
Denis Doherty

New evidence proves beyond doubt that the 
Australian company Electro Optic Systems 
(EOS) is selling weapons to the UAE and 
Saudi armed forces, despite company deni-
als. Both countries are the subject of allega-
tions of war crimes in the war in Yemen.

“Secrecy and lies are being used to conceal 
from the Australian people that Australian man-
ufactured weapons are being used in appalling 
human rights violations. Transparency, hon-
esty, and morality are being sacrifi ced to prof-
its,” said Denis Doherty from the Anti-Bases 
Coalition.

“Pouring more weapons into the region 
will cause more deaths and destruction but will 
boost the super profi ts of Lockheed Martin and 
Raytheon,” he said.

New evidence
Secret photos taken in a warehouse at 

Sydney Airport record four EOS consignments 
for export in June and July, two each to the 
UAE and Saudi Arabia.

One of the photos shows a pallet of EOS 
weapons parts destined for the “UAE Armed 
Forces, Joint Logistic Command” in Abu 
Dhabi.

Sales to Saudi Arabia
Earlier this year EOS CEO Dr Ben Greene 

stated that his company has no direct contracts 
with the Saudi government but does export 
RWS units to the US-based company Orbital 
ATK which then exports them to Saudi Arabia.

However a photo shows EOS is sending 
Remote Weapons System (RWS) items directly 
to the Saudi Arabian Ministry of Interior’s 
General Department of Arms and Explosives 
in Riyadh, without an intermediary.

Remote Weapons System
The EOS RWS is a collection of sensors 

and a swiveling mount set around a small 
cannon, heavy machine gun or missile launcher 
which is mounted on military and light vehicles 
and fi red remotely.

EOS CEO Ben Greene said the RWS sig-
nifi cantly enhances lethality and protection 
without compromising mobility, and at low 
cost.”

EOS Chairman Fred Bart claimed in April 
that, “No EOS product has ever been deployed 
to or used in Yemen”. The claim is hard to 
believe when the Australian government and 
the company refuse disclose who the end user 
is or what guarantees they have received from 
end users about how or where the weapons sys-
tems will be used.

Government criticised
The Australian government is facing 

increasing criticism for granting EOS defence 
export licences and providing the company 
with a $36 million subsidy to support its 
exports.

A growing arms trade with Middle East 

countries was part of the Turnbull govern-
ment’s Defence Export Strategy which the 
Morrison government is continuing. This 
includes $3.8 billion government spending to 
make Australia the 10th largest arms exporter 
in the world. It is currently the 20th largest.

Australia is a signatory to the Arms Trade 
Treaty that says signatories must block any 
arms deal if there is evidence that the weap-
ons will be used against civilians. However, it 
is hard to see how the government can comply 
with this requirement when it admits that it 
does not run any checks once the product has 
left the country.

And Australia violated its treaty obliga-
tions during the 24-year Indonesian occupa-
tion of East Timor.

Victims of the war
It is highly probable that Australian-made 

weapons are being used in the war in Yemen 
which has left 80 percent of the population – 
about 24 million people – in need of life-saving 
humanitarian help.

The war, which began in 2015, has dis-
placed more than three million people and 
brought widespread famine and disease.

Recent reports suggest that as many as 
100,000 people have been killed, many of them 
civilians, and about 80,000 children have died 
from the effects of war including starvation.

International action
The UK Court of Appeal has declared that 

British arms sales to Saudi Arabia are unlaw-
ful. Germany, Denmark, Finland and Norway 
have suspended arms sales to Saudi Arabia.

The US Congress had been blocking sales 

of military weapons to Saudi Arabia and the 
UAE but in May president Trump defi ed the 
block to restart sales.

In May, efforts were made to prevent 
French weapons being loaded onto a Saudi 
Arabian ship in France.

In May, French and Italian waterside work-
ers refused to load weapons for Saudi Arabia 
until an agreement was reached to load only 
non-lethal materiel.

Growing opposition
In Australia there is growing opposition to 

the bloody arms trade.
The Anti-Bases Coalition, Save the 

Children, Amnesty, Oxfam, Human Rights 
Watch and other groups recently formed the 
Australian Arms Control Coalition to lobby 
the government to suspend the sale of weapons 

systems to Saudi Arabia until the country can 
prove they will not be used to commit war 
crimes.

In Sydney a monthly vigil organised by 
the Anti-Bases Coalition has been held since 
February outside the head offi ce of EOS to 
draw attention to the Australian government’s 
supply of weapons to the major protagonist in 
the Yemen War. 

Angela Davis Big Tech and 
Chinese competition

10 12

Guardian
COMMUNIST PARTY OF AUSTRALIA www.cpa.org.au

The Workers’ Weekly #1879 July 31, 2019

$   2

The Great 
Patriotic War

5

ISSN 1325-295X

Wharfi es’ 
solidarity call

3

We acknowledge the Sovereignty of Australia’s First Nations’ Peoples.

Stop weapons sales 
to Saudi Arabia and UAE!

Pallets of EOS weapons destined for Saudi Arabia.

JOIN the VIGIL
Outside EOS Sydney offi ce
75 Elizabeth Street, Sydney
Thursday 8 August
12 noon to 1pm
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Marking Friday July 26, the solidarity movement in Perth, 
Brisbane and Melbourne celebrated the 66th anniversary of the 
famous attacks on the Moncada Barracks in Santiago de Cuba and 
the military garrison Carlos Manuel de Cespedes in Bayamo.

In 1953 a group of young men and women led by Fidel Castro 
re-sparked the struggle for independence that began in 1868 with 
Manuel de Cespedes setting free his slaves. Those events heralded 
the destiny of the Cuban people who fought for their independence 
from Spain led by Jose Marti only to continue the fi ght against 
neo-colonialism imposed by US imperialism.

The US backed Batista dictatorship governed Cuba for the 
wealthy mafi a at great cost to Cuban workers and the people in 
general. Thousands were assassinated by the Batista regime and 
repression in the cities and countryside. Misery and inequality, lack 
of access to education, health and a decent roof over the heads of 
the people were the objective conditions that pushed brave young 
Cubans to fi ght for a better future.

Most of those who participated in the 26th July 1953 attacks 
paid with their lives. Many died fi ghting the armed forces of Batista, 
others were captured, tortured and assassinated after the event. 
Some others like Fidel and Raul Castro, and Juan Almeida among 
others served jail sentences.

The survivors led by Commander in Chief Fidel Castro returned 
from exile aboard the Granma and began an armed struggle in the 
Sierra Maestra that defeated the Batista’s dictatorship on January 
1, 1959.

Today Cuba is a proud nation that, despite the inhumane block-
ade imposed by the United States of America, has achieved great 
social gains for its people. Cubans enjoy universal access to free 
education and health services and a decent roof over their heads. 
Most importantly the Revolution has delivered to the young people 
of the nation the ability to develop their full potential.

The Cuban people have also expressed their solidarity around 
the world with concrete actions such as the training thousands of 
doctors at the Latin American School of Medicine, ELAM. Cuba 
has more than 68,000 health professionals in other countries. Here 
in the Asia Pacifi c, Cuba provides medical assistance as well medical 
scholarships to young people in East Timor and the Pacifi c Islands.

In Australia, Cuba has successfully implemented the Yes, I 
can (Yo si Puedo) campaign teaching adult literacy to Aboriginal 
Australians in NSW and the Northern Territory.

The US obsession with Cuba has seen the Trump administration 
strengthen the blockade by punishing third countries or individuals 
who trade with Cuba and allowing cases to be heard in US Courts 
under the Helms-Burton Act Title III in force since May 2019.

The Communist Party of Australia (CPA), ratifi es its militant 
solidarity with the Cuban revolution and will continue to campaign 
for the end of the criminal US blockade and the repeal of the Helms-
Burton Act.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
The people are on their way,
They are the high tide,
Rising unstoppably,
Drawn onward by their star

Victor Hugo: Victor Hugo: Musings of a passer-by about a kingMusings of a passer-by about a king –1830 –1830

”“

In Australia 
we also celebrate the 
national day of Cuba!

PRESS FUND
The Prime Minister says the government will transfer a billion 
dollars from infrastructure development to a new fund to combat 
droughts. He said so after visiting rural areas recently, in a 
blatant bid to win back support from country people who feel 
abandoned by both federal Coalition parties. It will obviously 
be welcome news for farmers. However, the government is 
determined to protect the fossil fuel industries rather than 
tackling the real problem, climate change, which is prolonging 
droughts as well as increasing the severity of both droughts and 
floods. We’re part of a movement to change all that, and you 
can help us by sending in a Press Fund contribution for the next 
edition. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
The Vouros family, in memory of John Vouros: $250
N Lesses $25, R O’Farrell $20, “Round Figure” $15, 
“Sparky” $10
This week’s total: $320 Progressive total: $3,790

Support greater 
transparency in 
aged care

The Australian Nursing and Midwifery Federation 
(ANMF) is calling on federal MPs and Senators to sup-
port the Private Member’s Bill introduced into Federal 
Parliament last week by South Australian Independent 
Rebekha Sharkie – mandating a requirement for aged 
care providers to publicly disclose their nurse/patient 
staffi ng ratios.

The Parliamentary Standing Committee on Health, 
Aged Care and Sport, chaired by Trent Zimmerman MP, 
previously recommended the adoption of Sharkie’s Aged 
Care Amendment (Staffi ng Ratio Disclosure) Bill 2018 
as a “fi rst step” in increasing transparency in Australia’s 
aged care system.

With no current national laws to ensure that provid-
ers employ the right numbers of staff with the right mix 
of skills, ANMF federal secretary Annie Butler said the 
Bill would be crucial in giving nursing home residents 
and their families information about exactly how many 
nurses and carers are on duty in aged care facilities across 
the country.

“Chronic understaffi ng continues to result in episodes 
of missed care, neglect, abuse, preventable illness and 
injury and even death,” Butler said.

