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Last week Industrial Relations Minister 
Christian Porter announced that he would 
be prioritising the government’s dishon-
estly named Ensuring Integrity Bill 2017 
which was blocked by the Senate last year. 
The legislation would make it easy for the 
courts to deregister militant trade unions 
and to disqualify trade union offi cials from 
holding offi ce.

It was no coincidence that the timing of 
his announcement coincided with an all-out 
media attack on the Construction and General 
division of the CFMMEU and its Victorian 
secretary.

Porter went on the offensive, calling for 
the deregistration of the union because of its 
“Olympic standards of unlawfulness.” The bill, 
he said, would make it easier to deregister the 
union.

In fact it would make it very easy to dereg-
ister the CFMEU or any division or branch of 
the union. It would also put any other trade 
union that dared to take industrial action or 
defend workers’ rights in the fi ring line. The 
Maritime Union of Australia could well be 
next in line for deregistration if the Coalition 
and employers succeed in deregistering the 
CFMMEU or any of its branches.

“The ultimate sanction that you have to 
have against an unlawful organisation is to 
fairly say that ‘your unlawfulness means that 
you can’t enjoy all of the rights and benefi ts of 
lawful registration’,” Porter said.

But Australian Council of Trade Unions 
president Michele O’Neil said the laws were 
an attack against basic democratic freedoms.

“Unions are democratic organisations and 
attacking them hurts all working people,” she 
said in a statement on Friday last week. The 
bill is not industry specifi c. All trade unions 
are under threat.

“This law will undermine workplace 
safety, increase wage and superannuation 
theft and make it harder for workers to get pay 
increases and be represented when they need 
help,” O’Neil said.

“The ACTU and the entire union move-
ment will continue to oppose this legislation 
and fi ght against this attack on the rights of all 
Australians.”

This is far more serious and dangerous 
for workers and their unions than any pre-
vious legislation, its provisions are far more 
draconian than those in the legislation govern-
ing the Australian Building and Construction 
Commission (ABCC).

Most vicious attack
When the Ensuring Integrity Bill first 

came before Parliament in 2017 the Guardian
described it as “the most vicious attack on 

trade union and workers’ rights ever put before 
Parliament.

“It is not an exaggeration to describe this 
bill as fascistic. Its aim is to put the trade 
union movement out of action by targeting its 
leadership, leaving workers defenceless and 
strengthen the hand of employers to acceler-
ate the present roll-back of wages and condi-
tions. It is both political and economic in its 
aims and objectives.” (See Guardian, #1797, 
04-10-2017, “Affront to democracy”)

Under the legislation offi cials and unions 
could be taken to court for such acts as 
attempting to negotiate with employers; pro-
tecting their members’ wages and conditions; 
attempting to meet with their members or 
recruit new members; and ensuring the safety 
of workplaces.

The bill states that the Federal Court must
cancel the registration of a union on any of the 
following grounds:
• Corrupt conduct of offi cers
• Two fi ndings against the union for 

disqualifi cation of offi cers
• Multiple fi ndings against a substantial 

number of members of the organisation or a 
part of its membership

• Non-compliance with orders or injunctions 
or “obstructive” unprotected” industrial 
action.

There is a catch-all, “not a fi t and proper 
person” clause, that can be used to disqualify a 
union offi cial. This includes situations where a 
right of entry permit has been revoked or sus-
pended, or there have been certain criminal or 
civil fi ndings as well as for “any other matter 
the Court considers relevant.”

The bill contains retrospective provisions, 
meaning any trade union could be deregistered 
for past fi ndings against it.

When announcing the Bill, then 
Employment Minister Michaelia Cash said of 
the CFMEU and MUA. “I mean, both of them 
have shown a long-term disregard for the law,” 
she said on Melbourne radio 3AW. “They’ve 
been essentially lawless.

Constant attack
The union has been the constant focus of 

the government’s industry cop, the Australian 
Building and Construction Commission. The 
ABCC constantly hounds construction workers 
and offi cials for carrying out legitimate trade 
union activity.

So far this fi nancial year, the courts have 
hit the CFMEU with penalties totalling $4.2 
million but have failed to break the fi ghting 
spirit of the union or its members.

The federal government has promised the 
ABCC an extra $3.7 million in funding over 
four years from 2019-20 to assist its policing of 
the industry. This is on top of the $32.5 million 
it received in 2017-18.

The union has been fi ned for taking action 
over safety on construction sites, for offi cials 
attempting to enter workplaces to check safety 
and meet with members. It has been penalised 
for attempting to negotiate unpaid superannua-
tion and long service leave entitlements.

At the same time, its members continue to 
work in unsafe environments. Fatalities and 
serious injuries are all too common. Union 
offi cials face penalties for “crimes” such as 
breaching right of entry provisions when they 
do not give the statutory notice following a 
death on site. Or when workers walk off the 
job following a death.

Unity
Trade unions and workers are under a 

savage attack. Working conditions, wages and 
job security are being eroded, especially for 
less skilled workers. The only way to halt this 
decline is to build a strong united trade union 
movement. Unity is critical.

One of the aims of the fl ood of the attacks 

on the CFMEU is to split the union movement. 
Another is to rid the construction industry of a 
strong, militant trade union.

Trade unions are independent organisations 
with their own constitutions and democratic 
processes. The Communist Party of Australia 
has long held the view that trade unions should 
be independent of political parties, adopting 
policies in the interests of their own members 
and their families.

This does not mean that they cannot sup-
port a particular party in an election campaign, 
but this should be on the basis of policy and 
not automatic.

At the moment the priority is to build that 
unity, to build the trade union movement and 
unite to defeat the Ensuring Integrity Bill and 
abolish the ABCC.
For an analysis of the Ensuring Integrity Bill 
2017, readers are referred to the Guardian, 
23-08-17, #1791, “ORGANISE, AGITATE, 
EDUCATE.” 
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In response to the recent raids against journalists carried out 
by the Australian Federal Police (AFP) with the approval of the 
Coalition government, a broad collection of organisations and 
prominent fi gures in the Australian media released a statement 
declaring: Journalism is not a crime.

“The Australian Federal Police raids on the home of News Corp 
Australia journalist Annika Smethurst and on the offi ces of the 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation represent a grave threat to 
press freedom in Australia,” says the statement.

“A healthy democracy cannot function without its media being 
free to bring to light uncomfortable truths, to scrutinise the powerful 
and inform our communities.”

The statement denounces the heightening intimidation of jour-
nalists as a threat to Australia’s “reputation around the world as 
a free and open society.”

The nature of the facts that the government is seeking to suppress 
tells a different story: our society was already not so free or open, 
but is becoming more unapologetic about it.

Journalists are increasingly treated like criminals for expos-
ing corruption in government and other authorities, illegal acts of 
meddling in other sovereign countries, and possible war crimes.

After the raid on Annika Smethurst’s home, the AFP released a 
statement claiming that their action “relates to the alleged publishing 
of information classifi ed as an offi cial secret, which is an extremely 
serious matter that has the potential to undermine Australia’s na-
tional security.”

The “offi cial secret” in question was content of discussions be-
tween the Department of Defence and Department of Home Affairs 
to expand domestic surveillance of Australian citizens.

The fact that publishing such information is considered by the 
AFP to “undermine Australia’s national security” only further 
demonstrates the crucial need for a free press and free journal-
ists, holding the government to task over such dangerous excesses 
of power.

Imperialist governments in the US-led bloc, including Australia, 
incessantly use allegations of human rights abuses as an excuse to 
initiate acts of aggression and war against other countries. Yet at 
home we have no coherent legal concept of human rights whatsoever.

The ease with which the AFP has carried out these clear viola-
tions of democratic principles and human rights demonstrates the 
need for comprehensive legal change. The only question is, what is 
the force in society capable of pushing for such change.

The widespread opposition to the AFP’s actions includes bour-
geois mainstream media with a long prior history of support for the 
expansion of state powers, which made this very situation possible: 
This highlights growing contradictions within the capitalist class.

When the capitalist system is healthiest, it will form political 
institutions that are in a certain sense genuinely democratic – albeit 
a democracy for the ruling class alone, providing mechanisms for 
the peaceful resolution of contradictions within the capitalist class. 
Attacks on these democratic principles speak of the ill health of 
the current political system, and of the deepening divisions within 
the bourgeoisie.

Despite the stranglehold the bourgeoisie as a whole has on po-
litical power under this system, press freedom is a freedom that 
is possible to establish to a certain extent under capitalism, when 
fought for by a broad democratic front.

It is no coincidence that these raids have taken place at a time 
when many people’s willingness to engage in political struggles is 
at its lowest – immediately post-election.

We cannot allow ourselves to become complacent when our 
already limited democratic rights are being encroached upon.

While we know that no amount of reform within this system 
will ever grant the working people the fullest social, economic and 
political life to which they are entitled, bettering the situation of 
the working class, however possible, always brings us closer to true 
victory in the class struggle. Every freedom the working class wins 
under capitalism becomes another weapon in the armoury of class 
struggle.

A struggle must be fought as a broad democratic front against 
the increasingly dictatorial powers of one section of the bourgeoisie.

Total political dominance of one such section is the path to 
fascism.

We must defend press freedom and fi ght back against the creep-
ing erosion of democratic rights in Australia.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
The people’s fl ag is deepest red;
It shrouded oft our martyred dead,
And ere their limbs grew stiff and cold,
Their heart’s blood dyed its every fold.
Then raise the scarlet standard high!
Within its shade we’ll live or die.
Tho’ cowards fl inch and traitors sneer,
We’ll keep the red fl ag fl ying here.

The Red Flag, anthem of the British labour movement, 1890The Red Flag, anthem of the British labour movement, 1890
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Journalism is not a crime

PRESS FUND
There’s now clear evidence that 500 Australian animal species 
are endangered, because of land clearing, climate change and 
other environmental threats, and that if this continues we could 
lose a quarter of our native fauna. If you think that’s not so bad, 
think again. Loss of so many species would endanger the vast 
eucalyptus forests and would be catastrophic for agriculture, at a 
time when world food production is seriously threatened. It’s part 
of our job to help raise public consciousness about these matters, 
and that’s what we’ll be doing in future editions, but right now 
we 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 $10, “Digireb” $25, NH $10, “Round Figure” $10, 
E Seymour $5, “Sparky” $10, K Van Loon $20
This week’s total: $90 Progressive total: $2,950

Call to action

Ecuadoreans protest 
against US military
Protests have erupted in Ecuador 
after the right-wing government 
allowed anti-narcotic planes of the 
United States to use San Cristóbal 
airport of the Galapagos Islands, 
an archipelago renowned for 
its biodiversity and for inspir-
ing Charles Darwinʼs theory of 
evolution.

