
River crisis
Indigenous leaders call for change

Darren Coyne

This article is a report from national 
Indigenous newspaper, the Koori Mail.

Aboriginal leaders have joined the Greens 
in calling for a royal commission into the 
crisis facing the Murray Darling river 
system. Around a million fi sh are estimated 
to have died in a massive fi sh kill along a 
stretch of the Lower Darling River in NSW, 
just weeks after another 10,000 died in a 
separate incident.

Images of hundred-year old cod and other 
native fi sh fl oating in putrid green water have 
fl ashed across the country, resulting in accusa-
tions of government mismanagement, corrup-
tion, water theft and greed.

Experts are worried that entire populations 
of native fi sh could be all but wiped out as a 
result of too much water being taken out of 
the system by irrigators, and, in particular, the 
cotton industry.

Angry residents in far western NSW main-
tain it is a man-made disaster, however the 
NSW government and irrigators have insisted 
the drought is partly to blame. Fred Hooper, 
chair of the Northern Basin Aboriginal Nations 
(NBAN) group, and Rene Woods, chair of the 

Murray Lower Darling Rivers Indigenous 
Nations (MLDRIN), both told the Koori 
Mail that they supported calls for a royal 
commission.

“It makes you bloody cry,” Hooper said 
about seeing the fi sh kill.

“This has been a major issue that has been 
bubbling since the 1980s and 1990s with the 
huge increase in cotton farms, and govern-
ment policy of over-allocation of water in the 
system. They are allowing huge cotton farms to 
take more water than Sydney Harbour.

“As First Nations people, we are seeing the 
landscape and river systems, change before our 
eyes, and that is having a devastating effect on 
our people.

“There should be a federal royal commis-
sion into the Murray Darling system, and we 
urge Minister David Littleproud, the Prime 
Minister and the Governor General to author-
ise a commission.

“They need to analyse and assess whether 
the Murray Darling plan is achieving what 
it set out to achieve, and then reconsider the 
amendments to the Northern Basin, where they 
are taking 70 gigalitres of water and giving it 
to irrigators.

“They need a royal commission to investi-
gate water thefts and off-river storage which is 

not being put back into the system. They also 
need to start buying back licences.

“Irrigators are cheating the system. There’s 
a whole heap of crooks and they need to be 
kicked out of the system.”

Rene Woods said it was not only the 
Darling River that was being affected, with 
algae blooms also present in the Murrumbidgee 
and Lachlan rivers. 

“This is Mother Earth and country telling 
us they’re sick,” he said. “We need to sit back 
at the table. The states need to listen to the tra-
ditional owners because they are out on these 
rivers every day.

“There are multiple cases of over-extrac-
tion and a lack of compliance and a lack of 
goodwill to work with stakeholders. In the 
short-term we need to secure that water in 
the Northern Basin and send the water down 
the Darling. We won’t have a Murray Darling 
Basin if these things are not done.”

Mr Woods said it was heart-breaking to see 
the dead grandmother and grandfather cod. 

“These are the big breeding fi sh and they 
are highly signifi cant to the culture of the 
Barka people. The Darling is the breeding 
ground for these fi sh.”

In a statement, the Murray-Darling Basin 
Authority’s chief executive Phillip Glyde 

said the relevant governments were “doing 
their best” to manage the consequences of the 
drought.

“The main causes of this distressing event 
are the lack of water fl owing into the northern 
rivers, and the impact of 100 years of over-allo-
cation of precious water resources throughout 
the entire basin,” he said.

“Without more water available to fl ow 
through the system, it is possible more fi sh will 
die during summer.”

Both federal Agriculture and Water 
Resources Minister David Littleproud and his 
NSW counterpart Niall Blair have blamed the 
drought for the disaster.

Last week, scientists and locals were call-
ing for the dead, rotting fi sh to be urgently 
removed, as the carcasses could trigger another 
wave of deaths.

Environmental scientist Stuart Khan said 
the dead fi sh needed to be collected before 
they sink to the bottom of the river and become 
almost impossible to retrieve. If they remain in 
the water, bacteria that feast on the carcasses 
will proliferate and rob the water of oxygen.

Meanwhile, the decaying fi sh will release 
chemicals that could trigger an algal bloom, 
which sparked this mass death event.
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The loss of huge numbers of fi sh in the Murray-Darling River 
system was due to the death of blue-green algae, which breeds in slow-
fl owing or stagnant rivers containing run-off agricultural fertiliser. 
Wildlife species are also dying as their habitat decays. Some river 
communities must now use groundwater with salt levels that far exceed 
safe drinking limits. In 2015 children from Pooncarrie contracted an 
antibiotic-resistant staph after the Darling began to stagnate. The 
Murray-Darling Basin Authority drained the Menindee Lakes twice 
in the last two years, endangering the Broken Hill water supply.

Tourism operators and graziers, fi shers, townsfolk and the tra-
ditional owners have been devastated by the ruthless exploitation 
of the rivers.

The Coorong wetlands near the Murray’s mouth are dying slowly 
and in agony because of the avaricious extraction of irrigation water 
upstream in eastern states. The South Australian Royal Commission 
into water usage will release its report soon. The Commissioner has 
clashed with the federal government over its lack of cooperation.

Federal Minister for Agriculture and Water David Littleproud 
blamed the fi sh kill on the current drought. Aquatic ecologist Fran 
Sheldon disagreed, noting that the Barwon-Darling River never used 
to dry out to disconnected ponds, even during droughts, and that 
water extraction has disrupted the natural balance of the Murray 
Darling’s massive ecosystems.

Federal and state governments have failed to ensure that water 
is used rationally and in the national interest, or to contribute to the 
international struggle over climate change.

State governments currently allocate specifi c water quantities for 
the environment and local communities. Water may be extracted from 
the remaining fl ows by graziers, cotton growers or other farmers 
according to amounts stipulated in their water licences.

However, cotton and rice, the biggest water guzzling crops, are 
grown here even though it’s the driest continent on earth. Cotton 
needs 7.8 megalitres of water per hectare, and it accounts for a quarter 
of the world’s pesticide consumption.

Some 3,780 gigalitres of irrigation water, about eight times the 
volume of Sydney Harbour, is extracted annually from the Murray 
Darling’s upstream reaches, where most of Australia’s cotton is grown. 
Most of that water could be allocated for environmental fl ows.

But under current arrangements, the only way for governments 
to increase environment and community fl ows is to buy back water 
licences from the irrigators, in a scheme mired in corruption and 
incompetence. In 2011 the then Gillard Labor government introduced 
the scientifi cally-based Murray-Darling Plan, which prioritised sav-
ing the environment. However, it enraged the irrigators and soon 
afterwards was amended in their favour.

Large scale water theft by cotton businesses in northern NSW was 
later revealed by an ABC Four Corners program, but the then Water 
and Agriculture minister Barnaby Joyce told a group of irrigators 
“We’ve taken water, put it back into agriculture so we can look after 
you and make sure we don’t have the greenies running the show”.

In 2017 the government bought a water licence from cotton cor-
poration Webster Ltd for $80 million, paying $3,500 per megalitre 
whereas the average market price was $140 per megalitre. The fi rm 
made $36 million on the transaction. Last year the government bought 
the water rights for Webster’s Tandou Station at more than twice 
the market price.

In May 2017 the government and opposition passed 36 water sav-
ing projects worth more than $1 billion without senators seeing the 
business cases or knowing the amount of water intended to be saved.

The tracking and enforcement of water conservation has been 
weakened by the loss of some of the Murray Darling Agency’s most 
experienced staff after government restructures. In May last year 
the government amended the Murray-Darling Basin Plan to allow 
extraction of another 70 gigalitres for irrigation, despite scientists’ 
warnings that the Darling River and Menindee Lakes could die.

The battle to save the rivers is an integral part of the climate 
change struggle. The Murray Daring Basin has just had its seventh 
driest year on record, and on January 17 Australia recorded the 
fi fteen hottest places on Earth. Droughts will become longer and more 
frequent unless climate change is brought under control.

The real enemy is the economic system under which the cotton in-
dustry controls water conservation policy and the fossil fuel industries 
dictate climate change policy. The Greens want a Royal Commission 
into the Murray Darling Basin. But to save the rivers and prevent 
catastrophic climate change we must support a coalition of left and 
progressive political parties and boot out of offi ce the conservative 
coalition which is blocking changes necessary to meet these challenges.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
“The environment” refers to the totality of social and physical conditions as they 
affect nature (land, water, air, plants and animals) and humanity with particular 
reference to their infl uence on the growth, development and survival of 
organisms, either across a limited area or the Earth as a whole. “Sustainability” 
refers to the ability of an ecosystem to hold, endure or bear the weight of social 
and natural forces which could compromise its healthy operation.
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Corporate greed responsible for 
death of rivers

PRESS FUND
The murder of an Arab-Israeli student in Melbourne has led 
to nationwide protest marches by women demanding an end to 
violence against them. The mediaeval concept of women as property 
lingers on, the mass media trivialises violence and associates it 
with masculinity, and the aggressive mass marketing of alcoholic 
drinks results in a steep rise in the incidence of domestic violence 
immediately after major sporting events. We’ll be covering this vital 
issue in the coming year and if you agree with our standpoint please 
consider making a Press Fund contribution for the next issue. Many 
thanks to everyone who contributed over the break, as follows:
J Ayres $50, Dr G Dittura $20, G Drew $20, D Humphries $40, 
M Hunt $45, R Kiek $20, K Manski $20, M McClintock $20, 
“Rough Red” $25, E Seymour $25, M Smith $20, “Sparky $60, 
B Treasure $50, A Pha $50
Progressive total: $465

Hostile act
Declaration of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Cuba
On January 16, 2019, the US State Department 
announced the decision to suspend for only 45 days 
the application of Title III of the Helms-Burton Act, 
“in order to conduct a careful review ... in light 
of US national interests and efforts to accelerate a 
transition to democracy in Cuba, and to include such 
elements as the regime’s brutal oppression of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms and its inexcusable 
support for the increasingly authoritarian and cor-
rupt regimes of Venezuela and Nicaragua”.

The government of President Donald Trump threat-
ens to take a new step that would dangerously reinforce 
the blockade against Cuba, fl agrantly violate interna-
tional law, and directly attack the sovereignty and inter-
ests of third countries.

Cuba rejects that threat in the strongest, fi rmest and 
most categorical manner. It assumes it as a hostile act of 
extreme arrogance and irresponsibility, while repudiat-
ing the disrespectful and slanderous language of the State 
Department’s public message.

The Helms-Burton Act went into effect in 1996. It 
was conceived to codify and harden the policy of eco-
nomic, commercial and fi nancial blockade offi cially 
imposed in 1962, with the objective of subverting and 
overthrowing the government of Cuba and imposing a 
regime to the liking of the government of the United 
States.

It consists of four titles and has been applied since its 
promulgation. It is characterised by its extreme extrater-
ritorial scope, for violating the norms and principles of 
International Law, for contravening the rules of trade and 
international economic relations and for being harmful to 
the sovereignty of other States, mainly by the application 
of its provisions against companies and persons estab-
lished in their territory.

It has been rejected by the international community 
almost unanimously in the United Nations, in special-
ised international organisations and in regional organi-
sations such as the Community of Latin American and 
Caribbean States and the African Union. Several coun-
tries have national laws to deal with the extraterritorial 
effects of this law.