“The disgraceful situation we witnessed just with the 
chaotic closure of the Earle Haven aged care facility on 

the Gold Coast, demonstrates how urgently aged care 
reform is needed. Such a situation, which placed the 
safety of 70 elderly residents, and the single registered 
nurse on duty on the fi nal day, at extreme risk, should 
never have been allowed to happen.

“The government must stop ignoring its duty of care 
to elderly Australians; their failures continue to see the 
elderly in this country suffer.

“Fortunately, the Queensland Premier Annastacia 
Palaszczuk is prepared to take responsibility for the duty 
of care they have for elderly Queenslanders, immedi-
ately announcing that they will introduce new Legislation 
requiring private aged care providers to publicly report 
their staffi ng levels. The Palaszczuk government will also 
introduce mandated staff to resident ratios in the state’s 
16-publicly-owned aged care homes.

“The ANMF welcomes the Member for Mayo’s 
Private Member’s Bill being introduced into Federal 
Parliament and we call on all politicians to take respon-
sibility for their elderly citizens and stop ignoring 
their duty of care by supporting this Legislation which 
will start to bring much needed transparency into the 
sector and assist older Australians and their families in 
making informed decisions about their choice of nursing 
homes.” 

Saturday’s Cuban function in Perth.

On 11th July 2019, we lost our brother and comrade John Vouros.
John was born at the village of Ano Arvanites (today’s 
Pandrosos) of the Island of Samos in Greece, before the 2nd 
World War in 1935.
He went to Technical College and finished as a carpenter and 
came to Australia 1955. In Australia John did many jobs, from 
forklift driver to shop owner, but finished working as carpenter 
in the building industry.
John was a good Trade Unionist (BWIU) and struggled all his life 
for the rights of the working class through his trade union and by 
supporting the CPA and KKE.
To his memory, in lieu of flowers, we donate $250 to the Guardian 
through the Beloyannis Branch.
Phocion & Anastasia Vouros
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The letter below is sent from the MUA to a 
whole range of political parties and left/
progressive organisations.

Dear Comrades, Friends and Supporters,

The Maritime Union of Australia is in 
dispute with global multi-national con-
tainer terminal operator DP World. This 
Dubai based tax-dodging monolith is cur-
rently attacking the rights and conditions 
of the 1800 waterside workers employed 
by DP World throughout its four ports 
in Australia, being Sydney, Melbourne, 
Brisbane and Fremantle. This is a massive 
dispute which is escalating over fundamen-
tal and critical issues not just for wharfi es, 
but the entire working class.

The main issues in dispute centre around:
200 wharfi es thrown on the scrapheap

There is no basis for DP World to move to 
200 compulsory redundancies. The MUA and 
its membership accept that in periods of lower 
volume there is a capacity to mitigate both 
the impacts and the redundancies, via roster 
change, reduced hours and other measures. 
We have company-rejected proposals on the 
table in both Sydney and Melbourne that would 
address the current shortfall of work.

It is an attempt to deregulate the workplace 
further, so that rostered permanents are mini-
mised and irregular workers are maximised, 
an attack on our right to work, our basic rights, 
our job security, our conditions and our qual-
ity of life.

Outsourcing
The company wants to outsource Cargo 

Care operations nationally. This important 
function ensures that the goods in refrigerated 
containers are kept at appropriate temperatures 
and do not spoil. This work came under the 
jurisdiction of wharfi es as part of the outcomes 
associated with the process of containerisa-
tion. Maintenance, Refuelling and other roles 
are also up for grabs throughout the country.

We reject our traditional work being out-
sourced. The outsourced work regularly goes 
to non-union companies, with reduced rates 
of pay, and reductions in safety, evidenced 
recently by the outsourcing of a wire rope 
change.

It is a union busting exercise and we are 
determined to fi ght it with your support.

Automation
Automation is being weaponised by busi-

nesses to cut costs, cut workers, and cut con-
ditions. It is not the productivity driver that is 
reported, it is purely an anti-union attack and 
union-busting strategy.

The CEO of DP World Australia threatened 
wharfi es with automation in the Australian 
Financial Review newspaper. We are opposed 
to automation and will fi ght against it when it 
is not in the interests of our members, families 
and communities.

If DP World aren’t going to automate, why 
not put that clearly in the agreement. If DP 
World declare they want to automate then we 
are seeking job security provisions and protec-
tions from union busting abuses and prevention 
of the transference of wharfi es’ work to man-
agement which is a stated aim of DP World.

Income protection
DPW have already sought to remove this 

social condition from workers. We don’t accept 
workers and their families being left worse 
off because DP World wants to use Income 
Protection and the welfare of our families as 
a bargaining chip. It actually costs DP World 
more to get rid of Income Protection, highlight-
ing the true nature and behaviour of DP World.

Our members receive more outcomes, 
more services, and more benefi ts when they 
have a policy that the Union has negotiated, 
the same cost delivering more benefi ts, yet DP 
World are ideologically opposed and acting 
belligerently.

Dishonest bargaining
DP World are using dishonest backdoor 

methods to achieve claims they cannot bar-
gain or negotiate into the agreement. Using 
the Commission, courts and backdoor change 
methods is not a process of good faith bargain-
ing. DP World should drop all of their dishon-
est notifi cations of change and bargain around 
the issues with workers and their union.

If companies can undermine the whole 
premise of the system of Enterprise Bargaining, 
by introducing change whenever they want, the 
entire system is reduced to oblivion.

Domestic violence
We want Domestic Violence protections 

and 10 days domestic violence paid leave in 

our agreements. The company wants DV in 
a discretionary company policy. There is no 
place for the haves and the have nots when it 
comes to domestic violence or somehow rank-
ing the effects of this social plague prior to 
offering assistance.

DP World profits
This global giant has operated over the last 

20 years with an enormous profi t margin of 
close to 50 percent. The average profi t margin 
for Australian stevedores over the last 10 years 
sits at an amazingly profi table 17.98 percent, 
which would put them in the top 20 global cor-
porations for profi t raking.

The incredible profi ts over such a long 
period of time demonstrate productivity 
improvements by workers that have gone 
unrewarded. The Company have rejected the 
MUA’s claim for a three percent wage increase.

Solidarity request
This dispute is likely to continue for some 

time. The issues are critical for the future of 
wharfi es. Australian wharfi es have played a 
major role in solidarity movements, the peace 
movement and within left and progressive pol-
itics for over 100 years. Wharfi es have con-
sistently supported community and charitable 
causes and opposed the corporate greed of 
Australian bosses and their reactionary polit-
ical mates. We have always stood alongside 
workers in struggle and we always will.

On this occasion, once again, it is the 
MUA and wharfi es at DP World who are under 

attack from their bosses and the Morrison 
Government. Accordingly, we request that your 
organisation consider undertaking one or all of 
the following actions in support of the cam-
paign of wharfi es for justice, job security and 
the right to work.
• Write a solidarity letter to the MUA and a 

letter to DP World condemning their attacks 
on Australian wharfi es.

• Have your organisation photographed with 
the sign of solidarity in meetings or with 
individual members and send to us (sign to 
be sent and will be available on MUA social 
media)

• Publish articles of support for the MUA 
and DP World Wharfi es in your journal or 
newspaper

• Support and share our social media postings 
on the dispute

• Send a solidarity video clip message via 
You Tube or send videos to us to distribute

Your support and solidarity in this cam-
paign is vital. Wharfies are the target for 
extreme union busting in an environment of 
broad social anti-unionism driven by reaction-
ary forces and related to the Ensuring Integrity 
Bill. The attack on wharfi es is an attack on all 
workers and we look forward to your ongoing 
support and solidarity.

In solidarity and struggle,
Warren Smith

Divisional Assistant National Secretary
Maritime Union of Australia Division

Construction, Forestry, Maritime, Mining 
and Energy Union

Australia

From the Archives The Guardian, August 1993

Wharfi es’ solidarity call

Adelaide
Sunday 4 August at 2:30-4:15pm
Hiroshima Day Commemoration
Australian Red Cross offi ce 212 Pirie St
Contact: Petra Ball pball@redcross.org.au

Alice Springs
Yami Lester Memorial Dinner
Friday 9 August 6:30pm
Kungkas Can Cook, Larapinta Drive
Bookings: mcifali@bigpond.com

Brisbane
Saturday 17 August at 2-4pm
Griffi th University, details TBA.
Hosted by WILPF Australia.
Contact: truffl e157@gmail.com

Darwin
Friday 2 August 6:30pm
IPAN Public Meeting, Charles Darwin University
www.ipan.org.au

Fremantle
ICAN Report Launch and Peace Constellation
Thursday 8 August at 5:30-7pm
City of Fremantle Council offi ce and library 70 Parry St
Contact: mayorsforpeace@fremantle.wa.gov.au

Hobart
Hiroshima commemoration ceremony
Tuesday 6 August
Hosted by Lord Mayor Anna Reynolds – Details TBA

Melbourne
Hiroshima Never Again
Tuesday 6 August at 7:30pm
Black Rock Civic Hall, cnr Balcombe Rd and College Gve
Australians for Nuclear Disarmament

Newcastle
Sunday 4 August at 6pm
Hiroshima Remembrance and report launch
Christians for Peace Newcastle
Adamstown Uniting Church 228 Brunker Rd, Adamstown

Sydney
Hiroshima March and Rally
Saturday 3 August at 12 noon
Archibald Fountain Hyde Park march to the PM’s offi ce

Choosing Humanity: forum 
with the Hon Michael Kirby AC CMG
Tuesday 6 August at 6:30pm
NSW Parliament House, Preston Stanley Room, Macquarie St
Bookings essential – contact gem@icanw.org

PEACE 2019
Sydney Forum

6.30pm Wednesday 31 July
NSW Teachers Federation Mary Street Surry Hills

The Anti-Nuclear Struggle in the Pacifi c
The perspective from Guahan (Guam)

Speaker: Dr Lisa Natividad Chaired by Lee Rhiannon

Organised by Australian Anti-Bases Campaign Coalition

Contact Hannah on 0418 668 098
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A press conference at Parliament House, 
held by Prime Minister Scott Morrison and 
PNG Prime Minister James Marape, has 
seen both leaders repeat the myth that refu-
gees and asylum seekers are not detained 
on Manus Island.