According to article fi ve of the 
2008 Constitution, Ecuador declares 
itself as a territory of peace, where 
“the establishment of foreign mili-
tary bases or foreign installations 
for military purposes will not be 
allowed. In addition, it is prohibited 
to cede national military bases to 
foreign armed or security forces.”

This is not the fi rst time that 
US military planes operated from 
Ecuador.

On September 2018, a 
Lockheed P-3 Orion intelligence-
gathering plane from the US 
Customs and Border Protection 
agency began to operate from 
Ecuador. While a Boeing 707 air-
craft from the US air force, carrying 
a long-range radar surveillance and 
control centre (AWAC), will now 
also be “patrolling” the Pacifi c off 
Ecuador’s coast.

Former Ecuadorean President 
Rafael Correa criticised the measure 

saying, “Galapagos is NOT an 
‘aircraft carrier’ for gringo use. It is 
an Ecuadorian province, world her-
itage site, homeland.”

Correa closed a US military 
base in Manta in 2008 and amended 
the constitution to ban foreign mili-
tary presence in the South American 

country. He also ordered all US 
defence staff to leave the country in 
2014.

Ecuador’s foreign minister Jose 
Valencia defended the government 
decision and said that Correaʼs 
argument “maliciously distort what 
was completely legitimate inter-
national cooperation against drug 
traffi cking.”

Since current President Lenin 
Moreno took power after leftist 
Correa in 2017, the Ecuadorean 
government became increasingly 
pro-US and started doing away with 
progressive policies, while politi-
cally persecuting current and former 
offi cials who held offi ce during 
Correa’s government, including the 
former president himself.
teleSUR 

Vinnie Molina*

As the dust from the federal election settles, 
Australians are starting to learn about the Coalition 
policies that were kept under wraps during the elec-
tion campaign.

A few days after the election came an unprecedented 
attack on free press by the Australian Federal Police; 
raids on a journalist’s home and on the ABC based on 
bipartisan national security legislation. This action was 
immediately condemned by public opinion locally and 
internationally.

One thing is clear, Parliament won’t bring the 
changes needed to fulfi l the demands of working people 
unless there is a mass mobilisation demanding outcomes 
for the people.

An alternative must be built which starts with the 
building and growing of a strong workers’ party. The 
Communist Party has a rich history of mass mobilisation 
for key demands that saw the fi rst ever elected commu-
nist to an Australian Parliament, Fred Patterson. 

The historic conditions then were different to the 
present situation. Firstly, the CPA was a very strong and 
infl uential Party with a large membership active in the 
workplace and other community and mass organisations. 
Its infl uence in the Trade Union movement was also piv-
otal with many comrades playing leading roles.

Party members active in trade unions and other social 
movements are key elements for change. The party’s 
policy of a people’s government is possible to achieve 
but it will require all party members to work hard in 
building the CPA and a strong democratic front. Now is 
the time to work for a united front with the Party and the 
working class at its core.

The struggle for socialism in Australia requires unity 
and the broadest possible front with left and progres-
sive forces to campaign for a minimum plan of demands 
that are supported by the Australian people. The election 
to Parliament of Communists and left and progressive 
people will be one way to break a two-party system that 
has been in place for too long.

There are not short cuts to socialism. Those who 
believe we can build socialism overnight or as a result 
of an election are daydreaming. The real economic and 
political forces remain in power regardless of which of 
the two main political parties administers the state and 
will do whatever is needed for them to maintain their 
privilege.

It is up to us to work hard among working people 
to build that alternative, build the Communist Party of 
Australia and work towards a People’s government.
* Vinnie Molina is CPA President. 

Sea lions on San Cristóbal Island relaxing in the sun. (Photo: Anna Pha)
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The NSW and South Australian coalition 
governments recently unveiled budgets 
involving extensive privatisation of vital 
state-owned public assets, slashing of the 
public service and the development of new 
privately-operated state infrastructure.

When it took power in 2018 the Marshall 
government in South Australia announced it 
wanted to remove 4,013 staff positions. In the 
short time since then it has eliminated about 
2,000, using voluntary separation packages.

But that’s not enough for the government. 
State Treasurer Rob Lucas commented enthu-
siastically “Certainly from our point of view 
we see there’s scope for more reductions.” 
The Marshall government claims that because 
there’s been a reduction of some $517 mil-
lion in GST payments to the state, staff posi-
tions have to be cut. The next step may well be 
involuntary retrenchments.

In the late 1990s as state treasurer, Lucas 
oversaw privatisation of the state’s electricity 
network. The current SA coalition government 
is planning to increase the state’s power gen-
erating capacity, but unlike the former Labor 
government it intends to pay the private sector 
to operate the new power stations.

It also wants to generate power using giant 
diesel generators, not renewable energy, thus 
demonstrating its commitment to the fossil 
fuel industries and its total disregard for public 
safety and the mounting threat of climate 
change.

The recent NSW budget revealed that the 
Berejiklian government intends to eliminate 
2,000 positions from the state public service. 
The government says this will only involve 
“back offi ce” positions, i.e. those that don’t 
involve dealing with members of the public.

This move is both ruthless and cynical 
because it will hit the lowest-paid members of 
the public service workforce, while keeping 
the retrenchments out of the public view. The 
government is certain to pressure other staff 
members to work extra hours to compensate 
for work formerly carried out by the retrenched 
staff, and/or it will cut down the service offered 
to the public.

The NSW government also intends to 
reduce the state’s long service leave entitle-
ment from fi ve month’s leave to three after 
20 years’ service. It claims this is necessary to 
bring the state’s leave provisions into line with 
those of other states and the Commonwealth. 
However, this is simply a money-pinching 

exercise in rolling back hard-won entitlements 
by the state’s employees.

“Asset recycling” swindle
The coalition governments in NSW and 

South Australia are both participating in the 
federal government’s “asset recycling fund” 
scheme under which the states receive spe-
cial funding assistance for major development 
projects. These invariably involve the sale of 
government owned assets, or the development 
of publicly-owned state infrastructure which 
then becomes privately-operated.

Conservative governments in general 
believe they shouldn’t do anything the private 
sector could do, because they claim the private 
sector could do it more effi ciently. However, 
private corporations inevitably attempt to do so 
by cutting the pay and conditions of employ-
ees of privatised government institutions, forc-
ing them to work longer hours for little or no 
extra pay, cutting their leave entitlements, and 
jacking up the cost of public services. Private 
transport services never compete with govern-
ment-run public transport.

The coalition state governments are using 
the asset recycling fund to promise the public 
big spending on infrastructure projects. They 
also argue this must be done to achieve max-
imum economic growth and meet the ever-
increasing demand for government services. 
But the end result is that more and more state 
institutions are becoming privately owned and/
or operated, with the profi ts going to the pri-
vate sector.

The phoney rationale for this policy is that 
infrastructure can only be obtained by means 
of the sale of state assets or by going into debt, 
and that assets have to be sold because other-
wise credit rating agencies will give them a bad 
rating and they will have to pay high interest 
for loans for government projects.

In this cosy, politically-symbiotic relation-
ship the rating agencies charge handsome fees 
and gain great infl uence, while the government 
uses the “threat” of a poor credit rating to jus-
tify privatising more and more public assets.

Conservative governments also claim they 
couldn’t use taxation revenue for infrastructure 
projects because nobody likes paying taxes. 
But of course they can. What they should do 
is to use progressive taxation that targets tax 
evasion by big corporations and is well chosen 
to suit the needs of the public rather than for 
private profi t.

In glaring contrast, a superb example 
of what not to do is provided by the NSW 

government, which has funded construction 
of the vast WestConnex tollway by selling 
off state assets including, among other things, 
the electricity network, the state’s Land Titles 
Offi ce, the Sydney ferry service and a huge 
chunk of the city’s bus network.

It’s now selling off the existing 
WestConnex system and the remaining govern-
ment-owned component of the power corpo-
ration Ausgrid, in order to fund infrastructure 
projects. These include construction of an 
extension of the tollway and the introduction 
of the new Metro train system, which includes 
conversion of parts of the existing rail system 
to carry the lower capacity Metro trains.

The majority of the infrastructure funding 
is going to the tollways, but it should be going 
to public transport, while the public transport 
that is being introduced is inadequate for future 
development. The single-deck carriages of the 
new Metro rail service are unable to carry as 
many peak-hour passengers as the existing 
state-of-the-art double decker trains. However, 

the government is not introducing the Metro 
service for reasons of effi ciency but because it 
will be privately-operated.

The former Queensland coalition govern-
ment under premier Campbell Newman priva-
tised state assets and made savage cuts to the 
public service using involuntary retrenchments. 
However, the coalition suffered a landslide 
defeat at the following election as a result of 
this and other extremely reactionary policies.

The current Queensland Labor government 
has learnt that lesson. It has refused to engage 
in privatisation and staff retrenchments even if 
that means losing the “asset recycling” fund-
ing assistance package, Queensland’s Labor 
Treasurer Jackie Trad commented drily: “I 
think Queenslanders have spoken for three 
elections running.”

It’s now up to the public to convince MPs 
in all states and territories that the whole-
sale privatisation of state assets must end 
altogether. 
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Public assets theft
Sell-off in NSW and South Australian budgets 

Part of the community and Rail Tram and Bus Union campaign against the privatisation of Sydney’s 

public transport.
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There are many pathways to university 
study, but Sue Leech’s story is differ-
ent to most – she started her academic 
life behind bars. “Going into prison you 
feel like your life is over,” Leech told this 
year’s Australian Education Union Federal 
Conference. “You feel like you have no 
future and there is nothing you can do to 
change course.”

Locked up on remand for eleven and a 
half months waiting for her case to go through 
the courts, she began her studies in the prison 
education programme which is designed to 
improve education opportunities on release. 
With a background in corporate administra-
tion she started helping the other women in 
the prison with basic computing and business 
studies skills. It was there that a lecturer from 
TAFE South Australia’s Port Adelaide campus 
encouraged her to consider studying some of 
the women’s studies courses – all of which are 
TAFE-accredited and include an industry rec-
ognised certifi cate.

TAFE SA offers a Certificate II in 
Vocational Preparation for women and 
Certifi cates III and IV in Women’s advocacy. 
They are designed to give women the skills, 
self-confi dence and knowledge required to 
deal with career, education and life changes. 
The courses offer an opportunity for women to 
train and re-train by commencing with access 
courses that develop confi dence and foundation 
skills. The courses develop literacy and numer-
acy, computing, self-development and work-
related competencies and have a strong track 
record for effective outcomes with many stu-
dents going on to tertiary education and career 
success. Nothing illustrates the success of this 
program more than Leech’s story.

“I found a purpose. With the lecturers’ sup-
port my attitude towards myself changed,” Sue 
told delegates. “I decided not be just another 
statistic, just another offender, a number in a 
book. I wanted to change.”