Among the central objectives of the Helms-Burton 
Act has been to hinder Cuba’s economic, commercial 
and fi nancial relations with third countries and to affect 
its ability to attract direct foreign capital investment for 
its development. Titles III and IV of the law are expressly 
devoted to this purpose.

Title III authorises US nationals to fi le lawsuits 
before US courts against any foreigner who “traffi cs” in 
US property that was nationalised in Cuba in the 1960s, 
in a legitimate process, as recognised by the US Supreme 
Court, carried out by the Cuban government in full com-
pliance with national law and international law.

Among the most signifi cant aberrations, this title 
extends this authorisation to owners who were not US 
citizens at the time of the nationalisations and whose 
alleged properties no one has certifi ed.

By virtue of the provisions of the Helms-Burton Act 
itself, all US Presidents since 1996, including Trump in 
2017 and 2018, have made consecutive use of the execu-
tive power to suspend the application of Title III every 
six months in order to recognise that it consists of the 
grossest and most unacceptable aspect of this against 
international law and the sovereignty of other states. Also 
because it understands that its application would cause 
insurmountable obstacles to any prospect of settlement 
of claims and compensation to legitimate US owners.

For its part, the Provincial People’s Court of Havana, 
on November 2, 1999, declared the Lawsuit against the 
Government of the United States of America for Human 
Damages Waived and sanctioned it to repair and compen-
sate the Cuban people in the amount of US$181.1 billion 
dollars and, on May 5, 2000, also for Economic Damages 
caused to Cuba and sentenced it in the amount of $121 
billion dollars.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs has reiterated Cuba’s 
willingness to fi nd a solution to mutual claims and 
compensation.

This decision, which the United States govern-
ment threatens to adopt, would imply that, contrary to 
the provisions of international law and the practice of 
international relations, foreign individuals and entities 
with legitimate business in Cuba could be faced with the 
threat of facing unfounded and illegitimate claims before 
United States courts. The politically motivated and venal 
conduct of some Florida courts, frequently used as a 
weapon against Cuba, is well known.

For our people, it means facing once again, in a fi rm, 
conscious and forceful manner, the determination of US 
imperialism to submit to its domination and tutelage the 
destinies of the Cuban Nation.

If Title III were to be applied as established by this 
law and the State Department’s announcement threat-
ened, any Cuban and every community in the country 
would see lawsuits fi led before US courts for the own-
ership of the housing they occupy, the workplace where 
they work, the school their children attend, the polyclinic 
where they receive medical attention, the land on which 
their neighbourhoods are built; and they will be able to 
verify the pretension of usurping from the Cubans the 
wealth of the country, the infrastructure, the arable lands, 
the industries, the mining resources, the energy potential 
and the bases on which science and technology are devel-
oped and services are rendered to the population.

We should all remember the aberrant contents of the 
Bush Plan, which describes and implements in detail the 
way in which Cuban families and the country would be 
stripped of practically everything.

For more than 20 years, the Helms Burton Act has 
guided the interventionist efforts of anti-Cuban sec-
tors in the United States to attack the Cuban nation and 
undermine its sovereignty. By virtue of its application, 
hundreds of millions of dollars have been approved to 
subvert the internal order in Cuba and countless measures 
have been put in place to try to bring about a change of 
regime. Its economic effect has implied a high cost for 
the country’s development efforts and for the well-being 
of the population, with a humanitarian impact that is not 
greater thanks to the social justice regime that prevails 
in Cuba.

The pretension to fully apply Title III is promoted 
against the criteria of important United States govern-
ment agencies and as a consequence of the power and 
infl uence they have achieved in the government, people 
whose political career has been marked by impotent 
resentment against Cuba and has rested on the use of lies 
and blackmail.

The majority of US public opinion consistently 
opposes the economic blockade, according to the most 
qualifi ed polls.

History records with suffi cient clarity that the policy 
of economic blockade and the bilateral problems between 
Cuba and the United States do not have their origin in the 
just nationalizations that, according to the law and with 
legitimate right, were carried out by the revolutionary 
government. The US government’s military, economic 
and terrorist aggressions began against Cuba before the 
fundamental acts of nationalisation of US property took 
place.

It is known that all the nationalisations of foreign 
properties, including those of the United States, con-
templated in law a commitment of compensation, which 
the government of the United States refused even to dis-
cuss, while it was assumed by the governments of the 
claimants of other countries, all of which enjoyed due 
compensation.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs reiterates the postu-
lates of the Cuban Dignity and Sovereignty Reaffi rmation 
Act (Act No. 80), and emphasises that the Helms-Burton 
Act is unlawful, unenforceable, and without legal effect 
or value. Consequently, it will consider null and void any 
claim of a natural or legal person, whatever its citizen-
ship or nationality.

The Government of Cuba reserves the right to 
respond in a timely manner to this new aggression.
Havana, January 17, 2019 
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Ernestine “Bonita” Mabo was a 
small woman who became a giant 
of Australia’s Indigenous land 
rights and reconciliation move-
ments. Dr Mabo was remembered 
as the mother of native title 
as well as a loving mother and 
grandmother at her state funeral 
last December 8.

She was a mighty role model, 
and the reason her grandchildren 
can walk proud as black people in 
Australia, mourners said.

The renowned Indigenous rights 
campaigner died aged 75, just days 
after being awarded an Honorary 
Doctor of Letters from James Cook 
University in recognition of her work 
in Indigenous education.

She was granted a state funeral 
following her death as a mark of the 
impact she had on the nation.

Dr Mabo famously worked with 
her late husband Eddie Koiki Mabo 
to help establish the Native Title Act.

The change did away with the 
concept of “terra nullius”, which 
had been the legal justifi cation for 
forcing Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people from their land. 

Queensland Premier Annastacia 
Palaszczuk told the Townsville 
funeral service that Dr Mabo was an 
unlikely giant”.

“I say ‘unlikely’ because Bonita 
Mabo was not imposing, not physi-
cally,” Ms Palaszczuk said.

“And yet this slight woman from 
Ingham would change the course of 
history.

“Bonita’s story is powerful. It’ll 
be told and retold as a beacon to 
generations to follow her lead.

“She empowered her people to 
speak from the heart and stand up 
for what they believed in.

“Dr Mabo was a history maker 
in her own right long before the 
High Court’s landmark native title 
ruling, which forever and rightfully 
changed our nation, and long after.

“Her gentle compassion and 
courage, and her unwavering con-
viction to stand up for justice with-
out hesitation, will continue to 
inspire us all.”

Dr Mabo was a Malanbarra 
woman, born near Ingham, with 
South Sea Islander ancestry and 
family ties to Vanuatu.

She married Eddie in 1959, and 
the couple had 10 children, with 
Indigenous education becoming one 
of her lifelong passions.

Dr Mabo co-founded Australia’s 
fi rst Indigenous community school, 
the Black Community School in 
Townsville, after becoming fed up 
with her children not learning their 
own history and cultures.

Her sister Aunty Roslind White 
delivered the eulogy, while her 
grandson Kaleb Cohen read a letter 
to his “Norni” saying he didn’t 
come to say goodbye, but “thank 
you”.

“You are the reason I can walk 
with my chest out and my head held 
high. You are the reason I feel proud 
to be a black man in this country,” 
he said.

In 2013, Dr Mabo was awarded 

an Offi cer of the Order of Australia 
for distinguished service to the 
Indigenous community.

In recent years she had been 
fi ghting for South Sea Islanders to 
be recognised as a separate ethnic 
group in their own right, and was an 
honorary patron of the Australian 
South Sea Islanders Alliance.

Mourners included family 
and friends, Federal Indigenous 
Affairs Minister Nigel Scullion, 
WA Senator Pat Dodson, former 
Australian Governor General 
and Queensland Governor Dame 
Quentin Bryce, and mayors from 
Indigenous Shires Alf Lacey (Palm 
Island), Vonda Malone (Torres 
Shire Council) and Eddie Newman 
(Northern Peninsula Area Regional 
Council).

Before the coffi n was carried 
into the service Alfred Smallwood 
and Dr Mabo’s grandson William 
Mabo (on didgeridoo) conducted a 
smoking ceremony.

Pastor Tony Hallo from 
Townsville Worship Centre read 
the opening prayer and the mourn-
ers were welcomed to country by 
former NAIDOC person of the year 
Dr Gracelyn Smallwood, who gave 
a moving tribute to Dr Mabo.

Dr Mabo was also recognised 
for her commitment to the history 
of her South Sea Islander forebears, 
taken from their homes in Vanuatu 
to work as slaves in Queensland.

Mourners were asked to donate 
to Diabetes Queensland instead of 
sending fl owers.
Koori Mail 
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A celebration of 
the life of Bonita Mabo

Dr Bonita Mabo wearing academic dress and holding her Honorary 

Doctorate from James Cook University.
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The 20th International Meeting of 
Communist and Workers’ Parties 
(IMCWP) took place on November 23-25, 
2018, in Athens, hosted by the KKE 
(Communist Party of Greece), which cele-
brated the 100th year of its historic course.

At the meeting under the theme of: “The 
contemporary working class and its alli-
ance. The tasks of its political vanguard - the 
Communist and Workers’ Parties, in the strug-
gle against exploitation and imperialist wars, 
for the rights of the workers and the peoples, 
for peace, for socialism “, 90 Communist and 
Workers’ parties from 73 countries took part, 
representing all the continents.

The Parties’ representatives discussed 
developments at the international, regional 
and national level, exchanged thoughts on 
the experience gained from the struggle of 
the Communist and Workers’ Parties in their 
countries, the common and convergent actions 
developed during the previous period, the class 
struggles in their countries, their efforts to pro-
mote the alliance of the working class with 
other popular and anti-monopoly strata.

They discussed the tasks for the strength-
ening of the communists’ struggle; the devel-
opment of struggles of the working class and 
the other popular strata for the rights of the 
workers; of the people; of the youth, in confl ict 
with the monopolies; the power of capital and 
capitalist exploitation and oppression.

The contributions of the Communist and 
Workers’ Parties highlighted the exploitative, 
predatory and inhuman nature of capitalism. 
It was noted that the contradictions and com-
petition of capitalist states and alliances are 
sharpening in a multi-faceted way on the ter-
rain of the crisis or capitalist growth; that the 
process of realignment of forces is advancing 
internationally.

Imperialist interference, blockades and 
interventions are continuing. There are still 
ongoing wars, such as in Syria, Yemen, Libya, 
as well as in Azerbaijan. The fratricidal war 
in Ukraine continues under the responsibility 
of the anti-people Kiev regime. Military arma-
ments and war preparations are escalating.

The Communist and Workers’ Parties wel-
come the struggles of the workers and the peo-
ples around the world against the offensive of 
imperialism, against occupation, against any 
threats to sovereign rights and national inde-
pendence, for peace, for the defence and the 
widening of social and democratic rights. The 
experience gained in many countries from 
the struggles against the imperialist plans and 
political line of the USA, NATO, the EU and 
their allies is valuable.

The sharpening of the contradictions 
involves the risk of new imperialist wars for 
the control of wealth-producing resources, 

markets and energy pipelines; this risk sets 
serious tasks for the workers’ movement and 
the communists for the strengthening of a 
broad anti-imperialist struggle for peace and 
disarmament, the intensifi cation of the struggle 
against the political line of bourgeois govern-
ments that serves the profi tability of big capital 
and imperialist aggression and war.

