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Voie 1 - Workers’ Rights

Anna Pha

The federal election, to be held on May
18, is shaping up to be the most important
in recent times. It is imperative that the
Coalition government is thrown out and
that extreme-right parties and conserva-
tive independents are defeated. There is a
great deal of disillusionment with the major
parties and their failure to address the
important and pressing issues of the day
and govern in the interests of the people.

The extreme right are on the rise; with
big money behind them they aim to increase
their numbers to a position where they hold
the balance of power. They already have a con-
siderable grip on the Liberal Party and pose
a dangerous threat to democratic rights and
freedoms that exist in Australia.

The strong desire for change amongst
workers was reflected in the well-attended
Change the Rules mass actions held around
Australia last week (see report page 4).
Protesters demanded full restoration of penalty
rates, a living wage, an end to the privatisation
of public services, increased funding to public
hospitals and schools and immediate action on
climate change.

Other issues raised included the need
for secure jobs, job creation programs, and
increases in NewStart, age pension and other
social security payments.

Threats from employers and the Australian
Building and Construction Commission did
not deter the hundreds of thousands of work-
ers who walked off the job to attend the ral-
lies called by the Australian Council of Trade
Unions (ACTU). “We, as the working people
of Australia, are prepared to stand up for and
fight for a fair go,” ACTU secretary Sally
McManus said.

“We are suffering an incomes recession.
Our wages are going backwards because of
inaction by our government. Inaction about
the minimum wage, inaction about penalty
rates — in fact they support the cutting of pen-
alty rates.

“There is so much governments can do to
make jobs more secure, and that is what we
are demanding,” McManus said. The actions
were timed to follow the budget and coincide
with the expected beginning of the election
campaign.

These and the many other pressing
demands will not be achieved if just left to
Parliament. It requires actions such as those
held last week. This struggle will only be
won through concerted mass activity outside
Parliament, with the united involvement of
trade unions and community organisations.

At present trade unions are severely lim-
ited by an arsenal of anti-union laws, all
aimed at restricting organised and collective
activity. The worst of these is the legislation

establishing the Australian Building and
Construction Commission that polices unions
and workers in that industry.

The actions of this pro-employer industry
cop resulted in one militant trade union and
its officials, the CFMMEU, being fined a total
of almost $6 million last year. Their “crime”
was that of carrying out legitimate trade union
activity in defence of workers.

No trade union can sustain that level of
punitive measures forever. If the Coalition is
re-elected, then it is highly likely that such
draconian legislation would be extended to
other industries.

Trade unions could also expect even
harsher anti-union laws and trade union bash-
ing. It would be back to the Howard/Costello
days of “allowable matters” in agreements
and Australian Workplace Agreements (non-
union, individual agreements). What little that
is left of the right to strike would be further
restricted and penalties increased ten-fold or
more.

The rules must be changed, but not in the
direction that the Coalition or the employers
have on their agenda. The aim of employ-
ers and their lackeys in the Coalition is a
“life without unions” or exclusively com-
pany (yellow) unions, a measure aimed at
removing any barriers (decent wages) to their
profit-gauging.

Central to any struggle to protect trade

union rights, win wage rises, restore pen-
alty rates and win gains in other areas is the
right to strike and industry-wide bargaining.
Without the right to strike the concept of col-
lective bargaining becomes meaningless.

Political as well as economic strikes must
be made legal in legislation. Union solidarity
through such forms as united action or pick-
ets is also another important right. At present
picketing is illegal and can carry penalties of
up to $10 million.

The Australian Building and Construction
Commission must be abolished and other
anti-union legislation torn up and replaced
by new laws guaranteeing trade union rights
and manslaughter laws for employers who kill
workers.

Changing the rules requires struggle
which will only be won through concerted
mass activity outside Parliament, with the
involvement of trade unions and community
organisations. It is only a first step towards
changing the system.

The immediate aim in the forthcoming
elections is to defeat the Coalition, to ensure
it does not have control of either House.

The Communist Party of Australia sup-
ports giving first preferences to left and pro-
gressive candidates with Coalition candidates
followed by extreme right independents and
parties last. &

There will be no issue
of the Guardian on

April 24. The next
issue will be May 1.
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Cruel and brutal cover

For at least 40,000 years Indigenous people lived on this con-
tinent, owning, caring for and being sustained by the land. With
their deep knowledge of nature and respect for the environment in
which they lived, they developed a successful economy and a rich
spiritual and cultural life.

In 1788 the British invaded this land and used military force to
begin the land grab which continues to this day. The Indigenous
people fought back to protect their lands. Indigenous people suffered
murder on a huge scale, death through new diseases and poverty,
and the destruction of much of their traditional society.

Despite having to fight a war for the land, the British declared
this continent terra nullius — that the land was empty and belonged
to no-one when they colonised it.

For over 200 years the lie of terra nullius was the cruel and
brutal cover for the mass murder; for the refusal to recognise
Australia’s Indigenous people; for the forced removal of children
from their families; for the inhuman exploitation of the labour of
Indigenous people; for the racist treatment and apartheid Indigenous
people have been subjected to. Terra nullius was the justification
for the denial of Land Rights.

But the Indigenous people have survived and their struggle for
land and justice has never ceased.

In June 1992, the High Court of Australia recognised the con-
cept of Native Title, stating it had existed before settlement and
had continued after colonisation. However, it said Native Title was
extinguished whenever land had been sold or set aside for some
other purpose.

The Howard government’s amendments to the Native Title Act
which followed the High Court decision, opened the way for another
massive land grab by miners and pastoralists — as their leases were
converted (de facto) to freehold.

This may bring “certainty” to miners and pastoralists, the cer-
tainty of knowing their ill-gotten wealth and profits are secure. But
for Indigenous people it is, as Northern Land Council chairman
at the time Galarrwuy Yunupingu said, “The final drink from the
poisonous water hole”.

Even though Native Title opens the way for only a small number
of Indigenous people to make land claims, it should none-the-less
be protected from efforts to destroy it.

The High Court’s extremely narrow interpretation of Native
Title in effect cuts off most Indigenous people from making legiti-
mate claims to land.

Indigenous people should not be forced to accept the racist legal
fiction that land they have been forcibly prevented from maintain-
ing a “continuing association” with is therefore the property of the
colonisers for all time.

In addition to Native Title for the few, there should be land
rights for all Aborigines.

Land rights mean recognition of Indigenous prior ownership of
all the continent of Australia. There must be legislation to return
land to its traditional owners on the basis of traditional ownership,
religious association, long occupancy and/or need, including full
rights to minerals and other natural resources.

The CPA supports:

* Communal and inalienable land rights for Indigenous
communities.

* An immediate review of the effectiveness of the Native Title leg-
islation with a view to strengthening the powers of Indigenous
communities.

* The ongoing campaign for the restoration of unpaid wages to

Indigenous peoples as a result of previous protection policies.

The establishment of a Federal Ombudsman with sole responsi-

bility for investigating complaints by Indigenous people of their

treatment by the criminal justice system of the states, territo-
ries and Australian governments.

* The abolition of the current celebration of Australia Day
and its replacement by a more meaningful, respectful and
relevant national day that can be celebrated by all Australians,
Indigenous and non-Indigenous.

* The introduction of compulsory Indigenous Studies programs
in teacher training courses and in the school curriculum and,
where practical and applicable, the introduction of Indigenous
language programs in schools.

Guardian

People with disability

We must be able to tell our stories

People with disability, their
organisations and supporters have
called for two Commissioners
to step down from their roles
with the newly announced Royal
Commission into Violence, Abuse,
Neglect and Exploitation of People
with Disability, and for stronger
provisions for all Commissioners
about real, perceived and poten-
tial conflicts of interest.

“We want to make sure that our
Royal Commission is trusted by
people with disability from across
Australia, as a safe place we can tell
our stories,” said Matthew Bowden,
of People with Disability Australia,
a member of Disabled People’s
Organisations Australia (DPO
Australia).

“Our concern is that two of the
proposed Commissioners have very
recent, extensive and significant
backgrounds working for the very
institutions that will be examined
by the Royal Commission — state
and federal public services, which
is a direct, and strong conflict of
interest.”

“Today we are releasing a joint
statement, asking for the John Ryan
and Barbara Bennett to step down
for the good of people with disabil-
ity and the Royal Commission,” said
Mary Mallett of Disability Advocacy
Network of Australia.

“People with disability have
to have confidence that this Royal
Commission, that we have fought
for over many years, can be trusted.
We are worried that with Mr Ryan
and Ms Bennett as Commissioners,

many will not feel they can come
forward and participate in this Royal
Commission. This would be a trag-
edy,” said Mallett.

“Our organisations put for-
ward dozens of names, includ-
ing many eminently qualified and
skilled people with disability, to
the federal government as potential
Commissioners who did not have a
conflict of interest, and who could
act in the best interests of people
with disability,” said Ross Joyce, of
Australian Federation of Disability
Organisations.

“We know Mr Ryan and Ms
Bennett are respected public serv-
ants who sought to make a posi-
tive contribution to ending abuse
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and violence through this Royal
Commission. But we believe that
their real, potential and perceived
conflict of interest is a barrier for
people with disability to engage with
the Royal Commission. We are also
calling for strong provisions to be
included for all Commissioners to
manage any other conflicts of inter-
est,” said Joyce.

“Our joint statement, signed by
a wide range of organisations and
individuals, shows the breadth and
depth of concern about these two
Commissioners across the disabil-
ity community. We call on Mr Ryan
and Ms Bennett to step aside today
in the best interests of our Royal
Commission,” said Bowden.

PRESS FUND

Last week stony-faced cabinet minister Peter Dutton claimed
that Ali France, the ALP candidate contesting his parliamentary
seat, was using her disability as an excuse for not living in the
electorate. Ms France, who lost a leg trying to save her child
during a car crash, had actually tried but failed to find a house
with wheelchair access in the area. PM Scott Morrison refused
to condemn this appalling statement, but after a public backlash
Dutton apologised — half-heartedly and after a long delay. We’re
doing our bit to see the odious Coalition ejected from office next
month, but we really need Press Fund contributions, so please
send in something for the next edition if you possibly can. Many
thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:

Dr G Dittura $5, “Digireb” $25, “Round Figure” $10,
“Sparky” $10

This week’s total: $50 Progressive total: $2,150

Joint statement

People with disability, and our organisations
and supporters, have been calling for a Royal
Commission into the epidemic of violence against
us for many years. Recently, we have had cause to
hope that our long campaign for justice was over.
Yet while we greeted the Prime Minister’s announce-
ment of the formation of our Royal Commission
with hope and relief, this was quickly followed
by concern about the appointment of some of the
Commissioners.

Sadly, we believe two of those appointed have
significant conflicts of interest that threaten the integ-
rity of the Royal Commission process. In addition,
we want all Commissioners to fully declare any and
all potential, perceived or actual conflicts of interests,
and be willing to step aside from hearings that involve
their conflicts of interest.