In April 2016, the PNG Supreme Court 
found that the refugees had been unlawfully 
transferred to PNG by Australia and that 
they were being unlawfully detained in the 
Lombrum detention centre. The court ordered 
that the Australian and PNG governments close 
the detention centre.

They were held in Lombrum until 
November 2017, before being forcibly 
removed from Lombrum to three other deten-
tion facilities where they are held under a form 
of house arrest.

There is a 6 pm - 6 am curfew, and they 
are not free to leave Manus Island or PNG. 
Manus remains a prison island. A court case 
has already been fi led with the PNG Supreme 
Court seeking orders to enforce their consti-
tutional rights, and free the refugees who are 
still being held on Manus and in Port Moresby.

“It is time for Scott Morrison to end the 
lies,” said Ian Rintoul, spokesperson for the 
Refugee Action Coalition (RAC). “The fact 
is that the Australian government continues to 
deprive hundreds of people of their liberty even 
though they have been found to be refugees in 
need of international protection.

“The Australian government has effective 
control over the lives of the people they trans-
ferred to Manus and Nauru; something that 
has been legally demonstrated by numerous 
court cases where judges have issued orders 
to the Australian government to bring sick 
children and adults from Manus and Nauru to 
Australia.”

Rintoul said that this was demonstrated in 
practice by the Medevac Bill, which is one of 
the reasons that the government is so desperate 
to have the Bill repealed. Thousands of people 
demonstrated in 27 cities across Australia this 
past month because six years is six years too 
long.

“We welcome the announcement by Prime 
Minister Marape that there is a timeline to end 
the detention and fi nd safe resettlement for all 
those who do not want to stay in PNG. But the 
refugees need to know the timeline includes 

secure resettlement and compensation for the 
six years they have lost.

“The Brisbane Courier Mail reported 
a ludicrous plan being considered by the 
Morrison government to fund ‘resettlement 
packages’ to try and ensure PNG continues 
to warehouse refugees that are Australia’s 
responsibility. The government has spent six 
years avoiding its responsibility, and torturing 
refugees while they have poured hundreds of 
millions of dollars into the pockets of shonky 
contractors.

“It’s time Morrison faced up to his respon-
sibility for the abuse and the human rights vio-
lation that is offshore detention. It is time to 
free the refugees,” Rintoul said.

Crackdown
In a further crackdown on civil liberties in 

NSW, NSW Police prevented a human-rights 
march through the Pitt St Mall in Sydney that 
had been set down for July 20. The march was 
part of the “Six Years Too Long” demonstra-
tion being organised by the Refugee Action 
Coalition to protest against six years of the off-
shore detention of asylum seekers on Manus 
Island and Nauru.

Demonstrations in the CBD have included 
the Pitt St Mall on their route for many years. 
The police’s decision to oppose the march 
was taken following a meeting with the City 
of Sydney and Pitt St mall management (and 
other “stakeholders”) excluding either RAC or 
any other group that regularly organise dem-
onstrations in the city. The City of Sydney has 
supported the police’s position.

The police have cited “safety”, includ-
ing the presence of buskers, as the reason for 
their decision, telling Refugee Action Coalition 
members that this concern only applies to 
marches of over 500 people.

But they have not explained why a march 
that moves through the mall in a matter of 
minutes is a greater problem than the frequent 
presence in the mall of static groups of very 
large numbers of people, often in concentra-
tions much higher than the projected march.

“This is an attack on the right to protest 
effectively in the CBD,” said Nick Riemer, 
from RAC. “We choose the Pitt St Mall 
because it’s a dedicated pedestrian space 
which allows the greatest possible visibility 

for protests and the most effective communi-
cation between participants in the march and 
the public.

“It’s disgraceful that the police and the city 
council put buskers and profi t-making ahead of 
civil liberties and human rights. Public spaces 
are not just retail spaces,” Riemer continued.

“In a context where journalists and the 
ABC are being raided, asylum seekers being 
driven to suicide offshore, and the government 
wants to roll out heightened surveillance on 
ordinary people, this authoritarian and anti-
democratic decision must be opposed.”

For human-rights marches to be limited in 
numbers and therefore effectively banned from 
the CBD’s most public thoroughfare would be 
highly prejudicial to the democratic character 
of the City of Sydney, warned Riemer, who 
said it would send the strong signal that under 
the current council, political expression is not 
an appropriate use of the very public spaces 
most suited to it.

Furthermore, the police refused to negoti-
ate about how the demonstration could move 
through the mall – they are clearly more con-
cerned to act in concert with the City of Sydney 
to restrict protest groups.

“Human rights marches aren’t an incon-
venience – they’re inherent to democracy itself. 
The police and Sydney Council should be con-
cerned to facilitate people’s desire to express 
their political views, not obstruct it.

“On this occasion, in the face of signifi -
cant costs associated with any court hearing 
to challenge the police decision, we’ve been 
left with no alternative but to accept the alter-
native route that the police have offered. But 
we’re currently approaching the NSW Council 
of Civil Liberties and along with other activist 
groups we’ll be considering every option avail-
able to us to effectively contest this unaccept-
able and anti-democratic infringement of the 
right to protest in Sydney.” 

No, Prime Ministers

Australia

Find out more www.cpa.org.au

Urgent need 
for climate action
Climate damage is already here 
– but so are the solutions, say 
environmental campaigners. 
After months of record-breaking 
fi res and fl oods, power cuts and 
student strikes, climate campaign-
ers believe we are heading for a 
make-or-break situation.

Kelly O’Shanassy, the chief 
executive offi cer of the Australian 
Conservation Foundation says 
people are realising the problem 
does not belong to future genera-
tions. “They’re no longer buying 
the fearmongering,” she said.

Seven out of 10 people the 
ACF talks to say they will only 
vote for candidates with climate 
policies that would move Australia 
beyond coal and onto renewables.

“There were 1,600 bush fi res in 
Queensland and NSW last winter,” 
said O’Shanassy. “That’s shocking. 
The reef has bleached twice in two 
years and half the shallow coral 
died because of that bleaching. One 
million fi sh just died in the Darling 
river – yes, because of the drought, 

but too much water is extracted 
when we know climate change will 
take more water out of our rivers.”

Voters also recognise the 
urgency is increasing if the world 
is to meet the Paris Agreement’s 
target of limiting global warming 
to 1.5 degrees Celsius, a rise that 
will still bring dramatic changes to 
our environment.

“Scientists are crystal clear that 
we’re not taking the urgent action 
that we need to take,” O’Shanassy 
said.

Countdown 2030
“We have 11 years until 2030 

to take signifi cant action to cut pol-
lution to reach that global goal. 
What we do in the next couple of 
years will determine the trajectory 
over that coming decade.”

The fi rst step, she said, is to 
ban the development of new mines 
such as Adani in the Galilee Basin; 
then shift Australia away from coal 
and other fossil fuels entirely by 
2030.

“We’re already seeing big 
transformations in energy,” noted 
O’Shanassy. “We want the next 
government to have a strong tran-
sition plan and package to care for 
the workers and the communities 
that are affected by this transition. 
That’s as important as the environ-
mental outcomes.”

It also means an end to export-
ing coal and liquid gas. “We can 
be a renewable energy super-
power. We’ve done a lot of work 
on renewable hydrogen – liquid 
sunshine, essentially. We know that 
countries such as Japan and South 
Korea don’t have the [energy] 
resources that we do and have 
much greater populations, so they 
have to import energy. Currently 
we’re giving them coal, but we 
could change this.

“Environmental and economic 
outcomes, growing jobs, it’s a win-
win-win. “We’re letting people 
know that climate damage is here 
now, the solutions are here now, 
the solutions are here now.” 

Politics in the Pub Perth 

No nukes for Australia!

6-8 pm Wednesday August 7
43 Below Bar and Restaurant

43 Barrack Street just off Hay Street Mall Perth

This is not the time to promote a debate on Australia acquiring its own nuclear arsenal yet this 
is just what politicians and the media are doing, using a new book, How to Defend Australia by 

Hugh White, emeritus professor of strategic studies at ANU.

To coincide with the commemoration of Hiroshima Day, 
join us for a discussion of this relevant topic.

Keynote speaker: Dr Tilman A. Ruff, Associate Professor at the Nossal Institute for Global Health, 
University of Melbourne; Co- President of International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War; 
Founding Chair of the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons; and International Medical 

Adviser for Australian Red Cross.

Adrian Glamorgan, Quaker peace activist back from New York NPT talks. 
He visited DPRK last October.

Dr Christopher Crouch, Independent and Peaceful Australia Network, WA chapter.

Other speakers to be confi rmed

Chaired by the CPA!

Free entry – Food and drink available for sale

FB: www.cpa.org.au/x/pitp-perth

Contact: 0419 812 872 or cpaperth@gmail.com
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There was an anniversary last 
month that passed without a 
fl icker of recognition from our 
politicians or media. And not 
the anniversary of D-Day – they 
were all over that one, thank 
you. No, the anniversary I am 
talking about was of the event 
that changed the character 
of WW2, sealed the doom of 
Hitler’s “Thousand Year Reich” 
and – after a tremendous strug-
gle − saved humanity from fascist 
enslavement.

It was, of course, the invasion of 
the Soviet Union, on June 22, 1941, 
by Hitler’s hitherto unstoppable 
Wehrmacht.

