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Last month residents of Gloucester, in the 
NSW upper Hunter Valley scored a very 
signifi cant victory when the state’s Land 
and Environment Court ruled against con-
struction of a huge new open cut coal mine 
near the town’s centre. The beautiful and 
fertile Gloucester countryside had already 
been hideously mauled by construction of a 
vast open cut mine south of the town.

The court victory is highly significant 
because the judge accepted local residents’ 
claims that extracting coal from the mine 
would accelerate climate change when used for 
coal-fi red energy production. This is the fi rst 
time that a legal judgement concerning objec-
tions to a mining development has linked cli-
mate change directly to the combustion of coal.

However, the Gloucester decision is almost 
certain to be contested in court because it sets 
a precedent for similar decisions in other legal 
battles over environmental issues around 
Australia.

Moreover, the Morrison government is 
“cooking the books” with regard to reduc-
ing carbon emissions under the Paris cli-
mate change agreement. Every nation in the 
UN other than Australia is claiming credit for 
reductions achieved after the Paris agreement 
was reached, but the Australian government is 
tacking on emission reductions made previ-
ously, between the signing of the Kyoto and 
Paris agreements. 

Using that dishonest method, the Morrison 
government is now claiming it will reduce its 
emission rate by 367 million tonnes of carbon 
dioxide more than it said it would under the 
Paris Agreement, i.e. by more than twice as 
much.

Under the Paris Agreement Australia 
pledged to cut its emissions by 26 percent by 
2030, so that we would be emitting only 440 
million tonnes of CO2 equivalent per annum. 
However, the government will fail to meet that 
target. Last year we were emitting 534 million 
tonnes, and by 2030 it will be 570 million.

The government is not following the lead 
of the US Trump administration by dumping 
the Paris agreement, but only because doing so 
would endanger trade deals with the European 
Economic Union.

The government is now focused on restrict-
ing exorbitant “default” standing power rates. 
It claims that it could drive down energy prices 
even further by breaking up the production 
components of overcharging electricity power 
companies, but it has withdrawn legislation to 
do so because the Greens gained parliamentary 
support to amend the legislation so it would 
prohibit the subsidisation of coal-fi red power 
stations.

The government also proposes to spend 
$2 billion of taxpayers’ dollars reviving the 

outrageous Abbott-era “direct action” scheme 
which pays polluting companies to stop pollut-
ing, rather than fi ning them for doing so.

Climate change moving fast
The Bramble Cay Melomys, a tiny species 

of rat that lived on a little Torres Strait island, 
is the world’s fi rst mammal to have become 
extinct because of human-induced climate 
change. A recovery plan drawn up for the then-
endangered species in 2008 failed to anticipate 
the rapidity of sea-level rise and the frequency 
and intensity of tropical storms. The decline in 
numbers was so rapid that the species has been 
wiped out in eleven years.

Kiribati, Tuvalu, the Maldives and the 
Marshall Islands, nations whose low-lying 
landmass consists of coral islands, are now 
endangered by rising sea levels. The Maldives 
are building walls three metres higher than the 
current sea level around one island that will 
accommodate a new city of 130,000 people.

Each of the coral island nations must now 
make heart-breaking decisions as to which of 
their islands they will try to save and which 
they will sacrifi ce, and how they will muster 
the fi nancial and human resources to complete 
the task.

Meanwhile, NSW coal corporations have 
proposed constructing ten new coal mines 
to produce 60 million tonnes of coal per 

annum, as much as the proposed Adani mine 
in Queensland. The mines would consume 21 
million litres of water, including some from 
urban drinking water catchments, and would 
involve the resumption of more land than the 
Adani mine would.

Coal corporations are in a mad scramble to 
achieve approval for the development of new 
mines before the bottom falls out of the market 
for coal. One exception is mining corporation 
Glencore, which has announced it will cease 
opening up new coal mines. Mind you, that 
doesn’t mean it’s ceasing coal mining, or even 
slowing down the extraction of coal from its 
existing mines.

The Coalition Morrison government is 
just as myopic as the coal corporations when 
it comes to fossil fuel extraction. It’s currently 
considering applications to mine for oil in the 
Great Australian Bite, but the global produc-
tion of fully electric and hybrid cars is rising 
rapidly and the demand for oil will fall sharply 
over the next two decades.

The government has made no comment on 
a recent Productivity Commission report that 
recommended massive government funding 
to accelerate the nationwide introduction of 
recharging facilities and other electric vehicle 
infrastructure.

The government still insists that renewa-
ble energy infrastructure led to the collapse of 

the South Australian energy network during a 
violent storm in 2017. It ignores the fact that 
the new massive SA battery storage facil-
ity has ironed out daily fl uctuations between 
energy supply and demand which still plague 
other states, and that South Australia is now 
exporting energy to coal-dependent Victoria 
and NSW.

Last week the government denied that 
exports of coal to China are in serious danger. 
China has blocked the import of coal from 
Australia and Russia through the Dalian 
port, and there has been widespread specula-
tion in the mass media that this was a retal-
iation against the Australian government for 
having banned the Chinese electronics busi-
ness Huawei.

However, the “experts” and the govern-
ment have failed to draw the obvious conclu-
sion that Australia is no longer able to continue 
shovelling coal through Chinese ports at the 
same rate as previously because China is pro-
ducing more and more of its energy from 
renewable energy sources.

We will never get a responsible approach 
to climate change from the Coalition govern-
ment, which is blindingly subservient to the 
coal corporations. They must be replaced by a 
left-progressive alternative in the May federal 
elections. We have no time to lose and we can’t 
afford to be complacent. 
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This year the International Women’s Day theme More powerful 
together emphasises the responsibility of all people, regardless 
of gender, in the struggle for women’s rights. In Australia much 
remains to be done. Women are still more subject to the denial 
of permanent employment than men, and their average pay rates 
fall far below those of their male workmates.

The federal government has hailed a recent Bureau of Statistics 
report showing a pay gap between male and female employees of 
14.2 percent. But the gap has swung between 14 and 19 percent over 
the last 20 years, and according to a 2017 World Economic Forum 
report, Australia’s performance is a national disgrace. Iceland 
scored fi rst place with the lowest gap, Rwanda came fourth, New 
Zealand ninth, and Australia ranked 35.

Women comprise 68 percent of carers for older or disabled 
people, and they spend three times more time caring for children 
than men. The disparity stems in large part from unequal pay 
and the high cost of childcare. Childcare for one child costs on 
average $512 per week. For two children it costs only $60 less than 
a woman’s average weekly earnings after tax, so for women who 
earn less than average earnings and have two children childcare 
isn’t economically feasible.

Women also earn $240.80 less per week than men in terms of 
full-time adult ordinary earnings; women fi ll nearly all the less 
well-paid jobs. Economic necessity brought about by such inequal-
ity most often is the reason women assume full-time home care of 
children rather than their male partners, but women often experi-
ence diffi culty re-joining the workforce later on. In a 2015-2016 
survey one in two mothers experienced workplace discrimination 
as a result of their pregnancy, parental leave or on return to work. 
One in fi ve were made redundant or dismissed, or their contract 
wasn’t renewed.

Women face other economic hurdles. Their social security 
payments are based on their marital status, putting them at a 
disadvantage in divorce cases. In 2015-2016, average superan-
nuation balances for women aged 60-64 were only 58 percent of 
those of men. Many women now face homelessness in old age. 
Indigenous, migrant and disabled women often suffer extreme 
forms of economic discrimination.

The economic injustice suffered by women stems from a political 
system based on exploitation. The Communist Party of Australia 
policy on women notes: “The primary impediment to women’s 
freedom under a capitalist system is the exploitation of their labour. 
Like men, women should be afforded the real value of their labour 
and not simply the same wage as the opposite sex.”

An unjust system
The injustices suffered by women not only relate to paid employ-

ment. With one exception, state or territory legislation does not 
recognise the right of women to abortion. Women are the primary 
victims of domestic violence.

The Communist Party of Australia campaigns for the following:
• The immediate introduction of equal pay for work of equal 

value
• Permanent part-time or full-time employment with full rights 

to all entitlements including sick leave and other personal leave
• An end to social security payments based on relationship 

status, so women have access to an independent income
• The enforcement of anti-discrimination and affi rmative action 

legislation to assist Indigenous, migrant and disabled women 
to be economically independent

• Publicly-funded before-school, after-school and long day child-
care facilities for all, and good quality, free early childhood 
education and care services, including after-hours, vacation 
and occasional care, in communities, schools and workplaces

• Paid parental leave for at least 26 weeks
• Legislation giving women the right to abortion
• The elimination of all types of violence against women and the 

enforcement of laws against sexual harassment.
The struggle for women’s rights is still one of the most urgent 

human rights issues facing the nation. As Elizabeth Roderick, 
former Australian sex discrimination commissioner noted: “Gender 
equality is the unfi nished business of the 20th century.”
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
In WW2 the pro-Nazi Vichy government in France changed the words on 
French coins from the revolutionary “Liberty, Fraternity, Equality” to a 
motto more refl ective of its fascist rule: “Work, Family, Fatherland”.

”“

International Women’s Day 
achievements

PRESS FUND
Two former coalition Prime Ministers, John Howard and Tony 
Abbott, offered character references for George Pell, who 
shares Howard and Abbott’s political convictions and who was 
convicted of the sexual assault of two boys last week. Abbott 
could lose his seat at the coming elections, and he cautiously 
acknowledged the enormity of the crime. But Howard, long since 
retired from parliament, said the conviction made no difference 
whatsoever to his assessment of Pell’s character. Howard’s 
statement indicates he’s quite prepared to disregard not only the 
severity of the crime but also the victims’ suffering. If you agree 
with us that his callous double-standard is totally unacceptable, 
please send in something for the next edition if you possibly can. 
Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
“Round Figure” $10, “Rough Red” $5, “Sparky” $10, 
J Ayres $50, BJ Brown $120, Dr Ditura $10
This week’s total: $205 Progressive total: $1,180

On the 6th 
anniversary of 
the passing of 
Hugo Chávez, 

Commander 
in chief of the 

Bolivarian 
Revolution in 

Venezuela, 
your example 

keeps defeating 
imperialism.

Chávez lives on!

Maritime Branch gets 
going with a bang!
Denis Doherty

The Maritime Branch of the Communist Party 
of Australia held its Annual General Meeting on 
January 31 amid reports of actions from all sections 
of the branch.

The fi rst and most important task of the branch in 
2019 is to fi ght the “war on workers”.

Stevedoring companies have certainly decided to 
intensify their attacks. The Hutchinson company used 
the subterfuge of transferring a ship to another stevedor-
ing company in Port Botany, to gain an advantage over 
the MUA workers and reduce their wages and conditions.

The reaction of the Port Botany workers was to 
close down the port for 24 hours and to go slow on the 
Hutchinson ship, a move supported by both the CPA 
Maritime and the MUA leadership. The resulting actions 

have brought a sense of power among the workers at Port 
Botany.

The urban activist section of the branch reported that 
a successful public meeting was organised to consider 
the ramifi cations of the proposed redevelopment of the 
famous Fish Markets. Over 70 residents turned up and 
expressed their problems with the plans. UrbanGrowth, 
the NSW Government’s planning arm – which until then 
had ignored community complaints – sent six representa-
tives including their executive director.