People with disability, and our organisations
and supporters, call for the Hon John Ryan, AM,
and Ms Barbara Bennett, PSM, to step down as
Commissioners for our Royal Commission into
Violence, Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation of People
with Disability, due to the real, perceived and potential
conflicts of interest arising from their past roles.

We need to have complete confidence that our
Royal Commission is a place where we can give evi-
dence safely. People with disability must be able to
tell our stories to Commissioners, knowing that we
can seek and receive justice from them and the body
they represent. We need to feel safe in telling our sto-
ries, some of which involve the public institutions and
bureaucracies that have been responsible for violence,
abuse, neglect and exploitation.

Therefore, the Commissioners for our Royal
Commission need to be above reproach, free of any
perceived or potential bias or influence and have the
primary interests of people with disability at the heart
of what they do. Over the last few weeks, we have

put forward many names of highly respected and well
qualified people with disability, and our supporters,
who could serve as Commissioners.

The broad disability community, and our support-
ers, believe that Mr Ryan and Ms Bennett have sig-
nificant conflicts of interest due to their past roles and,
if unaddressed, this may threaten the integrity and
participation of people with disability in our Royal
Commission.

Mr Ryan, as a very recent senior public servant
for the NSW Department of Family and Community
Services (Ageing, Disability and Home Care), has
been involved with oversight of residential care pro-
grams for people with disability in NSW.

Ms Bennett was recently the Deputy Secretary
of the Families and Communities Branch of
the Department of Social Services (DSS) in the
Commonwealth government, and at various times over-
saw the Commonwealth workplace health and compen-
sation scheme, the National Redress Scheme, welfare,
family safety, housing and homelessness, and grants to
the disability sector. DSS also funds and oversees dis-
ability services and Australian Disability Enterprises.
Therefore, both had responsibility for organisations
that are likely to come under significant scrutiny by our
Royal Commission. As such, their involvement raises
major concerns about their conflict of interest, whether
potential, perceived or real.

We understand that Mr Ryan and Ms Bennett are
respected public servants who sought to make a posi-
tive contribution to ending abuse and violence through
this Royal Commission. However, we believe this
work would be best served if they acknowledged their
real, potential or perceived conflicts of interest and
step aside. We call upon them to do this today in the
best interests of people with disability, and the integ-
rity of our Royal Commission.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

In one word, you reproach us with intending to do away with your
property. Precisely so; that is just what we intend.

Marx and Engels — The Manifesto of the Communist Party
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The real reason for
Julian Assange

Peter Mac

In war, truth is the first casualty.
Aeschylus (425/4 — 456/5 BCE)

Last Thursday London police dragged
Australian journalist Julian Assange,
dishevelled, sick and prematurely aged,
out of the Ecuadorian embassy where he
had been granted asylum for almost seven
years. He was taken to court and immedi-
ately convicted of having previously failed
to surrender to the court regarding an
extradition order.

But the real reason for his arrest is that he
revealed the truth about the ruthless pursuit by
the US of its imperial ambitions, and in partic-
ular its war crimes in the Middle East.

In the 1990s Assange argued that the inter-
national struggle for peace and justice would
be assisted by the total revelation of every gov-
ernment’s secret military and diplomatic com-
munications. He decided to establish a firm
which would become “the people’s security
service”.

He found a very willing ally in Bradley
(now Chelsea) Manning, a US military com-
puter programmer who was disgusted with US
military and foreign policy.

In 2010, Assange’s newly-formed organi-
sation, WikiLeaks, used secretly-obtained US
military footage to make a chilling short docu-
mentary “Collateral Murder”, which showed
the US Army’s brutal attack on a van in Iraq.
The military had claimed the van was carrying
terrorists, but the passengers were actually chil-
dren and the attack also resulted in the deaths
of two Reuters journalists standing nearby.

The shocking story was then released
and it was covered in major press publica-
tions in the US and elsewhere. WikiLeaks
then released a huge amount of classified
material which revealed other atrocities and
human rights violations during US espionage
and secret military operations. Not surpris-
ingly, the US sought Assange’s extradition
from Britain.

With the help of Australian barrister
Geoffrey Robertson, Assange avoided arrest.
However, on a subsequent trip to Sweden
he was charged, on the basis of dubious evi-
dence, with sexual abuse and rape. He denied
the charges, convinced they were an attempt to
facilitate his extradition to the US.

He escaped to Britain. However, the British
government then placed him under house arrest
pending his extradition to Sweden.

He was offered refuge in the tiny
Ecuadorian embassy in London, here he

remained for almost seven years. But the con-
finement took a heavy toll on his mental and
physical health.

A battle for human rights

Because of international agreements
Assange can’t be extradited on an overtly polit-
ical charge, for example having endangered US
state security. However, last Thursday the US
lodged an application for his extradition, claim-
ing he conspired with Manning and helped
him hack into US government communica-
tions. The conspiracy charge carries a maxi-
mum penalty of five years imprisonment but
the US could add other charges once Assange
was within US borders.

He won’t be released on bail, and he faces
a year’s imprisonment in Britain for having
failed to appear in court in 2012. Appeals
against extradition could take months to
resolve.

He will face court on May 2 regard-
ing extradition to the US. His barrister has
sought assurance from the British govern-
ment that he won’t be extradited. Labor leader
Jeremy Corbyn opposes extradition but 70
British MPs have demanded his extradition to
Sweden. However, because the US has already
made an application for his extradition and
Sweden hasn’t done so yet, the US extradition

application would normally take precedence
over that of Sweden.

According to Robertson, if Assange is
extradited to the US and then charged with
crimes against the state, he faces 45 years in
prison — effectively a death sentence.

The fate of Assange is of concern to the
media and would-be whistle blowers. After all,
it was Manning, not Assange, who stole the US
military information and it was the US media,
not Assange, who published it.

The conviction of Assange for having
passed on the information would set a prec-
edent for the prosecution of whistle blow-
ers with conscientious objections concerning
secret government activity which the citizens
of that country have a right to know about, and
of media organisations that publish information
about that activity.

Manning and Assange fall into the former
category. Neither was a revolutionary. Indeed,
when Assange set up WikiLeaks his stated pur-
pose was to expose misdeeds by Russia, China
and countries in Central Eurasia. However,
he added that he would also target abuses of
human rights by western nations, including the
US. His experiences provide a spectacular and
tragic example of what happens to people who
choose to do so.

The Morrison government, which shares
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the Trump administration’s bitter hatred of
Assange, has made it clear it will do nothing
to defend him other than providing minimal
consular support during his trial. However,
one option open to the British government is to
extradite him to Australia, and if that happened
our government could reject a US extradition
application.

The new Australian government that’s
elected in May must do everything in its power
to ensure that Assange is released and returned
to safety in Australia.

The Communist Party of Australia condemns
in the strongest possible terms the arrest of
Julian Assange. The arrest is on trumped

up charges based on politically-motivated
judicial processes. This is an attack not just
on freedom of journalists but on the full
disclosure of information that is rightful for
citizens to know.

Assange’s WikiLeaks has been instrumental
in exposing war crimes and other criminal
actions of imperialism throughout the world.

We say free Julian Assange!

Statement by the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Australia
April 13,2019

cubabrigade.org.au
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The system is broken
Change the Government, Rules and the System
Perth Rally — April 10

Richard Titelius

In Perth over 1,500 trade unionists and
their supporters turned up at the front of
the State Parliament as part of the national
campaign to Change the Government as a
way of Changing the Rules of the industrial
relations system.

Meredith Hammat, Secretary of Unions
WA, the MC for the event, opened the rally
saying workers have had enough of their wages
going backward and the casualisation of the
workforce, reliance on labour hire and wage
theft. Hammat added that women workers had
yet to receive wage equality and there were
moves by some employers to move maternity
leave out of Enterprise Bargaining Agreements.
In addition, with buoyant company profits,
many companies still sought to minimise the
tax they paid or paid no tax at all.

The impunity with which corporations
have been able to petition government to have
laws which weaken the protections for work-
ers, demonstrates how corporations and the
very rich have too much power. Hammat said
that as a mother of two children she sought to
build a country of a fair go to ensure her chil-
dren had access to a fair job and live in a fair
society.

Sally McManus, secretary of the ACTU,
addressed the rally by speaking out against
trickle-down economics, which she said
does not work for ordinary working men and
women: what is needed is permanent jobs
with permanent rights. McManus added,
“The Morrison government was part of the
problem as he backs the big end of town —
and doesn’t care if workers can get a fair
wage” whereas the union movement does
care about fair wages and working condi-
tions of workers.

McManus stated that it was time to call
out the members of this federal government
by putting them last on the ballot paper in the
elections.

The state secretary of the Australian
Manufacturing Workers Union, Steve
McCartney, spoke of the “weaponisation”
of the industrial relations laws which occurs
when unscrupulous employers use labour
hire to attack workers’ wages and conditions.
McCartney called for the proper regulation of
labour hire and for employers to be “held to
account for stolen wages.”

Dave Buck, a union member from the
AMWU, spoke of the increase in labour hire
in both blue and white-collar industries which
caused a diminishing of wages and condi-
tions. Buck questioned: why “would a govern-
ment undermine the wages and conditions of
workers as it only undermined the Australian
economy?”’

McCartney said members from the AMWU
had come from the tin mine at Greenbushes
southeast of Bunbury in WA to attend the

rally as well as members of the CFMMEU in
Bunbury.

United Voice union member Bridget, who
worked in an aged care facility, said she and
other members like her, care for people’s par-
ents and grandparents till the end of their
days. They do this as best they can, often on
as little as $23 per hour and with decreas-
ing financial support coming from govern-
ment, especially after a $2 billion cut by the
Morrison government to the aged care budget.
Further cuts are on the way. Many aged care
workers are also leaving the industry as they
can not afford to live on those wages and
conditions.

In early childhood education centres work-
ers are paid less at $21 per hour while casuals,
who are frequently used and can be kept casual
for years, are paid $29 per hour. The workers
have a TAFE qualification to work in the day
care centres. State secretary of United Voice
said that in cases where one group of secu-
rity or cleaning workers with one employer
received a pay rise this often worked against
them as the principal of the contract would
merely hire another contractor who was pre-
pared to undercut the previous contractor.

Dave Noonan, Construction secretary of
the Victorian CFMMEU spoke next, warn-
ing the Australian Building and Construction
Commission (ABCC) had put pressure on
workers across the range of unions in the
construction sector including the CEPU,
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CFMMEU and ETU not to attend the rally
to protest against the Morrison government,
threatening them with fines of $10,000 each.

Noonan spoke of the lies about the
union movement being spread by ABCC
Commissioner Stephen Mc Burney so that he
could get the Liberal government re-elected.
To date said Noonan, “445 workers have been
taken to court by the ABCC for taking indus-
trial action to protect their wages and condi-
tions.” But the government and the ABCC,
“will not break the resolve of the Australian
workers to defend their wages and conditions
and protect a decent future.”