In prison, Leech only had two and a half 
hours every Tuesday for lectures, but by the 
time she was released she had completed three 
courses and had an appetite for more study. 
However, she had concerns about being over-
whelmed by college life and study, and above 
all, the way other students might react if she 
turned up at the local Port Adelaide campus and 
announced she had just got out of prison.

Again she credits the personal support 
and encouragement of her TAFE teachers to 
getting her through the fi rst few months and 
beyond. Leech was still on home detention 
having only been released two weeks earlier, 
when she started her fi rst subject “Women 
and the Law”. As the teachers went around 
the classroom gauging the experience of the 
students, Leech realised she was confi dent 
enough to tell her story. She recounted that 
there was no judgement in the classroom from 
teachers or students. “Everyone was there for 
the same purpose: to learn from each other, 

gain confi dence, learn new skills and better 
themselves.”

As her confi dence and skills grew, she 
felt that she had a future and saw an oppor-
tunity to break the cycle of re-offending. She 
completed her certifi cate II and graduated in 
October last year. While completing her cer-
tifi cate III she enrolled in a tertiary enabling 
program through Charles Darwin University 
online to prepare her for university. As the 
TAFE Teacher goes to print, Sue will be start-
ing her Bachelor of IT.

“I couldn’t have got this far on my own. 
There was so much support from TAFE lectur-
ers and students, but particularly lecturers who 
were there for me, they sat down and talked 
to me and supported me. I would honestly say 
that TAFE saved my life.”

Despite success stories such as Sue’s, Port 
Adelaide campus was one of the seven TAFE’s 
recently closed down as part of the Liberal 

government’s efforts to further their privati-
sation agenda. “Cutting TAFE is ridiculous. 
There is no TAFE in the Port Adelaide area 
now. People are told to travel into the city, but 
when I got out of prison, Port Adelaide was 
a safe place for me. It would have been too 
daunting for me to travel and be surrounded by 
so many people.” she said.

Leech explained that a key reason that 
women re-offend is the lack of support that 
is available to them when they leave prison. 
She feels strongly that it was only through the 
opportunity to study in Port Adelaide and the 
support, mentoring and push she received from 
TAFE SA that she was able to break that cycle.

Leech wants to see all women fi nd support 
and improve their own prospects. Her goal 
is to complete her IT degree and specialise 
in mobile application development. She aims 
to leverage her lived experience to develop 
applications that can be used in prisons to 

empower women when they are released and 
make the adjustment to life on the outside 
easier.

“TAFE allowed me to know that I could do 
something with my life. I know the way to do 
it is to start inside so that the support is there to 
get through those fi rst few weeks. I’m hoping 
what I do will allow women to do that.”

By sharing her experiences so honestly, 
Leech hoped people would realise that prison-
ers aren’t bad people and that TAFE can play a 
vital role in rebuilding lives.

“It is rare that anyone who has gone to 
prison has done something really bad. It’s just 
bad choices that they made in stages of their 
life. They need to have a future. They need 
to have a chance. Without TAFE, without the 
public education system, we would not have 
that chance and I would not be where I am 
today – knowing that I have a future”.
The Australian TAFE Teacher 

TAFE saved my life

Australia

Frack off Friday
Shining a light on Origin emissions hypocrisy
Nick Paton

Fridays are anything but 
casual for members of the Seed 
Indigenous Youth Climate 
Network. Seed national director 
Amelia Telford, a Bundjalung 
woman, and her army of members 
and supporters station themselves 
outside Origin Energy’s Sydney, 
Melbourne and Brisbane offi ces 
for what the Seed mob refer to as 
Frack off Friday, calling on the 
energy company to abandon their 
plans to frack for gas in parts of 
the Northern Territory.

“Origin Energy’s plans to frack 
Aboriginal land in the Northern 
Territory would not only create huge 
emissions, but also threaten water 
supplies and violate the rights of 

traditional owners, who have not 
been consulted properly,” Ms Telford 
said. 

Fracking is a controversial 
mining practice where chemicals are 
blasted into rock seams to release 
gas.

Ms Telford called upon the gov-
ernment and fossil fuel industry to 
transition away from coal and gas 
exploration and invest instead in 
renewable and sustainable energy 
alternatives.

“We are already experienc-
ing the destruction of our country 
by fossil fuel companies, including 
where Origin Energy currently have 
permits.

“Origin have the responsibility 
to consult properly with traditional 
owners to ensure the long-term 

viability of communities living on 
country that may be affected by 
fracking,” she said.

Last month Ms Telford attended 
the Emissions Reduction Summit 
in Melbourne, which she said gave 
her the opportunity to “highlight the 
hypocrisy of Origin Energy chief 
executive Frank Calabria speaking 
at the emissions Reduction Summit 
while his company plans to frack for 
gas in the Northern Territory”.

Ms Telford said her main con-
cerns were in relation to the impli-
cations fracking will have on land 
and precious water resources and 
also the sacred sites of Aboriginal 
communities.

“Gas companies have told a lot 
of lies to our communities,” she said.

“It is the responsibility of Origin 

Energy to not contribute to the dis-
placement and dispossession of 
Aboriginal people from their tradi-
tional lands.”

For more than four years, the 
Seed Indigenous Youth Climate 
Network has been painstakingly con-
sulting with Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander communities all over 
Australia, documenting their con-
cerns over fracking.

“When traditional owners and 
communities are saying they haven’t 
been consulted properly and sci-
entists are telling us that frack-
ing for gas in the Beetaloo basin of 
the Northern Territory alone would 
be equivalent to 50 new coal fi red 
power stations, how can Origin 
Energy be committed to reducing 
emissions and supporting the rights 

of traditional owners to free, prior 
and informed consent and yet still be 
going ahead with plans for fracking 
in the NT?” Ms Telford said.

Ms Telford urged all mem-
bers and supporters of the Seed 
Indigenous Youth Climate Network 
to boycott Origin Energy. This 
may include switching from Origin 
Energy to another energy provider. 

“When country is healthy, people 
are healthy,” she said.

“Seed volunteers and allies right 
across the continent have plans to 
make sure Origin Energy’s staff, 
customers and the wider commu-
nity understand the risks of fracking. 
Join us in calling on Origin Energy 
to abandon their plans.”
Koori Mail 
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With its perfectly fi tting title Tense Past
the new major exhibition by acclaimed 
artist Julie Gough has no intention of 
bringing comfort to viewers. “Tense past, 
things are not comfortable in here, not for 
us either, this is a period where we nearly 
didn’t make it as Aboriginal people,” says 
Gough, referring to what is now known as 
Tasmania in the early 1800s.

“It’s not meant to be relaxing for anyone to 
come in here, that’s the point, it’s uncomfort-
able for everyone.”

Tense Past casts a light on attempted gen-
ocide, child theft and slavery, massacres, the 
Black War and its legacy.

Spanning four galleries at the Tasmanian 
Museum and Art Gallery, and representing two 
and a half decades of artistic practice, the exhi-
bition brings together 33 of Gough’s works, 
some new, others borrowed back from institu-
tions, alongside archival documents, colonial 
artworks and colonial objects.

Gough says it is important for First Nations 
people to openly access museum and archival 
collections, so Aboriginal artists can reverse 
the gaze and challenge the mainstream given 
perspective of things.

The Koori Mail visited the exhibition 
during the fi nal stages of installation.

The title at the entrance of the exhibition 
hints at what lies ahead – shadows are cast 
from cut out lettering mounted onto the wall 
at a right angle.

“If you turn off the lights it’s not there. 
That’s the problem with hidden history,” 
Gough explains.

“What lies beneath, what we might not see, 
is it there, do we need physical evidence for 
truth?”

Julie Gough is a Trawlwoolway (Tasmania) 
artist, writer and curator from Hobart. Her 
ancestor Woretemoeteyenner (aka Margaret 
and Bung) was one of the four daughters 
of east coast leader, Mannalargenna. Her 
extended family has lived in the Latrobe region 
of Tasmania since the 1840s. Gough’s paternal 
heritage is Scottish and Irish.

Having grown up in Western Australia 
and Victoria and moved back to Tasmania as 
a young adult, she does not hesitate to con-
fess she is obsessed with and possessed by the 
research she does.

“I feel like I’m making up for lost time,” 
she said.

Her research and art practice involves 
uncovering and representing confl icting and 
subsumed histories, many referring to her 
maternal family’s experiences as Tasmanian 
Aboriginal people.

Moving through Tense Past, at regu-
lar intervals, a haunting voice can be heard. 
It is Gough singing lyrics of a Tasmanian 
Aboriginal song transcribed in the 1830s. In a 
display cabinet sits the hand drawn sheet music 
and words, thought to have been transcribed in 
1832. There are other historic objects on loan 
from institutions, including a grandfather clock 
that belonged to Quaker anti-slavery advocates 
– the Walker family – in the 1830s.

“What did this witness, what did those 

owners see, did someone who looked at this 
clock shoot someone in that artwork there, an 
Aboriginal person?” Gough says, pointing to 
a colonial painting about to be hung as part of 
the exhibition.

“It feels like they are all having a gather-
ing in here, these objects and these artworks.”

She ponders what might happen at night 
when the doors are closed. 

Tense Past has nine separate fi lm installa-
tions. For Gough it’s a way to bring the out-
doors in, and also spend time on Country. 
Some feature reproductions of colonial art-
works, modifi ed from Gough’s perspective, 
contemporary footage of Country and words 
from archival documents. 

There are cut outs of crows and letters 
spelling “annihilation” on another wall. Gough 
explains that she has come across references 
in the journals of government appointed “con-
ciliator” George Augustus Robinson and news-
papers where colonists spoke of how many 
“crows” they had killed in a day – it was a 
“code word” for blacks. 

It is heavy viewing, forcing the viewer to 
stop and look at evidence of what has happened 
all around them, refl ect on the foundations of 
contemporary “Tasmania” – the massacres, 
forced removals of children, racism and gov-
ernment sanctioned attempts to dissolve an 
entire 40,000-year-old culture.

Mounted on another wall are a curious 
bundle of long spears held together in the 
frame of an antique chair, each spear has a 
small section of bark shaved off and a name 
inscribed.

They are the names of Aboriginal children 
who lived with non-Aboriginal people before 
1840.

“Some were in the orphan asylum, some 

were baptised and we don’t know what hap-
pened to them, others we’ve got death records 
but nothing else, but most of them have an 
English name or don’t even know their name,” 
Gough said.

Over the past two decades Gough, who is 
just as much historian as artist, has searched 
births, deaths and marriage records, orphan 
asylum records and other archival material and 
has been able to piece together 185 of these 
children, and is still counting. She will honour 
them in an ephemeral (lasting for a very short 
time) artwork in Hobart’s remnant bushland.

“Some survived longer than others, some 
were just missing, so I’m calling it Missing or 
Dead.”