WW2 had begun – like WW1 
– as an inter-imperialist confl ict. It 
had been building for some time, 
especially after fascism had been 
victorious at the polls in Germany. 
Militarism and seizing other coun-
tries’ territory and resources was 
fundamental to the plans of German 
imperialism. But it was also just 
as fundamental to British, French, 
Dutch and American imperialism. 
And all of them were intensely inter-
ested in getting rid of the threat 
posed to capitalism by the existence 
of the Socialist entity, the USSR.

Attempts to start a war to elimi-
nate the USSR and seize its vast ter-
ritory waxed and waned throughout 
the 1920s and well into the ’30s, but 
reached a peak with the advent onto 
the scene of Adolf Hitler. He made 
no secret of his intention to con-
quer the USSR. He characterised its 
people as sub-human and indicated 
he would enslave them or preferably 
exterminate them, so that they could 
be replaced by German colonists.

Germany’s imperialist rivals had 
no problem with this plan, in fact 
they encouraged it, except that they 
did not want Germany to become too 
powerful. The strategy favoured by 
British and French imperialism was 
to let Germany invade Russia but to 
provide the hated Soviets with just 
enough support to keep Germany 
embroiled in war, until both protag-
onists were exhausted, whereupon 

Britain and France would step in, 
dictate peace terms, and at one stroke 
eliminate two major threats to British 
and French imperialism’s dominant 
position in the world.

They found this plan hard to 
actually implement, however, due to 
the consistently principled stand of 
Soviet diplomacy, and the irksome 
need to fi nd an acceptable excuse for 
starting a war with Russia, an excuse 
that would satisfy public opinion 
in their own countries. Democracy, 
even bourgeois democracy, can be 
such a bother sometimes!

US imperialism was also encum-
bered with a popular social democrat 
government (that of Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt) that disliked the Nazis 
and had even sought better rela-
tions with the Soviet Union. For its 
part, the Soviet Union endeavoured 
to unite the countries threatened by 
war in a collective security pact that 
would see them all unite to strike 
down an aggressor. Unfortunately, 
the “Western democracies” would 
not agree, each putting their own 
imperial interests fi rst.

When it became clear that 
Britain and France would not enter 
into any meaningful negotiations 
to ensure peace, and after they had 
reneged at Munich on their commit-
ments to protect Czechoslovakia, a 
showcase “European democracy”, 
delivering it instead into the hands 
of Hitler’s Germany, the USSR saw 
that it would have to look to its own 
security on its own. A non-aggres-
sion pact with Germany resulted, 
startling the imperialist powers who 
had thought Germany was their
stalking horse. To fi nd it was now 
working with their intended target 
was a profound shock.

The Soviet leadership had no 
illusions about Germany’s inten-
tions, but desperately needed to fore-
stall any chance of a combined attack 
by the imperialist countries and 
also to delay the inevitable attack 
by Germany for as long as possi-
ble. They had already had to repel 
an attempted invasion of Siberia by 
Japan only a few years earlier.

Hitler’s generals took advantage 
of the Russo-German non-aggres-
sion pact to invade Poland and then 
France. The imperialist states found 
they were fi ghting each other, while 
the USSR sat on the sidelines fever-
ishly developing its defence capac-
ity, which was not the way they had 
thought it was going to be.

Meanwhile, Germany’s conquest 
of France had brought about the 
downfall of the Chamberlain gov-
ernment in Britain and the elevation 
of Winston Churchill to the post of 
Prime Minister. An ardent imperial-
ist and no friend of the Soviet Union, 
Churchill however was a fierce 
opponent of German imperialism.

British imperialism still thought 
they could turn the war into one 
against the hated Bolsheviks in the 
USSR, and Churchill tried to do 

so during the Soviet Union’s war 
against the White Finns in 1940. 
That war was fought to push Hitler’s 
ally Finland back from the outskirts 
of Leningrad and was marked by 
an outpouring of the most extraor-
dinary anti-Soviet propaganda. Any 
lie was permissible if it maligned the 
Soviet army. Incredibly, the public in 
the West was told that the Russian 
army was not even equipped for the 
winter! Its poorly clad soldiers it was 
claimed – in stories datelined from 
Poland not Finland – froze to death 
in their thousands!

The propaganda campaign was 
largely wishful thinking so it came 
as a nasty surprise when the “ragged, 
frozen poorly equipped and incom-
petently led” Red Army crushed 
Hitler’s Finnish ally before a wider 
war could be organised. Which 

proved to be fortuitous for Britain as 
WW2 progressed and the despised 
Red Army, as Churchill was obliged 
to admit, “tore the guts out of the 
German army”.

On the June 22, 1941, Germany 
– having battered Britain in antici-
pation of a pro–Fascist government 
coming to power there – decided to 
abandon that plan, relegate Britain 
to the sidelines and finally con-
quer the USSR instead. At this 
time, Germany was causing British 
forces a lot of grief in North Africa 
and threatening the Suez Canal with 
an invasion force of 25 divisions. 
They sent 250 divisions into Russia! 
Even then, their rate of advance was 
half what it had been in the rest of 
Europe.
Next week: The invasion of the 
USSR 

Australia
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Taking Issue – Rob Gowland

The Great Patriotic War Part 1

“More metal, more weapons” – Soviet Union, 1941.

#MasterTheft outrage
The ACTU says a Network 10 
decision to pull the plug on the 
contract of George Calombaris 
in its MasterChef program is the 
right call after increased pressure 
from working people and their 
unions who have ramped up pres-
sure on the most notorious wage 
thief in the country.

Network 10 said in a statement 
that it would not renew a contract 
for all three judges after 10 months 
of negotiating and being unable to 
reach a commercial agreement.

Calombaris was exposed as one 
of Australia’s most notorious wage 
thieves, stealing nearly $8 million 
from his workers, and receiving a 
slap on the wrist with a $200,000 
“contrition payment”.

While anyone else would face 
prison time for theft of millions of 
dollars, employers routinely steal 
huge amounts from working people 
and get away with simply return-
ing the money they have stolen 
and paying a paltry fi ne. This is not 

an isolated incident; wage theft is 
systemic across entire industries 
including hospitality.

Workers need access to union 
representative to make sure they are 
being paid properly and our laws 
need to change to ensure work-
ing people can get back their stolen 
wages back easily and have access 
to justice. It should not take years 
for workers to get back what was 
stolen from them. In addition, pen-
alties for wage theft need to act as a 
true deterrent.

A petition by former Calombaris 
worker Orlaith Belfrate demanded 
the celebrity chef be booted from 
the show. It was signed by 26,000 
people and social media was awash 
with outrage from across the com-
munity at the tiny fi ne he was given.

“Working people have had 
enough of their wages being stolen 
and their rights being ignored, 
especially when those involved 
have made their fortunes off 
the back of their workers,” said 

ACTU president Michele O’Neil. 
“Network 10 have made the right 
decision to axe George Calombaris 
as a judge on MasterChef.

“We need better role models in 
the hospitality industry. There are 
plenty of good business owners who 
respect their workers, these are the 
people we should be seeing on TV.

“This is a win for working 
people who have worked tire-
lessly for years to expose the ram-
pant wage theft and exploitation on 
which Calombaris built his empire.

“Wage theft is systemic across 
entire industries. Workers need easy 
access to unions to ensure they are 
being paid correctly and our laws 
need to change so it is quick and 
easy to get stolen wages back, along 
with meaningful deterrents for 
employers.

“Instead of acting to stop wage 
theft, the Morrison government is 
focused on attacking unions who 
are the very people with fairer laws, 
could put a stop to it.” 

IPAN WA presents

The Coming War on China by John Pilger
How likely is war on China?

What might it mean for Australia?
Screening on Sunday, August 25 at 2 pm

Venue Trades Hall, 82 Beaufort Street, Perth
(opposite WA Museum)

Gold coin donation
Enquires, contact: Elizabeth on 0421 113 343

Curry with ComradesCurry with Comrades
6:00pm Saturday August 10

Fidel’s – 66 Wattle Avenue Royal Park Adelaide
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Tim Libretti

Trump’s controversial tweet about send-
ing the squad of four: Ayanna Pressley, 
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, Rashida Tlaib, 
and Ilhan Omar, back to where they came 
from has certainly captured the media’s 
attention, recycling seemingly endless and 
pointless debate about whether or not 
Trump is a racist.

Don’t we have bigger issues of racism to 
address other than adjudicating whether or not 
Trump is racist?

We arguably need to understand racism, 
poverty, and the larger capitalist class system 
of which they are a part as human-made dis-
asters we can address and prevent, indeed 
eliminate.

In the midst of Trump’s latest intentionally 
self-inspired ruckus, I viewed the documentary 
Cooked: Survival by Zip Code, a co-production 
between Kartemquin Films and Judith Helfand 
Productions produced by Fennell Doremus, in 
its Chicago premiere as it makes it ways across 
the nation.

While it might be ironic to say the fi lm 
offers a breath of fresh air in this political cli-
mate, given the fi lm in part treats a deadly 
heat wave that struck Chicago in the summer 
of 1995, Cooked: Survival by Zip Code, 
directed by Judith Helfand, does in fact offer 
fresh and vital perspectives for understanding 
and addressing racism, poverty, and climate 
change, doing so by asking us to re-think how 
we defi ne, respond to, and seek to prevent dis-
asters in our nation.

Helfand’s brilliance in Cooked is precisely 
the way she shifts and re-orients our entire 
social mentality and approach to thinking about 
racism, poverty, and disaster. She asks us to 
think about and re-defi ne racism and poverty 
as, indeed, disasters.

The fi lm argues that if we devoted as much 
political will as well as social energy and 
resources to addressing poverty and racism 
as we do to preparing for so-called “natural” 
disasters, those disasters would infl ict much 
less devastation on human lives and, more 
importantly, the quality of human life and the 
humanity of our culture overall would be expo-
nentially increased for the better. Indeed, we 
could effectively eliminate poverty and racial 
disparities, if not racism itself, through more 
socially conscious, thoughtful, and intentional 
use of resources.