The developments highlight that the strug-
gle for peace, disarmament, respect for popu-
lar sovereignty, for the solution of the people’s 
problems and the satisfaction of the people’s 
needs is inextricably linked to the struggle 
for the overthrow of capitalist barbarity, for 
socialism.

The Communist and Workers’ Parties 
assessed positively the initiatives taken in 2017 
on the occasion of the 100th anniversary of 
the October Socialist Revolution and in 2018 
for the 200th anniversary of the birth of Karl 
Marx, contributing to the defence of the Soviet 
Union’s contribution, of socialism, which is the 
only way out of capitalist exploitation.

They reaffi rmed their internationalist sol-
idarity with the Syrian, Palestinian, Cypriot 
peoples; with the peoples of Lebanon, of 
Sudan, of Socialist Cuba, of Venezuela, of 
Brazil, of Iran, with all the peoples which face 
imperialist attacks and threats.

They condemned anti-communism and 
the attack on democratic rights and freedoms 

and expressed full support to the commu-
nists persecuted in Poland, Ukraine, Sudan, 
Kazakhstan, Pakistan as well as to the com-
munists facing legal and political processes in 
Russia, Transnistria and elsewhere.

It was noted that in 2019 there are several 
important commemorations as the 100th anni-
versary of the foundation of the Communist 
International, the 70 years of the Chinese 
Revolution as well as the 60 years of the 
Cuban Revolution. These anniversaries could 
be utilised in order to strengthen proletarian 
internationalism; to defend the history and con-
tribution of the Communist movement for the 
popular gains, for the struggle for progress, 
for the social emancipation of the workers and 
of the peoples in contrast to the falsifi cation 
and distortion of the historical truth and the 
identifi cation of communism with the fascist 
atrocities.

The Communist and Workers’ parties 
expressed their solidarity with refugees and 
immigrants. They condemned racism, the dan-
gerous fascist, far-right forces that arise from 
the exploitative system and are directed against 
the peoples.

During the 20th IMCWP, a series of dec-
larations of solidarity with the struggle of the 
peoples in many parts of the world were issued.

The Communist and Workers’ parties call 
for the development of common and conver-
gent actions in the next period along these 
main axes:
• Against imperialist war, interventions and 

militarisation.
• Actions against NATO – whose 70th 

anniversary is on April 4, 2019 – and the 
EU, which is being further militarised with 
PESCO and other mechanisms.

• Against nuclear weapons and foreign 
military bases, utilising the nuclear 
holocaust anniversary in Hiroshima – 
Nagasaki (on August 6 and 9) and the 80 
years since the start of the Second World 
War (on September 1).

• To defend the history of the communist 
movement and the values of proletarian 
internationalism

Multi-faceted events for the 100th anniver-
sary of the Communist International (on March 
2), actions against anti-communism, persecu-
tions and bans of Communist and Workers’ 

Parties. Utilisation of the 102nd anniversary 
of the October Socialist Revolution to high-
light the achievements of socialism and deepen 
the theoretical discussion and practical action 
against capitalism and its exploitative, oppres-
sive, aggressive, predatory and inhuman 
nature.

To strengthen Internationalist Solidarity 
with the struggling peoples, which face occu-
pation, imperialist threats and interventions.

To strengthen internationalist solidarity and 
struggle demanding the end of the US blockade 
against Cuba and the interventions and threats 
against Bolivarian Venezuela.

To support the struggle of Palestinian 
people for the end of the occupation and self-
determination, establishing a national, inde-
pendent state with East Jerusalem as its capital, 
in accordance with the UN resolutions, sup-
porting the resistance of the Palestinian people 
and condemning the criminal policy of Israel.

To denounce imperialist interventions in 
the Korean Peninsula and express solidarity 
with the Korean people for independent and 
peaceful reunification. To express solidar-
ity with refugees and with all peoples facing 
occupation, intervention and blockades by 
imperialism.

Multi-faceted class solidarity with workers’ 
struggles for labour, social, trade union rights, 
against the offensive of capital.

Development of actions of struggle in 
workplaces and in particular on International 
Workers’ Day on May 1st, highlighting the 
vanguard role of the communists.

Development of actions of struggle on 
March 8, International Women’s Day, to defend 
women’s rights and their full equality in work 
and life.

Struggle for political and trade union 
freedoms and democratic rights against fas-
cist forces, reactionary regimes, racism and 
xenophobia, religious fanaticism and social 
oppression.

Development of actions of strug-
gle on the day of the People’s Victory over 
Fascism-Nazism.

Development of actions to protect the 
environment.

The participants thanked the Communist 
Party of Greece for hosting successfully this 
Meeting. 
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Life on Earth began in the seas. The variety 
of life in the oceans outdoes that on land 
and in the air combined. But ocean species 
are just as vulnerable as land based ones. 
And heaven knows, we’ve exterminated 
enough of the latter since humans learned 
how to apply machinery and explosives to 
the business of killing animals for sport and 
clearing land and forest for commercial 
gain.

The once numerous Dodos have become 
a metaphor for death itself. The passen-
ger pigeon was once so numerous in North 
America the fl ocks “blotted out the sun”. 
Now there are none. On the prairies of North 
America, a train waiting for a herd of bison 
to pass over the rail line could be held up for 
days rather than hours. Today, the surviving 
herds are a tiny fragment of what they were 
before they were shot to near extinction to 
provide meat for – ironically – railway con-
struction crews.

You would think that by now we would 
have learned: just because there are lots of a 
particular animal at present, does not mean that 
it will continue to exist in such numbers. No 
species is impervious to habitat loss, to preda-
tion on an industrial scale or to the poisoning 
of its food and water, whether deliberate or the 
result of pollution.

The dubious “benefi ts” of civilisation came 
late to Australia, not until the early 19th cen-
tury, but even so we managed to introduce 
numerous species of non-native animals that 
went feral, driving many types of native birds 
and mammals to near extinction – and some to 
actual extinction. Even the ubiquitous koala is 
facing extinction now due to ruthless clearing 
of its eucalyptus forests, to provide more land 
for farming.

The private enterprise system that domi-
nates farming in this country and the private 
ownership of most of the land, makes it almost 
impossible for state and federal governments, 
acting on behalf of the people, to make ade-
quate provision for non-profi t-making land 
use, such as national parks. Older readers will 
remember the brouhaha that erupted among 
graziers and others “on the land” when Clive 
Evatt as the responsible minister in the NSW 
government at the time made the Wedgetailed 
Eagle a protected species. At the time, it was 
the norm not only to shoot these magnifi cent 

birds, but to display their corpses on farm gates 
as a sort of morbid trophy.

The stock of new-born lambs was going to 
be decimated if farmers could no longer shoot 
wedgies, we were told. As it turned out, the 
scientists had the right of it: wedgies preferred 
to eat rabbits, of which there was a damaging 
superfl uity. 

But if it was diffi cult to get the conserva-
tion message accepted on land, it is even harder 
offshore. Yes, we are better than we used to 
be, that’s true. “Big game” fi shing is no longer 
the romantic pastime it used to be considered. 
We used to hunt and kill whales for their oil 
and their meat. Today, we take tourists out in 
boats to photograph these ocean-going mam-
mals instead of killing them.

But woe betide the ocean predator that 
– perhaps because other ocean food is not as 
plentiful as it once was – takes a bite out of a 
surfboard rider to see if he is some new kind 
of seal. The leaders of communities that are 
dependent on parting tourists from their cash 
– private enterprise at work again – rush to 
take steps to prevent the “shark attack” from 
adversely affecting their income.

Drum lines are rolled out and as many 

sharks are killed as possible, to convince igno-
rant, gullible tourists, that “the seas are safe 
again”, so they will continue coming to beach 
resorts and spending their money.

But just as killing all the lions on the 
Serengeti would have a disastrous effect on the 
ecology of that area, eliminating the top preda-
tors from the oceans has a ruinous effect on 
fi sh-stocks and the quality of the marine envi-
ronment – the thing that attracts the tourists in 
the fi rst place.

And if you think that the marine environ-
ment is just a matter of a limited number of 
fi sh, sharks, sea-anemones and jellyfi sh, you 
need to check out Darren Jew’s beathtakingly 
beautiful new book, Underwater Australia.

From the front cover, with its spectacu-
lar and exquisitely composed “tail-on” shot of 
a whale shark nonchalantly swimming away 
from the camera, to the double-page spread 
almost at the end of the book showing a great 
white seemingly grinning at the underwater 
cameraman, this is underwater photography at 
its fi nest.

As fellow professional photographer Nick 
Rains says in his introduction, “Shooting high-
quality images underwater involves juggling 

technical and creative skills with physical chal-
lenges: recognising the potential shots as they 
crop up, at the same time capturing a sharp, 
well-exposed and creatively composed shot – 
all while breathing through a pipe, looking out 
a small glass window, and bouncing around in 
water surges of less than gin-clean water!”

There is relatively little text; Jew lets the 
photography speak for him via three sections 
called Coral Kingdoms (which covers the 
Great Barrier Reef as well as lesser-known 
locations such as Ningaloo Reef in WA), Blue 
Water Bazaar (which covers the marine meet-
ing places on Australia’s east and west coasts 
where powerful currents from the north mingle 
with equally powerful currents from the south) 
and Southern Wonders which features the oxy-
gen-rich cold water of the Southern Ocean. 
There is also a section on underwater photog-
raphy, for those who would like to have a go 
themselves. 

Published by Hardie Grant Travel, 
Underwater Australia is a truly beautiful book 
that is also timely in reminding us why it is so 
important to protect all of this country’s natural 
environment, including its extremely important 
marine environment. 

Australia

Book Review by Rob Gowland

Underwater Australia 
by Darren Jew

BHP and BlueScope to axe 
last two Australian iron ore vessels
The Maritime Union of Australia 
(MUA) has accused large mul-
tinational companies BHP and 
BlueScope Steel of using the 
January holiday period to quietly 
sack nearly 80 Australian seafar-
ers and replace them with $2 an 
hour exploited foreign labour on 
the Australian coast.

MUA national secretary Paddy 
Crumlin said the union has been 
informed that the MV Mariloula
and MV Lowlands Brilliance would 
be dumped immediately – the last 
remaining Australian ships that have 
serviced BHP and subsequently 
Bluescope steelworks in this coun-
try for more than 100 years.

“This is a national disgrace,” 
Crumlin said. “Many, many 
Australians have known someone 
who worked on the famous fl eet of 
BHP iron boats, yet the company 

wants to end more than 100 years of 
proud trade by sending a couple of 
sneaky emails in early January.

“One in eight merchant seafar-
ers died defending this country in 
two world wars and their legacy 
deserves a lot more than this treach-
erous, underhanded attempt to dump 
Australian workers ahead of a fed-
eral election.”

Crumlin said the two ves-
sels move iron ore from BHP’s 
mining operations in Port Hedland 
to BlueScope’s steelworks in Port 
Kembla, then run coal to China 
before returning to Port Hedland 
and qualify as cabotage trade.

The union has written to the 
company demanding answers.

“It is with great surprise and 
regret we received notice from BHP 
informing the impending removal 
of the MV Mariloula and MV 

Lowlands Brilliance from freight 
services contracted to BlueScope 
and consequently, their removal 
from Australian coastal and inter-
national trade,” the correspondence 
says.