Comrades in the branch involved in the “feeding the 
homeless” project gave a report on their work in Martin 
Place each Sunday. Last year they gave out over 14,000 
meals and a corresponding number of cups of hot tea, 
coffee and soup.

A busy and fulfi lling year has started for the CPA 
Maritime Branch. 

No arms sales to 
Saudi Arabia!
Denis Doherty

Representatives of several Sydney 
peace groups and Communist 
Party of Australia organisations 
gathered on Thursday February 
21, 11am outside the Sydney offi ce 
of EOS at 75 Elizabeth Street to 
push home the message of No 
Arms Sales to Saudi Arabia!

EOS stand for Electro Optical 
Systems which is an arms company 
specialising in programing weapons 
systems remotely. They have admit-
ted after months accusations from 
ABC’s 7.30 Report and other media 
outlets that they are selling weapons 
to the Saudis and to the United Arab 
Emirates (UAE).

The admission came amid a 
heated senate estimates debate 
between Senator Richard Di Natale 
and Defence Department offi cials 
about weapons sales to Saudi Arabia 
and the United Arab Emirates 
(UAE) on February 20. With only 
24 hours’ notice, the above groups 
put together a most impressive 
demonstration.

Initially they stormed the offi ce 

of EOS on the 12th fl oor and then 
moved to street level for a demon-
stration for the people of Sydney 
to see.

The Australian government 
has always insisted that it will not 
sell weapons to human rights abus-
ing countries. They have modi-
fi ed this policy apparently to read 
they will not sell weapons to coun-
tries that are not aligned with the 
USA. Christopher Pyne, the out-
going Defence Minister, the latest 
in a long line of apologists for 
Australia’s arms trade, has spent 
years lobbying the Saudi govern-
ment on behalf of the Australian 
defence companies – support 
acknowledged by the company in 
question, Electro Optic Systems.

“We condemn in the strongest 
possible terms the federal govern-
ment’s funding for Electro Optic 
Systems to sell a weapons system to 
Saudi Arabia which is committing 
human rights abuses in Yemen,” 
Denis Doherty, Australian coor-
dinator of the Global Campaign 
Opposing Military Spending, said at 
the protest.

EOS is selling to Saudi Arabia 

and the UAE a vehicle-mounted 
platform for machine guns and mis-
sile launchers called the Remote 
Weapons System (RWS). The gov-
ernment funded EOS initially with 
$33 million to produce this system 
and later a further $3.7 million 
which adds up to nearly $37 mil-
lion, between 2013 and 2017 to pro-
duce this RWS system.

EOS has released a statement 
confi rming that it was selling the 
weapons system to Saudi Arabia 
for $410 million and later a further 
amount of $30 million to the UAE 
in a deal worth $450 million.

“Both the US and the UK are 
moving to end military sales to 
Saudi Arabia,” Mr Doherty said. “It 
is time Australia did the same.”

Follow up action:
Please note that Citigroup is 

the number one shareholder while 
HSBC is the number two. If you 
have any dealings with these com-
panies sever contacts with them on 
the grounds they support weapons 
sales to Saudi.

Use #stopArmingSaudi in your 
tweets about the subject. 
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Richard Titelius

On Saturday March 2 at the Northbridge 
Piazza in Perth, One Billion Rising (OBR) 
held an event to highlight the need to 
address the incidence of domestic violence 
around the world and to empower the 
women and men of the world in a show of 
resistance and defi ance to violence against 
women through song and dance.

A number of speakers addressed the crowd 
which had come to hear the message and 
dance in defi ance. Noongar couple, Walter 

and Doolan-Leisha Eatts, gave the welcome-
to-country and spoke passionately about the 
violence from colonial occupation which had 
affected generations of Aboriginal people. 
Aboriginal people had resisted and continue to 
resist, thrive and heal through promoting their 
culture, art and history.

Kedy Kristal, the Policy Offi cer from The 
Women’s Council for Domestic and Family 
Violence Services WA said it provides serv-
ices to those suffering domestic and family vio-
lence. Last year it instigated a new program 
to place 1,000 purple benches as symbols 

of family and domestic violence. It is a phe-
nomenon which continues today with police 
responding to over 54,000 incidents in the 
2016/17 year – which might be only 20 per-
cent of the actual existing violence in the 
community.

Audra Oakes, a counselling student and 
refugee from the civil war in Liberia, spoke 
about the violence which occurs in that coun-
try but also of her experience with family vio-
lence. Audra said family violence takes many 
forms manifesting repression, shame and 
abuse. For those who suffer the trauma remains 

but resilience can grow and help build confi -
dence, renewal and strength.

Para Isadora, a dance master from the 
Philippines led the crowd in a class to learn 
the steps to the signature OBR dance and song, 
“Break the Chains” with people responding 
enthusiastically to the call to rise and dance. 
After the rehearsal, a full-blown recitation of 
the song and dance was performed and videoed 
for posterity and uploaded to the One Billion 
Rising website. 

Australia

From the Archives The Guardian, September 2004

One Billion Rising
Perth – Western Australia

Part of the action in Perth.

Sydney Vigil

STOP USA STOP USA 
BLOCKADE ON CUBABLOCKADE ON CUBA

Also solidarity with Venezuela & GazaAlso solidarity with Venezuela & Gaza
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Sydney Town Hall

Communist Party of Australia Sydney Central Branch

invite you toinvite you to
Picnic in the ParkPicnic in the Park

12:30 pm Sunday March 24
Prince Alfred Park Surry Hills Sydney

Bring a plate of goodies to eat

$20 employed / $10 unemployed

Info: Linda on 9699 8844 or info@cpa.org.au

FUND RAISERFUND RAISER
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United Voice, the union for care work-
ers, has provided evidence to the Royal 
Commission outlining a positive blueprint 
for change for Australia’s aged care sector. 
This is the fi rst time the Royal Commission 
has been presented with detailed informa-
tion about the challenges facing residential 
and in-home personal care workers.

United Voice has told the Royal 
Commission that quality care of the aged is 
inextricably linked to a well-trained, fairly 
treated workforce.

“If they (workers) can see they will be 
remunerated appropriately for the value of the 
work that they do, if they can see opportuni-
ties for career progression, for continual learn-
ing, they will be more attracted to this sector,” 
United Voice representative Melissa Coad told 
the inquiry.

“Certainly, it is our view that quality 
jobs are inextricably linked to the delivery of 
quality care. You can’t have one without the 
other.”

Evidence focused on the dedication and 
commitment of aged care workers, but at the 
same time the diffi culties they face deliver-
ing quality care in current working environ-
ments. Workers need to be central to reform of 
the industry because they’re the people on the 
ground with the knowledge of what is wrong 
and how it can be improved.

The United Voice evidence called for 
improvements including:

Time to care and workload – Members 
are particularly upset they can’t spend appro-
priate amounts of time with residents and say 
they do not have time to do their jobs prop-
erly and must rush through tasks such as 
showering, feeding and dressing. Some home 
care visits can be limited to just 15 minutes. 
Currently workers do not have time to care for 
older Australians at a suitable or emotionally 
sensitive and dignifi ed pace. Members have 
described workloads as a conveyer belt of tasks 
that they have to undertake.

Qualifi cations and upskilling – Quality 
training is essential to the provision of quality 
care. United Voice believes entry level qual-
ifi cations should be mandated in the sector. 
As well, our members are desperate for addi-
tional training to provide better quality of care 
– for example in dementia care, mental health 
care and palliative care. Ongoing professional 

development would open up opportunities for 
career progression.

Registration scheme – The union would 
like to see a registration scheme implemented 
that is broader than a police check – includ-
ing minimum entry qualifi cations and ongoing 
training and education. Members tell us that 
such a system would help with recognition of 
the important work they do.

Attracting new workers – Australians 
will see opportunities to work in the sector 
in the future if they are renumerated properly 
and see opportunities for career progression. 
Residential aged care facilities are homes for 
the people residing in them – that needs to be 
captured in social and emotional needs of resi-
dents, and how workers can support them in 
such an environment. But low wages, insecure 
hours, a lack of training and career progression 

in the industry mean it is hard to recruit and 
retain young workers.

Unpaid overtime and purchasing per-
sonal items to provide dignifi ed care – 30 
percent of respondents in a 2017 survey said 
they undertook unpaid overtime. In home care, 
members regularly check in after hours on a 
person that they know has no family or other 
support. In residential care, workers return to 
the facility to spend their own time to sit with 
residents who are dying. And the sector’s low 
paid workers are purchasing personal care 
items from their own wages like clothes, incon-
tinence pads and wipes (items that are regularly 
in insuffi cient supply).

Funding changes – Changes to the fund-
ing of both residential and in-home care have 
impacted care delivery. In our members’ view 
the main impact of these changes is a reduction 

in the level of quality care they are able to pro-
vide. Our members have reported a noticea-
ble difference in staffi ng and resource levels. 
Inadequate funding mechanisms lead to high 
workloads, lack of care time, short shifts, and 
high rates of part time.

Helen Gibbons, assistant national secretary 
of United Voice said, “It’s an integral part of 
the Royal Commission to hear about the expe-
riences of our aged care members, who know 
what is and isn’t working in the sector because 
they are doing the work all day, every day.

“If workers in aged care don’t have enough 
time, training or job security to offer high qual-
ity care, then no amount of other systemic 
reform will result in a quality aged care system.

“Quality conditions of work are essential 
for residents’ wellbeing, and workers’ ability 
to deliver quality care.” 

Work loads as conveyer belt

Australia
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Communist Party of Australia
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Australia’s fi rst offshore 
wind farm stalled
Development of Australia’s fi rst 
offshore wind farm, which would 
power up to 1.2 million homes, 
has been stalled by Energy 
Minister Angus Taylor’s failure to 
sign off on an exploration license 
allowing a detailed assessment of 
the wind resource to commence.

The Department of the 
Environment and Energy confi rmed 
during Senate Estimates that an 
evaluation of the project has been 
undertaken, a plan for a customised 
exploration license developed, and a 
briefi ng and recommendations pro-
vided to the Energy Minister, but that 
the project can progress no further 
without the Minister granting the 
exploration license.

The Star of the South project 
seeks to construct 250 wind tur-
bines in Commonwealth waters off 
the coast of Victoria’s Gippsland 
region, generating up to 20 percent 
of Victoria’s electricity needs and 
feeding the power into the National 
Electricity Market via an under-
ground cable to the Latrobe Valley.

The Maritime Union of Australia 
said the project – which the company 
claims will create up to 12,000 man-
ufacturing and construction jobs and 
slash Australia’s carbon emissions – 
appeared to be falling victim to the 

Morrison government’s ideological 
hatred of renewable energy.

MUA deputy national secretary 
Will Tracey said the exploration 
license awaiting approval did not 
allow construction to commence and 
was simply about allowing the use of 
fl oating buoys and platforms off the 
Gippsland coast to gather wind and 
wave observations.

“We have a major wind project 
that would create thousands of jobs 
and provide clean, reliable energy 
for more than a million Australian 
households, but because of their ide-
ological hatred of renewable energy 
the Morrison government appears to 
be actively stalling its development,” 
Tracey said.