The Liberal government wants you to see
fear and feel intimidation said Noonan: fear
of refugees and unions. However, the union
movement, said Noonan, should not only seek
to change the government but continue after-
wards to pursue its goal to change the rules —
the system is broken!

Mick Buchan, CFMMEU WA state sec-
retary said, unions need sufficient power to
be able to fix unsafe and dangerous condi-
tions and mentioned the construction company
Salini which was responsible for the contract
to construct the Airport-Forrestfield rail link
and tunnel which had experienced a number of
safety incidents.

Two workers from the Salini project spoke
next, Les and Ben, and it was the latter who set
the rally alight with his story of how a group
of 40 workers who protested outside the office
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of Salini were able to force Salini to insert a
redundancy clause into their EBA.

While a number of Greens and Labor
politicians were present, including WA state
Premier Mark McGowan, the government is
not budging on its wages negotiations with
the CPSU/CSA which represent State Public
Servants, by offering them no more than
$1,000 + $1,000 over two years which would
send their wages backwards. CPSU/CSA staff
and delegates were also present at the rally.

There were also at least 18 Change the
Rules rallies across Australia including at West
Gosford, Revesby, Clontarf and Burwood in
suburban Sydney, Townsville, Rockhampton,
Cairns, Gladstone, Beenleigh in regional
Queensland, Adelaide, Canberra, Launceston
and the largest in Melbourne where it was
reported 100,000 people marched through the
streets of Melbourne bringing that city to a
standstill for a second time this week.

The Communist Party of Australia sup-
ports the Change the Rules campaign and on
May 18, when Australia goes to the polls, the
first part of this campaign can be realised by
voting out the Morrison Coalition government
and voting in progressive candidates. However,
campaigning to change the rules will not alone
resolve the internal contradictions of capital-
ism: the working class must take their cam-
paign to the next level which is realise the
political struggle for a socialist system for a
better, fairer and just society for all. &

Central Commitiee Statement

fighting for access to free education

On the weekend of April 13-14
2019, the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of Australia,
elected a new leadership led by
General Secretary Andrew Irving
and National President Vinnie
Molina. Comrades Liz Hulm &
David Matters have been elected
as Assistant Secretaries and com-
rade Elias Alevizos elected as
Vice-President.

The CC unanimously endorsed
the CPA Secretariat’s statements
made in the wake of the resigna-
tion of former General Secretary
Bob Briton. The new collective

leadership will continue on the
path laid out by the decisions of the
Party’s 13th Congress to take the
Party to the people.

The CPA is experiencing
growth, particularly among work-
ers and young people. “We are
determined to take the Party to the
people and build a political force
that can change Australian society
in the interests of working class
people,” said General Secretary
Andrew Irving.

“The sudden resignation of
an individual will not distract the
Party from its main objective of the

struggle for a more humane, pro-
gressive and just society; a Socialist
society” Irving said.

We campaign with workers,
unions and the youth for real change
and to oppose the ongoing attacks
on workers’ rights, wages and con-
ditions. This includes defeating the
Coalition government at the federal
elections on May 18. We believe
that any incoming Labor govern-
ment will have to be held to account
by workers and their unions by con-
tinuing the struggle to achieve the
right to strike and industry bargain-
ing. This struggle will only be won

through concerted mass activity
outside Parliament.

The CPA recognises that a
change in government is not enough
to change the system. The election
of a Labor government should not
disarm workers and their unions or
lead to a reduction in the struggle
for their rights. It is an imperative
for workers and their families to
defeat conservative forces and con-
tinue the fight for new rights and to
build socialism.

We will stand shoulder to shoul-
der with workers in workplaces, on
picket lines, with the community in

and health, jobs and public housing.

We reject the capitalist neo-lib-
eral agenda and the drive to war and
will continue to fight for a better
and safer world for all — a socialist
system where real justice and social
equity and a safer and cleaner envi-
ronment can be delivered.

We stand tall in solidarity with
people around the world defending
themselves against capitalism and
imperialism, for their right to deter-
mine their future, social justice,
workers’ rights, peace and a sustain-
able planet. &
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On your Marx

Marxism is often claimed to be a science.
And socialism — the goal and the struggle to
achieve it — based on Marxism is sometimes
claimed to be “scientific socialism.”

In response many socialists — including
Marxists — are uneasy about the term “scien-
tific,” either because it equates the status of
both the theory and practice of socialism to
that of the natural sciences — physics, chemis-
try, earth science and biology — or, conversely,
because it likens Marxism to other “social sci-
ences” including economics, geography, his-
tory, sociology, psychology and so on.

Marxism is not just an alternative to con-
ventional (or “bourgeois”) economics; it firmly
locates all social sciences within a historical
framework and provides a way of understand-
ing the whole of society — including artistic and
cultural endeavour.

Sometimes this is presented mechanically
as the dependency of the social, ideological
and cultural “superstructure” on an economic
“base.” Both Marx and Engels warned against
such economic determinism, emphasising that
these two conceptual categories are inseparable
and dynamically reciprocal.

But what about Marxism and the natu-
ral sciences? Again, as other answers have
argued and as emphasised in the excellent
new Morning Star fortnightly “Science and
Society” series, Marxism does have some-
thing to say about the natural sciences. But it
is not itself a “science” like physics or chem-
istry, either in its theoretical approach or in its
methodology.

At this point it is worth distinguishing
between induction and deduction. Induction
involves making a generalisation from a set of
specific observations. This allows the formu-
lation of a hypothesis (an explanation or pre-
diction) which, if not contradicted by further
observation, becomes incorporated in a body
of theory. Deduction works the other way
around — start with a generalisation (a theory),
produce a hypothesis about what will happen
in a particular situation, then test this hypoth-
esis through further observations, sometimes
involving experiments.

The two processes of induction and deduc-
tion (if you like, “bottom up” and “top down”
approaches to scientific reasoning) are insepa-
rable. They lead to a progressive refinement of
theory as the best explanation, generally sup-
ported by the scientific community, of obser-
vations to date.

As Engels declared: “Induction and deduc-
tion belong together as necessarily as synthesis
and analysis [...] we should seek to apply each
of them in its place, and that can only be done
by bearing in mind that they belong together;
they supplement each other.”

We should also recognise that all scien-
tific research is framed by paradigms — mental
models of the way the world works. Scientific
paradigms determine the questions that are
asked, the tests that are applied and the way
the results are interpreted.

Marx himself never claimed that Marxism
was a science in the same way that the “experi-
mental” sciences like physics or chemistry are
sciences. Nor did he ever claim that “scientific
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socialism” (or what, following Engels, came to
be known as “Marxism”) was infallible.

Engels declared that while science itself
could progress “from lower to ever higher
levels of knowledge” it (science) could never
discover “so-called absolute truth, a point at
which it can proceed no further.”

Today that position is broadly accepted by
all philosophers of science as well as by scien-
tists themselves. If that applies to the natural
sciences it applies with at least equal force to
Marxism.

So what is the basis for claims for a “sci-
entific” socialism with Marxism as its theoreti-
cal basis?

“Scientific socialism” is a translation from
the German of “wissenschaftlich sozialismus.”
“Wissenschaft” is a concept broader than “sci-
ence,” incorporating research, theory, under-
standing and competence.

That’s why you can have
“Kunstwissenschaft” in German but not “sci-
entific art” in English. So Marx certainly did
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not mean “scientific” in the narrow sense that
it is often used today.

Engels’s Socialism: Utopian and Scientific
(1880, in German Die Entwicklung des
Sozialismus von der Utopie zur Wissenschaft
— literally “the development of socialism from
utopia to science”) was written to challenge the
idealistic and perfectionist socialists of his day
who, he said, “do not claim to emancipate a
particular class to begin with, but all human-
ity at once” and who saw socialism as “the
expression of absolute truth, reason and justice,
[which] has only to be discovered to conquer
the entire world by virtue of its own power.”

In an exchange with the anarchist Bakunin,
Marx himself declared that he had used the
term “scientific socialism” “only in opposition
to utopian socialism, which wants to attach the
people to new illusions, instead of limiting its
science to an understanding of social arrange-
ments made by people.”

Lenin, and after the revolution, Stalin, both
frequently used the term “scientific socialism,”
the latter often in relation to the construction of
the Soviet state, to mean a society governed by
“scientific” principles — the sense in which it
was originally coined by the anarchist Pierre-
Joseph Proudhon in 1840, 40 years before its
adoption by Engels.

So: is Marxism — “scientific socialism”
— scientific?

The answer is no — at least, not in the same
senses as the natural sciences are “scientific.”
It is not an experimental science in which suc-
cessive hypotheses are “tested” in order to
elaborate a body of theory which interprets the
natural world.

And, importantly, it is not infallible. But
then, as other answers in this series have
shown, neither are the natural sciences.

But what the natural sciences and Marxism
do have in common (and why Marxism has had
such a significant influence on all the social
sciences today) is that their approach is both
materialistic and dialectical. They both take
as their starting point that the world, the uni-
verse, “nature,” actually exists. Beyond this,
they hold that all phenomena — including con-
sciousness — are ultimately the outcome of
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(though not reducible to) material processes
and that humans can, in principle, understand
that world — often incorrectly and never com-
pletely, but that over time we can collectively
work towards a better knowledge of what real-
ity is and how it functions.

And they both seek to go beyond the out-
ward or immediate appearance of things, to
analyse and understand their underlying nature,
the way they came into being, how they oper-
ate in a complex system, in interaction with
other phenomena, and how they change over
time.

As Marx himself famously said: “All sci-
ence would be superfluous if the outward
appearance and the essence of things directly
coincided.”

And, even more succinctly: “The taste of
the porridge does not tell you who grew the
oats.”

So the answer is also a qualified “yes.”
Marxism is both a method for analysing the
world and a body of knowledge, always to be
tested against reality — a reality which includes
our experience of trying to change the world as
well as interpret it (including the successes and
failures of socialism).

It provides a more powerful means of
understanding and changing the world than an
appeal to utopian visions of the future; it offers
the basis for a fairer and more rational way of
organising society than one based on the self-
interest of a powerful elite, and it makes pos-
sible a more grounded morality than one based
on metaphysics or religious “givens.”

A Marxist approach can provide the basis
for the most rigorous understanding of the way
that humans have changed this world, have
ourselves developed, as a species and in soci-
ety, and of the way we can try to build a better,
more peaceful, more equal, more just and more
sustainable planet.

And, importantly, it is always being devel-
oped, in theory and in practice, in the light of
experience — an endeavour to which we can all
contribute.

Morning Star &
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This article was written prior to Assange’s
arrest. See page 3.

Chris Hedges

The failure on the part of establishment
media to defend Julian Assange, who has
been trapped in the Ecuadorean Embassy
in London since 2012, has been denied
communication with the outside world and
appears to be facing imminent expulsion
and arrest, is astonishing. The extradi-
tion of the publisher — the maniacal goal
of the US government — would set a legal
precedent that would criminalise any jour-
nalistic oversight or investigation of the
corporate state.