“The decision has the potential 
to devastatingly affect Australian 
seafarers and will see BlueScope’s 
supply chain effectively remov-
ing Australia labour from the local 
Australian industry, being replaced 
by highly exploited foreign crews 
paid as low as $2 per hour.”

Paddy Crumlin said the MUA 
remains deeply concerned with 
BlueScope’s lack of consulta-
tion and discussion prior to the 
announcement by BHP, as well as 
the fact BlueScope is planning to 
shut down a trade that has run suc-
cessfully for more than 100 years 
when alternatives are available.

“The union understands there 
to be considerable availability of 
Cape Size Bulk vessels suitable for 
the BlueScope freight task currently 
performed by the MV Mariloula
and MV Lowlands Brilliance,” the 
letter says.

“We urge BlueScope to utilise 
Australian seafaring labour in its 
local supply chain. Australian sea-
farers have serviced BHP and sub-
sequently Bluescope steel works 
in this country for more than 100 
years.”

Crumlin said the MUA had his-
torically worked constructively with 
both BHP and Bluescope to meet 
cabotage requirement, including pay 
freezes during periods of economic 
downturn.

“This contribution to the com-
pany by Australian seafarers 
deserves ongoing certainty of their 

employment in BlueScope’s ship-
ping supply chain. We note that 
during the period of wage freeze 
by workers including seafarers 
the Company made a $1.6 billion 
profi t,” the letter says.

The union says the move is 
particularly galling given the cur-
rent shipping arrangements do not 
expire between BHP and Bluescope 
until June this year and that his brief 
discussions with company manage-
ment had shed no light on the rea-
sons behind the decision.

The MUA is now requesting 
a meeting with BlueScope, BHP, 
maritime unions and the Australian 
Workers’ Union to ascertain the 
real facts behind BHP’s decision 
to dump current shipping arrange-
ments and to further discuss what 
will occur between now and 
June. 
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On 8-9 January, around 200 million work-
ers went on a two-day strike across India, 
bringing the country to a grinding halt. The 
strike was called by 10 central trade unions 
of India against the anti-labour policies of 
the Modi government. BMS, affi liated with 
RSS-BJP, was the only central trade union 
that was against the strike and tried to sab-
otage it. All others supported the strike and 
made huge efforts to make it successful. 

Railways, banks and power stations partici-
pated with full force in this strike, along with 
workers from the private sector, including the 
mines, industrial sites, transport and even small 
traders.

According to the reports of trade unions, a 
large number of informal workers also partici-
pated in the strike, including workers from the 
construction sector, street vendors, domestic 
and home-based workers, auto- rickshaw and 
agricultural workers. 

“Biggest strike in history”
This is being claimed as the largest ever 

strike in world history, as it also got huge 
support from farmers and students across the 
country. Farmers have been protesting many 
months in huge numbers across different states 
against the callous attitude of the government 
and their falling living standards, which have 
driven them into extreme poverty. The gen-
eral strike gave them an opportunity to unite 
with the industrial and public sector workers 
to press their demands. Students from various 
universities, including JNU, have been pro-
testing against the government for many years 
now, and they also joined hands with the work-
ers to raise their demands.

The strike was called by a National 
Convention of Workers, held in September 
2018, and agreed jointly by the 10 central trade 
unions. The 12-point charter of the convention 
includes demands against price hike, unem-
ployment, privatisation of public sector units, 
and contract labour. The trade unions also 
demanded universal social security cover for 
all workers, a minimum wage of Rs 18,000 per 
month, assured pensions, the abolition of con-
tractual labour and end to employer-friendly 
labour law amendments.

Government of the rich 
The working class in India has suffered 

greatly under the Modi government, with price 
hikes and unemployment reaching unprece-
dented levels, while the loot and plunder by big 
business have achieved new heights. Modi won 
the election in 2014 on the slogan of “Vikas”, 
or “progress” and vowed to produce 10 mil-
lion jobs every year. After the failure of the 
Congress government, these promises attracted 
huge numbers of people, who voted for BJP 
ignoring their extreme, right-wing fundamen-
talist background. But during his rule, Modi 
has been unable to deliver on any of his prom-
ises, while giving huge benefi ts to the fi lthy 
rich at the top of big business.

In December 2018, the offi cial unemploy-
ment rate rose to 7.4 percent, which is the 
highest in the last 27 months. According to a 
report by the Centre for Monitoring the Indian 
Economy, the country lost around 11 million 
jobs in 2018. Most of the job losses were in the 
rural areas but the IT sector has also faced big 
job losses in recent years

Apart from job losses, the recent surge 
of price hikes has also affected the work-
ers in the most devastating way and deprived 
them of their meagre savings. Wages have not 
increased in proportion with infl ation and the 
lives of these workers have become unbearable 
as a result. In an interview with News Click on 
the day of the strike, many workers in Delhi 
talked about their plight, saying that they are 

earning from Rs 7,000 to 12,000 per month 
(about US$100-$170) after 12-hour work-
ing days. The workers demanded the govern-
ment raise the minimum wage to Rs 18,000 per 
month to make ends meet.

The industrial workers also have to work 
under precarious conditions, mostly without 
safety equipment. In the construction sector 
especially, which has grown rapidly in recent 
years, on-site deaths have become a common 
phenomenon, but still, the workers continue 
to do their jobs because they have no other 
option. If they leave, they will have to face 
death from hunger.

The Modi government has also introduced 
fi xed-term employment to make it “easier” to 
do business. This means that an employer can 
hire a worker only for a specifi ed project or 
a specifi ed time without any further require-
ments. This has led to much deeper exploi-
tation of the workers, who face dangerous 
conditions and extremely low wages. The 
trade unions have demanded the end of this 
law, along with other anti-labour amendments 
to existing labour laws.

The workers united!
Public sector workers also came out in big 

numbers in this strike. They were demanding 
an end to FDI in the public sector, which has 
left hundreds of thousands jobless. The central 
trade unions have demanded an end to priva-
tisation of areas of the public sector under the 
control of central or state governments, espe-
cially railways, insurance and defence.

The workers of the Life Insurance 
Corporation held a demonstration at the 
Jeevan Bharati Building in Connaught Place in 
Delhi on January 8. The leader of the All India 
Insurance Employees Association addressed 
the demonstration there. Talking with the 
media, Anil Kumar Bhatnagar, vice president 
the AIIEA said that two public sector insur-
ance companies have already been privatised 
by the government, while others are also being 
targeted.

All banking unions also supported the 
strike and came out strongly against the pri-
vatisation of public sector banks. The All 
India Bank Employees Association and Bank 

Employees Federation of India supported the 
strike. According to the Times of India, the 
mining sector reported 100 percent strike par-
ticipation, along with tea plantation and beedi 
workers. 

The general secretary of the All India Trade 
Union Congress (AITUC), Amarjeet Kaur, 
talking to the Press Trust of India claimed that 
in fi ve states, life came to a complete standstill 
on the fi rst day of the strike. These include the 
eastern states of Assam, Manipur, Maegahalya 
and Odisha, along with the southern state of 
Kerala where communist parties are ruling. In 
these states, all types of establishments, includ-
ing schools, colleges, hospitals, post offi ces, 
banks and industrial sites, remain closed. 

Kaur also said that, in the rest of country, 
banks and postal services were affected. In 
many states, the trade union activists staged 
demonstrations to stop trains, causing a dis-
ruption of the railway service. Reports of such 
actions came from Odisha, Tami Nadu and 
other states as well.

In the southern state of Telangana, two 
million government employees were reported 
to be on strike, while transport and electricity 
workers in the industrial city of Mumbai were 
also on strike. In Karnataka, the bus service 
was halted as workers of Karnataka State Road 
Transport Corporation were fully on strike. 
Industrial workers of Delhi, Haryana and 
Rajasthan were also on strike, and reports of 
clashes between workers and police were also 
reported from Rajasthan. According to a report 
by the Times of India, workers of the National 
Federation of Atomic energy Employees were 
also on strike. 

The strike was observed in West Bengal, 
and clashes were also reported between the 
leaders of the CPI(M) and the police in var-
ious places. In the northern state of Jammu-
Kashmir, the leader of the Communist Party of 
India(M), Yousaf Tarigami, led a demonstra-
tion in Jammu and spoke against the anti-peo-
ple policies of the Modi government.

The strike was also observed in small 
islands and tribal areas of the country, show-
ing its huge breadth and strength. One of the 
12 demands raised by the trade unions includes 
withdrawal of Land Acquisition Amendment 

bill/ordinance. This amendment has affected 
more than one million people living in tribal 
areas, allowing local and multinational compa-
nies to bypass their rights and confi scating their 
land without any compensation. 

The lie of capitalist 
“progress”

This was the third general strike against the 
Modi government by the central trade unions, 
and the most powerful. The anti-labour policies 
of the Modi government have affected more 
and more workers in recent years and the illu-
sion of “progress” has lost its shine. In recent 
state elections, the Modi government lost elec-
tions in three states, which shows the change in 
mood amongst the masses.

With the real class character of this pro-
rich government exposed, the BJP-led regime 
is now using religious fundamentalism aggres-
sively to divide and rule the country. But this 
strike action has once again brought class soli-
darity on the agenda. All the efforts to divide 
the masses along religious lines, not only by 
the government but also the opposition par-
ties led by Congress, have been seriously chal-
lenged by this strike.

In its long tenures in power, Congress has 
also not solved any of the problems faced by 
the masses and has implemented its neo-lib-
eral agenda, leading to mass unemployment, 
poverty and misery across India. Modi contin-
ued those policies more aggressively, which 
has led to more poverty and destitution among 
the masses.

Under Modi, neo-liberal policies have 
achieved new heights, creating a divide 
between the rich and poor in India never seen 
before in history. Last month, India’s rich-
est man, Mukesh Ambani, spent an estimated 
US$100 million on his daughter’s wedding, 
while millions are struggling to survive the 
harsh, cold weather, while facing hunger and 
disease.

All this has created seething anger and 
frustration among the working class, which can 
be seen in numerous protests and agitations, 
involving hundreds of thousands in recent 
years. 
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Depending on what criteria one uses, 
there are between 200 and 600 groups in 
the United States that wholly or in part 
are dedicated to furthering the interests of 
Israel. The organisations are both Jewish, 
like the Zionist Organisation of America, 
and Christian Zionist to include John 
Hagee’s Christians United for Israel, but 
the funding of the Israel Lobby and both 
its political and media access comes over-
whelmingly from Jewish supporters and 
advocates.

Many of the groups are registered with the 
Internal Revenue Service for tax purposes as 
501(c)3 “educational” or “charitable” founda-
tions, which enables them to solicit tax exempt 
donations. One might dispute whether pro-
moting Israeli interests in the United States 
is actually educational, but as of right now 
the Department of the Treasury believes it 
can be so construed, protected by the First 
Amendment.

But there is a more serious consideration 
in terms of the actual relationships that many 
of the groups enjoy with the Israeli govern-
ment. To be sure, many of them boast on their 
promotional literature and websites about their 
relationships with the Benjamin Netanyahu 
and his cabinet, so the issue of dual loyalty 
or, worse, acting as actual Israeli government 
agents must be considered.

