. But the people who moved into 
the houses at Kumbhari faced diffi culties in 
transportation for the fi rst two years. Then 
the CITU persuaded the Solapur Municipal 
Transport – the transport utility of the Solapur 
Municipal Corporation – to start bus services 
to Kumbhari. The bus fare from anywhere in 
Kumbhari to Solapur city has been kept low, at 
Rs. 7 (US$0.10).

“We have also brought the beedi indus-
try here. Twenty work sheds have been con-
structed and provided to the beedi industry at 
minimal rent,” MH Shaikh, Maharashtra State 
General Secretary of the CITU, explained. 
Beedis are made in households by women 
workers, and the rolled beedis are collected at 
the work sheds.

“The men in the households work in the 
power loom sector, and many power loom 
industries have migrated here automatically. 
So the men also don’t have to go far for work.

“We persuaded the Zila Parishad [the local 
administrative body at the district level] to 
start schools for the children here. We gave 
land for the purpose for free, and there are six 
big primary schools here now. There are also 
fi ve high schools in the area,” Shaikh said in 
an interview at the CPI(M) offi ce in Kumbhari.

The world takes note
In June this year, the effort won interna-

tional acclaim, with the initiative winning 
the Transformative Cities 2018 Award estab-
lished by the Amsterdam-based Transnational 
Institute (TNI).

The award aims to recognise political 
practices that could serve as an inspiration 
for others, in the fi elds of water, energy and 
housing. From a list of 32 such initiatives from 
19 countries, nine – three each from the three 
fi elds – were shortlisted for the award. The 
entries were from Bolivia, Nigeria, France, 
US, Mauritius, Tanzania, Spain (which had two 
entries) and India.

The Solapur initiative won the award in the 
housing category, and also won the maximum 
number of votes, among all nine shortlisted 
entries, in the online polling.

What it all means
The determined struggle by the work-

ers of Solapur, organised into cooperatives, 
has resulted in a remarkable shift away from 
their earlier, insecure lives in rented homes. 
The slums that still exist in Solapur today are 
cramped shacks separated by lanes that are 
sometimes only a metre wide. Drains with 
coloured water – due to effl uents from textile 
units – fl ow through the slum near the CITU 
offi ce in the city. “We have managed to bring 
people out of such hazardous living condi-
tions,” Shaikh said.

“What can the working class movement 
elsewhere in India learn from the CITU’s expe-
rience in Solapur?”, asks Narasayya Adam.

“The informal sector workers in our coun-
try, they have nothing. We try to organise 
them, and while doing that, we should work to 
help the workers avail of various government 
schemes as well. If we don’t and if the workers 
don’t get anything as a result of joining trade 

unions, they’ll get angry and leave after three 
to four years,” Adam says.

Efforts such as the housing initiative in 
Solapur improve the living conditions of the 
workers in the immediate term. And they also 
help galvanise and prepare the workers for 
more and bigger struggles to bring about far-
reaching, systemic changes in society.

“Efforts such as these should be made eve-
rywhere. The workers have to be united to win 
their demands,” Adam adds. More such hous-
ing initiatives have indeed been undertaken 
in other States such as Tamil Nadu and West 
Bengal, CITU sources tell us.

The housing initiatives of the CITU in 
Solapur have become milestones in the history 
of low cost mass housing, working class move-
ments, cooperative movements and the role of 
the government in the creation of social secu-
rity with people’s participation. These mass 
housing projects have shown that workers can 

achieve their dream of housing on the sheer 
strength of their own sustained movements, 
and with the cooperation of governments.

At the same time, they explode the myth 
that trade unions are not concerned about the 
informal sector; that the unions are only both-
ered about workers in large factories and in 
the public sector. They also point to successful 
ways to overcome some of the commonly cited 
diffi culties before working class organisations 
in these times when big factories are being 
broken up and workers do their jobs from dis-
persed locations.

The beedi workers do home-based work, 
and the success of the CITU in organising them 
shows that Unions are fi nding innovative ways 
to organise workers – in this case, at a site 
where workplace and home coincide.
Tricontinental Dossier no 6, July 2018, 
www.thetricontinental.org 

Women rolling beedis at Kumbhari.
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Facebook has its admirers. Shareholders 
are enamoured of its profi ts – $15.9 billion 
in 2017 – and hordes of the world’s popula-
tion – 1.47 billion people – look at Facebook 
every day. Individually on their Facebook 
pages they are communicating with, on 
average, 338 so-called “friends.” Editors, 
the media, and political commentators are 
similarly entranced. One unpretentious 
website receiving the present writer’s con-
tributions claims 89,834 Facebook friends 
and another, 125,060 of them.

But now anyone dealing with political 
news and analyses of a progressive nature 
has reason to re-evaluate, even to draw back. 
Facebook apparently is now primed to censor 
that kind of information and discussion.

Facebook, for example, has its sights on 
Venezuela. Revolutionary currents there have 
rankled the US government and dominant US 
media. The latter has frequently referred to the 
failed violent anti-government coup of August 
4 as an “apparent” or “alleged” coup while 
identifying it as a future pretext for repression 
by Venezuela’s government.

Venezuelanalysis.com, almost alone, has 
provided English-language news and views 
that “challenge the corporate mainstream 
media narrative on Venezuela” Recently that 
platform has reported on “the growing inter-
national campaign to End US and Canadian 
Sanctions against Venezuela.” On August 9 
Facebook removed the website’s account from 
its rolls; it was restored two days later. There 
were no explanations.

In 2005, the government of former 
Venezuelan president Hugo Chávez, vilifi ed 
by the US government, took the lead in form-
ing TeleSUR news service which has provided 
information on resistance and integration 
movements throughout Latin America and the 
Caribbean. TeleSUR’s English-language page 
briefl y disappeared from Facebook in January, 
2018 and again on August 13 – for two days on 
that occasion.

These disruptions of two Facebook 
accounts are, by themselves, of no great 
moment. But in Facebook’s hands, the fl ow 
of English-language political information on 
Latin America now seems generally precarious, 
the more so when it deviates from US offi cial 
doctrine.