It would turn leaks and whistleblowing into
treason. It would shroud in total secrecy the
actions of the ruling global elites. If Assange
is extradited to the United States and sen-
tenced, The New York Times, The Washington
Post and every other media organisation, no
matter how tepid their coverage of the corpo-
rate state, would be subject to the same dra-
conian censorship. Under the precedent set,
Donald Trump’s Supreme Court would enthu-
siastically uphold the arrest and imprisonment
of any publisher, editor or reporter in the name
of national security.

There are growing signs that the
Ecuadorean government is preparing to evict
Assange and turn him over to British police.
Moreno and his foreign minister, Jos¢ Valencia,
have confirmed they are in negotiations with
the British government to “resolve” the fate
of Assange. Moreno calls Assange an “inher-
ited problem” and “a stone in the shoe” and
has referred to him as a “hacker.” It appears
that under a Moreno government Assange is
no longer welcome in Ecuador. His only hope
now is safe passage to his native Australia or
another country willing to give him asylum.

“Solution”

“Ecuador has been looking for a solution
to this problem,” Valencia commented on tel-
evision. “The refuge is not forever, you cannot
expect it to last for years without us reviewing
this situation, including because this violates
the rights of the refugee.”

Moreno’s predecessor as president, Rafael
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The war on Assange

Correa, who granted Assange asylum in the
embassy and made him an Ecuadorean citi-
zen in 2017, warned that Assange’s “days were
numbered.” He charged that Moreno — who cut
off Assange’s communications the day after
Moreno welcomed a delegation from the US
Southern Command — would “throw him out
of the embassy at the first pressure from the
United States.”

Assange, who reportedly is in ill health,
took asylum in the embassy to avoid extra-
dition to Sweden to answer questions about
sexual offense charges. He feared that once
in Swedish custody for these charges, which
he said were false, he would be extradited to
the United States. The Swedish prosecutors’
office ended its “investigation” and extradition
request to Britain in May 2017 and did not file
sexual offense charges against Assange. But
the British government said Assange would
nevertheless be arrested and jailed for breach-
ing his bail conditions.

Persecution

The persecution of Assange is part of a
broad assault against anti-capitalist and anti-
imperialist news organisations. The ruling
elites, who refuse to accept responsibility for
profound social inequality or the crimes of
empire, have no ideological veneer left to jus-
tify their greed, ineptitude and pillage. Global
capitalism and its ideological justification, neo-
liberalism, are discredited as forces for democ-
racy and the equitable distribution of wealth.

The corporate-controlled economic and
political system is as hated by right-wing pop-
ulists as it is by the rest of the population. This
makes the critics of corporatism and imperial-
ism — journalists, writers, dissidents and intel-
lectuals already pushed to the margins of the
media landscape — dangerous and it makes
them prime targets. Assange is at the top of the
list.

I took part with dozens of others, includ-
ing Daniel Ellsberg, William Binney, Craig
Murray, Peter Van Buren, Slavoj Zizek, George
Galloway and Cian Westmoreland, in 2017 in
a 36-hour international online vigil demand-
ing freedom for the WikiLeaks publisher.
The vigil was organised by the New Zealand
Internet Party leader Suzie Dawson. It was
the third Unity4J vigil since all of Assange’s

We indirectly bankrolled the re-election campaign of Russia’s buffoonish Boris Yeltsin to the tune of
US$2.5 billion.

communication with the outside world was
severed by the Ecuadorean authorities and
visits with him were suspended in March, part
of the increased pressure the United States has
brought on the Ecuadorean government.

The Inter-American Court of Human
Rights ruled that those seeking political asylum
have the right to take refuge in embassies and
diplomatic compounds. The court stated that
governments are obliged to provide safe pas-
sage out of the country to those granted asylum.
The ruling did not name Assange, but it was
a powerful rebuke to the British government,
which has refused to allow the WikiLeaks co-
founder safe passage to the airport.

Control

The ruling elites no longer have a counter-
argument to their critics. They have resorted
to cruder forms of control. These include cen-
sorship, slander and character assassination
(which in the case of Assange has sadly been
successful), blacklisting, financial strangula-
tion, intimidation, imprisonment under the
Espionage Act and branding critics and dissi-
dents as agents of a foreign power and purvey-
ors of fake news.

The corporate media amplifies these
charges, which have no credibility but which
become part of the common vernacular through
constant repetition. The blacklisting, impris-
onment and deportation of tens of thousands
of people of conscience during the Red Scares
of the 1920s and 1950s are back with a venge-
ance. It is a New McCarthyism.

Interference

Did Russia attempt to influence the elec-
tion? Undoubtedly. This is what governments
do. The United States interfered in 81 elections
between 1945 and 2000, according to professor
Dov Levin of Carnegie Mellon University. His
statistics do not include the numerous coups we
orchestrated in countries such as Greece, Iran,
Guatemala and Chile or the disastrous Bay of
Pigs invasion in Cuba. We indirectly bankrolled
the re-election campaign of Russia’s buffoonish
Boris Yeltsin to the tune of US$2.5 billion.

But did Russia, as the Democratic Party
establishment claims, swing the election to
Trump? No. Trump is not Vladimir Putin’s
puppet. He is part of the wave of right-wing
populists, from Nigel Farage and Boris
Johnson in Britain to Viktor Orban in Hungary,
who have harnessed the rage and frustration
born of an economic and political system dom-
inated by global capitalism and under which
the rights and aspirations of working men and
women do not matter.

The Democratic Party establishment, like
the liberal elites in most of the rest of the indus-
trialised world, would be swept from power
in an open political process devoid of corpo-
rate money. The party elite, including Chuck
Schumer and Nancy Pelosi, is a creation of the
corporate state. Campaign finance and electoral
reform are the last things the party hierarchy
intends to champion.

It will not call for social and political pro-
grams that will alienate its corporate mas-
ters. This myopia and naked self-interest may
ensure a second term for Donald Trump; it may
further empower the lunatic fringe that is loyal
to Trump; it may continue to erode the credibil-
ity of the political system.

But the choice before the Democratic Party
elites is clear: political oblivion or enduring
the rule of a demagogue. They have chosen the
latter. They are not interested in reform. They
are determined to silence anyone, like Assange,
who exposes the rot within the ruling class.

Legalised bribery

The Democratic Party establishment bene-
fits from a system of legalised bribery. It bene-
fits from deregulating Wall Street and the fossil
fuel industry. It benefits from the endless wars.
It benefits from the curtailment of civil liberties
including the right to privacy and due process.
It benefits from militarised police. It benefits
from austerity programs. It benefits from mass
incarceration. It is an enabler of tyranny, not
an impediment.

Demagogues like Trump, Farage and
Johnson, of course, have no intention of alter-
ing the system of corporate pillage. Rather,
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Police arrested Assange after the Ecuadorian government

they accelerate the pillage, which is what hap-
pened with the passage of the massive US
tax cut for corporations. They divert the pub-
lic’s anger toward demonised groups such as
Muslims, undocumented workers, people of
colour, liberals, intellectuals, artists, feminists,
the LGBT community and the press.

The demonised are blamed for the social
and economic dysfunction, much as Jews were
falsely blamed for Germany’s defeat in World
War I and the economic collapse that followed.
Corporations such as Goldman Sachs, in the
midst of the decay, continue to make a finan-
cial killing.

The corporate titans, who often come out
of elite universities and are groomed in institu-
tions like Harvard Business School, find these
demagogues crude and vulgar. They are embar-
rassed by their imbecility, megalomania and
incompetence.

But they endure their presence rather than
permit socialists or leftist politicians to impede
their profits and divert government spending to
social programs and away from weapons man-
ufacturers, the military, private prisons, big
banks and hedge funds, the fossil fuel indus-
try, charter schools, private paramilitary forces,
private intelligence companies and other pet
programs designed to allow corporations to
cannibalise the state.

Meddling

The irony is that there was serious med-
dling in the presidential election, but it did
not come from Russia. The Democratic Party,
outdoing any of the dirty tricks employed
by Richard Nixon, purged hundreds of thou-
sands of primary voters from the rolls, denied
those registered as independents the right to
vote in primaries, used super-delegates to
swing the vote to Hillary Clinton, hijacked the
Democratic National Committee to serve the
Clinton campaign, controlled the message of
media outlets such as MSNBC and The New
York Times, stole the Nevada caucus, spent
hundreds of millions of dollars of “dark” cor-
porate money on the Clinton campaign and
fixed the primary debates.

This meddling, which stole the nomination
from Bernie Sanders, who probably could have
defeated Trump, is unmentioned. The party
hierarchy will do nothing to reform its corrupt
nominating process.

WikiLeaks exposed much of this cor-
ruption when it published tens of thousands
of messages hacked from Clinton campaign
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chairman John Podesta’s email account. The
messages brought to light the efforts by the
Democratic Party leadership to thwart the
nomination of Sanders, and they disclosed
Clinton’s close ties with Wall Street, includ-
ing her lucrative Wall Street speeches. They
also raised serious questions about conflicts
of interest with the Clinton Foundation and
whether Clinton received advance information
on primary-debate questions.

The Democratic National Committee, for
this reason, led the Russia hysteria and the
persecution of Assange. It filed a lawsuit that
names WikiLeaks and Assange as co-conspira-
tors with Russia and the Trump campaign in an
alleged effort to steal the presidential election.

But it is not only Assange and WikiL.eaks
that are being attacked as Russian pawns.
For example, The Washington Post, which
has sided with the Democratic Party against
Trump, without critical analysis, published a
report on a blacklist posted by the anonymous
website PropOrNot. The blacklist was com-
posed of 199 sites that PropOrNot alleged,
with no evidence, “reliably echo Russian prop-
aganda”. More than half of those sites were far-
right, conspiracy-driven ones.

But about 20 of the sites were major pro-
gressive outlets including AlterNet, Black
Agenda Report, Democracy Now!, Naked
Capitalism, Truthdig, Truthout, CounterPunch.
PropOrNot, short for Propaganda or Not,
accused these sites of disseminating “fake
news” on behalf of Russia. The Post’s headline
was unequivocal: “Russian propaganda effort
helped spread ‘fake news’ during the election,
experts say.”
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In addition to offering no evidence,
PropOrNot never even disclosed who ran the
website. Even so, its charge was used to jus-
tify the imposition of algorithms by Google,
Facebook, Twitter and Amazon to direct traf-
fic away from the targeted sites. These algo-
rithms, or filters, overseen by thousands of
“evaluators,” many hired from the military and
security and surveillance apparatus, hunt for
keywords such as “US military,” “inequality”
and “socialism,” along with personal names
such as Julian Assange and Laura Poitras.