There is a legal remedy to hostile for-
eigners acting against American interests and 
that is the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 
1938 (FARA). Originally intended to identify 
and monitor agents of Nazi Germany propa-
gandising in the United States, it has since 
been applied to individuals and groups linked 
to other nations. Most recently, it was used 
against Russian news agencies RT America 
and Sputnik, which were forced to register. 

It is also being considered for Qatar based 
Al-Jazeera.

FARA requires identified agents to be 
transparent in terms of their funding and con-
tacts while also being publicly identifi ed as 
representing the interests of a foreign nation.

In addition, anyone who “directly or 
through any other person – (i) engages within 
the United States in political activities for or in 
the interests of such foreign principal; (ii) acts 
within the United States as a public relations 
counsel, publicity agent, information-service 
employee or political consultant for or in the 
interests of such foreign principal; (iii) within 
the United States solicits, collects, disburses, 
or dispenses contributions, loans, money, or 
other things of value for or in the interest 
of such foreign principal; or (iv) within the 
United States represents the interests of such 
foreign principal before any agency or offi cial 
of the government of the United States.”

In spite of language that would presum-
ably cover many of the hundreds of Jewish 
organisations acting for Israel, FARA has 
never been used to compel registration of 
any such groups or individuals even when it 
was public knowledge that they were work-
ing closely with the Israeli government to 
coordinate positions and promote other Israeli 
interests.

That failure is at a minimum a tribute 
to Jewish power in the United States, but it 
is also due to the fact that the organisations 
are funded from within the United States by 
wealthy American Jews, not by Israel, which 
is the argument sometimes inaccurately made 
by the groups themselves to demonstrate 
that they are not being directed by the Israeli 
government.

The difficulty in proving that one is 
directed by a foreign government has been 
defi nitively resolved regarding one group, the 
Foundation for the Defence of Democracies 

(FDD), which has become the leading neo-
conservative bastion seeking a war with Iran, 
Israel’s bête noir.

Vaknin-Gil was discussing his activities 
with Tony Kleinfeld, an undercover investiga-
tive reporter who was secretly recording and 
fi lming his encounters with various members 
of the Israel Lobby as well as of the Israeli 
government. Vaknin-Gil provided explicit con-
fi rmation that the FDD works directly with the 
Israeli government, making it an Israeli agent 
by the defi nition of FARA.

For those who are unfamiliar with FDD, 
it is probably currently the most prominent 
neo-con organisation though it nevertheless 
claims to be a non-partisan “research group.” 
It focuses on foreign policy and security 
issues by “Fighting Terrorism and Promoting 
Freedom,” as it informs us on its website mast-
head. It works to “defend free nations against 
their enemies,” which frequently means in 
practice anyone whom Israel considers to be 
hostile, most particularly Iran.

FDD’s Leadership Council has featured 
former CIA Director James Woolsey, Senator 
Joe Lieberman, and Bill Kristol. Its executive 
director is Canadian import Mark Dubowitz, 
who is obsessed with Iran. Its advisors and 
experts are mostly Jewish and most of its fund-
ing comes from Jewish oligarchs.

FDD’s auditorium has become a preferred 
venue for senior offi cials of the Trump admin-
istration to go and make hard-line speeches, 
just as the American Enterprise Institute was 
under George W Bush. Mike Pence, Mike 
Pompeo, John Bolton and Nikki Haley have all 
spoken there recently, frequently focusing on 
Iran and the threat that it allegedly constitutes.

FDD aside, Vaknin-Gil also confirmed 
that there were other groups in the United 
States doing the same sorts of things on behalf 
of Israel. He said: “We have FDD. We have 
others working on this,” elaborating that FDD 

is “working on” projects for Israel including 
“data gathering, information analysis, working 
on activist organisations, money trail.”

So Vaknin-Gil was admitting that FDD and 
others were working as Israeli proxies, collect-
ing information on US citizens, spying on legal 
organisations, and both planning and executing 
disinformation at Israeli direction. Kleinfeld 
also spoke with a Jonathan Schanzer, a senior 
offi cial in FDD, who fi lled in a bit more of 
what the foundation is up to in terms of dis-
crediting groups in the US that support the 
Boycott, Divestment, Sanctions movement.

Schanzer admitted “BDS has taken every-
body by surprise” before complaining that the 
Jewish response has been “a complete mess. I 
don’t think that anybody’s doing a good job. 
We’re not even doing a good job.”

So, when will the Justice Department move 
on FDD now that its true colours have been 
exposed by al-Jazeera? The group must be 
required to register if justice be done, but will 
it? Its principal partner in crime, the American 
Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC), has 
avoided registering for more than 60 years by 
claiming that it is an American organisation 
working to educate the US public about the all 
the good things connected to Israel.

Even though it meets regularly with Israeli 
government offi cials, it claims not to be repre-
senting Israeli interests. But just as in the case 
of FDD, it is time to require AIPAC to regis-
ter as what it really is: a foreign agent. As a 
registered agent, it will still be able to exer-
cise First Amendment rights to defend Israel 
but it would not be able to be involved in lob-
bying on Capitol Hill and directing money to 
politicians who are described as pro-Israeli, 
as it does now. Its fi nances will be transparent 
and it will be perceived not as an educational 
resource for what is happening in the Middle 
East, but as an offi cial advocate for Israel.
Information Clearing House 
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With all the problems in the world – trade 
tensions, political instability, traffi c – it’s 
easy to forget about the mother of all 
threats, climate change. Sure, other griev-
ances can seem insurmountable, but it’s 
unlikely any [nuclear confl agration aside] 
of those carry the potential to wipe out 
humanity as we know it.

So how are things looking on the climate 
front? Previous years saw CO2 emissions actu-
ally staying fl at, though this by itself would not 
be enough to stave off cataclysmic environ-
mental consequences. But 2017 and 2018 have 
seen a rise in emissions, by 1.6 and 2.7 per-
cent respectively, according to a report released 
early last month by the Global Carbon Project. 
Bad news, by any measure.

News stories about these numbers were 
quick to point the fi nger at China, since the 
country had a projected emissions increase 
of 4.7 percent in 2018. But this makes sense, 
given its size. China has the world’s larg-
est population and the world’s second-largest 
economy, and still relies on manufacturing 
for a great deal of its growth – though that is 
slowly changing as it moves to a more diversi-
fi ed, service-oriented economy.

What some might not know is when emis-
sions are looked at on a per-capita basis, 
China is closer to the bottom of the list, below 
Germany, the Republic of Korea, Australia, 
Canada, and the United Kingdom. At the very 
top is the United States, beating out China’s 
per-capita emissions by over a factor of two. 
Yet this disparity was mentioned only as an 
afterthought, if reporters bothered at all. The 
implication seemed to be China is no longer 
concerned about the dangers of climate change.

I think China would be the fi rst to admit 
more needs to be done if we are to avert apoca-
lypse. Some parts of the country were unable 
to meet their reduction targets this year, and 
renewed vigour will be required if the twin 
scourges of pollution and emissions are to be 
eradicated. New sources of energy will have 
to be found, and coal use in particular must be 
phased out over time. This is part of an already 
existing strategy, with cleaner fuels like natural 
gas being used to bridge the gap between reli-
ance on “dirtier” fossil fuels and a society with 
100 percent renewable energy sources.

As a vast majority of the Chinese popula-
tion lives on or near coastlines, it’s a little dis-
ingenuous to suggest people here are ignorant 
of the risks climate change poses.

It’s odd. Some in the West, which has long 
since moved past the heavy industrial stage 
of development and effectively outsourced its 

pollution, suddenly see fi t to lecture develop-
ing countries who dare to pursue better lives 
for their people.

Easy to say, I suppose, after getting a head 
start on industrialisation and reaping the ben-
efi ts. To be fair, most of the highly advanced 
economies in the West are doing their part to 
invest in green technology. But there is one 
glaring exception.

Since the election of Donald Trump, the 
US has taken a protectionist, nationalist turn 
in the economic realm. This much is obvious. 
What gets forgotten in the many headlines 
about trade and markets is how this stance 
impacts the environment.

Trump’s predecessor Barack Obama con-
tinued imperialist wars of aggression and pre-
sided over an economic “recovery” that saw 
massive upward redistributions of wealth, but 
he had undeniably better policy than Trump 
when it came to reducing emissions and 
serving as a global environmental steward. 
Under Obama, the US committed to the Paris 
Agreement. Trump is hell-bent on backing out.

With Obama, the Environmental Protection 
Agency had at least nominal support. Trump, 

meanwhile, has appointed climate change 
deniers to EPA leadership, making the agency 
a partner of the oil and gas industry in all but 
name.

Numbers don’t lie – China is, at present, 
the world’s biggest polluter. But China is also 
doing more to curb emissions than arguably 
any other country. It is the largest buyer and 
producer of solar panels, taking heavy losses to 
effectively subsidize the technology and make 
it cheaper in the long run. It is the world leader 
in wind power installation and generation.

Nearly half of all new energy vehicles 
since 2011 were sold in China, despite the 
country having only 20 percent of the world’s 
population. Many of the largest hydroelectric 
power stations were built in China, and scien-
tists continue work on new forms of energy 
generation with substantial public investment. 
Just last month, researchers in Hefei, Anhui 
province managed to bring a fusion reactor 
to 100 million degrees Celsius, an important 
milestone in the quest for abundant, clean, and 
cheap nuclear energy.

Yet despite all this effort, some continue to 
criticise. One report even admonished China 

for its success in reducing air pollution, as this 
had contributed to an increase in warming! 
Before coming here a year ago, I heard horror 
stories of dark, smoggy skies. This showed, 
people would say, the country didn’t care about 
the environment. Now, after China has taken 
steps to fi x the problem, they make the same 
accusation anyway. It seems there’s no way for 
the country to please its detractors.

China is doing all it can, contrary to what 
nay sayers claim. But climate change miti-
gation is an international effort, and needs 
international participation. Though it is a big 
country in terms of economics, geography, and 
population, China cannot go it alone – nor can 
it make up for the inaction of other, far more 
developed nations. Group efforts are stymied 
if one party is expected to do all the work, or 
if another refuses to pitch in. There is much 
more at stake here than national pride, and 
plenty to lose besides a reputation for tough 
talk. Maintaining the status quo would spell 
disaster for the world and its people.
People’s World 

China can’t save the world 
from climate change by itself

International

Crowd or mob?
Keith Flett

BRITAIN: The protests by the 
French “gilets jaunes” have not 
gone away as no doubt President 
Macron hoped they would over 
the Christmas break. There 
were signifi cant numbers out on 
the fi rst two Saturdays of 2019 
although British media coverage 
of the “yellow jackets” over here 
now focuses more on very small 
groups of fascists who parade 
around wearing them.

One small group attacking an 
RMT picket line at Manchester 
Victoria station, while others 
clearly identifi ed with far-right and 
fascist politics have been harassing 
all and sundry in Parliament Square 
and tried and failed to attack the 
People’s Assembly march on 
January 12.

The “gilets jaunes” are 

politically mixed certainly but very 
much tied up with protests about 
President Macron’s neo-liberal 
policies and their impact on the 
less well-off members of French 
society.

Before Christmas, Macron 
addressed the issue of the protests 
sitting at his gold-topped desk 
which rather underlined the point 
the protesters were making about 
the gap between rich and poor.

With 2019 upon us the French 
president recently sounded off 
again about the “gilet jaunes.” 
According to the Financial Times 
Macron “called out those who ‘take 
the pretext of speaking in the name 
of the people ... [but] are only the 
mouthpieces of a hateful crowd’.”