185 small posters, one for each child, will 
be tied to a tree. They reference the proclama-
tion boards that were mounted on trees toward 
the end of the Black War (1824-31) depicting 
white men being hung for killing black men 
and vice versa – the idea of punishing whites 
was never honoured.

Coincidently, alongside the same bush land 
are 533 permanent plaques honouring soldiers, 
mainly from Hobart, who died in World War I. 

Some of the posters honour those that sur-
vived the western system – the orphanage, 
Wybalenna or living with colonists, such as 
Dolly Dalrymple and Fanny Cochrane Smith.

Only some – there are no known records 
for others.

“If you’re missing, you can’t say you died 
without children, if we’ve got 50 or 70 (miss-
ing or dead), you don’t know what happened 
after their baptism, or when they were released 
from the orphan asylum, then they may have 
descendants.

“How they see themselves, how they iden-
tify or don’t – their life journey is a matter for 

themselves to work out. These people were 
living amongst our ancestors, with our ances-
tors, I don’t see them as different. They may 
have been lost – to me they are still lost until 
we fi gure out where they are, but maybe they 
don’t want to be found.”

With her forensic research of archival 
material Gough has no doubt some of the 
“missing” have descendants. 

“Do they want to be found, do they want 
to be part of contemporary political Aboriginal 
life or not?

“What does it mean if you are bought up 
completely isolated as a child servant?”

She said there were attempts in Tasmania 
to replicate the slavery system used in the south 
of America in the same era (early 1800s) using 
Aboriginal children, but it is rarely discussed.

It is a big story, and a big exhibition – 
steeped with facts, refl ections, symbolism and 
wonder. Julie hopes Tense Past will inspire 
audiences to be willing to approach the past 
and look at it from different perspectives.

The exhibition runs till November 3, 
including other late opening night during the 
Dark Mofo festival. Missing or Dead will be 
in bush land on the Queens Domain from June 
14-23.

There were several artists and curator 
talks, and guided tours scheduled between 
June 13-23. On June 10, there was a panel 
discussion with Julie Gough, TMAG senior 
curator of Art Mary Knights, National Gallery 
of Australia senior curator Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander Art Franchesca Cubillo 
and Macquarie University research director 
Professor Joseph.
Koori Mail 
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Hidden history unveiled

Julie Gough.
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Iroel Sanchez

The US State Department has announced 
that anyone requesting a visa to travel to 
the country must submit their social media 
profi les, email addresses, and telephone 
numbers used in the last fi ve years.

Are you thinking about travelling to the 
United States at some point? Well, you better 
think twice when expressing yourself on the 
Internet, posting, sharing, or giving a “like” on 
social media, sending an email or a WhatsApp 
message.

The US State Department has announced 
that, beginning this month, anyone requesting 
a visa must submit their social media profi les, 
their email addresses, and telephone numbers 
they have used in the last fi ve years. Obviously, 
passwords are not requested, since the govern-
ment doesn’t need them, having free, back 
door access to the servers of the US companies 
involved.

So, if you’re thinking about travelling to 
the US – wherever you live, wherever you 
were born, whatever you think – you are 
obliged to hand over the US government every-
thing you have done and said on the Internet in 
the last fi ve years. Of course, this information 
will be processed by powerful computers with 
algorithms to determine not only if you are 
likely to throw a Molotov cocktail at the White 
House, but to know all about your family his-
tory, friends, and personal life.

But there’s more! What’s worse is that a 
good portion of the planet’s inhabitants are 
going to think twice about expressing them-
selves. At least those among the 4.4 billion who 
use the Internet, who are in fact those who tend 
to travel, vote in elections, make purchases and 
socialise online. Those thinking about entering 
US territory are going to consider limiting their 
political expression on the Internet, and some, 
millions, may be tempted to forego criticism 
and concentrate on praise.

Political expression in general is not being 
limited, but rather any type that may irritate 
the government issuing visas; the government 
whose policies are in fact the most universally 
denounced; the government of the country 
which with its economic power and extraordi-
narily infl uential cultural industry attracts the 
most immigrants and visitors.

It is a shame that an ideal space for the 
exchange of knowledge, for political partic-
ipation as equals, for the facilitation of eco-
nomic transactions and social interaction, could 
become history’s most far reaching instrument 
of censure, given its increasing concentration 
in few hands.

It has not been enough for the United 
States to access the servers of the principal 
Internet companies; to attack its adversaries’ 
key infrastructures using global electronic 
networks, as is the case with Venezuela and 
Iran; violate the rules of free trade, as with the 
Chinese company Huawei; to incite subver-
sive behaviour on social media to overthrow 
governments not of its liking; in addition to 
constructing false leaders, converting the most 
obvious lies into truths by repeating them end-
lessly; and viciously persecuting those who 
use the Internet to disseminate uncomfortable 
information – remember Snowden and Assange 
– and even provoke suicide in those who, like 
Aaron Swartz, advocate a truly democratic 
internet, at the service of all.

And let us not only blame Trump. 
Remember that Hillary Clinton’s innovation 
director at the State Department, Alec Ross, 
jokingly said that the Internet was the 21st 
century’s Che Guevara, while his boss used 
Twitter to provoke a rebellion in Iran, where, 
according to Business Week, only one percent 
of the protesters participating in the events 

were tweeting from inside the country, and 
“a gay girl in Damascus,” later known to be 
a student from the United States in Scotland, 
used her blog to amplify the happenings in the 
corporate media to help create a climate con-
ducive to unleashing the humanitarian crisis 
that Syria has faced in the name of freedom of 
expression.

Today we know that Ross, according to the 
magazine Foreign Policy, trained Libyan and 
Syrian “rebels” in the use of information tech-
nology and telecommunications.

If Hitler’s propagandist Joseph Goebbels 
said that a lie repeated many times can become 
true, let us consider how many times BBC has 
repeated lines like those saying that Cubans 
are practically killing each other to buy a pig’s 
tongue and that police are supervising lines 
with “high-calibre” weapons.

It has not been enough to have droves of 
paid trolls – plus the fools who join them vol-
untarily – fi lling social media with bald-faced 
lies. They are also busy lynching poets, musi-
cians, and actors – as in Hitler’s era – who 
oppose US attacks on Cuba and Venezuela. 
The machine that feeds virtual harassment and 
extremism has managed to send Venezuelan 
youth into the streets capable of burning some-
one alive for the crime of “appearing” to be a 
Chávista, and encouraging inhumane behav-
iour in Cuba, like fi lming the agony of accident 
victims, to be posted later on the Internet.

If not with repeated lies and the promo-
tion of conditioned refl exes, how was it pos-
sible to convert a signifi cant portion of the 
German people – one of the world’s most liter-
ate populations, heir to humanist geniuses like 
Beethoven and Goethe – into fanatic supporters 
of the extermination of other peoples?

Lying affects knowledge; conditioned 
refl exes affect the ability to think. And it is not 
the same to be misinformed, as to have lost the 
ability to think, because in your mind, refl exes 
predominate: Socialism is bad, socialism is 
bad, Fidel noted in his celebrated dialogue with 
Ignacio Ramonet, before Donald Trump would 
illustrate from the podium of the UN General 
Assembly and in the White House, what the 
Comandante was explaining.

While it is true that silence, and delays 
in reporting, make the dissemination of lies 
easier, also responsible is our predisposition 
to react more emotionally than rationally to 
the fi rst person repeating a piece of fake news, 
since conditioned responses can outweigh an 
analysis of how, by whom, and why something 
is being said, and whose interests are being 
advanced. Critical thinking, and a culture of 
resisting efforts to deceive us, are key to sepa-
rating the chaff from the wheat, in the face of a 
massive tangle of confusing messages.

It is interesting to note that, beyond polit-
ical systems, all countries that have long 
resisted US hegemony, with the exception of 
Cuba, all have their own language, a critical 
mass demographically, and a millenary cul-
ture. It is usually attributed to Goebbels, pre-
cisely, and to another fascist, Herman Goering, 
a phrase that actually has its origin in a theatri-
cal work applauded by Hitler himself: “When I 
hear the word culture, I reach for a gun”.

Fidel expressed the exact opposite when he 
said, “Without culture, no freedom is possible,” 
and he promoted all means to expand knowl-
edge and democratise access to culture in the 
broadest sense.

Digital totalitarianism, to which the owners 
of our internet footprints seek to lead the world, 

with the United States in the lead, requires a 
process meant to maintain massive ignorance, 
to cultivate insensitivity and absolute de-polit-
icisation. Only with the fostering of a culture of 
solidarity, humanism, and knowledge of how 
these mechanisms operate, that allows us to use 
these technologies without being used by them, 
can we young and small peoples survive, at the 
gates of the new Reich.

In context
Via videoconference from Moscow, the 

former US systems analyst Edward Snowden 
denounced US government efforts to monopo-
lise and militarise innovations in the fi eld of 
telecommunications, taking advantage of the 
natural human desire to communicate and 
exploiting it to attain unlimited power.

“It’s through the use of new platforms 
and algorithms that are built on and around 
these capabilities that they are able to shift our 
behaviour. In some cases, they are able to pre-
dict our decisions and also nudge them to dif-
ferent outcomes,” Snowden said, arguing that 
modern militarised technology, with the help of 
social media and corporate giants, is allowing 
governments to become “almighty” given the 
magnitude of their ability to monitor, analyse 
and infl uence the behaviour of people.

Snowden believes that the human need to 
feel part of a social group is being exploited, 
as Internet users voluntarily consent to provide 
their private personal data, signing carefully 
written agreements that almost no one reads.
Granma 
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“Without culture, 
no freedom is possible” Fidel.

Digital totalitarianism?
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BRITAIN: Recent research projects seek to 
re-examine the role of women during the 
1984-5 miners’ strike by focusing on fact 
rather than prevailing formulaic imagery 
created by the media at the time. Lynne 
Walsh reports:
There are couple of lines in Mal Finch’s 
great song, Women of the Working Class: 
“In fi ghting for our future we found ways 
to organise. Where Women’s Liberation 
failed to move, this strike has mobilised.”

The strike in question was, of course, the 
Miners’ Strike of 1984-85. Some of the women 
in question were groups up and down the 
country, part of Women Against Pit Closures 
(WAPC). The mention of Women’s Lib, 
though, is a lot trickier to pin down. The move-
ment had already been demonised, not only in 
the tabloid press, but in working men’s clubs, 
workplaces and, hush-hush, even trade unions.

Spurious tales of bra-burning were rife, the 
strike for equal pay at Ford’s Dagenham plant 
had ruffl ed feathers, and there was a female 
prime minister in No 10.

Three self-defined feminist researchers 
decided recently to look at one aspect of this 
febrile time, conducting an oral history project 
with more than 100 of the WAPC women. Dr 
Florence Sutcliffe-Braithwaite and Dr Victoria 
Dawson, both of the University College 
London (UCL) and Dr Natalie Thomlinson 
of the University of Reading, reported on 
“Women and Feminism in the Miners’ Strike” 
as part of UCL’s Festival of Culture.