“The Star of the South project 
has been in the works since 2012, yet 
in this time no legislation has been 
put forward, no regulatory frame-
work put in place, and no responsible 
agency nominated, despite offshore 
wind being an established industry 
internationally.

“Now we have revelations 
from Senate Estimates that Energy 
Minister Angus Taylor has been 
briefed on the project and presented 
with recommendations, yet the 
exploration license continues to sit 
on his desk gathering dust.

“Rather than support renewable 
energy projects, under the Morrison 
government we can’t even get 
approval for a few wind measure-
ment buoys off the Gippsland coast.

“Energy Minister Angus Taylor 
must get off his hands and imme-
diately allow the Star of the South 
wind project to move forward to the 
exploration stage.”

Tracey said offshore wind gen-
eration was a mature industry 
internationally which has success-
fully operated for two decades, but 
Australia was falling behind, putting 
future employment opportunities at 
risk.

“This project isn’t just about 
generating renewable energy and 
tackling climate change, it’s about 
creating secure jobs for the future, 
particularly for workers who are 
being displaced from the offshore oil 
and gas industries,” he said.

“The federal government 
urgently needs to put in place a plan 
to support the development of the 
offshore wind industry, including a 
clear regulatory framework, along 
with the right port infrastructure and 
specialised construction vessels to 
roll out this project and others like it 
as quickly as possible.” 

Sydney

Communist Party of Australia Communist Women’s Collective

invite you to celebrate
International Women’s Day

The Communist Party’s 
perspective on IWD
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Saturday March 9
Cyprus Community Club 

58-76 Stanmore Road Stanmore
$15 – Refreshments provided

RSVP: Linda on 02 9699 8844 by Friday March 1

Talk



Guardian March 6, 2019  5

The US government has decided 
it is time to get rid of the govern-
ment the Venezuelan people have 
chosen for themselves and to stop 
in its tracks the Bolivarian social 
revolution that brought great ben-
efi ts to Venezuela’s working men 
and women, especially its urban 
and rural poor, in health, housing 
and education. This revolution 
has renewed people’s dignity and 
promised young Venezuelans a 
better future.

Conservative politicians and the 
mass media portray Venezuela as a 
“socialist catastrophe” and a “social-
ist wasteland” ruled by a “socialist 
dictator” whose policies are destroy-
ing Venezuela.

They use the example of 
Venezuela to warn voters against 
parties and politicians with pro-peo-
ple policies – whether it is a Bernie 
Sanders in USA, a Jeremy Corbyn in 
the UK, or even a Bill Shorten, with 
his “neo-socialist”, “red Labor” poli-
cies in Australia.

Trump has declared war on 
socialism – in the USA itself and 
anywhere else in the world – but 
especially in Latin America!

In a recent speech in Miami, 
where he gave the Venezuelan mili-
tary the choice of staging a “peace-
ful” coup against the Maduro 
government, or facing direct US mil-
itary intervention, Trump declared, 
“To those who would try to impose 
socialism on the United States, we 
again deliver a very simple mes-
sage: America will never be a 
socialist country,” because while 
socialism fails to “respect borders” 
and imposes “government coer-
cion, domination and control” on its 
people, Americans are “born free and 
will remain free”.

In reality, it is the United States 
that has done all it can to undermine 
Venezuela economically and politi-
cally, to devastating effect, through 
fi nancial manipulation and economic 
strangulation and by instigating coup 
attempts (the most recent against 
the government of Hugo Chávez in 
2002) and violent demonstrations, 
whose outbreaks the western media 
obligingly attribute to the Bolivarian 
government.

The US wants Venezuela’s oil 
– the largest reserves in the world – 
and its mineral resources, especially 
gold.

It wants to stop China and 
Russia (and Europe) gaining an ever 
stronger economic presence in Latin 
America – USA’s “backyard.”

Above all, its ruling class fears 
growing popular discontent in the 
US and around the world: people 
may start to reach for “socialism” as 
a way out of capitalism’s ills, which 
on an everyday basis have most 
obviously manifested themselves 
in “jobless growth”, enduring wage 
stagnation and increasing wealth 
disparities.

Venezuela’s elites, those who 
live the high life, have helped the 
US prosecute its aggressive poli-
cies towards Venezuela’s social 
revolution.

It is they who actively sabotage 
the domestic economy, constantly 
call for US intervention, and have 
so far failed to gain power through 
elections against the “Chávistas” of 
the Bolivarian Revolution and also 
having failed in a number of coup 
attempts.

The US-groomed puppet and 
would-be President Juan Guaidó 
is a case in point. A member of the 
extreme right-wing Popular Will 
party, he is a protégé of its founder 
and national coordinator, Leopoldo 

Lopez, “a scion of the Venezuelan 
elite” and an “experienced schemer” 
who is also chair of the “monolithic” 
Empresas Polar company, that con-
trols the majority of fl our production 
and distribution crucial for making 
cornbread, Venezuela’s staple food. 
Lopez is associated with the short-
lived coup against President Chávez 
in 2002 and violent protests in 2014. 
López ensured Guaidó would lead 
the national assembly, positioning 
him to declare his “interim presi-
dency”, once the Americans tapped 
him on the shoulder.

Australia genuflects
Australia’s miserable politicians, 

both Liberal and Labor go along with 
every military adventure the US 
empire pulls on.

They unhesitatingly support 
US intervention against the people 
of Venezuela and its anointment 
of the puppet Guaido as “interim” 
president, takes place as they mouth 
words of “human rights”, “democ-
racy” and “respect for rule of law”.

Venezuela’s people are in the 

US empire’s gunsights at this very 
moment because they dare to follow 
a path of self-determination exclud-
ing US oil companies and a small 
comprador elite.

What Venezuelans seek is sim-
ilar to what a Whitlam Labor gov-
ernment once sought – control of our 
resources and a fair, equitable and 
decent livelihood for all Australians.

Since Whitlam’s dismissal 
Australia has become one of the 
USA’s most reliable lackeys. 

We have increasingly lost owner-
ship and control over our resources 
to global corporations – the same 
corporations that operate in Australia 
virtually tax free, while the fi nancial 
elites stow away their wealth in off-
shore tax havens.

Our public assets, from ports 
to prisons, from banks to bus serv-
ices, from energy grids to welfare 
services, have been privatised, also 
ending up in the hands of global cor-
porations. Our manufacturing capa-
bilities have been exported, other 
than for arms manufacturing sub-
contracted out from the US arms 

industry. Laws are made to suit the 
wealthy, while workers are gradually 
ground down by anti-worker labour 
laws; the poor are increasingly mar-
ginalised and criminalised.

None of this is news for a politi-
cal establishment and media that 
serves the elite.

They, along with the ever col-
lusive corporate-state media, go 
along with US-directed frame-ups to 
crush independent, courageous peo-
ples like the Venezuelans and their 
Bolivarian revolution, and to stifl e 
our own sovereign independence.

We the Australian people, need 
to show solidarity with Venezuela – 
because its people are in great danger 
from the oligarchies and giant corpo-
rations who, if we have any respect 
for ourselves we should see as our 
common foe.

This destructiveness, greed and 
profi teering by the forces of global 
monopoly capitalism, threatens not 
only Venezuelans, but all mineral-
rich nations.

We must change the world! Help 
us create a better future. 

Australia

Taking Issue – Wayne Sonter

NO to US coup in Venezuela

Building industry 
secret police abuse powers
The peak body for working people has 
slammed the actions of the Morrison gov-
ernment’s building industry secret police, 
the ABCC, after the rogue regulator forced 
construction giant Lendlease to hand over 
the home addresses of people who par-
ticipated in a political protest against the 
government.

The ABCC used special powers to compel 
Lendlease to hand over the names and home 
addresses of 150 people who attended the 
Change the Rules political protests in October 
last year. But the ABCC also tried to keep the 
request to the company secret from the public.

The move comes after ABCC offi cers 
stepped outside their mandate last month 
to pursue manufacturing workers over their 
attendance at the protest.

The ABCC has had signifi cant extra 
resources devoted to it under Abbott/Turnbull/
Morrison governments, while regulators over-
seeing the scandal-plagued banking sector 
have been cut.

While Michaelia Cash – the Morrison 
government minister until recently responsi-
ble for the operation of the ABCC – feels free 
to refuse to speak to the AFP over her role in 
the leaking of sensitive police information, 

working people and the companies that 
employ them are compelled to hand over pri-
vate details.

“In a democracy, people have a right to 
attend political protests without fear of some 
shadowy government agency pursuing them 
over it. They also have a right to privacy,” 
said ACTU secretary Sally McManus.

“Scott Morrison and his building indus-
try secret police are robbing the one million 
Australians who work in construction of their 
rights.

“They have used powers they shouldn’t 
have to force 150 people’s employers to 

disclose their home addresses in a blatant vio-
lation of their right to privacy.

“One ABCC Commissioner has already 
quit in disgrace after being caught breaking 
the law he claimed to uphold.

“Now it appears another is determined to 
over-reach his authority, abuse his power and 
bring an even greater stench to this already 
desperately compromised body.

“It’s time to disband this failed and politi-
cised secret police service and let working 
people get on with their lives in peace.” 
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Saturday February 23 was supposed to be 
the big day when a so called “humanitarian 
aid” caravan would cross into Venezuela 
from neighbouring Colombia. The left-wing 
government of President Nicolás Maduro 
would be further destabilised and the stage 
set for his removal. As it turned out, the 
“big day” was something of an embarrass-
ment for the Trump administration and 
its Venezuelan puppet, the self-proclaimed 
and US-backed “Interim President”, Juan 
Guaidó.

In preparation for this stunt, all kinds of 
right-wing figures had congregated in the 
impoverished small city of Cúcuta, Colombia, 
just across the border from Venezuela’s Táchira 
state. These included Colombian President 
Ivan Duque, Chilean President Sebastian 
Piñera, Republican US Senator Marco Rubio 
and US Vice President Mike Pence, as well as 
Guaidó. But in spite of right-wing inspired vio-
lence that erupted at the border, no trucks got 
through, either from Cúcuta or from Brazil or 
from the Dutch-controlled island of Aruba.

Cúcuta was an interesting choice for 
this provocation. It is known for two things: 
The extreme poverty of many of its inhabit-
ants, and its role as a major centre for smug-
gling and other illicit activity. Venezuelan and 
Colombian citizens have developed a cottage 
industry of buying super cheap, government-
subsidised items in Venezuela, sneaking them 
across the border to Cúcuta, and selling them 
there at much higher prices. Gasoline, which is 
extremely inexpensive in oil-rich Venezuela, is 
one commodity thus traffi cked, but not the only 
one. The Cúcuta smuggling racket is a serious 
contributor to the shortages of some items in 
Venezuela.

There was violence at the Colombia cross-
ing, and at another crossing in Brazil. A small 
number of Venezuelan soldiers hijacked two 
armoured personnel carriers and rammed 
them into the barriers that had been set up at 
the Colombian border, injuring two people, 
including a woman journalist from Chile. Anti-
Maduro gangs set fi re to two of the “humani-
tarian aid” trucks on the Colombian side, in 
hopes that this would be blamed on Maduro 
supporters. On the border with Brazil, there 
was a clash between local people of the Pemon 
Indigenous group and Venezuelan security per-
sonnel, which left four dead. The Venezuelan 
government blames this incident on the local 
mayor, an opposition supporter.