At a press briefi ng July 31, Facebook’s 
chief operating officer, Sheryl Sandberg, 
indicated that “32 pages and accounts from 
Facebook and Instagram” had been removed 
because they “involve and coordinate inau-
thentic behaviour.” TeleSUR English and the 
Venezuelanalysis may have been among the 
offenders.

The social media giant on May 17 
announced that, “We’re doubling the number 
of people who work on safety and security 

and using technology like artifi cial intelli-
gence to more effectively block fake accounts. 
[Additionally] we’re more actively working 
with outside experts, governments and other 
companies because we know that we can’t 
solve these challenges on our own ... Today, 
we’re excited to launch a new partnership with 
the Atlantic Council.”

The new alliance bolsters suspicions that 
Facebook has shed any pretence of neutral-
ity in handling political information concern-
ing the foreign affairs of the US government. 
The context is a Facebook damage-control 
mission undertaken presumably to shore up 
profi tability. 

The social media giant came under criti-
cism in Washington for allowing private infor-
mation to fall into the hands of Cambridge 
Analytica. That British fi rm used it to provide 
data to Donald Trump’s 2016 presidential cam-
paign viewed as injurious to contender Hillary 
Clinton.

Testifying April 10 before the Senate com-
merce and judiciary committees, Facebook 
CEO and founder Mark Zuckerberg declared, 
“It was my mistake.” He apologised for 
Facebook’s tolerance of “fake news, foreign 
interference in elections, and hate speech.” The 

offi ce of infl uential Republican Senator Mark 
Warner in July issued a draft white paper titled, 
in part, “Proposals for Regulation of Social 
Media.”

Facebook outlined a plan to “outsource 
many of the most sensitive political deci-
sions” and henceforth to rely upon the Atlantic 
Council and its Digital Forensic Research Lab. 
According to Reuters, the Lab uses “its own 
software and other tools [and] sorts through 
social media postings for patterns.” Facebook’s 
recent donation to the Lab, Reuters said, was 
substantial enough, “to vault the company to 
the top of the Atlantic Council’s donor list, 
alongside the British government.”

The Washington-based Atlantic Council, 
founded in 1961, takes in $21 million in rev-
enue annually. By means of “galvanising its 
uniquely infl uential network of global lead-
ers,” the Council claims to foster “co op er a-
tion be tween North Amer ica and Europe that 
be gan af ter World War II.” Drawing together 
“political leaders, academics, military offi cials, 
journalists and diplomats in an effort to fur-
ther the values set forth in the North Atlantic 
Treaty,” the Council is supposedly a “net-
work facilitator” that, according to the New 
York Times, offers “access to United States and 

foreign government offi cials in exchange for 
contributions.”

Contributors include NATO member gov-
ernments, defence contractors, oil companies, 
aerospace companies, US military services, 
the State Department, and multiple banks and 
fi  nan cial or ga nisa tions. High US military, intel-
ligence, and diplomatic offi cials, both retired 
and on their way to top jobs, serve the Atlantic 
Council as leaders.

For one critic, the Council is “a lead-
ing geopolitical strategy think-tank seen as a 
de facto PR agency for the US government 
and NATO military alliance.” Another, writ-
ing for alternet.org, is blunt: journalist Max 
Blumenthal characterises the Council “as a 
pro-regime change think tank that is funded by 
Western governments and their allies.”

The Atlantic Council is most certainly 
aligned with the objectives of US foreign poli-
cies. Now Facebook is using the Council as 
authenticator-in-chief of international news 
and views flowing through its portals. On 
both accounts, therefore, Facebook may have 
already lost any claim to promoting the free 
fl ow of political information.
People’s World 

Facebook’s fi lter

International

Scared and mistreated
Sam Tobin

Two damning reports into a 
G4S-run immigration removal 
centre reveal “a casual disregard 
for people’s welfare” and the 
“continued failure” of measures 
to protect vulnerable detainees, 
campaigners said today.

HM Inspectorate of Prisons 
(HMIP) found that Tinsley House 
immigration centre in West Sussex 
was “reasonably decent and safe,” 
but strongly criticised the “routine 
failure of detention to achieve the 
objective of removal.”

A shocking 42 percent of men at 
Tinsley House told inspectors they 
felt “unsafe,” while 22 percent said 
they felt “threatened or intimidated 
by staff.”

A second report on its accom-
modation for families facing 
deportation said two families with 
children were arrested at their 

homes in the early hours by “more 
than eight people in uniforms wear-
ing stab vests and heavy boots.”

Bail for Immigration Detainees 
director Celia Clarke told the 
Morning Star that those children 
“are never going to recover from 
the experience. We are talking here 
about an administrative process 
… it is administrative and they are 
treating people like criminals.”

Inspectors at Tinsley House 
heard reports of “staff seeking to 
control detainees by threatening to 
transfer them to Brook House,” the 
notorious immigration centre – also 
run by G4S – “where the conditions 
are more prison-like.”

Chief Inspector of Prisons Peter 
Clarke warned of the “danger that 
the needs of Brook House would 
undermine the focus on Tinsley 
House” and pointed out that detain-
ees’ freedom to move around 
the centre had been “restricted 

... for reasons of operational 
convenience.”

Detainees’ freedom to move 
around the centre had been cut 
from 17 to 12 hours a day as part 
of “cost-cutting measures” and 
to “align detainee custody offi cer 
shift patterns with those at Brook 
House.”

Worryingly, Clarke identifi ed 
“ongoing weakness in Rule 35 pro-
tections,” which are supposed to 
ensure the detention of vulnerable 
detainees is reviewed, particularly 
where there are concerns someone 
is a victim of torture or at risk of 
self-harm.

In a sample of 10 cases exam-
ined by inspectors, “eight showed 
that the Home Offi ce had accepted 
evidence of torture, but that deten-
tion nevertheless continued,” the 
report stated.

HMIP also found that only four 
of 19 families detained in 11 months 

were eventually removed, while 
across Britain 1,300 families were 
removed without the need for deten-
tion in the last two years.

Clarke said that “begs the ques-
tion as to why you need deten-
tion at all,” adding: “The detention 
of families should have ended in 
2010 when the government pledged 
it would: cruel, unnecessary, 
distressing.”

She said the reports showed “a 
casual disregard for people’s wel-
fare” and accused the Home Offi ce 
of using detention as a “fi rst resort. 
It’s supposed to be a last resort, but 
it never is – it’s used completely 
at the convenience of the Home 
Offi ce.”