Sutcliffe-Braithwaite said the idea for their 
work came to them in 2015, when they heard 
“claims about valiant women caught up in a 
feminist transformation.”

She reported that “The idea that WAPC 
represented a working class feminist move-
ment is problematic.”

Some of the researchers’ interviews focus 
on the most visible part of the women’s sup-
port, when mountains of food were prepared. 
Many of us will remember the TV coverage of 
that year, when we witnessed two powerful sets 
of images: the men, on picket lines, in confron-
tations with police, and the women, counting 
tins, or dishing out meals to hungry children.

The media’s formulaic approach helped to 
cement a view, then and now, that the men had 
taken heroic action and the womenfolk con-
centrated on keeping the home-fi res burning 
– even if they had to break up their dressing 
table for fuel. There is precious little footage of 
female pickets. There is even less of the men 
who kept house while the women worked.

This project has captured some vibrant 
memories, always a worthy endeavour. 
Interviewee Christine Bell speaks of their 
women’s group getting together: “We met in 
one house, so we only had to light one fi re.”

Pat Smith, setting up a WAPC unit in 
Dinnington, said they were not welcomed by 
the NUM lodge at fi rst. Her husband Dave 
said: “I advised them to ‘picket’ the meeting!”

In scenes reminiscent of the superb 1954 
fi lm Salt of the Earth (made by blacklisted 
writers and actors in the US; the story of a zinc 

mine in New Mexico where the women take to 
the picket lines when their men are arrested) 
the women in 1984 addressed the all-male 
meeting.

Speaking in public was a huge feature 
of the women’s support work, and Sutcliffe-
Braithwaite reported: “A trope that came up 
again and again was that this transformed their 
sense of confi dence. They became very confi -
dent and enjoyed their new-found freedom.”

True for some, though surely not for the 
likes of Roni Chapman, not only a librar-
ian at Coal House (the National Coal Board’s 
regional HQ) but also a Doncaster councillor. 
She speaks eloquently in the short fi lm made 
by the project team.

Some of the older women had lived 
through the 1972 and 1974 strikes, both last-
ing only weeks, and Sutcliffe-Braithwaite 
concedes that these were formative. “If those 
strikes had been longer, there may have been 
women’s groups in the same way as in 84-85.”

This seems to miss a fundamental factor 
in mining communities’ psyche at the time. 
That ’74 strike had brought down a Tory gov-
ernment. A decade later, working class areas 
had weathered more than fi ve hard years under 
Thatcher. I interviewed, and chatted with many 
women in miners’ support groups; they were 
keen to defeat another Conservative govern-
ment and its leader.

One young mother in the village of 
Glyneath summed it up, in 1984: “I can stir 
the cawl [stew] with one hand, and feed the 
baby with the other – and just because I’ve got 
my hands full, doesn’t mean I can’t take this 
chance to get rid of that cow.”

It may well have seemed, to outsiders, that 
women were constrained by domesticity. Many 
were, but that didn’t mean there was no time to 
meet, discuss and plan. WAPC was a political 
organisation, with a strategy to overthrow the 
establishment. Women who seized that oppor-
tunity during the strike found other chances.

By 1984, hoards of women had already 
spent time at the Greenham Common Women’s 
Peace Camp, some of the Welsh sisters from as 
early as September 1981.

For others, there had been countless 
actions in their own communities, often strug-
gling to get local authority attention and fund-
ing for neglected areas. Sutcliffe-Braithwaite 
said: “We wanted to see if they had experience 
[of activism], and there were sometimes small 
things, such as agitating for a new crossing out-
side a school. Perhaps we wrongly see those as 
small things.”

That’s a point made well in the work of 
Jean Spence and Carol Stephenson.

Female Involvement in the Miners’ Strike 
1984-1985: Trajectories of Activism points to 
a stereotypical assumption that women moved 
from a kind of passivity and domesticity to 
politicisation – and then probably returned to 
the kitchen.

They pierced that stereotype: “This depic-
tion is based on a masculinist view which sees 
political action as organisationally based and 
which fails to recognise the importance of 
small scale and emotional political work which 

women did and continue to undertake within 
their communities.

“In reality, many women were politically 
active and aware prior to the dispute though 
not necessarily in a traditional sense. Women’s 
activism is characterised by continuity: those 
women who have maintained activism were 
likely to have been socially and/or politically 
active prior to the dispute.”

It seems an interesting enough oral his-
tory project, to ask the WAPC if they defi ned 
themselves as feminists. Some said they were 
in favour of equality between the sexes, though 
not positive discrimination, some expressed 
irritation that they were depicted in the media 
as women’s libbers, some viewed feminists as 
men-haters.

Does this project add to the public’s under-
standing of what motivated Women Against Pit 

Closures? Is there some media-formulated ver-
sion of a fairy tale, where housewives became 
radicalised, and rallied in support of their men, 
without having a desire to declare themselves 
feminists?

Or does the problem lie in asking women 
to choose a label?

I’ve known plenty of these women; many 
would say they were too busy fi ghting capital-
ism to have a go at the patriarchy. If research-
ers asked them if they were class warriors, now 
that would tell a different tale.

The chorus of the Women of the Working 
Class song says: “United by the struggle, 
United by the past.”

In the old mining communities, the present 
struggle and the fi ght for a better future is 
always informed by the past, isn’t it?
Morning star 

Women and 
the miners’ strike
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History repeats itself. Indeed, those who 
live by war are at it again. Their crime: 
starting illegal wars by committing false 
fl ag attacks and blaming other countries 
for their own criminal acts. On this, the 
Donald Trump-John Bolton duo is just like 
the George W Bush-Dick Cheney duo. It 
is amazing that in an era of 24-hour news, 
this could still be going on.

We recall that in 2002-2003, the latter duo, 
with the help of UK’s Tony Blair, lied their 
way into a war of aggression against Iraq, by 
pretending that Saddam Hussein had a mas-
sive stockpile of “weapons of mass destruc-
tion” and that he was ready to attack the United 
States proper. On October 6, 2002, George W 
Bush scared Americans with his big Mushroom 
Cloud analogy. It was all bogus. It was a pure 
fabrication that the gullible (!) US Congress, 
the corporate media, and most of the American 
public, swallowed hook, line and sinker.

Now, in 2019, a short 16 years later, the 
same stratagem seems to be used to start 
another illegal war of aggression, this time 
against the country of Iran. The masters of 
deception are at it again. Their secret agents 
and those of their Israeli and Saudi allies, in 
the Middle East, seem to have just launched 
an unprovoked attack, in international waters, 
against a Japanese tanker, and they have rushed 
to the cameras to accuse Iran. They claim that 
the latter country used mines to attack the 
tanker.

This time, they were unlucky. The owner of 
the Japanese tanker, the Kokuka Courageous, 
immediately rebuked that “official” ver-
sion. Yutaka Katada, president of the Kokuka 
Sangyo shipping company, declared that the 
attack came from a bombing from above the 
water. Indeed, Katada told reporters:

“The crew are saying it was hit with a 
fl ying object. They say something came fl ying 
toward them, then there was an explosion, then 
there was a hole in the vessel.”

His company issued a statement saying 
that “the hull (of the ship) has been breached 
above the waterline on the starboard side”, and 
it was not hit by a mine below the waterline, 
as the Trump administration has insinuated. 
[NB: There was also a less serious attack on a 
Norwegian ship, the Front Altair.]

Thus, this time the false fl ag makers have 
not succeeded. But, you can be sure that 
they will be back at it, sooner or later, just as 
they, and their well fi nanced Al-Qaeda allies, 

launched a few false fl ag “chemical” attacks 
in Syria, and blamed them on the Syrian Assad 
government.

Donald Trump has too much to gain per-
sonally from a nice little war to distract the 
media and the public from the Mueller report 
and from all his mounting political problems. 
In his case, he surely would benefi t from a 
“wag-the-dog” scenario that John Bolton and 
his friends in the Middle East could easily 
invent. 

As a matter of fact, two weeks ago, war-
monger John Bolton was coincidently in the 
Middle East, in the United Arab Emirates, just 
before the attacks!

Besides the Japanese ship owner’s denial, 
it is important to point out that at the moment 
of the attack on the Japanese tanker, the 
Japanese Prime Minister, Shinzo Abe, was in 
Iran, having talks with the Iranian government 
about economic cooperation between the two 
countries about oil shipments. 

Since Iran is the victim of unilateral US 
economic sanctions, to derail such an eco-
nomic cooperation between Japan and Iran 
could have been the triggered motivation to 
launch a false fl ag operation. It did not work. 
But you can be sure that the responsible party 
will not be prosecuted.
globalresearch.ca 

Lies to start illegal wars

International

Welcome to 
Trump Heights

One country, 
two systems

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu was accused of a 
public relations stunt as he inau-
gurated a future settlement in the 
occupied Golan Heights named 
after President Donald Trump 
this past weekend.

Netanyahu announced his inten-
tion to establish the settlement as he 
unveiled a “Trump Heights” sign at 
a potential site. It follows Trump’s 
decision to recognise Israeli sov-
ereignty over the Syrian territory, 
stolen by Tel Aviv following the 
1967 Six Day War, known as the 
Golan Heights.

“We’re going to establish a 
new community, something that 
hasn’t happened in many years, 
and in honour of President Donald 
Trump,” Netanyahu said.

Opposition parliamentarian Zvi 
Hauser of the Blue and White alli-
ance dismissed the inauguration as 
a PR stunt.

“Anyone who reads the fi ne 
print in this ‘historic’ decision will 
understand that this is nothing more 
than a nonbinding, fake policy,” he 
said.

“There is no budgeting, no plan-
ning, no location for a settlement, 

and there is no binding decision to 
implement the project. But at least 
they insisted on a name for the 
settlement.”

Netanyahu presides over a tem-
porary administration after he failed 
to establish a coalition govern-
ment after April’s general election. 
His government cannot offi cially 
approve the settlement.

Fresh elections will be held on 
September 17.
Morning Star 

Protesters continue to rally in 
Hong Kong demanding the spe-
cial administrative region drop 
a proposed law that would allow 
the extradition of suspects to the 
rest of China on a case-by-case 
basis. The demonstrations are also 
calling for the resignation of the 
territory’s Chief Executive Carrie 
Lam.

Hong Kong authorities have 
paused implementation of the 
law because of the giant protests. 
Organisers say they are opposed to 
the law because it is a threat to the 
“one country, two systems” policy 
agreed to when Hong Kong was 
returned to China in 1997 after 155 
years of British colonial rule. They 
say that the law would allow main-
land authorities to target political 
opponents and use the law to extra-
dite them out of Hong Kong.

A key protest organiser is the 
Civil Human Rights Front, which 
lists the US National Endowment 
for Democracy-funded Hong Kong 
Human Rights Movement among its 
constituent organisations.