But the trucks didn’t get through, and the 
opposition to the manoeuvre was met by mas-
sive protests, in Caracas and elsewhere, against 
US interference in Venezuela’s internal affairs. 
President Maduro’s government pointed out 
that the amount of “humanitarian aid” suppos-
edly being offered in this charade organised 
by the United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID) amounts to a little 
more than US$20 million, while illegal uni-
lateral sanctions that the United States has 
imposed on Venezuela have cost the country at 
least US$30 billion.

Venezuela receives a considerable 
amount of aid through agencies such as the 
International Committee of the Red Cross/Red 
Crescent, and if the United States really wanted 
to help it could have worked with those agen-
cies. The Red Cross-Red Crescent, for its part, 
has refused to cooperate with the United States 
and Guaidó in what it calls a “politicised” 
manipulation of the humanitarian aid issue.

The US plan for regime change in 
Venezuela is supported by the right-wing Latin 
American governments, by the wealthy coun-
tries of Western Europe, and some others. 
But very important countries strongly oppose 
it, including China, Russia, India, South 
Africa, Mexico and the CARICOM group of 
Caribbean Island nations. Additionally, some 
of the countries that had originally jumped on 
the Guiadó bandwagon may now be having 
buyer’s remorse. Brazil, by far the biggest mil-
itary power in South America, has announced 
that it will not cooperate with any military 
incursion into Venezuela.

Trump and Guaidó have made little or 
no headway in the United Nations Security 
Council, and even the Organisation of 
American States, so often a pliant tool in US 
hands, is not keen. The Lima Group of right-
wing governed Latin American countries is still 
on record as wanting Maduro overthrown, but 
it’s not rushing to offer troops for a military 
incursion.

In Venezuela, calm is reported in most 
places, though there was an incident of right-
wing terrorists unsuccessfully attacking a 
military barracks at La Mulata, just North of 
the Cúcuta border crossing. The attack was 
easily beaten off, and there were no deaths. 
The Venezuelan government has now closed 
its borders with Colombia and Brazil, and has 
broken off diplomatic relations with Colombia.

In the United States itself, the picture is 
still grim. All the major corporate media con-
tinue to put out highly inaccurate and biased 
reports and interpretations (one hesitates to say 
“analysis”) of the Venezuela situation. Over 
and over, the economic diffi culties are blamed 
on the “socialist” policies of the “authoritar-
ian” President Maduro, with little or no men-
tion of the drastic US “sanctions” blockade 
which has affected such things as the import 
of medicines.

While anti-Maduro demonstrations are 
given full news coverage, very large pro-
Maduro demonstrations are almost completely 
ignored by our corporate media. As intended, 

this gives an utterly false impression that 
Maduro is isolated and that the whole country 
supports Guaidó. In fact, surveys show very 
strong popular opposition in Venezuela to US 
sanctions and especially to threats of military 
intervention.

Clear statements from fi gures in the Trump 
administration and Republican Party show 
that that US is mostly interested in facilitat-
ing major US oil companies’ control over 
Venezuelan petroleum reserves. Before his 
election, Trump had already called for war with 
Venezuela to take control of the oil.

Major leaders of the Republican and 
Democratic Parties continue to demonise the 
Venezuelan government and call for Maduro’s 
overthrow and replacement by the right-winger 
Guiadó. And the rhetoric coming out of the 
Trump administration and the US right gets 
more dangerous by the minute. Secretary of 
State Mike Pompeo says President Maduro’s 
“days are numbered.” Rubio went a step 
beyond, tweeting a threat to forcefully oust 
Maduro with a picture of the dead body of 
former Libyan leader Muamar Gaddafi .

Guaidó, others in the right-wing opposi-
tion and the US government and the Trump 
administration have repeatedly called for a 
military coup and even for an armed US attack 
on Venezuela. New sanctions are now being 
imposed, this time on governors of those 
border or coastal states in Venezuela who have 
refused to violate their country’s national laws 
to facilitate the bogus “humanitarian aid.” So 
US imperialism is by no means giving up or 
backing off.

But there is a growing awareness of the 
war danger that US policy toward Venezuela 
represents, and mobilisation is growing. On 
February 23, there were demonstrations and 
marches against Trump’s policies and in sup-
port of Venezuela’s national sovereignty in 
a number of cities around the United States, 
as well as a great many around the world. 
On March 16, a major march against inter-
vention in Venezuela will take place in 
Washington, DC.

A few prominent political fi gures in the 
United States are at last speaking up, with 
various degrees of clarity, in opposition to the 
Trump administration’s Venezuela policy. They 
include independent Senator Bernie Sanders 
of Vermont, plus Democratic Congresspersons 
Ro Khanna of California, Tulsi Gabbard of 
Hawaii, Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez of New 
York, Barbara Lee of California and, Ilhan 
Omar of Minnesota, with more likely to chime 
in.

Omar sharply questioned the Trump 
administration’s point man on the Venezuela 
regime change project, Elliot Abrams, point-
ing out in a House hearing that his record on 
Latin American affairs in the past has included 
support for some of the most bloodthirsty dic-
tatorships in the region, inquiring as to why 
anyone should believe he will be a harbinger 
of democracy in Venezuela? Abrams was in the 
past convicted for lying to the US Congress on 
the long-ago Iran-Contra affair, so why, asked 
Representative Omar, should anybody trust 
him now?

Several of these House members have 
now introduced legislation in Congress to 
oppose US military intervention in Venezuela. 
The Bill, HR 1004, is titled “Prohibiting 
Unauthorised Military Intervention in 
Venezuela Act,” and currently has 38 co-spon-
sors. RootsAction and other groups are asking 
all to contact their Congressional representa-
tives to support this legislation. Contact infor-
mation for Senators and Representatives, plus 
information on the progress of this and other 
bills, can be found on the offi cial website of 
the US Congress.

The bill is limited in scope; it does not say 
anything about the very harmful sanctions the 
US has imposed on Venezuela. But the reason-
ing is that if enough voters in the United States 
begin to raise their voice in support of it and 
in opposition to Trump’s belligerent policies, 
bolder efforts will be enhanced.
People’s World 

Magazine

Trojan Horse “humanitarian 
aid” ploy fi zzles

Over and over, the economic difficulties are blamed on the 
“socialist” policies of the “authoritarian” President Maduro, 
with little or no mention of the drastic US “sanctions” blockade 
which has affected such things as the import of medicines.
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The choreographed provocations 
on Venezuela’s borders highlight an 
often overlooked component of the 
US-orchestrated regime change machine 
– USAid (United States Agency for 
International Development).

Its motto, “From the American People,” 
usually stamped on containers bound for con-
fl ict zones, might more accurately be read as 
“From the US State Department” as USAid 
functions as a direct arm of US foreign policy.

It is funded and staffed by the State 
Department, controlling or overseeing a 
budget of “US$16.8 billion in assistance that 
USAid fully or partially manages through the 
Economic Support and Development Fund, 
Global Health Programs, Transition Initiatives, 
International Disaster Assistance, and USAid 
operational accounts.”

USAid works closely with the more visible 
regime change body the National Endowment 
for Democracy in “Transition Initiatives” – 
Washington-speak for regime change or regime 
consolidation programs.

USAid’s Bureau for Democracy, Confl ict 
and Humanitarian Assistance oversees the 
Offi ce of Transition Initiatives (OTI) which 
“supports US foreign policy objectives by 
helping local partners advance peace and 
democracy” and whose “programs serve as 
catalysts for positive political change.”

USAid has been instrumental in the organ-
ising the fake humanitarian “aid” convoys 
ostensibly designed to alleviate suffering inside 
Venezuela.

In a recent CNN interview in a Colombian 
warehouse where the convoy trucks were 
parked, USAid’s chief administrator Mark 
Green said: “Today [February 17] what we did 
was bring in a new shipment of humanitarian 
assistance, about 66 metric tons.

“As I made clear, this was not the fi rst, nor 
will it be the last, there will be other shipments 
coming in, other materials coming in from 
countries like Indonesia, they’ll be coming 
in from a variety of sources and it really is 
[inaudible] what president Guaido asked of 
President Trump.

“President Guaido, who we offi cially rec-
ognise as interim president of Venezuela, had 
a specifi c request for emergency medical care 
and nutrition, and so we’ve been responding.

“We’ve been mobilising assistance getting 
here, prepositioning here in Colombia, obvi-
ously Cúcuta primarily, which is what presi-
dent Guaido and his representatives have asked 
for. But it’s important, because we’re providing 
real hope for the people of Venezuela.”

Green does not even bother to hide that this 
“aid” is aligned with the political agenda of the 
US administration and its hand-picked “interim 
president.”

USAid was set up in 1961 as part of the 
cold war battle for hearts, bellies and minds.

In 2009, in a briefi ng for the Carnegie 
Endowment, Thomas Carothers outlined the 
integrated nature of US regime change – or to 
use one of the preferred euphemisms “democ-
racy assistance” – agencies and particularly 
that of USAid.

He wrote: “Over the past 25 years, the 
United States has built up a substantial body 
of democracy assistance and now devotes 
approximately $2.5 billion a year to it (with 
about half of the assistance directed at Iraq and 
Afghanistan).

“Three organisations serve as the main 
funders of such aid: the United States Agency 
for International Development (USAid), the 
Department of State, and the private, non-profi t 
National Endowment for Democracy (NED).

“Beyond USAid and the State Department, 
several other parts of the government also 
sponsor assistance programs that include 
efforts to support democratic institutions and 
practices abroad, including the Department 
of Defence, the Millennium Challenge 
Corporation (MCC), and the Department of 
Justice.”

According to Carrothers, USAid’s spend-
ing on political work rose from $165 million 
in 1991 to $635 million by 1999, with $288 
million allocated to central and eastern Europe 
and the former Soviet Union; $123 million in 
sub-Saharan Africa; $111 million in Asia and 
the Middle East, $86 million in Latin America 
and $27 million on global programs.

According to the agency’s website: 
“USAid’s Venezuela program supports civil 
society, promotes human rights, strength-
ens democratic governance, encourages civic 
engagement, and expands dialogues.

“We also help address the rights of citizens 
to be informed by independent and free media. 
Our assistance provides trainings, exchanges 
with other Latin American countries, support 

for research, and opportunities for Venezuelans 
to share ideas.

“USAid programs refl ect the principles 
enshrined in the United Nations Convention on 
Human Rights and Inter-American Democratic 
Charter, such as freedom of assembly, freedom 
of speech, and the rights to fair and transpar-
ent elections.

“USAid is building the capacity of the 
National Assembly to be a viable democratic 
institution that represents all Venezuelans.”

USAid and the NED have channelled hun-
dreds of millions of dollars into the counter-
revolutionary camp in Venezuela since the 
very fi rst years of the Hugo Chávez-initiated 
Bolivarian Revolution.

According to WikiLeaks, a November 9, 
2006 cable revealed that the US embassy in 
Caracas was coordinating the anti-Chávez 
campaign using a fi ve-point strategy.