The word he used in French 
was “foule” which while it seems 
to translate to “crowd” in the 
English, I’m assured by those who 

have a much better grasp of French 
usage than myself was used as an 
insult by the president.

The usage is important because 
historically there is a world of dif-
ference between using the term 
“mob” – which I suspect is what 
Macron is on about – and describ-
ing the same gathering as a crowd.

Edmund Burke commenting on 
the French Revolution saw only a 
“mob.” Later historians have taken 
a different view. George Rude, 
probably the leading historian of 
crowds, used the term deliberately 
to cover a broadly progressive gath-
ering of people. EP Thompson was 
slightly less sure detecting in some 
crowds, for example the Bristol 
Riot of 1831, elements of behav-
iour such as book burning which 
would have been better attributed 
to a reactionary mob.

The point is that while a mob 

is thought to behave irrationally, a 
crowd is usually understood to have 
gathered for a purpose.

In 18th century England, what 
many in the ruling orders cer-
tainly regarded as mobs often came 
together to protest about the qual-
ity or price of bread and demand 
changes for example. Yet these pro-
tests were organised and far from 
irrational.

However the crowd takes the 
stage of history when mass demo-
cratic politics, trade unions and 
political parties with individual 
membership appear. We can date 
this in Britain to around the time 
of Peterloo, one reason why the 
authorities were so concerned about 
the protesters for the vote who 
gathered in Manchester on August 
16, 1819. They sensed this was a 
new form of crowd protest, organ-
ised and disciplined but struggled 

to grasp how to relate it. On that 
occasion it was with violence.

Crowd protests in the 21st 
century usually rely on weight of 
numbers to make their point peace-
fully but that doesn’t mean that 
there is not what the US sociolo-
gist Charles Tilly called a repertoire 
of protest. So, while some of the 
protests of the “gilets jaunes” have 
included setting fi re to cars, that 
doesn’t make them a “mob.” Rather 
it refl ects a variant on peaceful pro-
test where property is targeted but 
not people.

One thing is for certain. While 
discussion about Brexit remains 
focused on Parliament the “noises 
off” of the crowd remain essential 
to effect real change.
Morning Star 
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John Wight

To grasp the real meaning of Brexit is to 
understand the history of a state born in 
mercantilism and sustained by centuries of 
empire and colonialism.

Chaos everywhere, consensus nowhere has 
and continues to defi ne Britain’s stalling and 
tortuous attempt to depart the EU in an orderly 
fashion. Such chaos should come as no sur-
prise, however, because more than a harbinger 
of Britain’s departure from the EU, Brexit is a 
harbinger of the break-up of the UK.

Let me explain.
The United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland, to give the UK its Sunday 
name, is the epitome of an artifi cial state. It 
was and remains the product of the grafting 
together of divergent cultures, histories and 
national identities. At inception, this grafting 
together was undertaken not in the interests 
of its peoples but in the interests of national 
elites eager to take advantage of the commer-
cial opportunities of a unifi ed polity with added 
manpower and resources in an age of empire.

The venality, greed and corruption of the 
Scottish ruling class in the late 17th- early 18th 
century delivered the Scottish people into the 
arms of the union with England without their 
support, establishing thereby the Kingdom of 
Great Britain. This was refl ected in the social 
unrest and riots that ensued in Scottish towns 
and cities both during the negotiations that 
brought into being the 1707 Act of Union, and 
upon its passage.

For the ruling elites of both Scotland and 
England the union of both parliaments into 
one had demonstrable commercial and strate-
gic benefi ts. The former had been left bankrupt 
after Scotland’s failed attempt at establishing 
its own overseas colony in Darien, Central 
America (modern day Panama) in the late 17th 
century. In order to forestall national immis-
eration the need to gain access to England’s 
overseas colonies was thereafter considered 
essential.

Meanwhile the English were eager to pre-
vent the possibility of Scotland being used as a 
staging ground for an invasion from the north 
by the French in the context of the War of the 
Spanish Succession (1701-14).

Wales, the third nation that makes up the 
UK, had already been merged with England in 
1536. Ireland on the other hand was a subju-
gated English (latterly British) colony, and was 
offi cially brought into the orbit of what would 
then be known as the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland in 1801.

In 1922, after a prolonged national libera-
tion struggle in Ireland, the 26 counties that 
make up today’s Republic of Ireland achieved 
dominion status before winning full independ-
ence in 1948, while the remaining six counties 

that make up the entire island, or Ireland, were 
partitioned to become what is now Northern 
Ireland: hence the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland of today.

This necessary historical detour out of the 
way, here is where things start to bear rele-
vance to Brexit.

An unintended consequence of the 
Industrial Revolution that saw Britain (UK) go 
on to forge an empire which at its height cov-
ered a quarter of the globe, was the forging of a 
unifi ed working class whose unity transcended 
national, cultural and regional differences.

This class unity was the product of the 
country’s heavy industries – coal mining, 
steel, shipbuilding, etc – and was expressed 
in common economic interests and strug-
gles against a common enemy, the bosses and 
owners of those industries, in the context of 
the trade union movement. It also began to 
manifest politically with the formation of the 
Labour Party at the start of the 20th century.

In tandem, forged over time, was a British 
national identity nourished by the countless 
wars the state’s ruling elite unleashed and 
waged over the centuries of an empire that 
existed not to spread civilisation and modernity 
to the “dark peoples” of the planet, as offi cially 
claimed, but as a juggernaut of exploitation, 
subjugation and oppression.

In those countless colonial wars working 

class men were used as cannon fodder in a 
dynamic that continues to the present day.

Margaret Thatcher destroyed this material 
basis of working class unity across the UK in 
the 1980s. Her free market counter-revolution 
and resulting deindustrialisation of the nation’s 
economy turned Britain into what it is today – 
a service economy underpinned by fi nancial-
ised capital.

The country’s trade union movement, 
which once wielded considerable economic 
and political clout, is but a shadow of its 
former self as a consequence, while the Labour 
Party was gutted of its founding principles by 
Tony Blair and his execrable centrist crew in 
the 1990s and on into the fi rst decade of the 
noughties.

It is the remnants of this Blairite crew 
within the Labour Party who have and continue 
to be engaged in a concerted effort to under-
mine the party’s current socialist leader Jeremy 
Corbyn.

Such people, working alongside a reac-
tionary Tory establishment, should be careful 
what they wish for. Because in 2019 it is only 
Corbyn’s socialist program, offering economic 
and social transformation, that provides any 
hope of repairing the regional, national and 
cultural fault lines that correspond to the break-
down of the 2016 EU referendum vote.

The post-industrial north and midlands 

of England, parts of the country virtually 
untouched by investment and left without hope 
after being decimated by Thatcher, voted over-
whelmingly for Brexit in a veritable scream 
from the bowels of austerity Britain. Every one 
of Scotland’s 32 local authorities, meanwhile, 
voted Remain.

Wales, particularly post-industrial south 
Wales, voted for Brexit, while a fi ve percent 
majority in Northern Ireland voted Remain.

It confi rms that what was once the United 
Kingdom is now the dis-United Kingdom, 
with those previously mentioned national and 
regional differences informing its peoples’ 
identities and worldview over the identity of 
class to an extent previously unseen.

Brexit in this context is a sideshow, a pan-
tomime largely being played out in parliament 
and the centrist mainstream. As Karl Marx put 
it: “To call upon people to give up their illu-
sions about their condition, is to call upon them 
to give a condition that requires illusions.”

The illusion that Brexit is actually relevant 
to the needs of those who’ve seen their lives 
devoured by the beast of neo-liberalism and 
bludgeoned by austerity must soon give way to 
the unvarnished truth that the UK as we know 
it, is past its sell-by date.
RT – Russia Today 

International

Brexit: 
Goodbye United Kingdom, 
hello dis-United Kingdom

Pence supports unelected politician’s claim
Steve Sweeney

Washington has moved to del-
egitimise democratically elected 
Venezuelan President Nicolas 
Maduro, with US Vice-President 
Mike Pence offering support to an 
opposition politician claiming to 
be the country’s real leader.

In a phone call to National 
Assembly speaker Juan Guaido, 
Mr Pence praised his “courageous 
leadership” and called on him to 
unite all opposition groups against 
Maduro.

The National Assembly has 
no legitimate role in Venezuela 

since the establishment of the 
Constitutional Assembly, which was 
elected in August 2017 despite vio-
lent attacks from right-wing opposi-
tion groups seeking to stop people 
from voting.

However, following Maduro’s 
inauguration last week, the body 
declared Guaido to be the coun-
try’s “acting president” and refused 
to recognise Maduro, despite him 
having won a second term of offi ce 
last May with a thumping 67 per 
cent of the vote.

In a statement, Pence branded 
Maduro a “dictator with no legiti-
mate claim to power who has 

oppressed the Venezuelan people 
for too long.”

He endorsed Guaido’s claim to 
be interim president, which has also 
been recognised by the right-wing 
governments of Brazil, Chile and 
Colombia.

It is understood that Guaido also 
has the support of the Organisation 
of American States, whose sec-
retary-general Luis Almagro was 
recently expelled from the Frente 
Amplio party in his native Uruguay 
for backing intervention against 
Venezuela.

Pence said that Washington 
would continue “to press for a full 

restoration of democracy” in the 
country. The US has long sought 
regime change in Venezuela, imple-
menting a raft of punitive sanctions 
and other measures. Last year it 
emerged that US President Donald 
Trump had given serious considera-
tion to military intervention against 
Venezuela, including the possibil-
ity of a ground invasion to topple 
Maduro.

Yesterday, the Washington Post 
published a column by Mr Guaido 
in which he accused Mr Maduro of 
being a dictator with links to drug 
traffi cking and guerrilla groups and 
demanded his overthrow.

Canadian Prime Minister Justin 
Trudeau, the darling of liberals, has 
also branded Maduro a dictator, 
refusing to recognise his presidency. 
However, at a university debate yes-
terday, he refused to answer ques-
tions about his support for far-right 
Brazilian President Jair Bolsonaro.

Maduro dismissed Guaido, who 
was part of the protest movement 
that tried to topple his late predeces-
sor Hugo Chavez, as “a usurper.”
Morning Star 
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The US and 
“Ideas Theft”
It is ironic that the US administra-
tion keeps “pounding the porky” 
of Chinese “theft” of American 
know-how as the reason for its 
punitive tariffs and trade war 
with the Peoples Republic.

Ironic because historically the 
US has been the prime offender in 
global copyright and patent theft for 
the past 200 years – one of the pillars 
of its economic growth.

Ironic because another pillar of 
its economic growth – the construc-
tion of the transcontinental railroad 
in the 19th century – could not have 
been achieved without ruthlessly 
exploited Chinese coolie labour.

Ironic because, despite all of 
Trump’s histrionic distractions, the 
US remains the biggest global hacker 
and collector of international data, 
made possible by the complicity of 
tracking stations like Pine Gap.

Made possible also, by the “set 
up” monopoly of American-based 
computer systems like Apple and 
Microsoft in the global IT network 
... hence the threat of Huawei and the 
arrest of Meng Wanzhou.

The Empire is threatened and 
bares its teeth. Time for us to push 
the global bully back.