Opening with Helfand’s personal and 

family experiences preparing for Hurricane 
Sandy, underscoring the fi nancial resources 
individuals require to prepare for a natural dis-
aster, the fi lm moves quickly into the heat wave 
that struck Chicago in the summer of 1995, 
accounting for the deaths of 739 residents.

Her representation of the disaster and the 
city’s response puts in stark relief the fi lm’s 
perspective, provoking us to re-think conven-
tional, yet deeply embedded, ways of thinking 
about death and disaster.

At one point, we see Mayor Richard Daley 
speaking at press briefi ng on the heat wave, 
and we hear him give an update on the number 
of “non-violent” deaths resulting from the heat.

Helfand, of course, pressures this charac-
terisation of these deaths as “non-violent,” as 
the fi lm demonstrates that many of these deaths 
weren’t so much the result of heat but of pov-
erty and racism; and Helfand moves us to 
understand poverty and the effects of racism as 
preventable forms of violence. (On leaving the 
theatre, I was able to pick up a postcard to send 

to Chicago Mayor Lori Lightfoot, asking her 
to declare racism a disaster; declaring an event 
or phenomenon a disaster can qualify a city to 
receive funding to address the damage done.)

The film expands its scope to provide 
detailed analyses of the city’s poorer neigh-
bourhoods, particularly those inhabited by 
people of colour, to highlight the racial dis-
parities at work in the city. We see neighbour-
hoods that have little access to healthy food 
(sometimes called “food deserts”) or health-
care, or that don’t receive the same upkeep and 
services from the city such that they become 
havens for crime and unsafe. We learn about 
the racist effects of redlining that prevented 
African Americans from owning and keeping 
up homes to create stable neighbourhoods.

The lack of safety in neighbourhoods pre-
vented people from opening windows and 
going outside during the heat wave, and the 
lack of an overall healthy environment weak-
ens a body’s ability to withstand the impact of 
intense heat.

In contrast to these representations of pov-
erty and racial disparities in health and wealth, 
Helfand documents how resources are used to 
respond to and prepare for disasters. For exam-
ple, in one scene she depicts how Chicago had 
to rent several enormous refrigerated trucks 
to store all the corpses during the heat wave, 
while the living received little help from the 
city to cope with the heat, highlighting the 
ridiculously inhumane and racist devaluation 
of life, particularly Black lives, evident in the 
way social resources are allocated.

This point is compounded in a later 
moment when Helfand attends an event cel-
ebrating a nearby city’s receipt of a grant to 
prepare for such future disaster. She provides 
images of enormous vehicles that cost mil-
lions of dollars, including vehicles to refrig-
erate corpses (that one person interviewed 
calls “victim containment units”), underscor-
ing the illogical use of resources to deal with 
the effects of a disaster rather than address the 
present disaster of poverty and racism.

Indeed, in one scene, we learn that Chicago 
received a $250,000 grant to deal with tornado 
relief, even though over the past six decades 
the Chicago area averages one death per year 
due to tornadoes (30 years ago a tornado hit a 
southwest suburb causing 60 deaths). The fi lm 
compares this number to the 3,200 African 
America women who die of breast cancer in 
this region annually, highlighting the horror 
of our priorities and, again, the ineffi cient and 
inhumane allocation of resources.

She also highlights the millions of dol-
lars the government spends to prepare for a 
Midwestern earthquake along the New Madrid 
fault line extending from Illinois, though 
Kentucky and southward.

Throughout, Helfand attends conventions 
for the burgeoning disaster-preparedness indus-
try. As she asks people if they’ve ever thought 
about poverty as a disaster, we see that people 
just haven’t thought about it, largely because 
our cultural narratives condition us to blame 
individuals for poverty, not larger struc-
tural or systemic processes. The fi lm seeks 
to challenge and re-write these narratives so 
deeply ingrained in the larger national cultural 
consciousness.

Cooked urges us to rethink poverty, to re-
defi ne disaster, and to explore – and insist on 
– allocating resources to support all lives, to 
challenge racism and its effects, and really 
deal with these everyday disasters we have not 
had the mentality to yet defi ne and address as 
disasters.
People’s World 

Magazine

Cooked: Survival by Zip Code 
re-defi nes racism, poverty
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Norm Knight

There is a quiet place, known to the 
Indigenous people as Macehcewik 
sipohsisol, in the Canadian province of 
New Brunswick, 60 kilometres north of 
Fredericton. Traditional chief spasaqsit 
possesom (a.k.a. Ron Tremblay) describes 
it as being one of a dwindling number of 
places where they can gather medicines, 
hunt, and engage in similar practices that 
sustain their identity and connection with 
the land.

In the 1960s, prospectors discovered tung-
sten there. The amount is huge but because the 
ore grade is low (the concentration of tungsten 
in the rock is just 0.05 percent by weight) for 
decades nobody wanted to mine it.

That is now changing because, as with 
most metals, tungsten ore grades are declining 
as the world’s richest deposits become mined 
out.

A Vancouver-based mining multinational, 
Hunter Dickinson Inc, submitted a proposal 
to the New Brunswick government in 2008 to 
mine the site and now, as part of a consortium 
with New Zealand’s Todd Minerals, is nearing 
the end of the regulatory permission process. 
The proposed mine is called the Sisson Mine 
after a small brook that runs through the site.

If constructed, the mine, which would 
excavate 30,000 tons of ore per day for 27 
years, will be part of a worldwide trend toward 
large-volume, low-ore-grade mines.

Although ore grades are declining, we are 
not in danger of running out of most metals, 
because the Earth contains vast quantities in 
low-grade form. However, the trend toward 
low ore grades does signal another problem: 
low-grade mines have much larger environ-
mental footprints than do mines that exploit 
high-grade ores.

The physics are simple: the lower the grade 
of the ore, the more has to be dug to obtain a 
given amount of metal. Consequently, the low-
grade trend brings big mines, increased land 
disturbance, increased energy and water use 
per unit output, and a sharply escalating tail-
ings and waste rock disposal problem. In turn, 
confl icts that pit the mining industry against 
land, water, and human communities – often 
indigenous communities given the rural loca-
tion of most ore deposits – are accumulating 
like mining capital itself.

Worldwide, the most prevalent mining 
environmental problem is potential acid 

generation (PAG) in the waste rock and tail-
ings. It occurs when rock contains sulphidic 
minerals; these include the common mineral 
pyrite (iron sulphide), which is present at 
Macehcewik Sipohsisol. On exposure to air, 
sulphidic minerals oxidize to form sulphuric 
acid; thus when large quantities are brought to 
the surface in a geologically short period, as 
in mining, and especially if ore is crushed into 
a fi ne powder as is usual in the fi rst stages of 
refi ning, sulphuric acid can accumulate to toxic 
levels in the vicinity of the mine.

At Macehcewik Sipohsisol the problem is 
compounded by the presence of arsenic, which 
would be dissolved by the acid and carried into 
surface and groundwater.

The conventional solution to PAG is to 
sequester the tailings and waste rock in a tail-
ings pond: the presence of a few metres of 
water over the waste keeps air away so that 
acid generation is reduced; and any toxins that 
do form are contained in the pond rather than 
running off into the environment.

The United Nations International 
Commission on Large Dams (ICOLD) says 

that tailings dams are the largest human-engi-
neered structures on Earth. Even more signifi -
cant than their size is the time during which 
they must endure. Because tailings can retain 
their acid-generating potential for thousands 
of years, tailings ponds and the dams which 
contain them must be designed as permanent 
structures. 

Geophysicist and mining environmental 
consultant David Chambers gives 10,000 years 
as a general fi gure for the design life required 
of these “landforms”, and says that another, 
more whimsical defi nition of the required life-
time is “until the next ice age.”

“Water moves and flows through deep 
aquifers, springs, bogs, marshes, lakes, rivers 
and into the ocean tides throughout Wolastokuk 
our homeland. Water is life!” says spasaqsit 
possesom (Tremblay) at a press conference 
of Indigenous leaders, environmentalists, and 
local residents who oppose the dam.

Tailings dam failures can have devastat-
ing consequences. Tailings, which are usually 
in the form of a wet slurry, can fl ow out of a 
breach with great destructive force and also 

infl ict longer-lasting damages such as cement-
ing of land and siltation of rivers. For exam-
ple, a tailings-dam break at the Samarco iron 
mine in Brazil in 2015 fl attened 1,000 hectares 
of forest and paved it with inorganic mud; 
and sent a silt plume 600 kilometres downri-
ver, suffocating fi sh and killing other aquatic 
organisms by sudden change in acidity and 
temperature and by photosynthesis-blocking 
turbidity – stopping only when it reached the 
Atlantic Ocean. A smaller tailings dam failure 
in Brazil in January this year killed more than 
230 people.

There is a troubling disconnect between 
the required longevity of tailings dams and 
their performance record. A 2002 paper in 
Geotechnical News estimated the rate of seri-
ous tailings-dam failure worldwide since 1970 
to be between 1/700 and 1/1750 per dam per 
year. Even the more optimistic fi gure means 
the average tailings dam has a six percent 
chance of failing within a century. The Expert 
Panel that investigated the large tailings-dam 
failure that occurred in 2014 at Mount Polley, 
British Columbia found that tailings dams in 
that province fail even oftener than world aver-
age: since 1969, seven have failed there, a rate 
of 1/590 per dam per year.

Measuring two kilometres wide and three 
kilometres long, and restrained by a dam 90 
metres high at its deepest point, the Sisson tail-
ings pond would be seven times the volume of 
the pond that failed at Samarco.

“Accumulate, accumulate! That is Moses 
and the prophets!” The words are those of Karl 
Marx in Capital and describe the fundamental 
character of capital which is to expand itself, 
bringing ever larger spheres of human activity 
and the natural world under its control.

It is not in the nature of capitalism for 
fi rms to take account of risks that extend much 
beyond their own lifetimes; usually they must 
focus on out-accumulating their competitors in 
the short and medium terms or die. For mine 
tailings safety, as with many environmental 
issues, the consequences are serious.