The cable stated: “In August of 2004, 
the ambassador outlined the country team’s 
fi ve-point strategy to guide embassy activi-
ties in Venezuela for the period 2004-2006 
(specifically, from the referendum to the 
2006 presidential elections). The strate-
gy’s focus is: 1) Strengthening Democratic 
Institutions, 2) Penetrating Chávez’s politi-
cal base, 3) Dividing Chávismo, 4) Protecting 
Vital US business, and 5) Isolating Chávez 
internationally.”

By 2010, external funding for opposition 
groups in Venezuela reached more than $57 
million, the majority coming from US agen-
cies such as USAid and the NED.

Researcher Eva Golinger, noted that 
“during its first two years of operations, 
USAid/OTI had a $10 million budget, which 
it used to fund approximately 64 opposi-
tion groups and programs in Venezuela. The 
majority of that funding went to anti-Chávez 
propaganda in the media and an unsuccess-
ful campaign to recall President Chávez from 
offi ce in 2004.

“Failing in its prior attempts to oust Chávez 
from power, in 2006 USAid/OTI reoriented its 
funding, increased its budget and began focus-
ing on crafting an opposition ‘youth move-
ment’ that could utilise new technologies, 
such as Twitter and Facebook and other inter-
net media to build an international campaign 
against the Venezuelan president.

“From 2006 to 2010, more than 34 per-
cent of USAid’s budget – which neared $15 

million per year – was used to fund university 
programs, workshops and other events to aid 
youth in building an anti-Chávez movement.”

Unlike the NED, whose political motiva-
tions are transparent, USAid’s remit combines 
both humanitarian assistance and political 
interference. By straddling these two areas, 
USAid lays the ground for “humanitarian 
interventionism” – a useful ideological cam-
oufl age that is routinely deployed to neutralise, 
or better still co-opt, liberal opinion.

One recent high-profi le case involving a 
USAid contractor illustrates the agency has no 
problem in crossing the line between aid and 
espionage.

In 2009, USAid paid Alan Gross, through 
a third party, DAI, almost $600,000 to go to 
Cuba to install military-grade internet connec-
tions, ostensibly for the island’s small Jewish 
community, that could not be detected by the 
government.

The project was part of a USAid program 
that was funded by the 1996 Helms-Burton 
Act, which gave offi cial justifi cation for the 
blockade against Cuba and explicitly called for 
the overthrow of the Cuban state.

According to Lou Dubose of The 
Washington Spectator, Cuban intelligence 
knew about Gross from 2004 when he fi rst met 
a contact in Havana.

Fortunately, the contact turned out to be an 
undercover Cuban security agent. On his fi fth 
trip to Cuba, in 2009, Gross was arrested and 
sentenced to 15 years for “criminal acts against 
the independence of the Cuban nation.” Gross 
was eventually released at the same time as the 
US freed the Cuban Five.

Another often overlooked element in the 
US destabilisation efforts against Venezuela 
is the US governments’ attempts to control 
energy markets.

The State Department’s Bureau of Energy 
Resources (ENR) “manages the critical nexus 
between energy and US national security to 
ensure US leadership on global energy issues.”

The ENR’s brief, according to its website, 
includes “encouraging Caribbean and other 
Latin American countries to reduce their reli-
ance on energy imports from Venezuela,” in 
other words the US exerts maximum pressure 
on these countries to end or limit trade with 
Venezuela to help cripple its economy. US aid 
indeed.
Morning Star 
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Let them eat bombs
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A recent terrorist attack in Kashmir could 
set the stage for a major confl ict between 
India and Pakistan as India begins bomb-
ing Pakistani territory. As always, the root 
causes of these are being ignored by the 
media.

On February 14, India was rocked by a sui-
cide-bombing which took place inside Jammu 
and Kashmir. The attack targeted a convoy of 
security personnel vehicles, killing at least 42 
Central Reserve Police Force (CRPF) offi cers 
(as well as the bomber himself).

Responsibility for the attack was claimed 
by a Pakistan-based Islamist group called 
Jaish-e-Mohammed (JeM). JeM’s main goal is 
to steal Kashmir away from India and unite it 
with Pakistan, to ensure that Pakistan is ruled 
by Sharia law, and to drive Western forces out 
of Afghanistan. Its other eventual priority is 
to drive all Hindus and non-Muslims from the 
Indian subcontinent.

The attack has drawn such negative pub-
licity that the United Nations Security Council 
(UNSC), fi nally agreeing on something for 
once, identifi ed India as a victim of terrorism 
and asked member states to cooperate actively 
with New Delhi to bring these attackers to 
justice.

After India vowed a “jaw breaking 
response” to the attack, Pakistani Prime 
Minister Imran Khan authorised his military 
to “respond decisively and comprehensively 
to any aggression or misadventure” by India. 
In case it wasn’t clear, both of these volatile 
states currently sitting on the cusp of war pos-
sess nuclear weapons.

Apparently, despite this underlying nuclear 
catastrophe, someone thought it was a good 
idea for Indian fi ghter jets to begin pound-
ing Pakistani territory in order to take part in 
what India’s foreign ministry coined a “non-
military pre-emptive action” against JeM. The 
recent incursion into Pakistani airspace forced 
the Pakistani air force to scramble to respond, 
which in turn led the Indian jets to “release 
[their] payload in haste while escaping.”

In the process, India claimed that it had 
killed a “very large number” of terrorists, 
trainers, senior commanders and jihadis. To 
be fair, India, for its part, had warned it was 
ready for war with Pakistan. It was also push-
ing for Pakistan to be included on a terror-
watch blacklist, all the while threatening to 
weaponise the fl ow of water to Pakistan as 
a means of leverage conventional military 
means can’t buy.

After the raid, Pakistan has understanda-
bly asserted its right to self-defence. But self-
defence of what – Pakistan’s sovereignty or 
self-defence of JeM? (If in fact, India was tar-
geting JeM fi ghters). Actually, that was exactly 
what the Indian foreign ministry claimed was 
the rationale for the attacks – Pakistan’s inac-
tion for combating its own home-grown terror-
ists. And this is where international law can get 
even murkier as it delves into the “unwilling 
and unable” justifi cation for the use of force on 
a sovereign state. In India’s eyes, Islamabad is 
either unwilling or unable to combat the ter-
rorist threat inside its borders (or perhaps this 
is just a PR stunt aimed at China’s expanding 
infl uence over Pakistan).

But, okay, fi ne – let’s accept the ration-
ale of the terrorist threat. If we are going to 
ignite a powder keg that would begin with two-
nuclear armed nations and eventually draw in 
Iran, Saudi Arabia, the UAE and China, we 
should at least examine the context in which 
Pakistan and India are facing a serious threat 
of terrorism.

Following the money
The United States and its allies have had 

a curious relationship with Pakistan and ter-
rorism for years. In February 2007, then US 
vice president, Dick Cheney, made a trip 
to Pakistan to meet with President General 
Pervez Musharraf. According to PBS, the 
secret US-backed campaign against Iran by the 

terror group known as Jundullah was high on 
Cheney’s agenda.

A few months later, ABC News reported 
that Jundallah, which is “responsible for a 
series of deadly guerrilla raids inside Iran 
has been secretly encouraged and advised by 
American offi cials since 2005.”

The report explains that “US relationship 
with Jundullah is arranged so that the US pro-
vides no funding to the group, which would 
require an offi cial presidential order or ‘fi nd-
ing’ as well as congressional oversight.” Not 
to mention that former Pakistani army chief, 
retired General Mirza Aslam Baig, further 
explained that “the US supports the Jundullah 
terrorist group and uses it to destabilise Iran.”

Okay, so the US supported the Jundullah 
group in Pakistan against Iran, but what does 
that have to do with the current situation at 
hand? Well, it appears that JeM and other ter-
rorist organisations in Pakistan receive direct 
support from key US allies, including and 
especially Saudi Arabia.

For example, an action request cable 
archived by WikiLeaks, documenting the illicit 
fi nance activities in Afghanistan and Pakistan, 
stated that “it has been an ongoing challenge to 
persuade Saudi offi cials to treat terrorist fi nanc-
ing emanating from Saudi Arabia as a strategic 
priority.”

“Still,” the cable continues, “donors in 
Saudi Arabia constitute the most signifi cant 
source of funding to Sunni terrorist groups 
worldwide.”

Not surprisingly, Saudi Arabia “remains a 
critical fi nancial support base” for – wait for 
it – “Al-Qaeda, the Taliban, LeT [Lashkar-e-
Taiba] and other terrorist groups.” The LeT is 
a Pakistan-based terrorist organisation which 
also has a strong focus on Jammu and Kashmir, 
where the recent terror attack took place (and 
India’s initial response). Both LeT and JeM 
have received overwhelming support from 
Pakistan’s Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI) 
since the early 1990s. In fact, LeT became 
part of the United Jihad Council in 1993, an 
umbrella group for militant Islamists operating 

in Kashmir and in doing so, formed a direct 
alliance with JeM. As far as the US State 
Department is concerned, the two groups are 
almost all but completely synonymous.

The ISI itself had been a prime recipi-
ent of billions of US aid, particularly under 
the administration of George W Bush. The 
WikiLeaks cable clearly shows that the US was 
well aware elements within the ISI were main-
taining ties to the LeT.

The cable also noted that Qatar, Kuwait 
and the UAE have provided support to LeT and 
other terrorist groups operating in the region as 
well. All of these countries are US allies.

Furthermore, a separate WikiLeaks cable 
confi rmed that Saudi Arabia and the UAE have 
been funnelling money not just to LeT but to 
JeM directly, stating that:

“Locals believed that charitable activi-
ties being carried out by Deobandi and 
Ahl-e-Hadith organisations, including Jamaat-
ud-Dawa, the Al-Khidmat Foundation, and 
Jaish-e-Mohammed were further strengthen-
ing reliance on extremist groups and minimis-
ing the importance of traditionally moderate 
Sufi  religious leaders in these communities. 
Government and non-governmental sources 
claimed that fi nancial support estimated at 
nearly $US100 million annually was making 
its way to Deobandi and Ahl-e-Hadith clerics 
in the region from ‘missionary’ and ‘Islamic 
charitable’ organisations in Saudi Arabia and 
the United Arab Emirates ostensibly with the 
direct support of those governments.”

Saudi Arabia itself has been considered to 
be somewhat of a safe haven for jihadists tar-
geting India, including and especially the LeT. 
An investigation also found that Saudi Arabia 
funnelled funds to anti-Indian terror groups 
through Hajj pilgrims, and the Diplomat 
lamented that JeM hunts for potential recruits 
among the 150,000 devout Indians visiting 
Mecca every year.

So, to summarise: the US has a long and 
documented history of backing anti-Iranian 
Sunni-based Pakistani terror groups. Saudi 
Arabia and its Gulf allies have been funnelling 

fi nancial support to the LeT, who has a direct 
alliance and operates in the same area as the 
JeM (who also receives direct funding from 
Saudi Arabia), which recently claimed respon-
sibility for an attack which killed at least 40 
Indian police personnel.

It’s not exactly rocket science. Call me a 
little bit suspicious, but perhaps this is why 
Saudi Arabia was quite open in its assur-
ances to Islamabad that it need not go after 
JeM directly, even while the group’s leader-
ship apparently continues to live comfortably 
inside Pakistan.