Gatwick Detainees Welfare 
Group (GDWG) welcomed HMIP’s 
recommendation that there should 
be a detention time limit, but added 
that “no local measures can change 
the fundamental injustice and 

mental cruelty of indefi nite deten-
tion in the UK.”

GDWG said it was particularly 
concerned about “the continued fail-
ures of the Rule 35 system,” saying: 
“Where vulnerability is identifi ed 
after a person has already been 
detained, they should be released 
without delay.”

A Home Offi ce spokesperson 
said: “Detention is an important part 
of the immigration system – but it 
must be fair, dignifi ed and protect 
the most vulnerable.

“This report makes many 
positive fi ndings, including the 
good relationship between staff 
and detainees, however it rightly 
points out areas where we can do 
better and we are committed to 
improving.”
Morning Star 
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Steven Walker

BRITAIN: The latest revelations 
about Roman Catholic Church 
cover-ups of child sexual abuse 
at two of its boarding schools, 
Ampleforth and Downside, add to 
the evidence of how the religious 
establishment, like the political 
one, defends the powerful against 
the weak and vulnerable.

As far back as 2001, Tory peer 
Lord Nolan published a report into 
paedophile abuse in the Catholic 
Church. He, together with the inquiry 
vice-chair were both former students 
at Ampleforth College.

Then Archbishop of Westminster 
Cormac Murphy-O’Connor ordered 
the inquiry after years of complaints, 
yet he himself had covered up the 
paedophile activity of a priest in 
Arundel & Brighton when he was 
bishop of that diocese.

The Independent Inquiry into 
Child Sexual Abuse (IICSA), set up 
in 2015, has found that the Nolan 
report was a whitewash and none 
of its recommendations properly 
implemented.

Father David Pearce, former 
head of the junior school at St 
Benedicts and Ealing Abbey, was 
charged in November 2008 with 24 
counts of indecent assault, sexual 
touching and gross indecency with 
six boys aged under 16.

The conduct of the Ealing 
monastic community, as trustee of 
the St Benedict’s Trust, was exam-
ined by the Charity Commission, 
which found that it had failed to take 
adequate measures to protect benefi -
ciaries of the charity from Pearce.

Other Catholic institutions 
revealed to have paedophile abus-
ers were Buckfast Abbey, Belmont 
Abbey, and Douai Abbey.

In the Anglican Church, former 
Archbishop of Canterbury George 
Carey recently admitted under cross-
examination his role in protecting the 
predatory paedophile ex-Bishop of 
Gloucester Peter Ball after he was 
provided with compelling evidence 
of the crimes committed by the 
clergyman.

Ball was successfully prosecuted 
and jailed in 2015 after a career of 
physically and sexually abusing and 
exploiting boys and young men, 
including some who were particu-
larly vulnerable.

A report into the cover-up of 
child sexual abuse within the church 
in 2017 concluded that the Church 
establishment colluded with paedo-
phile priests, failed to investigate 
allegations and ignored the needs of 
traumatised young men over a period 
of 20 years.

Ball was fi rst accused in 1993 by 
a 17-year-old man who took his own 
life in 2012 when the police accused 
him of lying during a botched 
investigation.

Fellow Establishment stalwart 
Lady Butler Sloss published a report 
in 2011 into the way the Church of 
England handled previous allega-
tions against two ministers in Sussex 
who had sexually abused young 
boys.

Eight months after her report 
was published, Butler-Sloss had 
to issue a six-page addendum in 
which she apologised for “inac-
curacies” which, she admitted, 

arose from her failure to corrobo-
rate information given to her by 
senior Anglican fi gures as part of 
the inquiry.

She had failed to test the evi-
dence presented to her by senior 
Anglican fi gures keen to whitewash 
the scandal.

As the fi rst IICSA head, Butler-
Sloss, a devout Anglican and failed 
Tory general election candidate, 
quit following the above revela-
tions, together with the news that 
her brother Michael Havers, who 
was attorney general under Margaret 
Thatcher, limited the scope of an 
inquiry into child sexual abuse at 
the Kincora Children’s Home in 
Northern Ireland in the 1970s.

Cabinet minutes from 1983 
reveal that Havers ensured that MPs 
and other prominent public fi gures 
were protected by restricting the 
terms of reference of the inquiry.

In the early 1980s, Havers was 
accused himself by campaigning 
MP Geoffrey Dickens of a cover-
up when he refused to prosecute Sir 
Peter Hayman – a diplomat, former 
MI6 deputy director and member 
of the Paedophile Information 
Exchange lobbying organisation for 
child abusers.

In 2014 the Archbishop of York 
apologised for previous cover-ups 
of child sexual abuse by Robert 
Waddington, a former dean of 
Manchester cathedral who was once 
in charge of church schools.

Then Archbishop of York, Lord 
Hope, admitted he did not report the 
matter to the police or other child 
protection agencies even when evi-
dence was shown him in 1999 and 
again in 2003. Waddington had 
begun abusing boys in the 1960s 
when he was head teacher at a school 
in Australia.

In 2015, the Methodist church 
made a very public apology after 
a wide-ranging independent inves-
tigation unearthed nearly 2,000 
reported cases of sexual abuse 
dating to 1950.

Evidence reveals that ministers 
or lay employees had been involved 
in a quarter of the cases, which 
included sexual, physical, emo-
tional and domestic abuse as well as 
neglect. In the 200 cases concern-
ing ministers, 102 were of a sexual 
nature.

There are multiple police inves-
tigations currently under way into 
historic allegations of child sexual 
abuse by church staff throughout 
Britain and Northern Ireland.
Steven Walker is Unicef children’s 
champion and author of 
Safeguarding Children and Young 
People, Russell House Publishers.
Morning Star 
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More Church cover-ups

Political fl ood
Steve Sweeney

Indian communists have called on the government 
to stop attacks by the Hindu chauvinist BJP party 
on teams collecting food for those hit by the Kerala 
fl oods.

The Communist Party of India (Marxist) praised 
the public response to its fundraising efforts but warned 
that BJP thugs had physically attacked communists 
collecting for the victims in the north-eastern state of 
Tripura.