We have arrived at an epoch in which 
human technical prowess can alter the con-
ditions of life on a global and multi-millen-
nial scale. The capitalist mode of economic 
thought, circumscribed as it is by individual 
profi t considerations, is inadequate as a guide 
in this new reality. Socialism offers a more 
holistic prototype.
People’s Voice 

Magazine

The proposed mine is called the Sisson Mine after a small brook that runs through the site.

Canada

Accumulating 
mining problems

Allies extend solidarity to Wolastoqiyik grandmothers opposing the Sisson Mine.
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Tommy McKearney

IRELAND: In spite of lurid headlines 
about his private life, Boris Johnson is 
now Britain’s prime minister. Tousled hair, 
pompous accent, indiscreet and bullying 
behaviour, not to mention taking part in 
egregious self-promoting photo opportuni-
ties – yet nothing appears to damage his 
popularity among the Tory faithful. There 
is often, though, a perception beyond the 
Conservative Party membership that 
“Bojo,” as he is sometimes called, is some-
thing of a clown and therefore not to be 
taken seriously.

Any such reading would be a mistake. It’s 
worth keeping in mind that a similar dismissive 
assessment was made of Donald Trump during 
his campaign for the presidency of the United 
States in 2016. The reality is that neither man 
is a jester, nor indeed a completely free agent: 
instead they are the personifi cation of underly-
ing trends in their respective countries – trends 
that we in Ireland ignore at our peril.

The global economic centre of gravity is 
slowly shifting away from the United States 
and its European allies and moving eastwards, 
towards China and its partners in Russia, Iran, 
and elsewhere. The hegemony exercised for so 
long by western states is undergoing a chal-
lenge, and their position as the axis of world 
power is no longer as permanent as it once 
was. As a consequence, we are now seeing the 
aggressive behaviour of US-led imperialism 
towards those states they consider competitors.

Little surprise, therefore, when we see the 
slavish and uncritical support given by Britain 
to the foreign policy of what Boris Johnson 
calls “our number one ally, the USA.” Just 
think too of how those contesting the Tory 
party leadership vied with each other to con-
demn Jeremy Corbyn when, understandably, he 
asked last month for credible evidence that Iran 
had attacked oil tankers in the Gulf of Oman.

It is reasonable to assume, in the light of 
this, that a signifi cant section of the British 
ruling class deem its self-interest to be best 
served by an ever-closer alliance with the 
United States rather than the European Union. 
And, just as in North America, elements within 
British society are happy to have this still 
somewhat disguised agenda promoted on the 
back of a populist wave, much of which results 
from genuine grievances within working-class 
communities.

So what might we expect from Boris 
Johnson now that he occupies 10 Downing 
Street? And what might be the signifi cance of 
his premiership for Ireland?

In the fi rst instance, there is every likeli-
hood that he will be forced to implement Brexit 
on October 31; otherwise his credibility would 
be irretrievably damaged, if not altogether 
destroyed. Moreover, failure to deliver on his 
promise to leave the EU would probably split 
the Conservatives, and possibly allow Nigel 
Farage’s new party to form the offi cial opposi-
tion following the inevitable general election. 
Worse still from the point of view of the ruling 
class would be the possibility of a government 
headed by Jeremy Corbyn.

In the event of a no-deal Brexit, economic 
instability in Britain, if not outright turmoil, 
would be practically unavoidable, in the short 
run at least. The fi nancial sector would expe-
rience destabilising turbulence, investment 
would surely slow down, and some industries 
would leave and move overseas.

While there is an unimpeachable case 
to be made for a socialist-led break with the 
European Union, the benefi ts of such a depar-
ture would require some time before being 
realised, and then only if directed by a left-
wing government.

To offset criticism and to retain power, 
Johnson and his supporters would have 
few options other than playing the populist 
card. Cue a series of crude domestic poli-
cies designed to appease readers of the Daily 
Telegraph and the Sun. Migrants, trade union-
ists, welfare recipients, feminists, climate-
change activists and other bêtes noires of the 
reactionary right would be designated for par-
ticular attention.

Don’t think either that Ireland, north or 
south, would be unaffected in this case. What 
steps might a Johnson government take in 
order to retain the support of the DUP in the 
House of Commons? What would his relation-
ship with Dublin be like when the Dáil [Ed: 
parliament] objects to the absence of a “back-
stop”? A little bit of Paddy-bashing might even 
be popular with his grass roots.

It is impossible to predict what other strat-
egies he might adopt; but war – the great fall-
back of prime ministers in diffi culty – cannot 
be ruled out. What would be the response 
from the government in Dublin in the event of 
a major confl ict involving British support for 
an American offensive? What then would be 
its reaction to the movement of US soldiers 
through Shannon Airport? What if the powerful 
American-owned digital corporations based in 
and near Dublin were facilitating a cyber-attack 
on infrastructure targeted by the Pentagon? 
How would the Taoiseach [Ed: head of govern-
ment] respond to questions from those being 
attacked about Ireland’s so-called neutrality?

Such a scenario raises still more profound 
questions for the Irish Republic’s relation-
ship with imperialism and its bed-fellow, free-
market capitalism. The 26 Counties’ ruling 
class will agonise long and hard over such a 
dilemma. Should they stay with the European 
Union and its more selective support for 
NATO, or simply throw their lot in completely 
with Britain and the United States? Either 
option would involve a cost for the south-
ern privileged class; and they will undoubt-
edly attempt to remain affi liated with both if 
possible.

One thing we can be quite certain of is that 
the Irish ruling class will not do the right thing 
and reject imperialism, in whatever guise it 
assumes. It is important, therefore, that anti-
imperialist Ireland takes notice of these devel-
opments and continues working to overcome 
their detrimental impact. Quite simply, we 

must bring together those forces willing and 
capable of establishing an independent sover-
eign republic throughout the entire country.

Finally, let’s dispel any notion that this 
analysis will be fundamentally altered should 
Jeremy Hunt succeed in displacing Boris 
Johnson. He, after all, was the person who 
led the verbal onslaught on Corbyn’s demand 
for credible evidence about the Gulf attack, 
while insisting that no other state or non-state 
actor apart from Iran could possibly have been 
responsible. He ended his tirade by claiming 
that Corbyn “can never bring himself to back 
British allies, British intelligence, or British 
interests.”

As the saying goes about Britain’s impe-
rial ruling class, there are often distinctions 
between them but seldom any real difference.
Socialist Voice 

Boris arrives 
on populist wave

International

The scramble for Africa
Niall Farrell

Mali is not just some poor coun-
try plagued by “terrorism.” It’s 
worse: it’s a poor country plagued 
by imperialism. The 19th century 
scramble for Africa by the “great 
powers” carved up that continent 
into artifi cial states and spheres 
of infl uence, causing drastic divi-
sions and consequences for tribal 
peoples that have been com-
pounded by impoverishment and 
discrimination.

Mali is the tenth-poorest coun-
try in the world; but the Tuareg 
people in northern Mali, thanks 
to government discrimination, are 
even poorer. In neighbouring Niger 
their tribal folk’s fate is similar: 
super-exploited in the uranium 
mines, a vital source of France’s 
nuclear energy program. This was 
the main reason why France sent 
a signifi cant military force to Mali 

when the discontent burst into 
rebellion.

This uprising was exacer-
bated by the West’s overthrow of 
Gadaffi ’s Libya in 2011. Well-
armed Libyan Tuareg soldiers fl ed 
from the insurgency in Libya and 
joined forces with their brethren in 
Mali. A year later these rebels were 
to be superseded by a more power-
ful jihadi force.

In February 2013 the French 
intervened, and by 2015 a peace 
agreement with Tuareg forces had 
been agreed. France also engi-
neered the military support of the 
“G5 Sahel,” fi ve former colonies in 
the Sahel-Saharan region: Burkina 
Faso, Mali, Niger, Mauritania, and 
Chad. An estimated 18,000 foreign 
troops are in Mali today.

The intervention in Mali is 
showing clear similarities to the 
Afghan war. It was possible to wrest 
northern Mali from the control of 

jihadi militias, as it was to tempo-
rarily put an end to Taliban control 
in 2001. Nevertheless interven-
tion forces – the United Nations 
Multidimensional Integrated 
Stabilisation Mission in Mali – 
which include a large German 
contingent as well as the French 
“anti-terrorist” Opération Barkhane 
force – are regularly under attack.

Also, serious acts of violence 
are happening in central Mali. Here 
the Puelh, mostly shepherds, have 
constantly suffered state oppression. 
A growing number of the Puelh 
have risen up against the discrimi-
nation and as a result have been the 
victims of massacres.

A United Nations report in 2018 
accused Malian troops of having 
committed regular massacres; and 
since late 2016 these forces have 
allegedly carried out “extrajudicial 
killings,” arbitrary arrests, torture, 
and the enforced disappearance of 

men accused of supporting Islamist 
armed militias. These are the very 
same soldiers who are being trained 
under an EU training mission, 
which includes Irish, British and 
German military trainers.

None of this information was 
forthcoming in the Dáil. Instead 
the minister hypocritically spoke 
of Mali needing to return to “civil-
ian rule,” ignoring the fact that the 
forces that Irish soldiers have been 
training since 2013 are the very 
ones that overthrew the democrati-
cally elected president in 2012.

It is within this bellicose mael-
strom that Irish special forces will 
join the German army contingent 
presently there to carry out “recon-
naissance” missions, presumably 
targeting villages or specifi c areas 
for drone attacks. That is not peace-
keeping, that is war, and a blatant 
breach of our neutrality.

Besides, this war is unlikely 

to succeed. In November 2017 the 
International Crisis Group, a pro-
western think tank, stated that this 
regional confl ict can be solved only 
if the deep-seated socio-economic 
causes are dealt with. And while the 
Malian people are poor, their coun-
try and region are rich in natural 
resources.