And what no one really seems to be talk-
ing about is the implications this wider geo-
strategic struggle has for the region. Saudi 
Arabia wants to win Pakistan over in a tug-of-
war game in which Islamabad fi nds itself in 
the centre, and in doing so, is committing $10 
billion to build an oil refi nery in the Gwadar 
port project, which actually puts a major Saudi 
project on Iran’s border.

Most disturbing is the revelation that 
Saudi Arabia is also being rumoured to have 
nuclear weapons “on order” from Pakistan. 
If it isn’t bad enough that India and Pakistan 
have nuclear weapons and are now potentially 
launching air strikes into each other’s territory, 
the idea that these apocalyptic weapons could 
one day end up in the hand of the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia, the country currently launching 
a genocidal war in Yemen and backing known 
jihadists right across the wider region, all the 
whilst constantly threatening war with Tehran, 
is nothing short of suicidal.

According to Israeli media, Saudi Crown 
Prince Mohammed bin Salman’s (MBS) recent 
visit to Pakistan has essentially cemented 
Pakistan’s inclusion in anti-Iran Arab NATO. 
Will these countries rush to Pakistan’s aid as 
it is pummelled by Indian fi ghter jets? Or will 
diplomacy and cooler heads eventually prevail?

Thankfully, we can trust the media to ask 
these all-important questions, and not focus its 
entire energy on yet another regime-change 
operation in yet another oil rich country, right?
RT – Russia Today 

Pakistan-India showdown: 
What you’re not being told
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Ken Livingston *

We have to separate the issues of 
anti-Semitism from the debate 
and criticism of Israeli govern-
ment policies. No Jew should be 
demonised because of Tel Aviv’s 
mistreatment of Palestinians. 
France’s President Emmanuel 
Macron has said that the rising 
tide of anti-Semitic incidents in 
France is because anti-Semitism 
is hiding behind anti-Zionism and 
he is considering passing a law to 
make it illegal for people to say or 
write anti-Zionist comments.

Speaking to the Representative 
Council of French Jewish Institutes 
he said: “France seeks to define 
anti-Zionism as a modern day form 
of anti-Semitism.” Were such a law 
to be passed it would impinge on 
the freedom of people to talk about 
events in the Middle East. Instead, 
President Macron should be looking 
at the causes of the escalation of anti-
Semitism across Europe. Earlier this 
month, French police reported a 74 
percent increase in offences against 
Jews over the last year.

Meanwhile, in Germany the 
number of violent anti-Semitic 
attacks has surged by 60 percent.

France’s Interior Ministry said 
that incidents of anti-Semitism 
rose to 541 last year, up from 311 
in 2017. Germany’s government 
admits offences motivated by hatred 
of Jews reached a ten-year high of 
1,646 in 2018 and physical attacks 
had increased from 37 to 62, with 
43 of the victims needing medical 
treatment.

The German MP Petra Pau said 
that more people now felt free to 
“deny the Holocaust and engage in 
anti-Semitic agitation.”

The EU’s Fundamental Rights 
Agency (FRA) said that by the end 

of last year anti-Semitic hate speech, 
harassment and an increasing fear 
of being recognised as Jewish were 
becoming the norm.

This was based on a survey of 
16,000 Jews across 12 European 
countries. 90 percent of those 
responding to the survey believed 
anti-Semitism was growing in their 
country and 30 percent had been har-
assed and a third were considering 
emigrating.

A recent survey of 7,000 people 
by CNN in seven countries found a 
fi fth of the people surveyed believed 
Jews had too much influence in 
fi nance and politics, thirty-four per-
cent admitted they knew little or 
nothing about the Holocaust and a 
third believed Jews exploited it to 
advance their position.

Clearly, politicians and com-
munity leaders across Europe must 
rise up to tackle this problem, but 
to be effective, we need to under-
stand what is driving this rise in 
anti-Semitism.

Anti-Semitic incidents surge 
following confl icts between Israel 
and its neighbours. The historian 
Marc Knobel of the CRIF umbrella 
group of France’s Jewish organi-
sations warned that taboos about 
anti-Semitism “had all but disap-
peared”. He pointed out that because 
President Macron had worked for the 
Rothschild bank this had “fuelled a 
load of rumours.”

Conspiracy theories about a 
supposed global Zionist plot have 
fuelled much of the increase in 
anti-Semitism, second only to the 
long-standing smear of Jews being 
responsible for the murder of Jesus 
Christ. The nonsense about a global 
Zionist conspiracy goes back many 
centuries.

Our children must be taught the 
truth about history and what has 

driven anti-Semitism over the cen-
turies. Given a new generation has 
grown up knowing little about the 
Holocaust, this must also be taught 
as it was the greatest crime in human 
history.

We also have to separate the 
issues of anti-Semitism from criti-
cism of Israeli government policy. 
No Jew, whether in Israel or any-
where on the face of the planet, 
should be demonised because of the 
Israeli government’s mistreatment 
of the Palestinians. I have never 
heard of anyone abusing a US citi-
zen because of the policies of Donald 
Trump, nor have I ever seen a British 
person being abused because of the 
policies of Thatcher, Blair or Theresa 
May, so why does it happen to Jews?

If we’re to tackle this prob-
lem, people have to know the truth 
of what has been going on in the 
Middle East over the last century. 
This will not be helped by the current 
policies by the Israeli government, 
who recently brought a case against 
Nadia Abu-Shanab and Justine 
Sachs. They have just been fi ned 
$18,000 for “harming the artistic 
welfare” of three Israeli teenagers.

Nadia and Justine had persuaded 
the New Zealand singer and song-
writer Lorde to cancel the show she 
was due to perform in Tel Aviv.

This case was possible because 
Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu 
passed a new law in 2011 which 
allowed civil law suits against 
anyone who encourages a boycott of 
Israel.

This is an outrageous attempt 
to suppress honest political debate. 
If somebody supports the Boycott, 
Disinvestment and Sanctions (BDS), 
that does not mean they are anti-
Semitic. It is no different from those 
of us who decades ago took the same 
approach to the racist government of 
South Africa.

The Israeli parliament was also 
debating a bill that called for up to 
seven years imprisonment for anyone 
who advocates BDS. Many people 
are accused of denying Israel’s right 
to exist simply because they cam-
paign for the rights of Palestinians.

The confl ict between Israel and 
the Palestinians has gone on for sev-
enty years and must be brought to 
an end. As Israel, with its alleged 
nuclear arsenal, is the regional 

superpower, it falls to them to reach 
out to the Palestinians and negoti-
ate a peaceful conclusion to long 
confl ict.

Yet, Netanyahu’s government is 
doing completely the reverse. In the 
last nine months of 2018 the United 
Nations recorded that Palestinians 
were killed at the rate of around 
one a day as they protested peace-
fully along Israel’s border with 
Gaza. Many of those who died were 
children.

Israel continues to collaborate 
with Egypt on the imposition of a 
blockade of Gaza which is making 
the lives of its citizens intolerable. 
The writer Amos Oz warns that 
“even unavoidable occupation is a 
corrupting occupation.”

Last month marked ten years 
since Israel’s massive attack on the 
two million Palestinians confi ned to 
Gaza.

Called operation Cast Lead, it 
saw 22 days of bombing by Israel 
which led to 1,417 Gazans being 
killed, of whom 313 were children. 
Eighty-three percent of the casualties 
were civilians. In contrast, only thir-
teen Israelis lost their lives.

In June 2008, a ceasefi re was 
reached between Israel and Hamas 
in which both sides agreed to cease 
hostilities and Israel promised to 
slowly ease their blockade of Gaza. 
The ceasefi re held until November 
4 when Israel launched a raid that 
killed six members of Hamas.

In contrast, Hamas reduced the 
number of rockets fi red from Gaza 
into Israel from 179, in the six 
months before the ceasefi re, to just 
three in the months that followed.

The United Nations Human 
Rights Council conducted an inves-
tigation led by Richard Goldstone, 
a Jewish South African judge. His 
team studied 36 incidents involving 
the Israeli military and found there 
were 11 occasions when Israeli sol-
diers launched attacks on civilians 
with fatalities, with seven civilians 
shot as they left their homes holding 
white fl ags of surrender.

There was also an attack on a 
hospital and nine attacks on civilian 
infrastructure such as fl our mills and 
sewage works. His 575-page report 
concluded: “What occurred in just 
over three weeks at the end of 2008 
and the beginning of 2009 was a 

deliberately disproportionate attack 
designed to punish, humiliate and 
terrorise a civilian population ... and 
to force upon it an ever-increasing 
sense of dependency and vulnerabil-
ity,” as cited by the UK Guardian.

Operation Cast Lead was never 
going to solve this long-running con-
fl ict because it is a political confl ict 
which can not be resolved by mili-
tary action, but Netanyahu’s govern-
ment continues to ignore diplomacy 
relying merely on military action. 
Then UN Secretary General Ban 
Ki-Moon called that the Israeli 
attack on Rafah on August 1, 2014, 
which killed many civilians hiding 
in UN schools, “a moral outrage and 
a criminal act.”

Macron’s attempt to silence 
legitimate criticism of Israel will not 
tackle the rise of anti-Semitism, but 
it’s not just Macron that is the prob-
lem. In my country (Britain) anyone 
who has criticised Israel’s treatment 
of the Palestinians is accused of 
being anti-Semitic.

In April 2016, a far-right Labour 
MP arranged a television camera to 
fi lm him shouting that I was a Nazi 
apologist and then claiming that I 
had said “Hitler was a Zionist”. The 
General Secretary of the Labour 
Party responded to this by suspend-
ing my membership without even 
picking up the phone to ask if I had 
actually said this.

In the media coverage that fol-
lowed this, I pointed out that, in my 
eight years as mayor, anti-Semitic 
incidents recorded by police in 
London were cut by 50 percent.

Under my successor, Boris 
Johnson, they more than doubled. 
As London mayor I worked with 
the Jewish community to promote 
Jewish events that were open to non-
Jews, just as I did with the Muslim 
and Hindu communities. No news-
paper or news program ever reported 
this.

Similar smears are being made 
against the Labour leader Jeremy 
Corbyn, but in his near half a cen-
tury of political activity Jeremy, like 
me, has always promoted tolerance, 
but has also criticised the mistreat-
ment of Palestinians.
* Ken Livingston is also a former MP 
and a former member of the Labour 
Party.
RT – Russia Today 
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Need a pay rise
New data by the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics shows that 
earnings growth for full-time 
working West Australians has 
been around half that of the rest 
of Australia.

This new data from the ABS 
shows that average hourly total cash 
earnings for WA’s full-time non-
managerial workers rose only 3.2 
percent between 2016 and 2018, 
while nationally it increased 6 
percent.

Pay is not keeping pace with 
the cost of living here in WA, as the 
costs of essentials such as electric-
ity and transport have risen well in 
excess of earnings.

Despite this, employer groups 
keep calling for national and WA 
industrial commissions to approve 
wage increases that are less than 
infl ation.

The WA state government’s 
wages policy has also resulted in 
working West Australians falling fur-
ther behind.

Over the past year, we have seen 
aggressive action by employers to 
cancel collective agreements and 
force employees onto awards.