Bob Treasure
Warrimoo

Mort de whale
I am upset and outraged about 
the cruel acts of butchery car-
ried out by Japan against Whales 
and also Dolphins. This policy is 
absurd and makes no economic 
sense as Japan loses money on 
these appalling hunting ventures. 
The fact is that most Japanese no 
longer eat Whale meat. Whale 
consumption accounts for only 
0.1 percent of all Japanese meat 
consumption and is falling.

They prefer to eat beef and pork. 
The only basis for this practice con-
tinuing is that it was part of Japan’s 
old past culture and customs.

Japan kills hundreds of Whales 
each year, but also kills and cap-
tures many thousands of Dolphins, 
Porpoises and small Whales for food 
and for marine parks. We should 
send a strong message to Japan by 
boycotting their goods.

And as Australians are keen 
travellers, we should also skip Japan 
as a travel destination until they 
stop these brutal hunts. We can as 
well support the wildlife organisa-
tions campaigning for an end to this 
slaughter.

As single individuals we can’t do 
much, but we can each do something 
and that together can add up to a 
great deal in stopping this inhumane 
trade. We can make a difference by 
our actions.

Steven Katsineris
Vic

Social turmoil in Iran
Social conditions in Iran are 
bleak. The current crisis goes 
beyond high rates of poverty and 
unemployment, economic corrup-
tion and political repression. It is 
obvious that, in addition to the 
unjust nature of capitalist rela-
tions, most societal issues stem 
from actions of the religiously-
oriented, corrupt and despotic 
regime that has imprisoned and 
executed opposition activists since 
coming to power. This govern-
ment, ideologically driven to fi ght 
with outside powers and faced 
with the people’s resistance, has 
reached a new level of repression.

The population has endured 
periods of war, repression, 

neo-liberalism and now “modera-
tion” with no prospect for improv-
ing the lives of the more than 70 
percent who live under the poverty 
line. While these people must strug-
gle, certain people (less than 10 
percent of society) continue to be 
enriched. In fact, the unjust political 
structure has, to some extent, been 
translated into and onto the econ-
omy. Following the enactment of the 
policy of privatisation in the early 
1990s, many problems, including 
de-industrialisation, crises in produc-
tion, and diminished economic worth 
have exacerbated the already declin-
ing state of the economy.

For example, the privati-
sation of the colossal National 
Communication Company was com-
pleted in seven years but now only 
regime-dependent capitalists own it 
and are able to extract benefi ts.

As the economy continues to 
sink (with state revenue declining 
due to, among other causes, limited 
taxation and reduced oil income), the 
regime wants to extend the process 
of privatisation, which has only been 
– and will continue to be – detrimen-
tal to the economy.

The options of the Iranian people 
include mass resistance, strikes and 
protests. In recent months the labour 
movement has increased its impas-
sioned actions against poverty, cor-
ruption and political tyranny. In 
particular, workers in the sugar cane 

plant and the Ahvaz Steel operation 
have launched massive outbursts in 
the cities of Shush and Ahvaz. In 
addition to demands for jobs and 
wage payments, another important 
demand they make to the govern-
ment is to stop privatisation.

Among the demands of repre-
sentatives of the Haft Tapeh labour 
council is the call to reclaim the 
property from the private owners, 
in accordance with article 44 of 
Constitutional Law. In fact, stopping 
privatisation and building economic 
and labour cooperation are important 
goals of the labour and social move-
ments. Resisting privatisation is an 
important part of the political action 
against the Islamic Republic of Iran.

In general, people’s movements 
in Iran are trying to fi nd different 
socioeconomic channels through 
which they can enhance the strength 
of their resistance and more effec-
tively express their dissatisfaction 
with mounting social injustices. 
With increasingly unbearable eco-
nomic pressures, new ideas and ways 
of struggles are vital to the success 
of labour militants of every branch, 
material and immaterial, of the econ-
omy. Last month, determinative acts 
were taken by workers in Haft Tapeh 
and Foulade Ahvaz who opened a 
new historic phase through mass pro-
tests, strikes and demonstrations.

Faramarz Dadvar

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

John Wight

August this year will mark the 66th anni-
versary of the infamous coup staged by 
Britain and the US through their intel-
ligence agencies to topple the democrati-
cally elected nationalist regime of Prime 
Minister Mossadegh of Iran when he 
moved to nationalise and seize control of 
his country’s oil reserves from the British-
owned Anglo-Iranian Oil Company.

August 19, 1953 is the day that Iranians 
were taught a hard lesson in the rules of the 
game when it comes to empire and hegem-
ony. For on this day, the country’s democrat-
ically elected prime minister, Mohammad 
Mossadegh, was overthrown at the hands of 
Washington and London. It was, by any meas-
ure, an act of international banditry that contin-
ues to cry out for just redress.

Operation Ajax was planned, organised 
and unleashed by the CIA in conjunction with 
MI6 in response to the decision that was taken 
by Mossadegh – acting with the support of the 
Iranian Parliament (Majlis) – to nationalise 
Iran’s oil and husband the resulting revenue 
for the benefi t of the Iranian people.

Up to that point, the lion’s share of the 
revenue garnered from the exploitation of 
Iranian oil had been sucked out of the country 
by the Anglo-Iranian Oil Company (AIOC) 
– the British state-owned oil company estab-
lished in 1908 with this objective in mind and 
the forerunner of today’s global oil conglom-
erate BP.

London’s colonial assertion of control over 
Iran’s natural resource was undertaken at the 
point when its Royal Navy was moving from 
coal- to oil-powered engines. In the interests of 
an empire that covered a quarter of the world at 
that time, the global reach of the Royal Navy 
was indispensable. Thus, the domination and 
exploitation of Iran’s oil assumed, for London, 
a priority of critical strategic importance.

None other than Britain’s future prime 
minister, Winston Churchill, proclaimed the 
importance of Persian (Iranian) oil with cus-
tomary bombast: “Fortune brought us a prize 
from fairyland beyond our wildest dreams. 
Mastery itself was the prize of the venture.” 
Such an open celebration of the opportunity 
for national enrichment at another country’s 

expense is so unabashed it would make a low-
rent mafi a hood blush.

Over the years of Britain’s control of 
Iranian oil, Tehran received a derisory percent-
age. It was a one-sided arrangement of such 
unabashed colonial arrogance it could only 
succeed in triggering a rise in national con-
sciousness. And it was on the back of this rise 
in national consciousness that Mohammad 
Mossadegh was appointed Iran’s prime min-
ister in 1951 by a reluctant shah, upon being 
nominated for the post by the Majlis by an 
overwhelming majority.

The young shah, Mohammad Reza, whose 
father had been forced off the throne in 1941 
by the British and the Soviets due to his pro-
German sympathies in World War II, sat on 
the throne as a constitutional monarch during 
this period. Mossadegh and the nationalist cur-
rent he represented was anathema to the shah’s 
ambitions for personal power. They were ambi-
tions that were encouraged by the British with 
the protection of their oil interests in mind, 
resulting in rising tensions as the country 
approached a crossroads in its history.

Upon coming to power, Mossadegh carried 
through his plan of nationalising and seizing 
control of Iran’s oil reserves from the British, 
while confi scating the assets of the AIOC.

Mossadegh justifi ed his actions thus: “Our 
long years of negotiations with foreign coun-
tries [over a just distribution of oil revenues] 
have yielded no results. With the oil revenues, 
we could meet our entire budget and combat 
poverty, disease, and backwardness among our 
people.”

He went on: “Another important considera-
tion is that by the elimination of the power of 
the British company, we would also eliminate 
corruption and intrigue, by means of which 
the internal affairs of our country have been 
infl uenced. Once this tutelage has ceased, Iran 
will have achieved its economic and political 
independence.”

The making of a coup
The British responded by making it 

impossible for Iran to sell its newly nation-
alised crude on the world market. However, 
for a colonial power whose empire had gone 
into steep decline, this wasn’t enough to sat-
isfy its desire for retribution. Lacking the 

requisite strength and ability to settle accounts 
on its own, it was then that London turned to 
Washington, which had been established as the 
fi rst among equals of Western imperial powers, 
for assistance.

The reasoning employed by London 
to draw the Americans into their feud with 
Mossadegh was that Iran was in danger 
of turning communist, citing the grow-
ing popularity and infl uence of the country’s 
Tudeh (Communist) Party as evidence. With 
Washington in the throes of anti-Soviet and 
anti-communist fever, it succeeded and the 
plan to topple Mossadegh – Operation Ajax – 
was put in motion with the CIA assuming the 
lead role.

Key to its success was the bribing of senior 
army and police offi cers, along with journalists, 
religious clerics and members of the Iranian 
parliament, who were tasked with whipping 
up anti-Mossadegh sentiment. A smear cam-
paign, designed to infl ame the religiosity of a 
large section of the Iranian population, accused 
Mossadegh of being a communist.

According to declassifi ed CIA documents, 
when it began on August 15, the coup appeared 
to have failed. Mossadegh’s security forces 
made dozens of arrests and forced the shah, 
who was also in on the conspiracy, to fl ee the 
country.

However, utilising the momentum of 
mass demonstrations that were organised with 
money provided by the CIA, on August 19, 

Mossadegh was arrested along with thousands 
of his supporters. Thereafter, the shah returned 
from exile to become Washington’s place-
man, ruling the country with extreme brutal-
ity and corruption, until the Iranian Revolution 
removed him and his clique from power in 
1979.

The context to this history is, of course, 
Washington’s unremitting demonisation of Iran 
today. The false depiction of the country as a 
sponsor of terrorism and a threat to the region 
has been used to justify the Trump adminis-
tration’s unilateral withdrawal from the Iran 
nuclear deal, the tightening of sanctions and 
the looming threat of war.

The fact that the precise opposite is the 
case – that Iran has been indispensable in com-
bating Western-backed terrorism in the region 
and stands as a pillar of resistance to the sec-
tarian regional ambitions of key US strate-
gic allies, Israel and Saudi Arabia – has been 
wilfully abstracted in favour of this Alice-in-
Wonderland narrative.

The CIA- and MI6-orchestrated coup to 
topple Mossadegh reminds us that no region 
has endured more at the hands of US hegem-
ony than the Middle East. It cements, as well, 
Mossadegh’s place in history as a man with the 
courage to defy the West.

It is a proud legacy of defi ance that lives on 
in the refusal of the Iranian people to submit to 
Washington’s writ in our time.
Third World Resurgence 

1953 Iran coup
A crime authored in London and Washington
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John Wojcik

When, as a student, she walked on 
the campus of the University of 
Wisconsin in the 1930s even her 
best friend didn’t want to be seen 
with her. That was because Ellen 
Perlo often walked and talked 
with SI Hayakawa, a linguist who 
was, at that time, a young teacher 
at the university.

It was a time of intense anti-Jap-
anese racism but Ellen ignored the 
social consequences of associating 
with someone who was Japanese. 
Then, as for the rest of her life, she 
was an advocate for equality, peace, 
justice, and socialism. Then, as for 
the rest of her life, she never fl inched 
in these beliefs or in doing what she 
had to do to back them up.

Ellen Perlo was born March 
23, 1916. She died peacefully this 
month toward the end of her 102- 
plus years of living. When I was 21 
years old, in 1971, I had the privi-
lege of working with Ellen Perlo on 
the staff of World Magazine. There, 
during talks at lunchtime and in the 
offi ce all day long, actually, I learned 
about her involvement in so many of 
the important struggles of the 20th 
century.