However, a military strategy is 
the preferred EU option, and espe-
cially for Germany, as it expands its 
operations in Africa. This dovetails 
nicely with the EU’s “permanent 
structured co-operation” (PESCO) 
and the development of an EU 
army.

You can rest assured that our 
political and military elite won’t 
allow a trivial matter such as Irish 
neutrality to get in the way of rub-
bing shoulders with their betters.
Socialist Voice 
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Aboulfotouh Kandil

At a meeting on July 22 with the Egyptian 
community in Montreal, Egypt’s foreign 
minister, Nabila Makram Abdelshahid, 
assured attendees that any Egyptian living 
abroad who publicly criticises the Al Sisi 
dictatorship will be murdered. Makram, 
who is offi cially charged with protect-
ing Egyptians abroad, instead described 
graphically how they will be assassinated: 
“If anyone abroad criticises our country he 
will be cut to pieces,” Makram said, slitting 
her own throat in mock fashion with her 
hand. The threats were captured on video 
by several people in the audience.

Anti-coup activists, both in Egypt and 
around the world, moved quickly to condemn 
the minister’s threats and are acting to protect 
people who are in danger.

The Egyptian Revolutionary Council 
declared that unafraid, it will continue to strug-
gle for the freedom of the Egyptian people. The 
council translated her threats into English and 
broadcast video of the same on its Facebook 
pages.

In response to council suggestions, anti-
Sisi Egyptians around the world are calling 
local police departments informing them 
about the existence of a criminal threat 
against them made by Makram. They are 
fi ling written complaints on forms provided 
by the council thereby turning this threat into 
a massive show of support for democracy in 
Egypt.

Dr Mohammad Salah, chief of the coun-
cil’s media department, has urged all countries 
that recognise and deal with Egypt on a diplo-
matic level to protest the actions of the minis-
ter and to consider severing relations with the 
dictatorship.

Since the military coup of 2013, Egypt 
has seen countless human rights violations. 
Thousands of innocent people have been killed 
by police and military, with tens of thousands 
imprisoned. They have been subjected to tor-
ture, sexual abuse, and denial of necessary 
medical care. The military coup leader, General 
Abdelfattah El-Sisi, who grabbed power and 
became president, allows and encourages 
offi cers to kill people, promising them that no 
investigations or trials will result from injuring 
or killing civilian citizens.

The latest threats by Makram step up 
Al-Sisi’s policy of extending threats to 
Egyptians living abroad as well. For quite 
some time, Egyptian authorities have already 
been asserting their right to grab opponents of 
the regime living abroad and haul them back to 
Egypt for “justice.”

During live talk television programs, pro-
coup media personnel have named opposition 
fi gures abroad, urging people to kill them if 
they can. Sisi regime authorities have threat-
ened opponents and critics with the same des-
tiny that befell Washington Post journalist, 
Jamal Khashoggi who was killed inside the 
Saudi consulate in Istanbul, Turkey, in October 
2018.

Despite the evidence, Khashoggi’s mur-
derer has not faced any serious consequences 
or legal punishments. In December 2018, the 
US Senate rebuked Donald Trump’s response 
to the death of journalist Jamal Khashoggi and 
signaled new scepticism from Capitol Hill 
toward Saudi Arabia.

It is widely believed that the Trump admin-
istration’s refusal to act against Khashoggi’s 
murderer encouraged the Sisi regime, also 
backed by Trump, to peruse threatening oppo-
nents abroad.

Broad cross-sections of the Egyptian 

communities abroad are expressing concern 
and fear in the wake of the latest threats.

“I would be concerned to visit Egypt. I 
know they’re watching us, and they know who 
is active and inactive outside the country.” 
Maher Rizkalla, president of Canadian Coptic 
Association said.

On July 23, Makram tried to justify the 
threat she made saying that it was “spontane-
ous and smooth speech that reaches people’s 
hearts,” and that it was “misunderstood.”

On July 24 the deputy spokesman for the 
United Nation Secretary-General, Farhan Haq, 
stated that “the Secretary-General wants to 
make sure that all offi cials abide by the need 
to avoid hate speech, but, of course, we stand 
against any incitement to violence. And, of 

course, everywhere in the world, people should 
be able to exercise their freedom of expression 
regardless of which country and which topic 
is at hand.”

The Egyptian embassy in Ottawa did 
not respond to a request for comment from 
People’s World.

Makram was born in 1969 and received 
her Bachelor’s Degree in Political Science and 
Economics in 1991. She started her career by 
working for the Egyptian Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs in 1993. She also worked in Egyptian 
embassies and consulates in Brazil, the U.S., 
Italy, and the UAE. In September of 2015, 
Makram became Egyptian Foreign Affairs 
minister.
People’s World 
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Egyptian minister: 
Sisi opponents abroad 
will be “cut to pieces.”

Egypt’s foreign minister, Nabila Makram Abdelshahid.
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Women strike 
in Switzerland

Palestinian Authority 
to suspend all 
agreements with IsraelLaura Duggan

On June 14 women throughout 
Switzerland took to the streets in 
a national women’s strike. It took 
place to coincide with negotia-
tions at the International Labour 
Conference in Geneva on interna-
tional rules for tackling violence 
and harassment at work.

Among their national demands 
in Switzerland, women called for 
equal pay, investment in the care 
sector, recognition of the real value 
of unpaid women’s work at home 
and in the community, and zero tol-
erance of gender-based violence.

In the wake of #MeToo, which 
highlighted the global scale of 
the violence and harassment that 
woman endure, these women also 
demanded effective measures to 
prevent both psychological and 
physical harassment.

While both women and men 
experience violence and harassment 
in work, unequal status and power 
relations in society result in women 
being more exposed to violence and 
harassment. Gender-based violence 
remains one of the most tolerated 
violations of workers’ human rights. 
According to statistics, 35 percent 
of women over the age of 15 have 

experienced sexual or physical vio-
lence at home, in their communities, 
or in the place of work.

Higher rates are consistently 
recorded in transport, health and 
social care, hotels and restaurants, 
the media and entertainment, agri-
culture, and in domestic work. 
Violence and harassment at work 
can come from managers, supervi-
sors, fellow-workers, and custom-
ers. Abusive work-place practices 
also contribute to work-related 
stress, which is now at a record 
level.

Progress towards gender equal-
ity has stagnated over the past 
decade, and today the number of 
women who have experienced vio-
lence and harassment stands at 
818 million worldwide. However, 
women are responding, and over the 
past twenty-four months they have 
led historic mobilisations around the 
world.

From the extension of paid 
maternity leave in the Philippines to 
new legal measures to protect work-
ers from the misuse of non-disclo-
sure agreements in Britain, women 
and their unions have achieved real 
progress in the world of work.
Socialist Voice 

President Mahmoud Abbas 
made the announcement 
days after Israel demolished 
Palestinian homes near its 
illegal apartheid wall

Ben Cowles

The Palestinian Authority is to 
suspend all agreements with 
Israel, President Mahmoud 
Abbas announced last night. 
Following an emergency meet-
ing with Palestinian Liberation 
Organisation leaders in Ramallah, 
Abbas said the authority would 
form a committee charged with 
cancelling all deals with Israel. 
However, no timeline was given.

“We announce the leadership’s 
decision to stop implementing the 
agreements signed with the Israeli 
side,” Abbas said in a televised 
address in the occupied West Bank.

“We will not bow to dictates and 

imposing a fait accompli by force in 
Jerusalem and elsewhere.

“There is no peace, no security 
and no stability in our region and the 
whole world without our Palestinian 
people achieving their full rights.

“Our hands have been and are 
still extended to a just, comprehen-
sive and lasting peace. But this does 
not mean that we accept the status 
quo or surrender to the measures of 
the occupation.”

Abbas’s statement came in the 
same week that the Israeli mili-
tary began demolishing Palestinian 
homes in the East Jerusalem district 
of Sur Baher.

Israel claimed that the homes, 
which stood in Palestinian Authority-
controlled territory, violate a 2011 
military order forbidding construc-
tion within a buffer zone extending 
330 yards from the country’s illegal 
apartheid wall.

While making around 350 
people homeless, Israeli Defence 

Force soldiers also brutally attacked 
Palestinian and international protest-
ers who were peacefully demonstrat-
ing against the demolitions. Many 
needed hospital treatment.

In his speech, Abbas also took 
aim at US President Donald Trump 
– who unilaterally recognised 
Jerusalem as the capital of Israel last 
year, despite being urged not to do so 
by most of the world’s governments 
– and his so-called “deal of the cen-
tury,” an ill-defi ned plan to resolve 
the Israel-Palestine “confl ict.”

“We will not surrender, we will 
not coexist with the occupation and 
we will not deal with the deal of the 
century or the slap of the century or 
the deal of shame – all names for one 
title,” the Palestinian leader said.

“Palestine and Jerusalem are 
not for sale and bargain. They are 
not a real estate deal in a real estate 
company.”
Morning Star 
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Who wants war?
Iran is not going to back down. It has 
repeatedly warned that it will hit back 
with force if its territorial boundaries and 
interests are attacked. Every ratcheting-up 
of military force by Britain and the US will 
be met with reciprocal measures by Iran. 
Seize one of our ships, we’ll seize one of 
yours. Fly a spy drone into our airspace, 
we’ll shoot it down. And so on.

What makes the situation all the more pre-
carious is we have a US president who is an 
egotistical buffoon. His erratic administration 
is ill-advised and directed by arrogant war-cra-
zies like Vietnam-draft-dodger John Bolton. 

Moreover, the British government is in crisis 
over its Brexit farce. Nobody seems to be in 
charge of Downing Street with several min-
isters this week handing in their resignation 
in anticipation of bumbling Boris Johnson 
becoming the new prime minister.

Of most concern is that London is liable to 
be even more sycophantic – than it usually is 
– to the Trump administration because London 
needs to keep Washington sweet for availing of 
post-Brexit trade lifelines.