Currently, Hong Kong lacks an 
extradition arrangement with China, 
and authorities say this allows 
Chinese criminals to fl ee to the 
city and avoid justice. China Daily 
journalist Ian Goodrum argues that 
“there’s [currently] no legal way 
to prevent criminals in other parts 
of China from escaping charges by 
fl eeing to Hong Kong.” He says, “It 
would be like Louisiana – which, 
you’ll remember, has a unique jus-
tice system – refusing to send fugi-
tives to Texas or California for 
crimes committed in those states.”

Hong Kong only has extradi-
tion arrangements with 20 states, 
not including the rest of China, its 
fellow special administrative region 
Macao, or Taiwan. Supporters of the 
law, such as Chinese commentator 
Zhong Xiangyu, have pointed out 
that Taiwan is currently unable to 
bring to trial a Hong Kong citizen 
wanted for the murder of his preg-
nant girlfriend because of the lack 
of an extradition treaty between the 
two jurisdictions.
Morning Star 

Death in a cage
Ye Gods, how brave was our 
response to the outrageous death-
in-a-cage of Mohamed Morsi. It is 
perhaps a little tiresome to repeat 
all the words of regret and mourn-
ing, of revulsion and horror, of 
eardrum-busting condemnation 
pouring forth about the death of 
Egypt’s only elected president in 
his Cairo courtroom this week. 
From Downing Street and from the 
White House, from the German 
Chancellery to the Elysee – and 
let us not forget the Berlaymont 
– statesmen and women did them-
selves proud.

For it was absolutely non-exist-
ent: zilch; silence; not a mutter; not 
a bird’s twitter – or a mad presi-
dent’s Twitter, for that matter – or 
even the most casual, offhand word 
of regret. Those who claim to rep-
resent us were mute, speechless, as 
sound-proofed as Morsi was in his 

courtroom cage and as silent as he is 
now in his Cairo grave.

It was as if Morsi never lived, 
as if his few months in power never 
existed – which is pretty much what 
Abdul Fattah al-Sisi, his nemesis and 
ex-jailer, wants the history books to 
say.

So three cheers again for our 
parliamentary democracies, which 
always speak with one voice about 
tyranny. Save for the old UN donkey 
and a few well-known bastions of 
freedom – Turkey, Malaysia, Qatar, 
Hamas, the Muslim Brotherhood-
in-exile and all the usual suspects 
– Morsi’s memory and his final 
moments were as if they had never 
been. Crispin Blunt alone has tried 
to keep Britain’s conscience alive. So 
has brave little Tunisia. Much good 
will it do.

Yes, it’s true that Morsi was a 
second-choice president – the man 

the Brotherhood originally chose was 
barred from standing on a technicality 
– and it’s correct to say that Morsi’s 
near-year in power was also second-
rate, uninspiring, disappointing, occa-
sionally violent and tinged by a little 
dictatorial ambition of his own.

It’s instructive to note how dif-
ferently Morsi was treated after 
the coup d’etat that destroyed him. 
Banged up in solitary, unable to talk 
to his own family, deprived of med-
ical help; just compare that to the 
comfort in which his predecessor 
Hosni Mubarak lived after his own 
dethronement – the constant hospi-
tal treatment, family visits, public 
expressions of sympathy and even a 
press interview. Morsi’s last words, 
defending his status as the still 
existing president of Egypt, were 
mechanically muffl ed by the sound-
proof cage.
Information Clearing House 
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Mick Mulvaney, a millionaire who is 
President Trump’s acting chief of staff and 
director of the Offi ce of Management and 
Budget, awarded himself another job last 
week: Spokesman for labour. Referring to 
the proposed new NAFTA (North American 
Free Trade Agreement) he told the Wall 
Street Journal, “We know that labour sup-
ports it.”

That, right there, is the problem with 
NAFTA, old and new. One percenters like 
Mulvaney, self-dealing corporate honchos and 
fancy-pants corporate lobbyists negotiated the 
deals. Those fat cats claimed they spoke for 
labour. But when they opened their mouths, 
only the word profi t emerged.

They didn’t give a damn about jobs or 
wages or workers’ welfare. The ravages 
NAFTA infl icted on the non-rich prove that. 
The proposed new NAFTA is barely different. 
Mulvaney, though he tried to usurp labour’s 
voice, is far from labour’s mouthpiece. Labour 
speaks for itself. And it is railing against 
NAFTA, old and new.

The United Steelworkers (USW) union 
opposed NAFTA from the outset and even 
fi led suit in an attempt to prevent it from taking 
effect. Like 1992 independent presidential can-
didate Ross Perot, the union knew NAFTA 
was a giant vacuum that would suck American 
and Canadian factories and jobs to south of 
the Mexican border, where wages were, and 
remain, untenably low and environmental laws 
unenforced.

In the quarter century under NAFTA, 
more than one million American jobs were 
lost, US wages stagnated and US trade defi -
cits with Mexico increased. That one million 
is a 2013 number and does not include untold 
thousands of US jobs lost more recently at the 
likes of Carrier furnace, UTC electronics and 
Rexnord bearings factories, all in Indiana, and 
General Motors’ Lordstown assembly plant in 
Ohio. Rexnord told its 350 Indianapolis work-
ers they could keep their jobs if they’d work 
for Mexican wages – that is, for less than US 
minimum wage.

That’s what NAFTA did: It pitted US and 
Canadian workers earning family-supportive 
wages against Mexican workers subsisting on 
pathetic pay and mostly denied the right to 
form independent labour unions that would 
help raise those wages. At the same time, 
NAFTA displaced two million Mexican family 
farmers as US agricultural products, some-
times subsidized, fl owed tariff-free south of the 
border. Workers in all three countries suffered.

Corporations like Carrier and Rexnord 
that had perfectly profi table factories in the 
United States, ginned up revenues by moving 
to Mexico and paying workers there a pittance. 
The minimum wage in Mexico is $5.10 a day 
– yes, a day – for most workers and $8.79 a 
day for those in factories near the US border. 
Corporations also profi ted by skipping off 
to a country that turned a blind eye toward 
pollution.

The promise was that a new NAFTA would 
fi x all that, disengaging the vacuum that pulled 
factories south and upgrading environmental 
enforcement.

Some of the new provisions seem, on the 
surface, like they could help. The proposed 
deal requires that workers earning an average 
of $16 an hour produce 40 percent of car and 
truck parts by 2023 to get tariff-free treatment. 
There is some evidence, however, that this 
requirement may already have been met.

And the auto companies have refused to 
release data to support the claim this would be 
an important provision. It may help retain jobs 
in higher wage countries like the United States 
and Canada but is unlikely to increase wages or 
move jobs there.

In addition, under the proposed new deal, 
to be tariff-free, 75 percent of vehicle compo-
nents would have to be produced in one of the 
three countries. 

That’s signifi cantly higher than the current 
62.5 percent and would reduce importation of 
parts from countries that illegally subsidise 
their industries like China. But a good portion 
of the jobs that might result will probably be 
created in Mexico.

Also, while these changes may help autow-
orkers, they do nothing for furnace workers 
and those in a multitude of other industries.

More significant to preventing a new 
NAFTA from failing workers like the old 
NAFTA would be enforcement of Mexico’s 
new labour laws. As it is now, labour unions in 
Mexico frequently are fakes, created and con-
trolled by corporations.

The new laws, passed in April, empower 
Mexicans to form their own worker-control-
led labour unions that could negotiate for 
higher wages and exercise the right to strike 
without workers suffering violent attacks by 
authorities.

Realistically, however, free unions aren’t 
going to pop up overnight in hundreds of thou-
sands of Mexican workplaces. Unions must be 
formed, voted in and certifi ed, then would have 
to successfully negotiate labour agreements at 
factories where owners will dig in their heels 
to remain in control.

For workers to get real unions and labour 
agreements, the Mexican government will 
have to actively assure workers’ rights. But 
right now, Mexico has no budget for imple-
mentation and has not even started to hire the 
hundreds of judges and inspectors that the 
new law requires or to review some 700,000 
current labour agreements to determine their 
validity.

The structure to eliminate fake unions 
and certify worker-controlled organisations is 
supposed to be phased in over four years, but 
corporatists and other opponents already are 
attempting to thwart the labour reforms with 
lawsuits and other actions. For Mexican work-
ers, nothing has changed.

Based on the long history of labour sup-
pression in Mexico, organised labour in 
Canada and the United States legitimately 
fears free unions won’t emerge in Mexico 
without swift and certain enforcement 
mechanisms written into the text of the new 
NAFTA.

Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi said it 
best: “If you don’t have enforcement, you’re 
just having NAFTA again with sprinkles on 
top.”

Bad experience jaundiced labour toward 
ethereal enforcement – that is, enforcement 
based on nothing but sleight of hand and empty 
promises. 

In 2008, the AFL-CIO and six Guatemalan 
trade unions filed a formal complaint that 
Guatemala had failed to enforce its labour laws 
as required by the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement, known as CAFTA and similar to 
NAFTA.

The allegations included that Guatemala 
failed to register unions, neglected to imple-
ment minimum wage regulations and refused 
to investigate or prosecute violence against 
trade unionists, including murders intended to 
intimidate workers.

Nine years later, after inquiries, failed set-
tlements and formation of a CAFTA arbitration 
panel, next to nothing was done. Particularly 
galling was the offi cial US position that the 
assault and murder of Guatemalan trade 
unionists was a domestic criminal matter, not 
an issue to be resolved by CAFTA labour law 
requirements.

Mechanisms embedded in trade deals to 
enforce labour provisions are crucial. But, 
ultimately, labour needs trade deals negoti-
ated with workers at the table from the start to 
ensure that human well-being is the priority, 
not assuaging one percenter greed.
People’s World 

International

NAFTA old and new
Deals by the rich for the rich

Trump’s “deal of the century”
Steve Sweeney

Palestinians are preparing for a 
“popular uprising” in protest at 
US President Donald Trump’s so-
called “deal of the century” which 
is set to be unveiled at a Bahrain 
conference later this month.

Demonstrations will take place 
as the US-led gathering discusses 
the fi rst part of Washington’s “peace 
plan.” It will be presented by 
Trump’s son-in-law Jared Kushner 
in Manama on June 25-26.

The controversial proposals 
have already been rejected by the 
Palestinian Liberation Organization 

(PLO). It called for a global boy-
cott of the event which it views as 
a platform to sell out Palestinian 
rights.

It said the so-called “deal of the 
century” would “enforce the Israeli 
occupation and erase the national and 
legal rights of the Palestinian people.”

Details of the deal are not 
known at this stage. It is believed to 
involve planned investment in the 
West Bank and Gaza in exchange 
for Palestinians giving up certain 
rights and historical claims.