Keywords

These keywords are known as “impres-
sions.” Before the imposition of the algorithms,
a reader could type in the name Julian Assange
and be directed to an article on one of these
targeted sites. After the algorithms were put in
place, these impressions directed readers only
to mainstream sites such as The Washington
Post. Referral traffic from these impressions
at most of the targeted sites has plummeted,
often by more than half. Challenged by these
algorithms and the abolition of net neutrality,
these sites will be pushed further and further to
the outer reaches of the media.

Any news or media outlet that addresses
the reality of failed democracy and exposes the
crimes of empire will be targeted. A January
2017 Director of National Intelligence Report
spent seven pages on RT America, where |
have a show, “On Contact.” The report does
not accuse RT America of disseminating
Russian propaganda, but it does allege the net-
work exploits divisions within American soci-
ety by giving airtime to dissidents and critics

including whistle blowers, anti-imperialists,
anti-capitalists, Black Lives Matter activists,
anti-fracking campaigners and the third-party
candidates the establishment is seeking to
mute.

If the United States had a public broad-
casting system free from corporate money or
a commercial press that was not under cor-
porate control, these dissident voices would
be included in the mainstream discourse. But
we don’t. Howard Zinn, Noam Chomsky,
Malcolm X, Sheldon Wolin, Ralph Nader,
James Baldwin, Susan Sontag, Angela Davis
and Edward Said once appeared regularly on
public broadcasting.

Now critics like these are banned, replaced
with vapid courtiers such as columnist David
Brooks. RT America was forced to regis-
ter under the Foreign Agent Registration Act
(FARA). This act requires Americans who
work for a foreign party to register as for-
eign agents. The FARA registration is part of
the broader assault on all independent media,
including the effort to silence Assange.

Vault 7

WikiLeak’s publication in 2017 of 8,761
CIA files, known as Vault 7, appeared to be the
final indignity. Vault 7 included a description
of the cyber tools used by the CIA to hack into
computer systems and devices such as smart-
phones. Former CIA software engineer Joshua
Adam Schulte was indicted on charges of vio-
lating the Espionage Act by allegedly leaking
the documents.

The publication of Vault 7 saw the United
States significantly increase its pressure on the

Ecuadorean government to isolate and eject
Assange from the embassy. Mike Pompeo,
then the CIA director, said in response to the
leaks that the US government “can no longer
allow Assange and his colleagues the latitude
to use free speech values against us.” Attorney
General Jeff Sessions said Assange’s arrest was
a “priority.”

It is up to us to mobilise to protect Assange.
His life is in jeopardy. The Ecuadorean gov-
ernment, violating his fundamental rights, has
transformed his asylum into a form of incar-
ceration. By cutting off his access to the inter-
net, it attempted to deprive him of the ability
to communicate and follow world events. The
aim of this isolation is to pressure Assange out
of the embassy so he can be seized by London
police, thrown into a British jail and then deliv-
ered into the hands of Pompeo, John Bolton
and the CIA’s torturer in chief, Gina Haspel.

Assange is a courageous and fearless pub-
lisher who is being persecuted for exposing
the crimes of the corporate state and imperial-
ism. His defence is the cutting edge of the fight
against government suppression of our most
important and fundamental democratic rights.
The Australian government, where Assange
was born, must be pressured to provide him
with the protection to which he is entitled as
a citizen.

It must intercede to stop the illegal persecu-
tion of the journalist by the British, American
and Ecuadorean governments. It must secure
his safe return to Australia. If we fail to protect
Assange, we fail to protect ourselves.
Information Clearing House &

If Assange is extradited to the United States and
sentenced, any media organisation would be subject to
the same draconian censorship. Under the precedent set,
Donald Trump’s Supreme Court would enthusiastically
uphold the arrest and imprisonment of any publisher,
editor or reporter in the name of national security.
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International

Maureen Clare Murphy

Last month Israeli occupation
forces killed a 17-year-old volun-
teer medic while he was on duty
in Dheisheh refugee camp, near
the West Bank city of Bethlehem.
Soon after, Israeli army spokes-
person Avichay Adraee published
a video on Facebook purporting
to show the Palestinian youth,
Sajid Mizher, on a rooftop, taking
off his medic vest and throw-
ing stones at soldiers. The video
shows how medics can turn into
“rioters in seconds,” Adraee
claims in his post.

The Israeli outlet 0404 News
picked up the video, describing
Mizher as a “heinous terrorist” who
was only killed after “endangering
our forces.” The video is an appar-
ent attempt to suggest that Mizher
forfeited special protection afforded
to medics under international law by
taking off his vest and throwing a
stone at a soldier.

But like most of Israel’s attempts
to justify its use of lethal force
against Palestinians, it doesn’t hold
water.

It is based on a lie, intended to
cover up the intentional killing of
a medic. An investigation by the
human rights group Al-Haq found
that Mizher had not been on the
rooftop before he was killed.

Additionally, the figure seen in
the video is wearing a white shirt
under his high-visibility vest. Mizher
was wearing a black shirt under his
vest, as is shown in a group photo
of the volunteer medics taken hours
before a bullet to the stomach took
his life, published as an appendix in
Al-Haq’s report.

The video, which includes no
time stamps, shows a rooftop in

Guardian

al-Walajiya neighbourhood, accord-
ing to Al-Haq. Mizher was shot on
Dheisheh’s main street, 300 metres
away from the rooftop shown in the
video. Rather than throwing a stone
— which would hardly justify the use
of lethal force by heavily armed and
armoured soldiers, even if it were
true — Mizher was “fatally shot while
attempting to tend to an injured
youth, as part of his duties as a first
responder,” according to Al-Haq’s
investigation.

“In this context, the targeting of
Sajid Mizher amounts to an extraju-
dicial killing and an arbitrary depri-
vation of life,” Al-Haq states. Mizher
is the fourth Palestinian medic to be
killed by Israeli soldiers while on
duty over the past year.

“"Respect

the rights of
journalists and
whistle blowers”

British veterans urged the govern-
ment today to “respect the rights
of journalists and whistle blow-
ers” by blocking Julian Assange’s
extradition to the US over hack-
ing allegations.

Assange faces extradition on
charges of conspiring with former
army intelligence analyst Chelsea
Manning to break into a classified
Pentagon computer.

In a statement, Veterans For
Peace said: “We oppose the extradi-
tion of Julian Assange to the United
States.

“We are deeply concerned
that journalism and whistleblow-
ing is being criminalised by the US
and [this is] actively supported by
British authorities.

“The indefinite detention of
Chelsea Manning and the persecu-
tion of Reality Winner and John
Kiriakou have demonstrated that
a whistle blower will not receive
a fair trial in the US court system.
We believe the authorities are
seeking a show trial for the pur-
pose of revenge and to intimidate
journalists.”

The group, made up of former
military personnel who have served

in conflicts from World War II to
Afghanistan, argue that WikiLeaks
acted in the public interest by
releasing documents that detail the
human cost of wars in the Middle
East.

Labour leader Jeremy Corbyn
also called on the government to
oppose Assange’s extradition.

He tweeted: “The extradition of
Julian Assange to the US for expos-
ing evidence of atrocities in Iraq
and Afghanistan should be opposed
by the British government.”

The WikiLeaks co-founder
was dramatically arrested at the
Ecuadorean embassy in London
where he had been holed up for
almost seven years.

The 47-year-old faces up to
12 months in a British prison after
he was found guilty of breaching
his bail conditions. His US charge
could attract a maximum jail sen-
tence of five years according to the
US Department of Justice.

But WikiLeaks editor Kristinn
Hrafnsson said he fears more
charges will be added, meaning
Assange could face decades in a US
prison.

Morning Star &

Israeli officials made a similar
attempt to smear medic Razan al-
Najjar after she was killed during
Great March of Return protests
along Gaza’s eastern boundary last
June. The Israeli military published
a video on social media showing a
woman medic throwing a tear gas
canister fired by Israeli soldiers.

The suggestion is that the medic,
who is not clearly identifiable, was
participating in a “riot” — the term
used by the military to describe the
context in which Mizher was killed —
though she was more likely throwing
the canister toward an open area to
avoid tear gas injury to those stand-
ing nearby.

Avichay Adraee tweeted that
the video proved that al-Najjar was
“no angel,” while Ofir Gendelman,
a spokesperson for Prime Minister
Benjamin Netanyahu’s office, stated
on Twitter that “Hamas used her as
a human shield for its terrorists who
stormed our border.”

Like in Mizher’s case, Israeli
military and government spokesper-
sons made claims on social media to
strip al-Najjar’s protected status as a
medic and deflect responsibility for
her death.

A United Nations commis-
sion of inquiry has found that Israeli

sharpshooters intentionally shot
medics knowing they were medics
during Great March of Return protests.

In a recent submission to the UN,
Defence for Children International
Palestine states that public state-
ments by Israeli officials, particularly
on social media, illustrate the intent
to persecute a group of people.

The rights group adds: The
Israeli Defence Forces Twitter
account as well as the public state-
ments made by high ranking gov-
ernment officials consistently
describe the civilian population of
Gaza as terrorists deserving of their
punishment.

Such speech “aims to create the
narrative that the protesters are all
terrorists and thus it is justified to
kill them.”

Five years ago, Isracli lawmaker
Ayelet Shaked, currently the out-
going justice minister, published a
Facebook post calling for the kill-
ing of Palestinian women and the
destruction of Palestinian homes in
which “little snakes™ are raised.

Shaked’s post, now deleted,
stated: “They are all enemy combat-
ants, and their blood shall be on all
their heads. Now this also includes
the mothers of the martyrs, who send
them to hell with flowers and kisses.

They should follow their sons, noth-
ing would be more just. They should
go, as should the physical homes
in which they raised the snakes.
Otherwise, more little snakes will be
raised there.”

A day after Shaked published her
genocidal call on her Facebook page,
the Palestinian boy Muhammad Abu
Khudair was kidnapped and burned
alive by Israeli assailants.

And that same week, Israel
launched a 51-day military offen-
sive on Gaza in which more than
550 Palestinian children were killed.
More than 18,000 homes in Gaza
were destroyed or badly damaged
during the assault, leaving more than
100,000 Palestinians displaced.

Israel tried to distort interna-
tional law to justify this use of force,
which killed entire families in their
homes. As stated by the human rights
group B’ Tselem:

“Israel insisted that the policy
was lawful. This claim ... is entirely
unfounded, as it is based on an unrea-
sonable interpretation of what can be
considered a ‘legitimate target,” a
complete subversion of the principle
of proportionality, and instrumental
application of the requirement for
precautions.”

The Electronic Intifada &

Sudan: grievances to the street

Thousands of anti-government
protesters defied the curfew
imposed today by Defence
Minister Awad Mohammed Ibn
Ouf after the military deposed
Omar al-Bashir from the presi-
dency. In a televised address
Ibn Ouf said the military would
impose a curfew across Sudan
from 10pm to 4am for the
“safety” of the citizens.

However, protesters across the
country denounced Ibn Ouf’s move
as a palace coup and continued calls
for a democratic transitional gov-
ernment. Videos posted on social
media showed protesters dancing
and singing well into the early hours
of the morning.