The impact can be seen between 
2016 and 2018, as the number of 
employees on collective agreements 
fell by 5.2 percent, and their average 
weekly cash earnings decreased by 
around 2 percent.

This is a further indication that 
the collective bargaining system in 
both WA and Australia is broken, 
and why unions are campaigning to 
change the rules to fi x it.

This is also why public sector 
unions want the state government to 
agree to fair pay outcomes for public 
sector workers.

Unless collective bargain-
ing is fi xed, workers will increas-
ingly be reliant on either awards, or 
insecure individual work arrange-
ments, both of which have overall 
lower pay outcomes than collective 
agreements.

It’s diffi cult to see how WA will 
have a strong economic recovery 
unless working people receive fair 
pay rises.

Meredith Hammat
Secretary, UnionsWA

SOS from 
starved workers

A seafarer aboard an 80,000-
tonne bulk carrier, the Villa 
Deste, contacted the International 
Transport Workers’ Federation 
(ITF) pleading for help. The 
starving crew claims to have no 
food and no on-board wages, and 
being fed on a $4 food budget 
per day. BHP is continuing to 
block ITF’s requests to inspect 
the vessel, currently at anchor at 
BHP’s Hay Point Coal Terminal 
in Mackay, North Queensland.

Seafarers are starving at BHP’s 
terminal in Queensland, and if BHP 
continues to deny the ITF access, 
ignoring these seafarers’ most basic 
rights to be fed and paid, then it is 
no better than the worst Flag of 
Convenience operators.

BHP told media that the vessel 
was not chartered by the company, 
but it’s BHP coal being sold and 
loaded onto the Villa Deste. To now 
claim that they have no responsibil-
ity for the conditions on board this 
vessel when they arrive at their port, 
to load their coal, demonstrates an 
extraordinary failure to uphold basic 
ethical standards in their global 
supply chain.

ITF inspectors along with 

faith-based welfare providers have 
rights to access ships clearly defi ned 
in the international maritime secu-
rity code and Australia’s national 
security legislation. BHP claim to 
have a process for access, but con-
tinue to refuse our requests and 
question our legitimate right of 
entry.

The Liberian-flagged Villa 
Deste is owned by a Greek com-
pany Evalend Shipping Company 
SA. The ITF also inspected another 
vessel owned by the company, the 
Penelope L on July 3, 2018 at the 
Port of Fremantle and found the 
same issues, employing seafarers 
on the lowest conditions possible 
and supplying decaying food to the 
crew.

The ITF has previously con-
tacted the Department of Home 
Affairs about BHP’s denial of grant 
access for ITF inspectors to inspect 
ships at Hay Point. The Department 
has simply responded saying 
“approval to access a port facility is 
the responsibility of the port facil-
ity operator” dismissing the ITF’s 
concerns.

By dismissing the ITF’s con-
cerns the Department of Home 
Affairs either unknowingly, or by 
design, has sided with BHP to even 
further isolate and abuse seafarers’ 
rights.

While BHP ignores a rapidly 
deepening crisis at anchorage at 
their Hay Point terminal, and the fed-
eral government’s security agencies 
deny unions rights to access foreign 
ships in Australian waters, the Greek 
shipowners go about their business 
of abusing human rights and deny-
ing these allegations in the name of 
bigger profi ts.

The national security legislation 
clearly endorses our rights to access 
BHP’s terminal to protect and safe-
guard international seafarers after 
the Morrison government, BHP, and 
their shady Greek employers have 
failed them so brutally.

The plight of these seafar-
ers, and the failure by BHP to take 
responsibility for their welfare, 
highlights why it is essential that 
ITF inspectors are provided access 
through BHP’s terminal. ITF needs 
to ensure the seafarers are fed, 
their wages are paid and appropri-
ate human rights conditions are in 
place.

We call on the Minister to imme-
diately intervene in his Department’s 
maladministration and facilitate our 
inspectors access to the Villa Deste 
to answer the seafarers’ urgent call 
for help.

Dean Summers
ITF national coordinator

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Rhianna Louise

UK: In the same week that the defence 
committee blasted “failed” mental health 
provision for veterans, a new report enti-
tled “Selling the Military” has criticised 
military recruitment advertising for tar-
geting groups, particularly disadvantaged 
children, who are likeliest to suffer adverse 
outcomes.

Written by military watchdog ForcesWatch, 
health charity Medact and with contributions 
from academics and veterans, the report calls 
for greater scrutiny and regulation of military 
recruitment marketing on health and ethical 
grounds.

It details how the military strategically tar-
gets low-income adolescents, identifying in 
particular those who are between 16 and 24 
years old and come from households with low 
average incomes. Military marketing briefs 
describe their teenage recruitment targets as 
“easily infl uenced” and having a “thirst for 
risk.”

The methods the military uses to sell itself 
to potential recruits are increasingly sophis-
ticated and diverse, using social media plat-
forms, TV and radio, search engine advertising, 
music and video streaming services and more, 
with the channels in play being connected and 
synchronised, and data driven.

The costs of these campaigns are high 
– total spend on marketing across all three 
services for recruitment purposes is over £27 
million of taxpayers’ money per year.

While many young recruits will go on to 
have a successful and positive time in the mili-
tary, there are major risks and complex consid-
erations that are glossed over by recruitment 
campaigns.

Enlisting is a major life decision, par-
ticularly for adolescents and particularly if it 
means leaving mainstream education early.

Working-age veterans are twice as likely to 
be unemployed as working-age non-veterans, 
and many veterans complain of a lack of trans-
ferable skills when leaving the forces.

Recruits enter a uniquely challenging and 
intense environment which can have signifi cant 
mental health repercussions, as demonstrated 
by recent concern over a suicide crisis among 
veterans and over the standard of mental health 
provision for the armed forces community.

The youngest recruits, especially if they 
have childhood adversity in their background, 
are the most likely to suffer long-term ill-
effects. It means entering a different – and infe-
rior – legal system. It means training to kill, 
and to risk your life.

While recruitment campaigns sell mili-
tary life to teenagers as the ultimately fulfi lling 
path, data on levels of satisfaction among per-
sonnel tells a different story.

Only four in 10 of non-offi cers are satisfi ed 
with services life in general, and would recom-
mend it to others.

Only 36 percent of personnel across the 
services feel their own morale is high and 
only 7 percent feel the morale of the services 
is high.

Roughly half of recruits don’t feel they 
had an accurate picture of services life before 
joining.

One key message in military recruitment 
campaigns is that the forces are a welcoming, 
inclusive place.

Yet as demonstrated by the soldiers who 
racially abused the black female soldier who 
had become the face of the British Army 
Equality and Diversity campaign and who is 
featured in the army’s newest campaign target-
ing millennials, the progressive utopia they sell 
to young people is far from the reality.

There are high levels of bullying and 
sexual harassment in the military, with women 
and BAME (black, Asian and minority ethnic 
people) personnel suffering in particular.

Legal charity Liberty recently launched 
its own Human Rights Helpline because the 
problems are so severe and the military’s own 
justice system is letting personnel down, with 
severe systemic failings including around 
investigating and prosecuting rape.

The military still needs to classify rape as 
a “very serious crime” so that it is investigated 
and prosecuted by the civilian police.

Currently, the military’s rape conviction 
rate is appallingly low. This is a striking con-
trast with the recruitment advert that last year 
told young women that they will be listened to 
more in the military than in civilian life.

The utopia of belonging and camaraderie 
sold in recruitment campaigns jars with the 
high levels of loneliness and isolation in the 
armed forces community, particularly among 
veterans.

Military recruitment campaigns are 

misrepresenting vital information about forces 
life to vulnerable young people, and while 
doing so, they are also promoting self-devel-
opment, fun and adventure in the context of 
war and armed confl ict.

Academics Paul Hihgate and Nivi 
Manchanda write in the Selling the Military 
report: “We ... should stop and think about the 
framing of a destructive force in wholly ‘con-
structive’ or ‘creative’ terms.

“The centring of ‘making’ people in these 
advertisements cleverly conceals the ultimate 
destruction of lives central to the use of mili-
tary violence.

“In the US, a growing wave of employees 
in the technical industry are demanding that 
their labour is not used to further the ‘business 
of war’.”

Perhaps those working in the mili-
tary’s chosen advertising agencies such as 
Karmarama and Capita, should likewise criti-
cally consider their role in selling the military 
to vulnerable young people.
Morning Star 

Sending the poor to war
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Jake Coyle

LOS ANGELES: The segregation-
era road-trip drama Green Book 
was crowned best picture at the 
91st Academy Awards, delighting 
those who see the fi lm as a feel-
good throwback but disappoint-
ing others who ridicule it as an 
outdated inversion of Driving 
Miss Daisy.

In a year when Hollywood 
could have made history by bestow-
ing its top award on Netfl ix (Roma) 
or Marvel (Black Panther) for the 
fi rst time, the motion picture acad-
emy instead threw its fullest sup-
port behind a traditional interracial 
buddy tale that proved as popular as 
it was divisive. But Peter Farrelly’s 
Green Book weathered criticism that 
it was retrograde and inauthentic to 
triumph over more acclaimed fi lms 
and bigger box-offi ce successes.

It was an unexpected fi nale to 
a brisk, hostless ceremony that was 
awash in historic wins for diversity, 
including Spike Lee’s fi rst competi-
tive Oscar. More women and more 
individual black nominees won 
than ever before. The Oscars oth-
erwise spread awards around for 
Ryan Coogler’s superhero sensation 
Black Panther, Alfonso Cuarón’s 
black-and-white personal epic Roma 
and the Freddie Mercury biopic 
Bohemian Rhapsody.

Lee, whose Do the Right Thing 
came out the same year Driving 
Miss Daisy won best picture (1989), 
was among those most visibly upset 
by the award handed to Green 
Book. After presenter Julia Roberts 
announced it, Lee stood up, waved 
his hands in disgust and appeared to 
try to leave the Dolby Theatre before 
returning.

Green Book also won best sup-
porting actor for Mahershala Ali and 
best original screenplay.

“The whole story is about 
love,” said Farrelly, a filmmaker 
best known for broad comedies 
like Dumb and Dumber and There’s 
Something About Mary. “It’s about 
loving each other despite the differ-
ences and fi nd out the truth about 
who we are. We’re the same people.”

Backstage, Lee clutched a glass 
of champagne while refl ecting on 
the 30 years between Driving Miss 
Daisy and Green Book. “I’m snake 
bit,” he said, laughing. “Every time 
somebody’s driving somebody, I 
lose!”

Lee’s win for best adapted 
screenplay for his white supremacist 
drama BlacKkKlansman, an award 
he shared with three co-writers, gave 
the ceremony its signature moment. 
The crowd rose in a standing ova-
tion, Lee leapt into the arms of pre-
senter Samuel L Jackson, and even 
the backstage press room burst into 
applause.

Lee, whose fi lm includes foot-
age of President Donald Trump fol-
lowing the violent white supremacist 
protests in Charlottesville, Virginia, 
urged mobilisation for the upcoming 
election.

“Let’s be on the right side of his-
tory. Make the moral choice between 
love and hate,” said Lee, who was 
given an honorary Oscar in 2015. 
“Let’s do the right thing! You knew 
I had to get that in there.” Lee wore 
jewellery the entire breadth of his 
hands spelling out HATE on his right 
and LOVE and his left.