Last week’s gathering in the 
West Bank city of el-Bireh brought 
together representatives of the PLO 

factions along with Palestinian civil 
society organisations and independ-
ent fi gures.

They called for the “popu-
lar uprising” to coincide with 
the US-led conference and urged 
Palestinians to join “action to foil 
the ‘deal of the century’ and its eco-
nomic aspect, and voice their rejec-
tion of all American policies.”

PLO spokesman Wasel Abu 
Yusef reiterated the call for Arab 
nations to boycott the confer-
ence insisting “the rights of the 
Palestinian people can’t be traded 
for money.”

The PLO’s Tayseer Khaled also 

said there was a need to change 
the rules of engagement with 
Washington and Tel Aviv.

He called for a “comprehen-
sive national revolt” against Israel 
and warned of “the big changes in 
the policy of the US administration 
and its unprecedented and unlimited 
support for Israel’s hostile settle-
ment policy and absolute denial of 
the national rights of the Palestinian 
people.”

The Palestinian Authority is 
considering fi ling a complaint 
with the International Criminal 
Court (ICC) against US ambassa-
dor to Israel David Friedman for 

“jeopardising peace and security 
in the Middle East” with his recent 
“racist” remarks.

Friedman said on Saturday that 
Israel has “the right to retain some, 
but unlikely all, of the West Bank.”

The Palestinian Foreign 
Ministry said: “We are studying 
whether his racist rhetoric is suffi -
cient to fi le a complaint against him 
with the ICC for trying to impose 
his racist visions and threatening 
peace and security in the region, 
as well as exposing the Palestinian 
people to several dangers and 
conspiracies.”
Morning Star 
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Union matters
The Australian Manufacturing 
Workers’ Union Victorian Branch 
strongly condemns any external 
interference in union matters. 
Unions are for members, by mem-
bers, and are not to be used as 
pawns for political clout.

The current media circus sur-
rounding John Setka and the 
CFMMEU is an internal issue 
and should remain as such. His 
tenure as a union leader should be 
decided ONLY by members of the 
CFMMEU, resolved internally and 
afforded procedural fairness, as per 
the CFMMEU constitution, as it is 
the CFMMEU members’ interests 
John represents.

The stance of the Victorian 
Branch of the AMWU is that John 
Setka should remain in his position 

until such a time as the members of 
the CFMMEU decide otherwise.

The AMWU, like the CFMMEU, 
is an inclusive organisation, stand-
ing up for the rights of every member 
and their families on issues such 
as workplace rights, equal human 
rights, domestic violence, occupa-
tional health and safety and mental 
health.

The AMWU Victorian Branch 
wishes to extend our support to John 
and his family in this time and hopes 
that they are given the privacy and 
respect needed to resolve any issues 
they may be currently facing in their 
private lives.

Victorian State Secretary, 
Tony Mavromatis

On behalf of the AMWU 
Victorian Branch Executive

On justice 
and injustice
What the Nazis did to the Jewish 
people and the millions of other 
peoples they oppressed, enslaved 
and murdered was an undeniable 
horrifi c injustice. But this does 
not and never will excuse the fact 
that the policies of the Zionist 
forces and later that of Israeli 
state against the Palestinian 
people led to numerous civilian 

massacres, the destruction of 
many villages and the ethnic 
cleansing of the majority of their 
people from their homeland and is 
also a blatant injustice.

The establishment of the settler 
state of Israel destroyed Palestine. 
The Palestinians were the innocent 
victims of Britain’s and the USA’s 
national interests and their poli-
cies for the region. Their plans were 
greatly helped along by the guilt and 
sympathy people felt towards Jews, 
because of the terrible wrongs com-
mitted on them by the Nazis.

It is a sad pity that the reactions 
by pro-Israeli Jews to mild criticism 
of Israel is to blame the Palestinians 
for their dispossession, displacement, 
loss of 80 percent of their homeland, 
with more land taken each week, 
exile of most their population, the 
occupation and subjugation of the 
rest and the seizure of tens of thou-
sands of homes, farms, fi elds and 
businesses. And Israel’s brutal occu-
pation and settlement construction 
policies have led to ongoing brutal 
repression and gross human and civil 
rights abuses of the Palestinians.

No past injustice against one 
people can justify the displace-
ment, oppression and disposses-
sion of another. In the context of 
the long running confl ict in occu-
pied Palestine the Palestinians are 

the oppressed and the Israelis the 
oppressors and Israel cannot con-
demn or reproach Palestinians when 
they resist the Israeli occupation. The 
Palestinians have every right to resist 
and it is Israel that is culpable and 
should be held responsible for any 
violence, deaths and destruction. 

The UN General Assembly 
Resolution 194 of 11 December 
1948, of which paragraph 11, is 
regarded as the most important 
basis on which Palestinian refugees 
from 1948 are entitled to the right to 
return to their homes. It also consti-
tutes the acceptance of responsibil-
ity for a solution to the plight of the 
Palestinian refugees by the interna-
tional community.

While the state of Israel bears the 
blame for the terrible injustice that 
has been infl icted on the Palestinian 
people the various world powers 
who have aided this and the rest 
of world that has allowed this dis-
aster to happen and continue with-
out taking any effective action to 
stop Israel should also be held are 
accountable.

The Palestinian people bore no 
responsibility for the tragedy that 
befell the European Jews and they 
should not have to suffer because 
of it. After 70 years of indifference 
to the misery and callous crimes 
committed against Palestinians the 

defenders of Israel should stop their 
selective compassion and acknowl-
edge the appalling catastrophe Israel 
has inflicted on the Palestinian 
people.

Like all peoples, the Palestinians 
deserve justice, respect and restora-
tion of their national, civil, cultural 
and other inalienable rights. The 
world community has a very long 
overdue moral responsibility to make 
a just solution to the Palestine prob-
lem possible and bring an end to the 
suffering of the Palestinian people.

“We came here to a country that 
was populated by Arabs, and we are 
building here a Hebrew, Jewish state. 
Instead of Arab villages, Jewish vil-
lages were established. You do not 
even know the names of these vil-
lages and I do not blame you, 
because these geography books no 
longer exist. Not only the books, but 
also the villages do not exist. Nahalal 
was established in place of Mahalul, 
Gevat in place of Jibta, Sarid in the 
place of Hanifas and Kafr Yehoushua 
in the place of Tel Shamam. There is 
not a single settlement that was not 
established in the place of a former 
Arab village.” Moshe Dayan, Israeli 
General (The Hidden History of 
Zionism, Veritas Press 1988).

Steven Katsineris,
Vic

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Pepe Escobar

The US ban on Huawei is pushing it to 
develop alternative systems that may rival 
Google and Android.
Google cuts Huawei off Android; so 
Huawei may migrate to Aurora. Call it 
mobile Eurasia integration; the evolving 
Russia-China strategic partnership may be 
on the verge of spawning its own operating 
system – and that is not a metaphor.

Aurora is a mobile operating system cur-
rently developed by Russian Open Mobile 
Platform, based in Moscow. It is based on the 
Sailfi sh operating system, designed by Finnish 
technology company Jolla, which featured a 
batch of Russians in the development team. 
Quite a few top coders at Google and Apple 
also come from the former USSR – exponents 
of a brilliant scientifi c academy tradition.

In 2014, Russian entrepreneur Grigory 
Berezkin started co-owning Jolla, and from 
2016 his Mobile Platform company started 
developing a Russian version of the operating 
system. In 2018, Rostelecom, a state company, 
bought a 75 percent share in Open Mobile 
Platform.

Ahead of the St Petersburg International 
Economic Forum last week, Huawei chair-
man Guo Ping discussed the possibility of 
adopting Aurora with Russian minister of 
digital development and communications, 
Konstantin Noskov. According to Guo, 
“China is already testing devices with the 
Aurora pre-installed.”

In Moscow, before moving to St 
Petersburg, Presidents Putin and Xi Jinping 
discussed multiple possible deals; and these 
include Huawei-Aurora, as well as where to 
locate some of Huawei’s production lines in 
Russia.

Google, here we come
Aurora could be regarded as part of 

Huawei’s fast-evolving Plan B. Huawei is 
now turbo-charging the development and 
implementation of its own operating system, 
HongMeng, a process that started no less than 
seven years ago. Most of the work on an oper-
ating system is writing drivers and APIs (appli-
cation programming interfaces). Huawei would 
be able to integrate their code to the Russian 
system in no time.

HongMeng, for its part, is a key project 
of Huawei 2012 Laboratories, the innovation, 

research and technological development arm of 
the Shenzhen colossus.

No Google? Who cares? Tencent, Xiaomi, 
Vivo and Oppo are already testing the 
HongMeng operating system, as part of a batch 
of one million devices already distributed.

HongMeng’s launch is still a closely 
guarded secret by Huawei, but according to 
CEO Richard Yu, it could happen even before 
the end of 2019 for the Chinese market, run-
ning on smartphones, computers, TVs and cars. 
HongMeng is rumoured to be 60 percent faster 
than Android.

The HongMeng system may also harbour 
functions dedicated to security and protection 
of users’ data. That’s what’s scaring Google the 
most; Huawei developing a software impen-
etrable to hacking attempts. Google is actively 
lobbying the Trump administration to add 
another reprieve – or even abandon the Huawei 
ban altogether.

By now it’s clear Team Trump has decided 
to wield a trade war as a geopolitical and 

geoeconomic weapon. They may have not 
calculated that other Chinese producers have 
the power to swing markets. Xiaomi, Oppo 
and Vivo, for instance, are not (yet) banned in 
the US market, and combined they sell more 
than Samsung. They could decide to move to 
Huawei’s operating system in no time.

By the end of August, probably at an 
industry fair in Berlin, Huawei should be 
announcing its new chip Kirin 985. And 
by September the fi rst Huawei smartphone 
equipped with HongMeng could be hitting 
the market.

Google bought Android in 2005. Android 
is based on Linux, a free software operating 
system. There are already similar and better 
free software systems on the market, such as 
Lineage, which has a version adapted to at 
least two Huawei models, the P20 Pro and the 
Honour View 10.

The existence of Lineage operating system 
is proof that Huawei is not facing a lot of hur-
dles developing HongMeng – which will be 

compatible with all Android apps. There would 
be no problem to adopt Aurora as well. Huawei 
will certainly open is own app store to compete 
with Google Play.

The next step for Huawei and other pro-
ducers is to go for Made in China processing 
and memory chips, breaking the strangle-
hold by Intel, Qualcomm, Broadcom, Micron 
Technology, Western Digital and the British 
ARM.

And then there’s the Holy Grail: 5G. 
Huawei founder Ren Zhengfei has repeat-
edly stressed that what really matters is 
how advanced Huawei is compared to the 
competition.