In a short video posted by the
Sudanese Translators for Change
(STC) Twitter account an enormous
crowd sings along as a soldier, defy-
ing his own curfew, blows out a
tune on his saxophone.

“The scene of the sit-in late last
night, hours after the announced
curfew went into effect,” reads
the caption above an STC tweeted

video. “The atmosphere was one of
high morale and defiance. One of
the slogans chanted was: ‘Ibn Ouf:
just leave. That’s all’.

“This afternoon the military
claimed it had no ambition to hold
on to power but did reiterate that the
military would rule over the transi-
tional period for two years at most.

“We have come with no solu-
tions. We have come here to pro-
vide an opportunity for the people
of Sudan to devise their own vision.
We have no ambition to hold power.
We are the guardians of the people’s
change,” head of the military coun-
cil’s political committee General
Omar Zain Abideen said in a tel-
evised address.

“This two year transitional
period is fixed at two years as a
maximum. If the people come up
with a solution before that, even
in one month, we’ll disband. No
political party will be banned. All
Sudanese will be treated on equal
footing.

“We will not dictate any orders
— but we must be realistic. I request

the Sudanese people to support the
military ... to stand behind the mili-
tary. We will protect the people’s
demand but will respond firmly to
any chaos.

“We have no political affilia-
tion. We have no political ideology.
We came forward in response to the
people’s demands. However, I urge
political leaders to seize this golden
opportunity. Our top priority now is
to maintain security and stability.

“The slogans chanted by the
people must be respected. We will
sit with the average citizen on the
floor. We will deploy ourselves into
the streets. We will listen to every
average Sudanese.”

The UN High Commissioner for
Human Rights Michelle Bachelet
urged Sudan to protect human rights
and rule of law.

“The crisis has its roots in
human rights grievances — eco-
nomic, social, civil and political
rights. The solution must also be
grounded in human rights.”
Morning Star &
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“Immoral, reckless
and illegal”

Emile Schepers

The Venezuela situation remains dangerous
and volatile, but opposition to the Trump
administration’s bullying “regime change”
efforts in that country may be growing in
the United States.

Since March 11, there has been a series of
electrical blackouts which the government of
Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro blames
on cybernetic and other sabotage carried out
by supporters of National Assembly President
Juan Guaidd, whom the Trump administration,
supported by the old European colonial powers
and right-wing governments in Latin America,
is trying to foist on the Venezuelan people as
“president.”

Though blackouts are common in the
poorer countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin
America, the fact that one power failure after
another is happening just as Trump, Secretary
of State Mike Pompeo, Vice President Mike
Pence, and National Security Advisor John
Bolton are stoking up the conflict with
Venezuela to fever heat, is unlikely to be mere
coincidence. Rather it seems obviously part of
a campaign to make the 30 million inhabitants
of the country suffer so that they will rise up
and oust Maduro. This tactic has been used by
the US against President Salvador Allende’s
socialist government in Chile in the early
1970s, and against Cuba for half a century after
the 1959 revolution.

Internationally, though the corporate-con-
trolled media in the US and elsewhere tout the
claim that 50 countries now have declared that
they recognise Guaid6 as the legitimate presi-
dent of Venezuela (out of almost 200 sover-
eign states in the world), Venezuela is getting
diplomatic and economic support from China,
Russia, and other countries.

Sanctions imposed by the US on Venezuela
have been making it hard for the country
to import needed medical supplies, but the
International Committee of the Red Cross
is responding by stepping up its aid to the
country.

On April 2, responding to a request from
the head of the country’s Supreme Court, the
democratically elected Constituent Assembly,
Venezuela’s highest legislative body, revoked
Guiado’s legislative immunity from prosecu-
tion. Guaido6 had been forbidden by the courts
from leaving the country, which he did anyway,
and then returned. Since his return, he has
been circulating freely and blatantly calling
for a foreign — meaning US — intervention in
Venezuela to oust Maduro and install himself
as president.

With his immunity revoked, he could now
be arrested and prosecuted for these actions
and for other things, such as illegally receiv-
ing funding for his many trips to the US and

“
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Venezuelan President Nicolds Maduro.

its allies to drum up support for a coup. The
Trump administration had threatened that the
arrest of Guiadé might somehow be the last
straw leading to an armed intervention but has
not responded yet.

One major problem for progressive groups
who want to stop Trump’s regime change
efforts in Venezuela has been that the suppos-
edly “liberal” press and media in this country,
plus a large proportion of the Democratic Party
leadership, has jumped on board the regime
change bandwagon. This has made it hard to
get the other side of the Venezuela story out in
the public venues of debate. There have been
demonstrations against the Trump policies,
including two in Washington, DC, on March
16 and March 30, but much more is needed to
break the information blockade.

On April 2, 50 US-based social justice
advocacy organisations wrote an open letter
to the US Congress calling for no US military
intervention and an end to sanctions.

The letter was initiated by the Centre
for Economic Policy Research and Just
Foreign Policy and was signed by, among
others, Peace Action, the American Friends
Service Committee, the United Church of
Christ Justice and Witness Ministries, the
Presbyterian Church USA, the Franciscan
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Action Network, the National Day Labourers’
Action Network, the Chicago Religious
Leadership Network, the Americas Program
of the Centre for International Policy, the
Fellowship of Reconciliation, the Council on
Hemispheric Affairs, CISPES, the Bay Area
Labour Committee for Peace and Justice, the
Institute for Policy Studies, CODEPINK and
Global Exchange.

The letter is strongly worded. It describes
Trump’s policy toward Venezuela as a “danger-
ous and destructive regime change strategy”
which, with the sanctions imposed since 2017,
have caused “great hardship and loss of life”
in the South American country. Senate and
House members to whom the letter is directed
are called to “take a strong public stand against
these immoral, reckless and illegal policies
and to support peaceful dialogue before it is
too late.”

Specifically, the letter calls on senators
and representatives to oppose economic sanc-
tions, which not only are illegal under the
United Nations and Organization of American
States Charters, but which, in harming
Venezuela’s ability to import vitally needed
medicines, have caused the death of inno-
cent people. Further, it calls for the legisla-
tors to oppose Trump administration threats of

military intervention, and to that end, to sup-
port two bills currently in Congress that forbid
such intervention: HR 1004 (“Prohibiting
Unauthorized Military Intervention in
Venezuela Act”) and SJ Res 11 (a Senate
Resolution with the same purpose).

The letter further calls on Congress to
support the efforts to advance dialogue in
Venezuela, which the Venezuelan govern-
ment is agreeable to and which the Vatican
and the governments of Mexico and Uruguay
have offered to facilitate. Finally, the letter
points to the danger of having appointed “con-
victed Iran-Contra veteran Elliott Abrams as
Special Envoy to Venezuela” as representing
an immediate danger of a violent outcome.
That is what in fact the Trump administration
appears to be actively seeking, among other
things with its exhortations to the Venezuelan
armed forces to carry out an old-fashioned
military coup.

In a covering note to the public, Hassan
El-Tayyab, co-director at Just Foreign Policy,
calls on the public to contact Senators and
Representatives to ask them to cosponsor and
support HR 1004 AND SJ Res 11, as well as
sharing the open letter with all media contacts.
People’s World &

Vote boycott makes mark

The corrupt, far-right Benjamin
Netanyahu secured a unprece-
dented fifth term as Israel’s prime
minister on Wednesday, April 10,
after more than 99 percent of the
votes from the previous day’s
general election gave the right-
wing and clerical bloc a 10-seat
lead over the centre, left and Arab
parties.

Member of Knesset Ayman
Odeh, leader of the Hadash-Ta’al
alliance (a joint electoral list of
two parties: Hadash and Ta’al)
which won 6 seats in the election,
thanked activist “Arabs and Jews,
who believe in democracy, and
all those who went out and voted
despite incitement, hate and racist
legislation.”

Odeh also expressed the hope

that the Balad-Ra’am list (a joint
electoral list of two parties: Ra’am
and Balad) would defy the exit
polls and pass the 3.25 percent elec-
toral threshold and make it into the
Knesset.

Despite a last-minute surge to
the polls, Israel’s election saw a
historically low Arab turnout, with
barely half of the community’s eli-
gible voters exercising their dem-
ocratic right to vote for the 21st
Knesset. With 99 percent of the
votes counted, the turnout among
Arab-Palestinian Israeli citizen’s
voters stood at 50 percent, mark-
ing an unprecedented low following
calls to boycott the elections.

Hadash lawmakers proclaimed
an emergency after prominent poll-
sters warned of what could be the

lowest Arab voter turnout rate in
the history of Israeli elections. Four
years ago, in the previous elections
for the 20th Knesset, 64 percent of
Israel’s voting age Arab population
turned out to vote.

In the last hours of that elec-
tion day (March 17, 2015), Prime
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu hys-
terically and infamously warned
his right-wing supporters that
“the Arabs are heading to vote in
droves,” even though their turnout
was considerably less than the over-
all national average of 70 percent.

Israeli police confiscated as
many as 1,300 miniature digital
cameras from Likud party elec-
tion observers at Arab polling sta-
tions. According to Hadash sources,
the Likud observers were caught

red-handed in a number of Arab
towns, including Sakhnin, Majd al-
Krum, Nazareth, Rahat, Tamra and
Jisr al-Zarqa.

Netanyahu defended the ille-
gal presence of cameras saying,
“There should be cameras every-
where, not hidden ones.” When a
reporter asked why he thought they
were needed he said, to “ensure a
fair vote.” However placing cam-
eras at a polling station is a crimi-
nal offense, police said. After
their discovery, Central Elections
Committee chairman Justice Hanan
Melcer issued a directive prohib-
iting photographing or videoing
voters inside polling stations.

Members of Hadash attacked
the use of cameras. “The surrepti-
tious smuggling of hidden cameras

by the Likud into polling stations in
Arab towns is an unacceptable and
extreme violation of the secrecy of
the elections and an attempt to deter
Arab voters from actualising their
democratic right,” said MK Dov
Khenin.

A Hadash-Ta’al list spokes-
woman said, “The far right fully
understands the power we have
to topple those in power, so they
illegally cross every red line in an
attempt to disrupt the free, fair and
secret casting of ballots to prevent
the Arab citizens from voting. But
we also understand the power we
have, and today we are determined
to go out to vote and nothing will
stop us.”

Communist Party of Israel &
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Solidarity: Brazil’s right-
wing regime runs scared of
Lula’s popularity

A call for a sustained campaign to secure
an immediate release of Luiz Inacio Lula
da Silva from prison.

Last year, on April 7, former President Luiz
Inacio Lula da Silva was jailed for “indetermi-
nate acts” of corruption while millions across
Brazil were gearing up for the most important
presidential election in a generation.

At the time of his sentencing, earlier that
year, Lula was leading every poll. At the time
of his jailing, Lula was leading every poll.
When Lula was denied the right to stand in the
election and removed from the ballot, he was
leading in every poll.