Kerala was hit by the worst fl ooding in nearly a 
century after unusually high rainfall during the mon-
soon season at the end of July. Over 322 people have 
died with at least a million people evacuated and many 
more missing or stranded.

According to the Kerala government, the fl ood-
ing has affected at least a sixth of the state’s 33 million 
population.

Keralan offi cials have blamed neighbouring Tamil 
Nadu for the fl ood due to the sudden release of water 
from the Mullaperiyar Dam, but Tamil Nadu claimed 
the chaos was due to the discharge of excess water from 
80 reservoirs across Kerala.

Climate change has been suggested as a contrib-
uting factor to the fl oods, with recent research by the 
Indian Institute of Tropical Meteorology showing a 

“threefold increase in widespread extreme rains during 
1950-2017, leading to large-scale fl ooding.”

CPI(M) members in Maharajganj Bazar, Agartala, 
Khowai, and Belonia were physically stopped from col-
lecting funds by BJP workers on Monday, according to 
the party statement.

It claimed that CPI(M) Tripura Legislative 
Assembly Members Badal Chowdhury and Sudhan 
Das were prevented from carrying out relief work 
by the BJP nationalists while police stood by and 
watched.

“In Khowai Town, the collection team led by Padma 
Debbarma, secretary, and Nirmal Biswas, MLA, were 
not only stopped from collecting funds but also physi-
cally assaulted,” the statement said.

The party warned that these types of attacks and the 
“anti-democratic stance of the ruling party” has been 
typical since the BJP government came into offi ce in 
Tripura earlier this year, ending the fi ve-year rule of the 
CPI(M).

“Even collection of money for humanitarian relief is 
subjected to attack,” they warned.

The CPI(M) “strongly condemned these anti-dem-
ocratic and anti-social activities” and demanded the 
government take immediate steps to allow the “normal 
functioning” of the opposition party.
Morning Star 

SAUDI ARABIA: Offi cials admitted last week that “mistakes” were 
made when more than 40 children were killed in an air strike on 
a bus in Yemen last month, promising to hold those responsible 
accountable. The targeting of schoolchildren returning from a pic-
nic received global condemnation and calls for an independent 
investigation after the Saudi-led coalition claimed the bus was a 
legitimate target. Its own investigations concluded that the air 
strike on the Yemeni market in Saada province was allowed under 
international law as it believed the vehicle was carrying Houthi 
leaders and soldiers. A recent UN report suggested that the Saudi-
led coalition may have committed war crimes during the three-year 
bombing campaign of Yemen, which has killed 10,000 people and 
left millions on the brink of starvation.

LIBYA: Fighting between rival militias in the capital Tripoli has 
killed at least 26 people, including civilians, Health Ministry 
spokesman Widad Abu Niran said. He added that another 75 peo-
ple have been wounded in the fi ghting, which began last week and 
pits armed groups from Tripoli against others from the south of the 
country. Militias supported by the UN-backed government in Tripoli 
proposed a ceasefi re to no avail.

ZIMBABWE: President Emmerson Mnangagwa swore in former 
armed forces leader Constantino Chiwenga as one of his two 
vice-presidents last week. Mr Chiwenga led the military when it 
rolled into the capital Harare last November to prevail on long-time 
leader Robert Mugabe to resign. The president’s other vice-presi-
dential appointment was Kembo Mohadi, who fi rst took up the post 
last December.

IRAN: Tehran continues to comply with the nuclear deal reached in 
2015 with major powers, even after US withdrawal, the UN atomic 
watchdog has reported. The International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA) makes clear in a confi dential report that Iran has hon-
oured key limitations set out in the Joint Comprehensive Plan of 
Action. IAEA inspectors had access to all necessary sites, confi rm-
ing no breaches to limits of heavy water and low-enriched uranium 
stockpiles.

Global Briefs

Sydney Vigil

STOP USA BLOCKADE ON CUBASTOP USA BLOCKADE ON CUBA
also solidarity with also solidarity with 
Venezuela and GazaVenezuela and Gaza

5:30 pm Thursday September 20
Sydney Martin Place outside the USA Consulate
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Re: Rally for universal 
access to public 
housing
Thank you, Denis Doherty, for 
your report to the Guardian and 
to all the people who turned up 
and supported the rally – espe-
cially the large numbers of mem-
bers from the CPA from three 
states (NSW, SA and WA). The 
rally was not only well organised, 
had great speakers including 
progressive politicians and the 
march from Hyde Park to parlia-
ment drawing a lot of attention, 
the timing and passion of the rally 
was emphatic and precise.

This dual issue of universal 
access to public housing and rising 
levels of homelessness in a wealthy 

country is being felt across Australia 
but nowhere more severely than on 
the streets of Sydney where one of 
the speakers said there were 3,000 
homeless people every night.

Sydney has the highest average 
cost of housing in Australia which 
is one of the reasons there are so 
many homeless in Sydney which as 
a speaker at the rally pointed out is 
not just confi ned to large numbers 
of people sleeping in the doorways 
of vacant buildings in Sydney but 
includes those people who can no 
longer afford the upkeep of a ten-
ancy and have taken up couch surf-
ing at the homes of family and 
friends.

As the rally demonstrated this 
is a class issue which points to the 
excesses and failings of the capital-
ist system-from property develop-
ers wanting to squeeze the highest 
returns from their land, property 
owners who keep properties vacant 
to push rental prices up, to state gov-
ernments who cut their public hous-
ing maintenance budgets and fl og off 
the public housing estate.

These challenges for the people 
exist not only in Sydney but in Perth 
other cities in Australia and accord-
ing to a speaker at the rally – in 

regional NSW and possibly in other 
regional parts of Australia.

Let’s have rallies like the Sydney 
one across Australia and let us build 
the rallies so that they flood out 
across the street in front of parlia-
ment and stop traffi c like rallies do 
in Melbourne.

Housing is a human right! 
Defend housing!

Richard Titelius
Perth

Malcolm on 
taxing the rich
Cuts to company tax is simply a 
matter of timing for the “new” 
Morrison government. Cuts to 
social security will be the main 
target to fund the this latest piece 
of corporate welfare – single 
mums and disability pensioners 
in particular – along with a few 
more cuts to public sector health, 
education, child care and aged 
care.