Total tech war is in full effect. Huawei 
may face a very hard spell ahead. But at the 
end of a long and winding road there may be 
a sweet, unbeatable prize; prevailing over 
Google, Cisco, Microsoft, Qualcomm, and 
all that with invaluable help from the Trump 
administration.
globalresearch.ca 

Say Hello
The Russia-China Mobile Operating System
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IRELAND: Last month we saw the larg-
est housing demonstration in Dublin so 
far, under the banner of Raise the Roof, 
as more than 20,000 citizens took to the 
streets.

This campaign, launched by the Irish 
Confederation of Trade Unions, is going from 
strength to strength as the trade union move-
ment takes the lead, uniting with commu-
nity activists and various political groups to 
demand public housing for our people and for 
the right to housing to be guaranteed in the 
Constitution of Ireland.

The large numbers on the march clearly 
demonstrate the importance of the trade union 
movement being in the forefront of the cam-
paign and involved in the solution to the hous-
ing emergency.

Within the ranks of broadly based cam-
paigns such as this there will always be 
individuals or groups who insinuate them-
selves with the sole purpose of lessening the 
demands to something that the establishment 
is willing to concede. Despite this, speaker 
after speaker at the demonstration demanded 
that the state build public housing, and stop 
paying subsidies to private landlords and 
property speculators.

The fact of the matter is that the provision 
of a home, even at market value, costs half 

what private landlords are subsidised for doing. 
We must go much further than the state buying 
houses off property developers at inflated 
prices: we need not only to “raise the roof ” and 
draw attention to the housing crisis but to raise 
the demands to a permanent solution.

We need publicly built and publicly owned 
homes, on public land. This removes the profi t 
element of fi nanciers, solicitors, estate agents, 
architects and builders from the cost of sup-
plying a home. It makes no sense to involve 
the private sector in the equation, whose sole 
purpose is to extract profi t from the provision 
of homes, resulting in fewer homes.

The next barrier that needs to be removed 
is an income-level qualification for public 
housing. For public housing to be taken out of 
the category of accommodation of last resort 
it must be made universally accessible to all 
citizens, no matter what their income. This will 
result in a wide social mix, with residents of 
public housing no longer ghettoised in public-
housing estates, inhabited only by low-income 
families.

At present, income restrictions in Dublin 
impose a maximum earning threshold of 
€35,000 per year for a single person and 
€42,000 for a couple with children, with an 
average 15 per cent lower outside Dublin.

The next barrier is the narrative that public 
housing is giving people a “free house.” This 
has to be exposed for the lie that it is. It is utter 

nonsense, circulated by the property class in 
their own interests.

In 2017, public-housing tenants paid rents 
of €351 million to local authorities. In Dublin, 
the total rent paid to local authorities was €78 
million. Average rent is €272 a month. This 
is income-linked at 15 percent of household 
income, including social welfare payments, 
shift allowance, overtime, bonuses, etc. The 
only income that is exempt is child benefi t, 
charity payments, and fuel allowance. So it is a 
long way off a “free house.”

The lessening of demands comes in the 
form of the “cost-rental model,” which we 
have written at length about in Socialist Voice 
and is now being called for by Raise the Roof. 
The cost of this model comes in at €1,500 a 
month in St Michael’s Estate, which is ridicu-
lous, and unaffordable, and puts the full cost of 
building and maintenance on the tenants, who 
will never actually own the home.

This policy model needs to be dropped. It 
is put out by those who want to see the private 
gravy train of HAP, RAS and subsidies con-
tinue for their class. Under the present system, 
household income would have to be €120,000 
a year to warrant rent levels equal to this. Are 
the councillors who champion this policy going 
to raise the rents of existing tenants, which 
would inevitably happen if this model was 
allowed to slip into the public housing system?

Others who claim to be on the left want 

everything to be “fully costed” and “within 
budget.” The point they are missing is that this 
would be the neo-liberal budget. If the work-
ing people of Ireland are to regain any level of 
equality in their lives, neo-liberalism must be 
smashed, not tinkered with.

If proof was needed, the housing emer-
gency demonstrates the failure of neo-liber-
alism for the ordinary working people of this 
country. Incomes have stagnated; property 
prices have soared, along with rents. The vast 
majority of work is now precarious work, and 
now so too is shelter.

For the fi rst time in our history, private 
rented accommodation is the main form of 
tenure in our cities and towns. At the same 
time, 53 percent of all properties sold last year 
were paid for in cash.

This is the reality of neo-liberalism: the 
widening divide and inequality that is devas-
tating communities. A new super-rich property 
class has emerged, along with the infl ux of 
huge international fi nance corporations coming 
into Ireland to feed off the misery of our people 
who can no longer afford a home.

Profi ts available on rented accommoda-
tion in Ireland are among the highest in the 
world, as the politicians have fulfi lled their 
plan to make Ireland “the best little country in 
the world to do business in” – to benefi t a tiny 
elite, at enormous cost to the rest of us.
Socialist Voice 
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Stephen Lendman

The Gulf of Oman lies east of the Persian 
Gulf and Strait of Hormuz, bordering Iran, 
Oman, and the UAE. It’s close to Saudi 
territory and Pakistan. It’s a potential 
fl ashpoint area because around two-thirds 
of world oil passes through these waters en 
route to world markets. According to Iran’s 
Arabic-language Al-Alam television, last 
week blasts affected two oil tankers in the 
Gulf of Oman.

Initially it was unclear under what fl ags 
the vessels operate. Citing shipping and trade 
sources, Reuters said they’re the Marshal 
Islands-fl agged Front Altair and the Panama-
fl agged Kokuka Courageous.

A statement by Kokuka’s Singapore-based 
BSM Ship Management company said 21 crew 
members abandoned ship following the inci-
dent damaging its hull on the starboard side, 
the vessel “not in any danger of sinking. Its 
cargo of methanol is intact.”

Carrying naphtha, the Front Altair was 
reported “on fi re and adrift,” cause of what 
happened to the Kokuka not explained so far. 
Chartered by Taiwan’s state oil refi ner CBC 
Corporation, the company said it was “sus-
pected (that the vessel was) hit by a torpedo ...”

According to the Tradewinds shipping 
broadsheet, a Norwegian-owned Front Altair
was struck by a torpedo off the UAE coast, no 
further details mentioned.

Pakistani sources reported that distress 
calls were sent by the affected tankers, crews 
aboard evacuated and safe.

The incident reportedly occurred about 70 
nautical miles from the UAE and 14 nautical 
miles from Iran. Press TV said “two oil tank-
ers came under attack by explosions in the Sea 
of Oman.”

Britain’s military-run United Kingdom 
Maritime Trade Operations issued an alert 
related to the incident, urging “extreme cau-
tion” given heightened US/Iran tensions.

All of the above comes after John Bolton 
and Mike Pompeo falsely accused Iran of 
attacking vessels belonging to the UAE and 
Saudi Arabia in early May, as well as striking 
Saudi pumping stations.

Last month, the UAE called incidents 
affecting its vessels part of a “coordinated” 
operation likely carried out by a state actor, 
without directly blaming Iran. Tehran was 
falsely blamed for a rocket hitting Baghdad’s 
Green Zone last month, causing no casualties 
or damage.

What possible benefi t could Iran hope to 
gain by involvement in the above incidents? 
Clearly nothing whatever.

Its ruling authorities want provocations 
avoided – what the US, NATO, Israel, and their 
imperial partners are responsible for time and 
again, not Iran or other sovereign independ-
ent countries seeking peace and stability, not 
confl ict.

It’s unclear how much damage was caused 
to tankers affected by the incident – very pos-
sibly a US or Israeli false fl ag, heightening ten-
sions more than already.

It’s reminiscent of the August 2, 1964 Gulf 
of Tonkin incident, a US-staged false fl ag, initi-
ating full-scale confl ict in Southeast Asia.

At the time, Lyndon Johnson got the war 

against Vietnam he wanted. Congressional 
passage of the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution 
empowered him to take all measures believed 
necessary to repel aggression (that didn’t 
occur) – without formally declaring war.

Incidents in May were minor, causing little 
damage, no reported casualties. If Iran was 
responsible for what happened with malign 
intent, signifi cant damage would have been 
likely, perhaps sinking the affected vessels and 
striking a Green Zone target accurately instead 
of amounting to nothing more than a harmless 
bang.

A US Baghdad embassy statement at the 
time said there were no casualties or damage. 
Falsely blaming Iran for incidents it had noth-
ing to do with escalates tensions, upping the 
stakes for possible war.

Washington’s longstanding objective is 
to return Iran to US client state status – so 
far under Trump waging war by other means 
alone.

Regime tactics include hostile rhetoric, 
illegal sanctions, sabre-rattling and threats. 
John Bolton wants war on all nations the US 
doesn’t control.

A critic once slammed him, saying “he 
never met a country he didn’t want to destroy.” 
Another observer said he’s much more than 
“a run-of-the-mill hawk ... He’s never seen a 

foreign policy problem that couldn’t be solved 
by bombing.”

His longstanding hostility toward Iran is 
well known, earlier calling for bombing the 
country to prevent it from developing nuclear 
weapons it abhors, doesn’t have or seek, and 
wants eliminated everywhere.

Pompeo reportedly favours war on Iran 
by other means, wanting its economy crushed, 
falsely believing its authorities will cave to US 
demands.

Trump reportedly told Joint Chiefs chair-
man General Joseph Dunford he’s against 
attacking the country militarily.

Netanyahu and other Israeli hardliners 
dream of war on Iran to eliminate the Jewish 
state’s main regional rival.

Longstanding US/Zionist plans call for 
redrawing the Middle East map, replacing 
sovereign independent governments with pro-
Western puppet regimes.

It’s a divide, conquer and dominate strat-
egy, wanting control over the region’s valued 
energy reserves, creating a so-called new 
Middle East, a region earlier carved up post-
WW1 by partitioning the Ottoman Empire.

The US global empire of bases is all about 
using them as platforms for endless wars and 
gaining control over world nations. That’s what 
the scourge of imperialism is all about.

A final comment
Citing the Islamic Republic News Agency 

(IRNA), Press TV reported that “an Iranian 
rescue vessel had picked up the 23 crew mem-
bers of one of the tankers and 21 of the other 
from the sea and had brought them to safety 
at Iran’s Jask, in the southern Hormozgan 
Province,” adding that details of what hap-
pened “remain sketchy”. This is a developing 
story. More on it when further information is 
known.

The Trump regime no doubt will blame 
Iran for what it surely had nothing to do with 
– likely increasing its “maximum pressure” on 
the country in the wake of the Gulf of Oman 
incident.

It ups the stakes for possible war in a 
part of the world already devastated by US 
aggression.

Is Iran next on its target list for greater 
war? Do Trump regime hardliners intend 
making the region boil more than already?

Given their rage to transform Iran into a 
US vassal state, anything is possible, even war 
on a nation able to hit back hard against US 
and Israeli targets if attacked.
globalresearch.ca 
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