Hours after the Oscars con-
cluded, Trump tweeted, “Be nice if 
Spike Lee could read his notes, or 
better yet not have to use notes at 
all, when doing his racist hit on your 
President, who has done more for 
African Americans ... than almost 
any other Pres!”

One of the biggest surprises of 
the night was in the best actress cat-
egory. Olivia Colman won for her 
Queen Anne in the royal romp The 
Favourite, denying Glenn Close her 
fi rst Oscar. Close remains the most-
nominated living actor never to win, 
with seven nominations. First-time 
actor, the Indigenous Mixtec Yalitza 
Aparicio in Roma, was also in the 
running.

“Ooo. It’s genuinely quite stress-
ful,” said a staggered Colman, who 
later turned to Close to say she 
was her idol, “and this is not how I 
wanted it to be.”

The night’s co-lead nominee 
Roma won best director and best 
cinematography for Cuarón, whose 
fi lm also notched Mexico’s fi rst for-
eign language fi lm Oscar. Cuarón 
and his “Three Amigos” countrymen 
– Alejandro Iñárritu and Guillermo 
del Toro, who presented Cuarón with 
best picture – have had a dominant 
hold on the category, winning fi ve of 
the last six years.

Cuarón, who became the fi rst 
director to ever win for serving as 
his own director of photography, ref-
erenced an especially international 
crop of nominees in one of his three 
acceptance speeches.

“When asked about the New 
Wave, Claude Chabrol said there are 
no waves, there is only the ocean,” 
said Cuarón, referring to the French 
fi lmmaker. “The nominees tonight 
have proven that we are a part of the 
same ocean.”

The wins for Roma gave Netfl ix 
its most signifi cant awards yet, but 
Green Book denied the streaming 
giant the best picture win it dearly 
sought. Netfl ix remains to some a 
contentious force in Hollywood, 
since it largely bypasses theatres. 
The wins for Black Panther – along 
with best animated film winner 
Spider-Man: Into the Spider Verse 
– meant the fi rst Academy Awards 
for Marvel, the most consistent 

blockbuster factory Hollywood has 
ever seen.

Two years after winning for 
his role in Moonlight, Mahershala 
Ali won again for his support-
ing performance in Green Book – 
a role many said was really a lead. 
Ali is the second black actor to 
win two Oscars following Denzel 
Washington, who won for Glory 
and Training Day. Ali dedicated the 
award to his grandmother, who told 
him never to give up on his dreams.

Bohemian Rhapsody, which 
kicked off the ABC telecast with a 
performance by Queen, won four 
awards despite pans from many crit-
ics and sexual assault allegations 
against its director, Bryan Singer, 
who was fired in mid-production 
for not showing up. Its star, Rami 
Malek, won best actor for his full-
bodied and prosthetic teeth-aided 
performance, and the fi lm was hon-
oured for editing, sound mixing and 
sound editing.

“We made a fi lm about a gay 
man, an immigrant who lived his 
life unapologetically himself,” said 
Malek, who after the ceremony fell 
and was checked out by medics 
before making the rounds at post-
show festivities. “We’re longing 
for stories like this. I am the son of 
immigrants from Egypt. I’m a fi rst-
generation American, and part of my 
story is being written right now.”

Queen launched the ceremony 
with a medley of hits that gave the 
awards a distinctly Grammy-like fl a-
vour, as Hollywood’s most prestig-
ious ceremony sought to prove that 
it’s still “champion of the world” 
after last year’s record-low ratings.

To compensate for a lack of 

host, the motion picture academy 
leaned on its presenters, includ-
ing an ornately outfitted Melissa 
McCarthy and Brian Tyree Henry 
and a Keegan-Michael Key who 
fl oated down with an umbrella like 
Mary Poppins. Following Queen, 
Tina Fey – alongside Amy Poehler 
and Maya Rudolph – welcomed the 
Dolby Theatre audience to “the one-
millionth Academy Awards.”

Rudolph summarized a rocky 
Oscar preamble that featured numer-
ous missteps and backtracks by the 
Academy of Motion Picture Arts 
and Sciences: “There is no host, 
there won’t be a popular movie cat-
egory, and Mexico is not paying for 
the wall.”

The trio then presented best 
supporting actress to Regina King 
for her pained matriarch in Barry 
Jenkins’s James Baldwin adapta-
tion If Beale Street Could Talk. The 
crowd gave King a standing ovation 
for her fi rst Oscar.

The inclusivity of the winners 
Sunday stood in stark contrast to 
the #OscarsSoWhite backlash that 
marked the 2016 and 2015 Oscars. 
Since then, the academy has worked 
to diversify its largely white and 
male membership, adding several 
thousand new members and opening 
the academy up internationally. Still, 
this year’s nominations were criti-
cised for not including a female best 
director nominee or a best-picture 
nominee directed by a woman.

Though the once presumed front-
runner A Star Is Born saw its chances 
fl ame out, it won, as expected, for 
the song “Shallow,” which Lady 
Gaga and Bradley Cooper performed 
during the ceremony.

Best documentary went to 
Elizabeth Chai Vasarhelyi and 
Jimmy Chin’s Free Solo, which 
chronicles rock climber Alex 
Honnold’s famed, free solo ascent 
of Yosemite’s El Capitan, a 3,000 
foot wall of sheer granite, without 
ropes or climbing equipment. Free 
Solo was among a handful of hugely 
successful documentaries last year 
including the nominated Ruth Bader 
Ginsburg documentary RBG and the 
snubbed Fred Rogers doco Won’t You 
Be My Neighbour.

“Thank you, Alex Honnold, for 
teaching us to believe in the impos-
sible,” said Vasarhelyi. “This fi lm 
is for everyone who believes in the 
impossible.”

Adam McKay’s Dick Cheney 
biopic Vice won makeup and hair-
styling for its extensive physical 
transformations. The category was 
one of the four that the academy 
initially planned to present during 
a commercial break. As its winners 
– Greg Cannom, Kate Biscoe and 
Patricia Dehaney – dragged on in a 
litany of thank-yous, they were the 
fi rst to have their microphone cut off.

Period. End of Sentence. was the 
early favourite to win for best docu-
mentary short subject, and it did.

To turn around ratings, Oscar 
producers pledged a shorter show. 
In the academy’s favour was a pop-
ular crop of nominees: Bohemian 
Rhapsody, A Star Is Born and, most 
of all, Black Panther, all amassed 
huge sums in ticket sales. Typically, 
when there are box-offi ce hits (like 
Titanic), more people watch the 
Oscars.
People’s World 

Multiracial Oscars

Roma (Netfl ix) won best director and best cinematography.
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David Rosenberg

Last summer, Britain’s seemingly disparate far-right forces took anti-racist 
and anti-fascist campaigners by surprise when they fi lled Whitehall with 
15,000 people.

They were there to support Tommy Robinson, a leader in the racist anti-Mus-
lim movement who was at the time temporarily held in prison on a contempt of 
court charge. The emotive themes he had articulated in sound bites in recent times 
had infi ltrated the consciousness of those who took to the streets that day.

That single mobilisation eclipsed even the best-attended National Front 
rallies of the late 1970s, which rarely surpassed 3 to 4,000 but caused havoc 
in immigrant communities. You have to go back to the 1930s to fi nd a similar 
number mobilised by the British far right. In 1934, 15,000 people of all classes 
packed London’s Olympia Exhibition Centre. Most of them were avid followers 
of Oswald Mosley’s vision for Britain and members or supporters of his British 
Union of Fascists.

Among those in Olympia yet to make up their minds, were 150 Members of 
Parliament underwhelmed by what passed for mainstream politics.

There were also interlopers – up to 100 anti-fascists – who obtained tickets 
through a clever deception and spread themselves around the hall. In the violence 
that followed their attempts to heckle, 80 were thrown out bloodied and beaten.

That night, Mosley’s thugs won the physical battle, but anti-fascists won 
the propaganda war. The defections Mosley suffered as his brutal methods were 
revealed forced him to reorient his movement. It built a new power base in work-
ing-class districts in London’s East End, surrounding the struggling Jewish ghetto 
in Aldgate and Whitechapel.

The Battle of Cable Street that took place in that area in 1936 remains a touch-
stone for anti-racists and anti-fascists in Britain today. The size of the mobilisa-
tion, the drama of mass blockades and barricades, the clashes with the police, 
and the incredible people’s victory when fascist movements were advancing in 
so many European countries, are still recalled as an inspiration to anti-fascists to 
take to the streets today.

But the ultimate victory over the fascists in 1930s Britain was based on more 
than one major battle, crucial as Cable Street was.

We can still learn today from the range of strategies through which the far 
right was undermined. While the informal political alliance that mobilised people 
to fl ood the streets against Mosley’s fascists was important – local branches of 
the Communist Party, Independent Labour Party, Labour League of Youth, rank-
and-fi le trade unionists, and a militant grassroots body that emerged from the 
community most under attack, the Jewish People’s Council Against Fascism and 
Anti-Semitism (JPC) – it was a shared strategy of building an anti-fascist major-
ity locally that was crucial.

This meant recognising that everyone had an active part to play – that a genu-
inely collective struggle would be far more effective than individual or top-down 
efforts. It meant acknowledging that the enemy was fascism rather than indi-
viduals living hard lives attracted to the fascist fl ag in the absence of convincing 
alternatives.

The anti-fascist movement recognised that it needed to embed the fi ght against 
anti-Semitism in the fi ght for jobs, for education, for better housing, for better 
lives for all.

While the counter-movement confronted the organised attempts of fascists to 
march and spread propaganda, it made a conscious effort to win hearts and minds 
among those who were heading in a fascist direction.

It understood that this was not simply a moral issue – saying that anti-
Semitism was “evil” – but about showing how the fascists were also using anti-
Semitism as part of a wider attack on democracy that would affect everyone.

The enemy was fascism rather than individuals living hard lives attracted to 
the fascist fl ag in the absence of convincing alternatives. Although anti-Semitism 
impacted primarily on Jews, the JPC argued that the “struggle against anti-
Semitism is as much a task for the British people as a whole as for the Jews, and 
the struggle against fascism is a task for Jews as much as for the British people 
as a whole.”

In Britain today, Muslims much more frequently bear the brunt of vicious 
attacks by racists and fascists, though we should recognise that fascists can attack 
many targets at once, and a range of migrant and refugee communities also receive 
their negative attention, boosted by the government’s hostile environment and 
continuing institutional racism.

The far right accumulate rather than replace targets and anti-Semitic inci-
dents are rising once again, not just here, but elsewhere in Europe, especially in 
Hungary, Poland, and Ukraine, and also in the US.

Populist far-right forces, globally, in 2019, are making deeper and deeper 
inroads into working-class communities, and not just on a narrow propaganda of 
hate based on stereotyping.

Attacks on women’s rights, gay and lesbian rights, and defence of the 
“Christian” family also play well for them, especially in central and Eastern 
Europe. We need to spread awareness of the wider set of themes on which they 
are recruiting and recognise the extent to which they are using online platforms 
to win support.

Our responses need to be smart and collective, but also consciously draw on 
the insights and strategies of the past to confront the dangers of today.
Morning Star 
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