As with previous cuts dating 
back to the days of Labor Treasurer 
Paul Keating, the direction is 
towards lower rates and a flatter 
system of personal (direct) taxation.

The lower the taxes on the rich 
and the fl atter the tax system, the 
more regressive it becomes. A pro-
gressive tax system is one where 
people are taxed according to abil-
ity to pay – the rich pay at a higher 
rate.

Previous tax cuts were funded by 
squeezing social welfare and other 
essential public services by billions 
of dollars. For the corporate sector 
and rich, governments have created 
a low tax regime.

At the same time, they have also 
created a general image of Australia 
as a low taxing country, but noth-
ing could be further from the truth. 
Ordinary lower income people are 
paying taxes as never before. The 
highly regressive GST has placed a 
10 percent impost on almost every-
thing that pensioners, unemployed, 
recipients of sickness and other ben-
efi ts receive.

The way the tax system is struc-
tured, attempts by welfare recipients 
to supplement their income or fi nd 
casual or part-time jobs are pun-
ished with an effective tax rate of up 
to 60 percent on additional earnings 
as benefi ts are wound back and the 
extra income taxed.

Reform is needed. No one can 

argue about that. The question is 
what type of reform.

If the government cuts corporate 
or personal income tax then those 
billions of dollars will have to be 
found somewhere. The government 
has no intention of using any of its 
hoped-for sacred budget surplus.

But that is not all – military 
spending is escalating. The govern-
ment also pays out billions of dollars 
in corporate handouts, directly or in 
the form of tax concessions.

Back in 2005, Liberal MP and 
multi-millionaire former banker 
Malcolm Turnbull acknowledged 
that it is the rich who avoid tax. He 
came up with a novel idea: “The 
lower the tax rates are, the less 
incentive there is for avoidance and 
I think the greater moral authority 
governments have to say, ‘Hang on, 
you’re not being over-taxed here, so 
pay up.’ ”

Reduce them to zero on business 
and the rich – then there would be no 
tax avoidance!

He claimed that lower taxes 
would result in more income and 
hence fund tax cuts without cutting 
social welfare. Seriously!

T Southern
Brisbane

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

The new confi dence of the racist right, 
emboldened and legitimised by mainstream 
political demagogues, has added energy to 
a Scottish campaign to celebrate Nelson 
Mandela and ensure the lessons of the anti-
apartheid struggle are not forgotten.

The campaign stepped up a gear with a 
fundraising dinner graced by a virtuoso per-
formance from Marah Louw, the South African 
singer and actor who famously sang and 
danced on stage with Mandela at the 1993 rally 
in Glasgow’s George Square. She even wore 
the same dress that she wore that day.

The event included a riveting panel dis-
cussion, chaired by journalist David Pratt, 
who engaged Marah Louw, Deputy High 
Commissioner Golden Neswisi and Nelson 
Mandela Scottish Memorial Foundation 
(NMSMF) chair Brian Filling in sharing their 
memories of Mandela.

The NMSMF, launched last October, aims 
to build a statue in Glasgow’s Nelson Mandela 
Place.

But the statue is only the start. It will be the 
focus for a long-term project to ensure the les-
sons of the struggle against apartheid remain in 
the minds of future generations.

The foundation is already commissioning 
the development and piloting of a course for 
primary and early secondary pupils on apart-
heid in South Africa, the life of Mandela, and 
“its lessons for human rights and challenging 
racism and on taking action for a better world.”

To borrow the words of Michael McGahey, 
the campaign will be “a movement not a 
monument.”

Glasgow was the fi rst in the world to give 
Mandela the freedom of the city in 1981 while 
he was imprisoned. That was not won easily, 
with the Westminster government and many 
others labelling him as a terrorist.

Filling, who is a long-time anti-apartheid 
campaigner, recalls that the decision followed 
years of protests in the city with a fl ashpoint in 
1979 when the Lord Provost invited the South 
African ambassador to lunch at the city cham-
bers. Campaigners mounted a major protest 
and catering workers threatened to refuse to 
prepare food.

Soon afterwards, the Lord Provost was 
ousted and the Labour Party in the council took 
the fi rst bold steps towards offering Mandela 
the freedom of the city.

Eight other UK cities, districts and bor-
oughs followed and a declaration for the 
release of Mandela eventually won support 
from 2,500 mayors from 56 countries around 
the world.

In his speech in Glasgow on October 9, 
1993, Mandela said: “While we were physi-
cally denied our freedom in the country of our 
birth, a city 6,000 miles away, and as renowned 
as Glasgow, refused to accept the legitimacy 
of the apartheid system, and declared us to be 
free.”

The role of Scotland and Glasgow in the 

long worldwide campaign against apartheid 
was further underlined in 1986 when the 
city renamed St George’s Place as Nelson 
Mandela Place – an important gesture, all the 
more signifi cant because the South African 
consulate was based there and it now had the 
name of its most important political prisoner 
as its address.

The signifi cance of all this only sank in 
to many when Mandela chose Glasgow as the 
place to receive all the “freedoms” after his 
release from prison. Thousands welcomed him 
in a torrentially wet George Square.

Two of the many events of that day stood 
out for me. One was the stroke of luck that got 
me in the line-up to meet Mandela.

I was soaked from the rain and I’ll never 
forget his words, full of political signifi cance. 
“You are very wet,” he said.

He was easy with people. He was tired. But 
he so wanted to say thank you to the movement 
that had supported the cause.

The other came as Mandela left the stage 
later than planned because of his dance with 
Marah Louw. He came down the scaffolding 
steps at the back of the platform to a security-
controlled empty space in front of the city 
chambers.

The anthem Nkosi Sikelel’ iAfrika (God 
Bless Africa) struck up from behind and, 
although it was pouring down, Mandela 
stopped and stood to solitary attention on the 
stairs. He was getting drenched because the 

assistant with the brolly was left four steps 
behind.

I wrote at the time that it was a statement 
that he was now responsible for a nation as 
well as a movement.

The only other people watching this were a 
woman from Namibia, me, and in front of the 
city chambers a line of Glasgow police stand-
ing to attention and saluting the man.

It said it all about the effect he had. From 
“terrorist” to man saluted by Glasgow police. 
How we had moved on. Sadly, how much we 
still have to move on.