Her first plunge into politics 
took place in the mid and late 1930’s 
when she worked tirelessly to build 
support in the United States for the 
democratic government of Spain. 
The people of that country were 
heroically resisting an attempted 
takeover by their own military which 
was operating with the open support 
of Italian fascists and the Nazis in 
Germany. The Spanish Civil War 
raged on from 1936 until 1939 with 
the eventual victory of the fascists. 
“We were deeply involved in that 
fi ght,” Ellen told me and my co-
workers, “because we were terrifi ed 
that fascism if it was not stopped in 
Europe, would surely come to our 
shores here.”

By 1942 much of the world was 
engulfed in World War II. It was 
then that Ellen married Victor Perlo, 
who went on to become a famous 
and internationally-known Marxist 
economist. When the war ended the 
right-wing politicians and the big 
corporations in the US launched a 
horrifi c red scare. It was their des-
perate attempt to stop the growth of 
what was becoming a powerful and 
growing movement in the US of the 
working class and its allies. Ellen’s 
husband, Victor, was blacklisted 
from employment, harassed by the 
FBI and dragged before congres-
sional committees. He was denied 
the right to travel abroad.

“None of that scared me one bit. 
It made me angry though and it made 
me more anxious than ever to fi ght,” 
she told us during those lunchtime 
discussions. “They thought we 
might stop working for and with the 
American Labour Party,” she said. 
“But I continued my involvement 
with it. I went out of the house and 
actively worked to defend all the 
Smith Act victims.”

The Smith Act victims were 
members of the Communist Party 
and leaders who were jailed not 
for any actions they had taken but 
simply for their beliefs.

Ellen was always there, it 
seemed, on the front lines when 
putting herself on the line could 
make a difference. When Paul 
Robeson and people attending his 
concert were attacked in 1949 in 
Peekskill, New York, Ellen, of 
course, was there, unafraid and 
standing up to the right-wing mobs 
who attacked the concert-goers.

She was unafraid again to stand 
up when the Rosenbergs were being 
persecuted and when they were exe-
cuted on false charges. She protested 
their execution in the nation’s capi-
tal itself as well as at frequent ral-
lies and demonstrations across the 
country.

Needless to say, all of these 
activities did not help alleviate the 
extreme financial hardships with 
which she was faced. But yet she 
remained unafraid and strong.

And when the repression and the 
attacks were at their worst, in the 
1950s, her actions were at their bold-
est and strongest. Unafraid again, 
she joined the Communist Party as 
had other heroes like WEB Dubois 
in those years. Ellen told us during 
those lunch hours, how much of a 
hero he was to her.

Ellen was far more than a 
devoted and loving wife to Victor. 
She was all that but she was also a 
full-fl edged partner in his research 
and work. Between 1951 and his 
death in 1999, the two produced 
countless books on the US econ-
omy and US imperialism, the eco-
nomics of militarism, the economics 
of racism, and comparative studies 
of socialism and capitalism. Ellen 
edited volumes of Victor’s works, 
even after his death.

There was a second Ellen Perlo. 
That was the artist side of her. A 
graduate of NYU with a degree in 
fine arts, Ellen painted spectacu-
lar landscapes in watercolour, later 
moving on to ceramics, textiles and 
other media.

She put those talents to use in so 
much of the literature we produced 

when she was, with me and many 
others, involved in the movement 
for friendship with the German 
Democratic Republic.

Travel bans and scares? What 
travel bans and scares? No sooner 
had the Supreme Court restored 
Victor’s right to travel in 1960 than 
Ellen and Victor both were traveling 
all over the socialist world, includ-
ing to the socialist countries to which 
travel had been restricted. Ellen was 
a force for bringing artists and their 
work to the socialist countries and 
vice versa. She was responsible 
for literally helping to explode the 
myth that there was no real art in the 
socialist world and in the process she 
brought people together, helping lay 
the foundations for peace rather than 
war.

Ellen was a lifelong peace 
activist, and from the 1960s for-
ward, a member of Women’s Strike 
for Peace, Women’s International 
League for Peace and Freedom, and 
WESPAC (Westchester Peace Action 
Coalition). Ellen chaired the artist’s 
club of the Communist Party in New 
York in the 1970s and ‘80s and later 
chaired the Northern Westchester 
club.

As young activists all those years 
ago we benefi tted from her leader-
ship. As seasoned veterans, we cher-
ish her memory and try to live her 
legacy. As a human race, we are all 
better for having had Ellen Perlo 
among us.
People’s World 

Ellen Perlo
Advocate for equality, peace, justice and socialism

Victor and Ellen Perlo. (Photo: Courtesy of family)
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Ella Gilbert talks climate science, 
government inaction, and how socialism 
can save the day.

You could be forgiven for thinking that 
Brexit is the only thing going on in Britain 
right now, but the political climate is not 
the only climate in turmoil. Behind the 
media headlines, the global climate system 
is changing and, for each year that this 
continues unabated, the odds for humanity 
stack up further.

Globally, surface temperatures have risen 
by around a degree Celsius since we started 
burning fossil fuels in earnest in the 1800s. But 
this fi gure masks huge spatial variation – some 
places have warmed much more than others. 
In the Arctic and parts of the West Antarctic, 
the fi gure is close to 3°C in some seasons – 
enough to change when and where polar ice is 
found, with dramatic consequences for more 
temperate regions. At the rate we’re currently 
at, we’re set to hit 1.5°C somewhere between 
2030 and 2050.

This 1.5°C limit is increasingly being seen 
as the upper bound of “safe” climate change. 
A recently released report by the United 
Nation’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC), outlines the importance of 
staying within 1.5°C, a target also enshrined 
in the 2016 Paris Agreement, which commits 
184 nations to stringent emissions reductions 
to curb warming. The consequences of over-
shooting this target even by half a degree are 
signifi cant.

With higher average global temperatures, 
we can expect to see a more chaotic and less 
stable climate system, which will lead to 
more extreme weather events like drought, 
fl ooding and storms, loss of animal and plant 
species, thawing and melting of ice and perma-
frost in the polar regions and rising sea levels 
that could threaten homes and livelihoods 
worldwide.

If we continue to emit greenhouse gases at 

present rates, we’re on target to warm global 
temperatures by 3-4°C by 2100. This, the most 
extreme scenario considered by scientists, 
would carry signifi cant risks.

Rising temperatures and melting ice sheets 
may lead to global sea level rise of over a 
metre under this scenario. This puts low-
lying and densely populated cities like Dhaka, 
Shanghai, Miami, Lagos and London at severe 
risk. According to the Union of Concerned 
Scientists, many cities on the US East coast 
and Gulf of Mexico are likely to experience 
fortnightly “disruptive fl ooding” severe enough 
to force people to relocate within the next two 
or three decades.

The most sensitive systems will be affected 
most rapidly and dramatically. On the course 
we’re currently on, we may see the fi rst Arctic 
summer with no sea ice by mid-century – 
great news for speedy shipping and oil extrac-
tion, but bad news for the climate. With 2°C 
of warming, summers without sea ice might 
occur once a decade, but, if we limit change 
to 1.5°C, it’s estimated to be more like once a 
century. The majority (70-90 percent) of coral 
reefs currently around today will probably be 
lost with 1.5°C of warming, because the spe-
cies live in a very narrow temperature range. 
However, if warming reaches 2°C, virtually all 
(>99 percent) will disappear.

Already, as the World Wide Fund for 
Nature reports, humanity has wiped out 60 per-
cent of mammals, fi sh, birds and reptiles and 
climate change is likely to add to this devasta-
tion. Changing ecosystems will jeopardise our 
ability to grow crops and fi nd new medicines, 
increase the risk of vector-borne diseases such 
as malaria and limit the livelihoods that can 
be derived from natural resources, which will 
disproportionately affect the poorest farmers, 
fi shers and foragers.

Unavoidable catastrophe? Not quite.
If emissions ceased today, warming would 

probably halt below 1.5°C, leaving us with a 
world largely identical to the one we currently 

live in. Of course, we cannot simply “switch 
off,” but sustained, aggressive emissions 
reduction could stave off the kind of nightmare 
scenarios that are painted above. The IPCC is 
clear about the practicalities. To have a “likely” 
chance of limiting warming to 1.5°C, we must 
reduce emissions to net zero by 2050, and 
achieve a 45 percent reduction by 2030 com-
pared to 2010 levels.

The longer these reductions are delayed, 
the more aggressive the cuts to emissions will 
have to be and the larger the requirement for 
future negative emissions technologies, like 
carbon capture and storage, which are not yet 
ready for deployment at scale. The longer we 
wait, the more pressure we are putting on the 
future use of as yet immature technologies.

Practically though, how do we achieve the 
kind of wholesale change required to transform 
society within 12 years?

Traditional measures rely on government 
action. Market-based solutions like carbon 
pricing could be effective, but the carbon price 
must refl ect the true cost of its emission. The 
cost has never been high enough in emissions 
trading schemes like the EU ETS because of 
the power that industry and corporations have 
in determining government policy.

This same power of capital means that gov-
ernments subsidise fossil fuel companies to the 
tune of US$548 billion worldwide, while slash-
ing comparable support for renewable technol-
ogies like wind and solar, biasing the market 
in favour of unsustainable energy sources. In 
the UK, support for an industry as ludicrous as 
fracking is evidence of the infl uence of capital. 
The promise of profi t for a few already wealthy 
individuals is enough to convince politicians of 
the need to extract marginal fossil fuel reserves 
against the will of people locally and nationally 
and at great fi nancial and environmental cost, 
rather than investing in mature, zero carbon 
technologies.

What is needed are nationwide schemes 
to generate renewable heat and electricity at 

the point of use, which would produce a huge 
number of green jobs, incentivise the use of 
electric vehicles and provide the infrastructure 
to support this and investment in a nationwide, 
nationalised public transport system that works 
for people, rather than profi t.

Capitalism and climate change are two 
sides of the same coin.

The power of fossil fuels is built on the 
continued support of industries and individu-
als that profi t from them. In the face of this 
almighty structural inequity it can be easy to 
feel overwhelmed. Never has working class 
solidarity and community organisation been 
more important.

To protect itself, capital distracts us with 
Brexit, convincing us this is the only crisis of 
our time. We are pitched against each other by 
continued austerity and the relentless nation-
alist narrative around immigration that seeds 
xenophobia. The antidote is solidarity – a 
socialism that sees through this fragmentation 
and vests real power back in the hands of the 
people.

So, we must organise. In the streets, in our 
workplaces, in the pubs. But social and politi-
cal change is not achieved by any one tactic. 
Only a diversity of approaches will force a 
far-reaching systemic shift. Grassroots organi-
sation is complemented by aggressive direct 
action – strikes, demonstrations, blockades, the 
full suite of techniques – all targeted optimally 
to maximise the consequences for capital, to hit 
them in the pocket. There is no binary choice: 
petitions, community activism, direct action, 
writing to MPs, demonstrations, strikes – all 
have a part to play in shaping change. What is 
most needed though, is militancy.

The left has a responsibility to act. This is 
the fi ght of our lives. To do nothing is to con-
demn ourselves to a very near future of war, 
isolation and poverty. To act is to create some-
thing better, something stronger, something 
more beautiful than capitalism – hope.
Morning Star 
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