Just weeks before he was removed from
the political process, the UN human rights
committee officially requested that Lula be
allowed to stand, have access to media and
have access to members of the Workers Party
while he was imprisoned.

This was ignored and, subsequently, the
man polling second behind Lula won the 2018
election. You will know him as the military dic-
tatorship-supporting, homophobic, racist and
misogynistic far-right leader Jair Bolsonaro.

Lula’s arrest was not about tackling cor-
ruption, but about removing the most popular
figure in Brazil from the presidential ballot.

For many, this travesty of justice was real-
ised when Bolsonaro appointed Lula’s pros-
ecuting and sentencing judge, Sergio Moro,
as justice minister — despite Moro’s continued
assertion that he wasn’t interested in politics
while orchestrating Lula’s trial. But for those
of us who follow Latin American politics,
Lula’s political persecution was clear from the
beginning.

Moro had shown his bias throughout pro-
ceedings, illegally wiretapping Lula’s legal
team and family members and appearing at
public events depicting Lula as guilty before
the trial process was concluded. This would not
have been allowed by the British, EU or even
US judicial system.

Not only did Lula face political persecu-
tion to remove his political rights, he also faced
a trial by media. Major news outlets continu-
ally depicted Lula in prisoner’s clothing and
blamed Lula and the Workers Party — without
evidence or logic — for a corruption scandal
involving almost every major political party
in the country.

The far-right used the perception that the
Workers Party were corrupt as one of their
main campaign focuses, painting Bolsonaro as
an outsider who would be tough on political
corruption.

Of course, Bolsonaro is now facing his
own corruption allegations involving his
family, money laundering and a paramilitary
group involved in the tragic assassination of
councilwoman Marielle Franco.

Just like the 2016 coup against Dilma
Rousseff, Brazil’s right wing used real public
anger at political corruption to remove their
opponents and take power through undemo-
cratic means.

Lula’s jailing is not just a travesty of

justice, it’s a travesty of democracy that has
seen authoritarianism knocking at the doors of
Brazil for the first time since the fall of the mil-
itary dictatorship.

Lula was a former union leader from the
north-east of Brazil who played a pivotal role
in organising trade union action against the
military dictatorship. He peacefully fought the
far-right then, as he does now from his jail cell.

But it’s not just Lula’s freedom that is at
stake. Lula’s two terms saw Brazil lift millions
from poverty with a series of world-renowned
social programmes and workers’ and trade
union rights enshrined in law.

His policies for the younger generation
have also had a huge effect, implementing a
“nutritional revolution” that massively reduced
child malnutrition as well increasing Brazil’s
education budget and access to higher educa-
tion for low-income Brazilians.

Bolsonaro’s first months have made it clear
he is planning to roll back over a decade of
social progress under Lula and the Workers
Party. His call for Lula to “rot in jail” shows
that it is not only Lula’s achievements that are
under threat.

That is why millions in Brazil, and across
the world, are calling for Lula to be freed and
for his political persecution to end.

You can add you name to a public state-
ment of support for Lula and join the millions
calling for his freedom.
https://brazilsolidarity.eaction.online/freelLula

Tony Burke

What's really possible if we
work together

The federal election is just weeks away, but
the Coalition still doesn’t have a policy that
will stop the damage being caused to our
climate. Instead, expect scare campaigns
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designed to instil fear and distract us from
the climate crisis so that coal companies
can keep shovelling coal into the furnace.
But change is coming, whether they like it
or not.

When 1 first learnt about global warming
in school, I felt so sad. The future was sud-
denly no longer a given. How could we let this
happen? At that moment I resolved to do eve-
rything I could to try and stop it.

Have you had one of these moments that
changed your entire perspective in seconds? It
might’ve been the day you had your first child,
a surprising conversation with a stranger, or an
inspiring video on TV that freed you from the
concerns of the everyday and reminded you of
what’s really important and what’s really pos-
sible if we work together.

This plan will connect with everyday
people and cut through the destructive politi-
cal noise that has prevented any meaningful
action to stop climate damage for years.

With your help this campaign will be the
catalyst for thousands of Australians to take up
the fight for a cleaner, fairer future. It will truly
be something people remember when they
head to the ballot box on election day.

Our damaged climate is making itself
known right now. Severe heat waves, bush-
fires, cyclones and droughts are threatening
our communities and our lives. But the solu-
tions already exist: we can gather energy from
the wind and sun to power a sustainable future.
What we need now is the courage to act.

This campaign will give people the tools
and the courage to expose and rise above the
lies and greed, the corrupt systems and petty
politics. It will give people like you and I the
courage to stand in the way of coal companies
and the politicians who support them.

For our fragile blue planet.

Andy and the team at Greenpeace
Australia Pacific

Film Reviews

Missing Link
Review by Maria Duarte

Set in the Victorian era, this stop-
motion animation is a funny and
action-packed comedy adventure
which tackles themes of belong-
ing, friendship and finding your
identity.

With its global exotic locations
and sumptuous visuals, the film cen-
tres on Mr Link (Zach Galifianakis)
a lonely Sasquatch, who enlists the
help of infamous explorer Sir Lionel
Frost (Hugh Jackman, in great
British aristocratic form) to help
him find his long-lost relatives in
Shangri-La.

They’re joined by Sir Lionel’s
former paramour, the independent
and forceful Adelina (Zoe Saldana),
who not only provides the map that
will get them there but the group’s
moral compass too.

While Link, who wants to be
known as Susan, is warm, sweet and
innocent, Sir Lionel, a cross between
Indiana Jones and Sherlock Holmes,
is cold, superficial, pompous and
self-serving.

His initial goal is to prove the
Sasquatch’s existence so he can
finally be accepted into the elitist
and snob-ridden The Optimates Club
headed by Lord Piggot-Dunceby
(Stephen Fry) who, determined to
stop that from ever happening, hires
an assassin.

What transpires is a thrilling yet
hilarious narrative which reels you
in from the opening action-packed
scene in which Sir Lionel is desper-
ately trying to capture evidence of
the Loch Ness monster to cement his
fame.

You can’t help but cheer for
these endearing yet flawed charac-
ters on their global road trip which is
Around the World in 80 Days meets
Indiana Jones with a soupgon of Lost
Horizon thrown in.

Their growing evolution and
self-discovery is a joy to behold,
resulting in a film which will appeal
to both young and old as they wit-
ness the beginning of a beautiful
friendship between Sir Lionel and
Susan.

The Miami Showband
Massacre

Netflix’s documentary on

one of the foulest and most
cowardly acts of The Troubles

in Ireland looks at the collusion
between British intelligence and
loyalist terror gangs, writes
Charlie May.

In July 1975, The Miami
Showband, one of the most popu-
lar in the island of Ireland at the
time, were travelling from a per-
formance in County Down when
their van was stopped at what
appeared to be an official army
checkpoint.

They did not view this as
remotely surprising and felt safe,
given that they’d criss-crossed the
border on a regular basis and were
accustomed to being stopped.

The band was told to get out of
the van and stand in a line facing
away. The mood appeared to be quite
friendly until an officer, described as
having a “posh, upper-class English
accent,” arrived and took charge.

While the band were answering
questions, a bomb being planted on
the van exploded, killing two of the
soldiers and prompting the others to
open fire on the band.

The blast and shooting left
three of the musicians dead and two
injured survivors hiding in a ditch.

The documentary goes on to
follow how survivors Stephen
Travers and Des McAlea have
been pursuing the truth into what

Missing Link, o thrilling yet hilarious narrative.

happened and who was really
responsible.

Travers believes that the attack
was carried out by members of the
notorious Glenanne Gang, an infor-
mal alliance of loyalist paramili-
taries responsible for the murders of
Catholics and nationalists.

Over the course of years study-
ing the case, he believes that the
British state at the highest level was
involved in collusion with loyalist
terror gangs.

All the men at the checkpoint
had links to Ulster Volunteer Force
(UVF) leader Robin “the Jackal”
Jackson, whose fingerprints were
found on a silencer belonging to a
pistol used in the killings.

Questions are raised in the docu-
mentary as to how Jackson appeared
to be able to give the correct answers
to avoid arrest when he was brought
in by police.

The strange case of a British
officer being on the scene emerges
as key and Travers becomes
increasingly suspicious each time
it is dismissed by the Historical
Enquiries Team as a case of mis-
taken identity.

Witness testimony of former
spooks indicates the possibility of
SAS intelligence operative captain
Robert Nairac being in command of
the operation and present to oversee
it.

One of the most heart-wrenching

elements of this tragedy is to see how
the showband, comprised of both
Catholic and Protestant musicians
and popular across the sectarian
divide, were a real force for good.

A fan describes going to see
them perform was “like therapy,”
which helped keep people’s minds
off the violence around them.

Travers has found solace in
music, which helps to remind him
of the optimistic and hopeful young
person he was.

His sanguine parting message is
that “some people are afraid of the
beauty and goodness in society but
music will outlast the sounds of their
guns and bombs.”

Morning Star &
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The Twilight Zone

Chauncey K Robinson

The anthology television series, The
Twilight Zone, first debuted in 1959. The
show, hosted by screenwriter, playwright,
and producer Rod Serling, used horror,
fantasy, and science fiction to explore socio-
political themes dealing with issues like
government, racism, war, and class. It was
a series that many would come to believe
was ahead of its time in being unrelenting
in taking on deeper problems plaguing soci-
ety through its 30 minute weekly episodes.

It seems fitting that actor and filmmaker
Jordan Peele is at the helm of the most recent
incarnation of the series, as his hugely success-
ful works, Get Out and Us, are known for using
horror and fantasy to hold a mirror up to the
social ills of society.

Peele’s The Twilight Zone is currently
being shown weekly on the streaming service
CBS All Access. The first episode of the series,
“The Comedian,” explores what it means to
be successful in today’s society, the pressure
that comes with it, and whether art can survive
separated from monetary gain.

The episode stars Kumail Nanjiani (7%e
Big Sick), Amara Karan (The Upside), Tracy
Morgan (The Last OG), and Diarra Kilpatrick
(American Koko). 1t is directed by Owen Harris
(Black Mirror) and written by Alex Rubens
(Rick and Morty). Nanjiani plays a young man
named Samir, a struggling comedian who is
determined to make it so his comedy is deeper
than just dog jokes and superficial life musings.

The only issue is that his nightly comedy
set, often touching on politics, doesn’t get
many laughs. He’s a man of principle, but he
also wants to pay the rent. Which leads him to
accept an offer of help from famed comedian
JC Wheeler, played by Tracy Morgan. This
help, of course, comes with a price, as Samir’s
career begins to take off, but with deadly
consequences.

What the episode has going for it is a
strong lead actor, with solid supporting char-
acters to help carry along the story. Nanjiani
does well in showcasing Samir’s conflict of
wanting to stay true to having meaning behind
his art, but being tempted by mainstream suc-
cess. Early on in the episode the message is
that art is undervalued in society, and that most
mainstream artists usually have to “sell out” in
order to be successful. As one character notes,
“Art is a noble pursuit in the world, but it’s not
paying the rent.”