The emergence of a newly confi dent fas-
cist right makes it all the more important that 
we ensure future generations know this history 
and learn from the lessons.

One way to do that is to donate to 
the Nelson Mandela Scottish Memorial 
Foundation.

It already has the backing of the last two 
surviving Rivonia trialists, patrons Denis 
Goldberg and Andrew Mlangeni, along with 
South African high commissioner Nomatemba 
Tambo.

They are joined by Glasgow Lord Provost 
Eva Bolander and all the surviving “freedom” 
recipients, Sirs Alex Ferguson, Billy Connolly 
and Kenny Dalglish and Lord Macfarlane of 
Bearsden.
Morning Star 
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Nelson Mandela dancing with Marah Louw on stage at the 1993 rally in Glasgow.
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Rod Such

Why is it that the mainstream 
media in the US and other 
Western countries consistently 
frame the Palestinian liberation 
struggle as a “confl ict” in which 
“both sides” share the blame, 
particularly because “extremists” 
undermine “moderates”? Why 
does this media unfailingly assert 
Israel’s “right to self-defence” 
even in the face of unarmed pro-
tests such as the recent Great 
March of Return in Gaza that in 
some instances pitted rocks and 
burning kites against modern 
weaponry?

Greg Shupak, who teaches media 
studies at the University of Guelph-
Humber in Canada, probes these 
framing narratives and other ques-
tions in his new book The Wrong 
Story: Palestine, Israel and the 
Media.

Shupak takes a novel approach. 
Rather than examine the bias in news 
accounts, he focuses on editorials in 
The New York Times with the aim of 
revealing the mainstream media’s 
underlying ideological support for a 
state closely aligned with US foreign 
policy objectives in the Middle East.

Shupak shows that framing nar-
ratives revealed in editorials rely on 
selecting only certain aspects of real-
ity, which are then echoed in news 
accounts. Those selections reinforce 
already held beliefs and cultural 
assumptions.

Once this dominant narrative is 
established, no other aspects of real-
ity are presented that might under-
mine the framing.

As Shupak puts it: “In the 
West, narratives about Palestine-
Israel activate the ‘well-established 
knowledge structures’ that exist in a 
broader cultural context that is colo-
nial, imperialist, Orientalist or some 
combination of these, wherein Israel 
is widely regarded as an outpost of 
Western civilization in a struggle 
with backward, savage Arabs.”

Blocking out the 
blockade

The three frameworks that 
Shupak identifi es as most common 
in Western news media presentations 
are the “both sides” or “false equiva-
lence” narrative, the “moderates vs 
extremists” narrative, and the “right 
to self-defence” narrative.

On close examination, Shupak 
finds, the information selected to 
support these frameworks favours 
Israeli government propaganda and 
systematically conceals the infor-
mation needed to understand the 
Palestinian narrative.

Take the habitual claim that 
“both sides” are to blame for the 
confl ict. This narrative “identifi es a 

small portion of the injustice done 
to Palestinians while proportionately 
infl ating the harm done to Israelis,” 
Shupak writes, thereby “advancing a 
false equivalency between the rights 
and responsibilities of the colonisers 
and the colonised.”

To give just one example, 
Shupak points out that of fi ve Times 
editorials written during and imme-
diately prior to Israel’s 2008-2009 
bombings and land invasion of 
Gaza, only one mentioned Israel’s 
siege and blockade of the territory. 
The only way the Times could posit 
a “both sides” narrative was by omit-
ting the fact that only one side – 
Israel – was conducting a siege.

Israel was not under siege from 
the Palestinians; Palestinians were 
resisting the Israeli blockade. The 
Palestinians could not possibly 
impose a blockade on Israel given 
the asymmetry of power between 
the two sides.

Nor, Shupak points out, have 
Palestinians ever militarily occupied 
Israel or subjected Israelis to land 
dispossession, discriminatory laws, 
checkpoints, administrative deten-
tion, restrictions on free speech and 
assembly, bans on family unifi cation, 
deportations, or prohibitions against 
non-violent forms of resistance.

What ought to be obvious 
when all facts are selected is that 
the relationship between Israelis 
and Palestinians is one between 
the oppressor and the oppressed. 
Therefore, only one side is to blame 
for the confl ict.

The corporate media is not just 
failing to tell both sides of the story; 
it is, in effect, telling only one side 
and in doing so conveys the wrong 
story.

Moderate?
Shupak’s most incisive and in 

many ways groundbreaking critique 
of the dominant media narrative 
comes when he examines the “mod-
erate vs extremist” framework used 
to explain why the “confl ict” has 
become so protracted.

In this media framework, the 
Israeli extremists are the fanatic reli-
gious settlers who oppose giving up 
land and carry out acts of violence, 
while the Israeli moderates are the 
government offi cials who claim to 
favour a land-for-peace, two-state 
solution.

Hamas, of course, represents the 
Palestinian extremists because of its 
use of violence. And the Palestinian 
Authority represents the moderates 
willing to renounce violence and 
negotiate a peaceful settlement with 
Israel.

What’s wrong with this scenario? 
Besides the fact that successive so-
called “moderate” governments orig-
inated and expanded Israel’s illegal 
settlements, Israeli “moderates” have 

also been far greater purveyors of 
violence than fanatic settlers, Shupak 
points out.

The Israeli military has killed 
thousands more Palestinians than 
settlers ever have and with far more 
powerful weapons than the settlers 
possess.

Meanwhile, Palestinian “mod-
erates,” in the form of the PA, have 
not played a resistance role, but 
rather have been incorporated into 
the Israeli security apparatus and 
the neo-liberal economic policies 
imposed as part of the Oslo peace 
process. International donors have 
ensured that the PA’s economic plan-
ning conforms to those policies.

Shupak maintains that the “PA 
has been from the beginning, at least 
partially, a conduit for global capital-
ist interests at the centre of which is 
the American ruling class.”

Hence, when Western media 
hold up the PA as the “moderate” 
Palestinians, it essentially imposes 
a false narrative in which a client 
group is portrayed as part of an even-
tual peaceful solution when in fact it 
is part of the ongoing problem.

The “right to self-defence” nar-
rative can also be found in The New 
York Times’ editorials, which essen-
tially denies Palestinians the right 
to self-defence. The “legitimacy of 
the coloniser’s violence is unques-
tioned,” Shupak observes, “whereas 
the violence of the colonised is pre-
sented as illegitimate.”

In brief, Israel has the right to 
use violence to impose its block-
ade of Gaza, but Palestinians have 
no right to use violence to resist the 
siege. Furthermore, he notes, since 
the state of Israel acted as the aggres-
sor and initiated the violent expul-
sion of 750,000 Palestinians in 1948, 
“the idea of ‘Israeli self-defence’ is a 
logical impossibility.”

The right to self-defence prop-
erly belongs only to the Palestinians.

Shupak concludes his study with 
the observation that Western main-
stream media coverage is unlikely 
to change until “mass pressure” in 
the form of public opinion forces 
Western countries to cease backing 
Israel.

The task of achieving the “nec-
essary shifts in consciousness,” he 
writes, falls to independent news 
outlets, as well as to ordinary people 
who educate about Palestine “on 
campuses, in workplaces, in religious 
communities and on the streets.”
The Electronic Intifada 

To paint a false picture

The Guardian
Editorial Offi ce

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010 
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833 

Email: guardian@cpa.org.au

Editor: Tom Pearson

Published by 
Guardian Publications Australia Ltd 

74 Buckingham St, 
Surry Hills, 2010

Printed by 
Spotpress 

24-26 Lilian Fowler Pl 
Marrickville 2204

Responsibility for electoral comment 
is taken by T Pearson, 

74 Buckingham St, 
Surry Hills, 2010

Subscription to The Guardian
12 months: $100 ($80 conc / $150 solidarity) 6 months: $55 ($40 conc / $80 solidarity)
Special offer : 10 issues for $10 (new subscriptions only)
NAME:    ___________________________________________________
ADDRESS: ___________________________________________________

_______________________________________POSTCODE:____________

Pay by  Cheque Money order (Payable to “Guardian Publications”)
Phone in details on 02 9699 8844 or info@cpa.org.au Or send 
to: Guardian Subscriptions
 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010
or by credit card:  Mastercard  Visa *$20 minimum on cards
Card # _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _
Amount: ________ Expiry Date: ____/____  Date: ________
Signature:________________________________________

Every Thursday 6:15 pm
GAELIC CLUB 1/64 Devonshire 

Street Surry Hills

Sarat Chandran 02 9674 9179

psaratchandran@gmail.com

www.politicsinthepub.org.au

September 6
AUSTRALIA’S ASYLUM SEEKER POLICY: 
A GROWING CULTURE OF CRUELTY?
• Dr Barri Phatarfod, GP, President of Doctors for Refugees
• Samantha Castro, Activist, Co-founder, WACA (Whistleblowers, 

Activists and Citizens Alliance)

September 20
AUSTRALIA’S GOVERNMENT: 
PROTECTION FROM FOREIGN INTERFERENCE 
WITHOUT CURBING OUR HUMAN RIGHTS
• Stephen Blanks, President for NSW Council for Civil Liberties

September 27
FUELLING WAR: 
AUSTRALIA AND THE WEAPONS INDUSTRY
• Dr Sue Wareham, VP Medical Association for Prevention of War, 

Australia
• Dr Hannah Middleton, Peace activist, member of IPAN, and 

Communist Party of Australia

October 4
BDS OF ISRAEL: SUCCESSES TO DATE AND 
THE CAMPAIGN TO BOYCOTT EUROVISION 2019
• Mona Abu Zalaf, Final year Law and Journalism student UTS, 

Palestinian activist
• Hilmi Dabbagh, BDS Australia

October 11
NECESSARY EVIL: 
HOW TO FIX FINANCE BY SAVING HUMAN RIGHTS
• David Kinley, Professor, Human Rights Law, Sydney University, author 

of Necessary Evil

October 18
HOW SHOULD AUSTRALIA POSITION ITSELF 
GIVEN DONALD TRUMP’S FOREIGN POLICY 
AND US GLOBAL INTERESTS?
• Speakers TBA

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney



12  September 5, 2018 Guardian

Communist Party of Australia
Head Offi ce (Sydney)
postal: 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

phone: 02 9699 8844 fax: 02 9699 9833 email: info@cpa.org.auwww.cpa.org.au      cpa@cpa.org.au

General Secretary  
Bob Briton 
email: gensec@cpa.org.au

Party President 
Vinnie Molina 
email: president@cpa.org.au

Adelaide Elias Alevizos email: sa@cpa.org.au phone: 0405 020 614
postal: PO Box 612, Port Adelaide BC, SA 5015 web: adelaidecommunists.org

Brisbane phone: 0499 476 540 email: bris@cpa.org.au postal: PO Box 6012, 
Manly, Qld 4179

Canberra email: act@cpa.org.au

Darwin Vinnie Molina phone: 0419 812 872 email: darwin@cpa.org.au

Melbourne Andrew Irving email: cpavic@cpa.org.au phone: 03 9639 1550 
postal: Box 3 Trades Hall, Lygon St, Carlton Sth Vic 3053

Newcastle email: newcastle@cpa.org.au

Perth Vinnie Molina email: perth@cpa.org.au phone: 0419 812 872
postal: PO Box 98, North Perth, WA 6906

Western NSW Allan Hamilton email: western.nsw@cpa.org.au 
postal: 121 McKay St, Cootamundra, NSW 2590

Sydney email: sydney@cpa.org.au phone: 02 9699 8844 
postal: 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010

Tasmania Bob Briton email: tas@cpa.org.au phone: 0418 894 366

Youth email: youth@cpa.org.au phone: 02 9699 8844
postal: 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi said “India does not see the Indo-Pacific 
region as a strategy or as a club of limited members,” and pointedly 
avoided any criticism of China’s behaviour in the South China Sea.

Shifting alliances
Asia and Middle East chart courses independent of US

Conn Hallinan

“Boxing the compass” is an old nautical 
term for locating the points on a magnetic 
compass in order to set a course. With the 
erratic winds blowing out of Washington 
these days, countries all over Asia and 
the Middle East are boxing the compass 
and re-evaluating traditional foes and old 
alliances.