The twist in the narrative, that Twilight
Zone episodes are known for, happens early
on. Viewers may also be able to guess how
this episode will end early on as well. This
wouldn’t be so much of a problem if the story

was in the original Twilight Zone format of 30
minutes. Yet, Peele’s Twilight Zone episodes
are close to an hour each, which might make
it hard to hold the attention of the viewers
who have enough time to figure out the ending
before the show gets there.

Centring the first episode on the question
of what art and entertainment is good for seems
fitting. Part of the Twilight Zone legacy is the
idea of not making entertainment just to enter-
tain but also to tackle real issues. This isn’t
always welcomed as there have been instances
throughout history, where art that has dared to
be political or to comment on society, has been
met with resistance and backlash.

This is shown when Samir, constantly
attempting to tell a joke highlighting the
absurdity of those who fight against gun reg-
ulation, is met with bored silence and indif-
ference from his audience. As the Wheeler
character later tells Samir, “The audience
doesn’t want to hear you make points.”

The episode is also relevant in that we
live in a time where Art Education is con-
stantly under attack with less funding. The
Trump White House has repeatedly proposed
budget cuts for art and cultural programs.
Just last year Trump’s budget proposal for
2019 called for eliminating four federal cul-
tural agencies. Those agencies include the

National Endowment for the Arts, the National
Endowment for the Humanities, the Institute
of Museum and Library Services and the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting.

Studies have shown that when schools
have financial struggles, art programs are often
the first classes administrators cut because arts
are not tested subjects.

Throughout the episode Samir deals with
feeling pressure to succeed in his craft, while
sacrificing relationships that he has come to
hold dear. In particular there’s his relation-
ship with his girlfriend Rena, played by Amara
Karan. Even as his star begins to climb he
becomes obsessed with holding onto his grow-
ing fame, and becomes bitter towards comedy
colleagues he once saw as friends.

He’s obsessed with making it, even if it
costs the lives of others. He convinces him-
self that it’s alright that every person he brings
up as a subject in his comedy set disappears,
because it’s not murder, if the trick is the joke
makes it so they were never born. Samir dis-
torts the truth to justify his drive to succeed at
the cost of his sanity and morals.

This isn’t too far off from the new idea of
“millennial burnout” that deals with the mil-
lennial generation, now the majority of the
working class, that feels intense pressure to
constantly be striving for financial security.
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Millennials are the first generation that will not
be better off financially than their parents. Yet,
instead of there being a look at how systemic
issues have created this inequality, the onus is
often placed on the individual to “pull them-
selves up by the bootstraps” and be successful
at any cost.

One could look at the character of Samir
as an extreme personification of this drive for
security that leads down a dark path. His deci-
sion to speak his own name in his final comedy
set, thus making himself disappear, could be
seen as the only solution to escape the rat race
of life that he has found himself in.

It’s not the most hopeful ending, and has
a slight defeatist tinge to it, but it makes clear
that we live in a world where people drive
themselves to the brink of destruction for the
hope of profit and purpose, under a system that
has already stacked the deck against them.

“The Comedian” is an episode that is not
subtle in dialogue, which may feel too on the
nose for some viewers, but the message inter-
woven throughout it is a relevant one today.
People’s World
In Australia Channel 10 will screen this first
episode on free-to-air, April 18 at 10:30pm
as a promotion to the complete series which
will stream via 10 All Access ($9.99 /month,

one month free trial available). &
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On the rise of the ri

To beat fascism we need to cease left-on-
left conflict over vacuous identity politics
that centre individual — not collective -
interests, writes Ker Tesi.

BRITAIN: With the growing popular-
ity of figureheads like Tommy Robinson,
the rapid expansion of far-right move-
ments like Generation Identity, and white
supremacist attacks such as the Pittsburgh
synagogue shooting and the Christchurch
massacre stacking up, the threat of the fas-
cist right has never felt so immediate.

To combat it, the left must stand united —
yet currently, we are anything but.

As such, we have been caught sleeping on
our feet, a divided movement that too often is
insular, rather than an outward-looking and
ambitious body politic.

Petty inter-movement squabbles that see
us consuming our own will achieve nothing
except foster further division.

At the same time as we’re fighting each
other, the far right is busy movement-build-
ing, bonded through its hatred and fear of the
“other.” This bonding through prejudice should
never be underestimated; indeed, it’s in large
part the reason why the fascists have got so far,
so fast.

The media must undoubtedly bear some
responsibility for the far right’s expansion.

Their continued platforming of fascism,
such as the ghoulish speculation over Donald
Trump’s various vulgarities in the run-up
to the 2016 election, or the platforming of a
Generation Identity spokesperson in the wake
of the Christchurch massacre, has exposed
these racists’ views to millions.

By framing Trump as the dangerous vil-
lain of the piece rather than reporting on him
soberly in the early stages of the Republican
race, the media played a crucial part in the
spike in popularity he enjoyed, which formed
due to the perception that he was an anti-hero
battling against the “liberal media.”

In a recent Generation Identity newsletter,
subscribers were told they had gained a mas-
sive platform for their views thanks to the BBC
appearance. However, although more must be
done to hold the media to account, the left must
bear its share of blame too.

We have been too wrapped up in identity
politics (idpol) to build a movement that has
the hegemony to confront fascism wherever it
manifests, which these days is not always in
the form of blatant violence.

Fascist radicalisation often begins with
irreverence, humour even. It is the casual flirta-
tion with Islamophobic and racist tropes under-
taken by figures like Milo Yiannopoulos that
have become so prolific online, or the alt-right
meme culture that proliferates on 8chan.

This type of humour works well today,
especially because one of the tropes used
against the left has been to label us as delicate
“snowflakes” unable to take a joke or simply
deal with the real world, demanding protection
from reality via “trigger warnings” and “safe
spaces.”

Humour against “snowflake culture” seems
anarchic to some, yet while the impetus behind
the “insult” is fascist — in its intent to rail
against those wanting a fairer society — there is
a kernel of truth in the moniker.

Identity politics threatens to paralyse the
left, and will, if followed to its natural conclu-
sion, lead to a disparate body politic, obsessed
with navel gazing and with-hunts, scattered
into our various warring tribal factions.

Being against idpol is not the same as
being for homophobia, Islamophobia, racism,
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Any socialist movement must also be fervently anti-racist, anti-misogynist, anti-homophobic, and against bigotry in all its forms.

misogyny or transphobia. But the politics of
idpol have become such that even long-time
left heavyweights, such as George Galloway,
are now falling foul of “wrong speak” ideology.

Galloway, who has been excoriated over
his support for Brexit, has been accused by
some leftists of being a racist over his stance
on the EU.

On Twitter, the attacks have recently been
so repeated that he was forced to speak out and
defend himself against the accusations. The far
right is growing stronger and bolder every day
and will only benefit from the shambolic way
the incumbent Tory government has handled
the Brexit fiasco.

Several populist governments have been
propelled to power in recent years, includ-
ing the Trump administration, Jair Bolsonaro
in Brazil, Victor Orban in Hungary, and the
coalition between the far-right League and
anti-Establishment Five Star movement in
Italy.

More far-right parties could yet present a
challenge to the neo-liberal status quo in a pan-
opoly of other countries, including in France,
Germany, Spain, the Netherlands and even
Britain.

The fascists are not idling. Steve Bannon,
alt-right Svengali and key player in The
Movement, a think tank designed to connect
far-right populist European groups, encour-
aged a 2018 audience of Front National mem-
bers (renamed the Rassemblement National) to
embrace the label “racist,” stating they should
“wear it as a badge of honour,” adding: “Every
day, we get stronger and they get weaker.”

Bannon has now set his sights on the
yellow jacket movement, saying: “The yellow
jackets are great,” and adding: “They are self-
organising, they are like the Tea Party in 2010.”

The yellow jackets, or gilets jaunes move-
ment, is made up largely of working-class
activists, disenfranchised by the wealth divide
worsened by Emmanuel Macron’s neoliberal
economic policies.

This cynical attempt by figures like

Bannon to align themselves with grassroots
working-class movements presents a signif-
icant danger for the left that should not be
underestimated.

It is perilous precisely because we already

have lost working-class support, and if we are
not careful, could haemorrhage more to the
populist right. With idpol, and the politics of
individual lifestyle, we have alienated a large
part of our core support base, the working
class.

The proletariat, who are struggling to keep

a roof over their head, food on the table, find
employment, or perform hours upon hours
of underpaid work in service of the capital-
ist system, have little time to spend worry-
ing about what labels they should use in their
Twitter profile.

We must reach and represent the working

class if we want to transform society. In fact,
without reaching them, we cannot transform
society. True change is always at the grass-
roots, true socialist change always stems from
the class of workers.

But at the moment, much of the working

class is disillusioned with liberal-left identity
politics, and the far right has benefited from
some of this disillusionment. Instead of tear-
ing each other apart, we on the left must stand
united, and show that we can offer the working
class a real alternative.

The kind of politics we must focus on are

the anti-austerity and renationalisation meas-
ures proposed by Jeremy Corbyn, the social
allowance that would improve the lives of
millions suggested by John McDonnell, and
Labour’s proposals to offer free education to
all and tackle the issue of homelessness.

These are the policies that have the power

to transform lives, not circular identity politics
that do not connect with people who are strug-
gling to survive.

It goes without saying — or it should do

at least — that any socialist movement must

also be fervently anti-racist, anti-misogynist,
anti-homophobic, and against bigotry in all its
forms.

Yet accusations of bigotry must not be
flung about casually and should not be levied
against lefties and the working class because
someone happened to use the wrong word or
opposes a capitalist institution such as the EU.

Instead, any criticism should be rooted
firmly in class analysis, and the understanding
of how oppressive forces work to systemically
disenfranchise a whole class of people.

When we approach it in this way, all
becomes clear. We can look at the power of the
right, at the share of the resources they own,
and see the hegemony of the white, largely
male-bodied, capitalist class.

We can see then that they pose a real
danger, and with their divisive rhetoric, which
aims to further disenfranchise already margin-
alised groups, they make plain their malignant
intent.

Done this way, it’s easy to see where
fascism truly lies. And it’s not on George
Galloway’s doorstep.

We cannot continue to persecute and alien-
ate the working class, nor stalwart leftist pol-
iticians, for not centring petty-bourgeoisie
concerns such as idpol.

Often the argument for idpol is that it is
simply a more thoroughgoing critique of all
forms of fascism than the materialist left had so
far been willing to undertake — yet ironically,
if we continue to obsess over the minutiae of
identity politics, we will give the far right an
opportunity to sow the seeds of real fascism.

This is in fact, already happening, and
soon we will have a serious problem on our
hands if we want to rid ourselves of the result-
ant radicalisation. The left must stop our inter-
nal battles and instead must unite to emerge as
a powerful political force that can combat the
growing fascist threat.
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