India and Pakistan have fought three wars 
in the past half-century, and both have nuclear 
weapons on a hair trigger. But the two coun-
tries are now part of a security and trade organ-
isation, the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation 
(SCO), along with China, Russia, and most of 
the countries of Central Asia. Following the 
recent elections in Pakistan, Islamabad’s for-
eign minister, Shah Mehmood Qureshi, has 
called for an “uninterrupted continued dia-
logue” with New Delhi to resolve confl icts and 
establish “peace and stability” in Afghanistan.

Pakistan’s new Prime Minister, Imran 
Khan, is a critic of the US war in Afghanistan 
and particularly opposed to the use of US 
drones to kill insurgents in Pakistan. Russia has 
reached out to the Taliban, which has accepted 
an invitation for peace talks in Moscow on 
September 4 to end the 17-year-old war. Three 
decades ago, the Taliban were shooting down 
Russian helicopters with American-made 
Stinger missiles.

Turkey and Russia have agreed to increase 
trade and to seek a political solution to end 
the war in Syria. Turkey also pledged to 
ignore Washington’s sanctions on Russia and 
Iran. Less than three years ago, Turkish war-
planes downed a Russian bomber, Ankara was 
denouncing Iran, and Turkey was arming and 
supporting Islamic extremists trying to over-
throw the government of Bashar al-Assad.

After years of tension in the South China 
Sea between China and a host of Southeast 

Asian nations, including Vietnam, the 
Philippines, Taiwan, Malaysia, and Brunei, on 
August 2 Beijing announced a “breakthrough” 
in talks between China and the Association 
of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN). After 
years of bluster – including ship-to-ship face-
offs – China and ASEAN held joint compu-
ter naval games on August 2-3. China has also 
proposed cooperative oil and gas exploration 
with ASEAN members.

Starting with the administration of George 
W Bush, the US has tried to lure India into 
an alliance with Japan and Australia – the 
Quadrilateral Security Dialogue or “quad” – 
to challenge China in the South China Sea 
and Indian Ocean. The Americans turned a 
blind eye to India’s violation of the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty and dropped the ban 
on selling arms to New Delhi. The Pentagon 
even re-named its Pacifi c Command, “Indo-
Pacifi c Command” to refl ect India’s concerns 
in the Indian Ocean. The US is currently train-
ing Indian fi ghter pilots, and this summer held 
joint naval manoeuvres with Japan and the 
US – Malabar 18 – in the strategic Malacca 
Straits.

But following an April Wuhan Summit 
meeting between Chinese President Xi Jinping 
and Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi, 
New Delhi’s enthusiasm for the Quad appears 
to have cooled. New Delhi vetoed Australia 
joining the Malabar war games.

At June’s Shangri-La Dialogue held in 
Singapore, Modi said “India does not see the 
Indo-Pacifi c region as a strategy or as a club 
of limited members,” and pointedly avoided 
any criticism of China’s behaviour in the South 
China Sea. Given that Indian and Chinese 
troops have engaged in shoving matches and 
fistfights with one another in the Doklam 
border region, Modi’s silence on the Chinese 
military was surprising.

China and India have recently established 

a military “hot line,” and Beijing has cut tariffs 
on Indian products.

During the SCO meetings, Modi and Xi 
met and discussed cooperation on bringing an 
end to the war in Afghanistan. India, Pakistan, 
and Russia fear that extremism in Afghanistan 
will spill over their borders, and the three have 
joined in an effort to shore up the Taliban as 
a bulwark against the growth of the Islamic 
State.

There is also a push to build the long-
delayed Iran-Pakistan natural gas pipeline that 
will eventually terminate in energy-starved 
India.

India signed the SCO’s “Qingdao 
Declaration,” which warned that “economic 
globalisation is confronted with the expansion 
of unilateral protectionist policies,” a statement 
aimed directly at the Trump administration.

The Modi government also made it 
clear that New Delhi will not join US sanc-
tions against Iran and will continue to buy 
gas and oil from Teheran. India’s Defence 
Minister, Nirmala Sitharaman, also said that 
India would ignore US threats to sanction any 
country doing business with Russia’s arms 
industry.

Of course, one can make too much of these 
re-alignments.

There are still tensions between China and 
India over their borders and competition for the 
Indian Ocean. Many Indians see the latter as 
“Mare Nostrum” [“Our Sea”], and New Delhi 
is acquiring submarines and surface crafts to 
control it.

However, since some 80 percent of China’s 
energy supplies transit the Indian Ocean, 
China is busy building up ports in Pakistan, 
Sri Lanka, and Djibouti to guard those routes.

India has recently tested a long-range 
ICBM – the Agni V – that has the capacity 
to strike China. The Indians claim the missile 
has a range of 3,000 miles, but the Chinese 

say it can strike targets 5,000 miles away, thus 
threatening most of China’s population cen-
tres. Since Pakistan is already within range 
of India’s medium-range missiles, the Agni 
V could only have been developed to target 
China.

India is also one of the few countries in the 
region not to endorse China’s immense “One 
Belt, One Road” infrastructure initiative to 
link Asia, South Asia, Central Asia, the Middle 
East, and Europe into a vast trading network.

A number of these diplomatic initiatives 
and re-alignments could easily fail.

Pakistan and India could fall out over 
Kashmir, and resolving the Afghanistan situ-
ation is the diplomatic equivalent of unty-
ing the Gordian Knot. The Taliban accepted 
the Russian invitation, but the Americans dis-
missed it. So too has the government in Kabul, 
but that could change, particularly if the 
Indians push the Afghan government to join 
the talks. Just the fact that the Taliban agreed 
to negotiate with Kabul, however, is a break-
through, and since almost everyone in the 
region wants this long and terrible war to end, 
the initiative is hardly a dead letter.

There are other reefs and shoals out there.
The Europeans are already knuckling 

under to the US sanctions, but the US and the 
European Union are not the only games in 
town. Organisations like the SCO, ASEAN, 
the BRICS countries (Brazil, Russia, India, 
China, and South Africa), and Latin America’s 
Mercosur are creating independent poles of 
power and infl uence, and while the US has 
enormous military power, it no longer can dic-
tate what other countries decide on things like 
war and trade.

From what direction on the Compass 
Rose the winds out of Washington will blow 
is hardly clear, but increasingly a number of 
countries are charting a course of their own.
People’s World 