That means if Trump says “jump” to 
Britain, the British bulldog will say, “how 
high?”. With regard to the mounting Persian 
Gulf crisis that means any reckless American 
aggression towards Iran is likely to be further 
compounded by London’s servility to like-
wise oblige with further provocation towards 
Tehran. The dynamic of recent events already 
illustrates that.

However, reciprocation can also work in 
reverse, towards a peaceful resolution, if sanity 
prevails. Iran has said it does not want war, and 
has offered a negotiated path to de-escalate. 
Tehran has called on the Trump administra-
tion to lift sanctions and abide by diplomatic 
norms for dialogue. Iran wants the interna-
tional nuclear deal signed in July 2015 to be 
respected by all parties and for trade and diplo-
matic relations to be normalised, as mandated 
by the UN-endorsed accord.

In short, Iran is offering reciprocation 
towards normal international relations. The 
onus is very much on the US and the Europeans 
to abide by the nuclear deal. Trump’s unilateral 
withdrawal of the accord last year was the fi rst 
step towards reciprocal hostility.

The US and Britain are adding more fuel 
to the potential bonfi re by sending more war-
ships to the Persian Gulf. Such a move is ludi-
crous, hurtling towards disaster. If the Trump 
administration and the hapless British govern-
ment want to avoid a war, as they say they do, 
then they must reciprocate with Iran towards a 
negotiated peaceful resolution. It can be feasi-
bly done, in theory.

But it requires Washington and London 
respecting Iran’s sovereignty and rights.

Nathan Barnes
Sydney

“Fire and fury”
In one of his typical outbreaks of a 
madman, President Trump warned in 
a televised “fi re and fury” speech at the 
white House on July 19, “We have the 
greatest ships – the most deadly ships, we 
don’t want to have to use them. We hope 
for [Iran’s] sake they don’t do anything 
foolish. If they do, they will pay a price like 
nobody’s ever paid.”

Why would Trump not use the same lan-
guage to warn the Brits for their pirating an 
Iranian vessel in Spanish waters? – well, we 
know this is the crazy, unbalanced and off-kil-
ter world we live in. It’s so normal, people in 
the west take this imbalance and injustice, this 
double-talk and hypocrisy as the gospel.

All indications are however, while building 
up a war scene, the US are seeking justifi ca-
tion for what they had already called out – an 
alliance of the willing to send war ships to the 
Straight of Hormus to assure safe passage for 
“everybody”. Well, this would certainly not fl y 
with Iran.

But important to know is what’s behind 
this idea. Imagine the US navy and her puppet 
allies controlling the sea passage through 
which almost a third of all the world’s hydro-
carbon sails every day – Washington would 
have one more tool to sanction, strangle 
countries they feel do not bend enough to 
Washington’s dictate.

Their oil shipment would be withheld, to 
bring their economy down – this might be the 
most effective weapon yet.

Jo Dunleavey
Wodonga
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Chauncey K Robinson

Revolutionary activist, philosopher, and 
professor Dr Angela Davis is being inducted 
into the National Women’s Hall of Fame this 
year. The organisation is the nation’s oldest 
membership group dedicated to recognising 
and celebrating the achievements of women 
in the United States. Davis has a long history 
in the civil rights movement as an advocate 
for the oppressed, along with standing fi rm 
on issues such as racism, systemic oppression, 
and justice for Palestine.

To date, 276 women have been inducted 
into the Hall of Fame. This year, Davis will 
be among ten new members: Supreme Court 
Justice Sonia Sotomayor, actress Jane Fonda, 
attorney Gloria Allred, Native American lawyer 
Sarah Deer, retired Air Force fi ghter pilot Nicole 
Malachowski, the late suffragist and cartoonist 
Rose O’Neill, New York Congresswoman Louise 
Slaughter, who died last year, composer Laurie 
Spiegel, and AIDS researcher Flossie Wong-Staal.

Davis was born in Birmingham, Alabama 
in 1944, when Jim Crow segregation and racial 
oppression pervaded society. This atmosphere put 
her on a path of resistance to the status quo. From 
organising interracial study groups as a teenager 
despite segregation to joining the revolutionary 
Black Panther Party, to her membership and lead-
ership in the Communist Party USA (CPUSA), 
Davis’ history in the movement for change is a 
long one.

In 1970, Davis was charged with murder in 
a frame-up after the aborted attempt by Jonathan 
Jackson to free his brother, George Jackson, and 
the Soledad Brothers. A movement sprang up for 
her freedom, catapulting Davis to the international 
spotlight and allowing her a platform to speak to 
the oppression that continues to plague our soci-
ety. Since that time, Davis has remained diligent 
in her activism.

Earlier this year, the Birmingham Civil Rights 
Institute in Alabama came under fi re after revers-
ing its decision to honour Davis. In a vague and 
troubling statement, the institute cast doubt on 
Davis’ work when it comes to advocating for the 
defence of human rights. The decision came as a 
result of redbaiting, along with false accusations 
of anti-Semitism against Davis due to her support 
of the Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions move-
ment targeting Israel’s treatment of Palestinians.

Despite this, Davis defended her stance on the 
BDS movement by connecting it to her lifelong 
fi ght for justice and civil rights. In her statement 
she noted, “I have devoted much of my own activ-
ism to international solidarity and, specifi cally, 
to linking struggles in other parts of the world to 
US grassroots campaigns against police violence, 
the prison industrial complex, and racism more 

broadly.” Davis makes it plain, and rightly so, 
that her fi ght for human rights goes beyond bor-
ders, extending across the globe to all oppressed 
peoples.

Earlier this year, at the 45th anniversary cel-
ebration of the founding of the National Alliance 
Against Racist and Political Repression, Davis 
addressed the current political climate and the 
Trump administration and called for the need of 
solidarity across communities.

“People like Trump successfully end up 
persuading some white people who are having 
diffi cult economic circumstances that their impov-
erishment is a direct result of immigrants ... We’ve 
come a long way, but we haven’t come far at all.” 
Emphasising the importance of global solidarity, 
she explained, “Islamophobia has to be under-
stood as linking to and reigniting anti-Black, anti-
Latino, anti-Asian, and so on racism. And racist 
violence when infl icted with misogyny is espe-
cially fatal.”

In many ways, Davis’ life of activism was 
a forerunner of the trend now emerging that’s 
seeing growing numbers of women of colour lead-
ers emerge.

In a conversation with People’s World earlier 
this year, Davis spoke on this growing movement 
of women of colour taking centre stage in poli-
tics. She said:

“Black women have always grasped the 
intersectional character of us being in the world. 
Particularly now it’s important to make the con-
nection between labour organising, combating 
sexual violence, and recognising the repressive 
apparatus of the prisons, and the police. The 
advice I would give would be to stay connected 
to that tradition [of intersectionality], and not try 
to simplify what appears to be very complex. To 
recognise it, you have to take into consideration 
race, class, gender, sexuality, ability, and so on.”

And although there is often talk of Davis’ 
connection to the past and to history, the revolu-
tionary continues to look to the future for a better 
tomorrow.

“We have to say a form of socialism [is the 
road forward]. We’ve seen the relative success of 
socialism in places like Cuba. There are examples 
we can point to, but it’s not about replicating what 
someone else has done, but fulfi lling the potential 
which exists here,” Davis explained.

The recognition of Davis’ legacy is a well-
deserved one. The fi ght for equality, freedom, and 
a better road forward for the world is the living 
history that she’s connected to.

The induction ceremony will take place in 
early September outside Seneca Falls, NY, the 
upstate city which hosted the fi rst Women’s Rights 
Convention in July 1848 and is considered the 
birthplace of women’s rights.
People’s World 

Angela Davis inducted into 
the National Women’s Hall of Fame

Angela Davis – revolutionary activist, philosopher, and professor.

“Black women have always grasped the 
intersectional character of us being in 

the world. Particularly now it’s important 
to make the connection between labour 
organising, combating sexual violence, 

and recognising the repressive apparatus 
of the prisons, and the police.”



Guardian July 31, 2019  11

WT Whitney Jr

For almost 60 years Cuba has successfully 
defended its socialist revolution against a 
steady onslaught of US aggressive actions, 
serious enough at times to warrant extraor-
dinary measures. Cuba, for example, 
established alliances with the Soviet bloc 
of nations in the early 1960s, readjusted its 
economy and politics following the Soviet 
collapse, and sharpened its intelligence 
capabilities in response to terrorist attacks 
continuing into the 1990s.

Another set of far-reaching measures is in 
order now. The Donald Trump administration, 
intervening aggressively, has disabled both 
embassies, added restrictions on US travel to 
Cuba and on spending there, limited remit-
tances Cuban-Americans send to family mem-
bers on the island, continued to recruit and 
fi nance a political opposition, and implemented 
Title III of the 1996 Helms Burton Law aimed 
at discouraging foreign investments in Cuba.

These actions compound Cuba’s pre-exist-
ing economic diffi culties, among them: excess 
imports, insuffi cient exports, reduced agricul-
tural production, decreased worker productiv-
ity, and heavy foreign debt.

On June 27 Cuba’s Council of Ministers 
announced a comprehensive, multi-faceted 
response to the recent US aggressions. As 
reported by Granma, the newspaper of Cuba’s 
Communist Party, and by other Cuban media, 
the Council’s decisions constitute an agenda 
for ongoing planning of multiple processes 
leading to change. The ministers in their state-
ments appealed to Cubans’ sense of nation-
hood, unity, and culture.

Alejandro Gil Fernández, minister of 
Economy and Planning, provided a summary. 
The government seeks to increase production 
generally, diversify and increase exports, sub-
stitute endogenous products for imports, pro-
mote “productive chains,” strengthen state 
enterprises, bolster food sovereignty and food 
production, promote local development, fully 
implement housing policies, and put “science 
at the service of solving economic problems.”

Gil Fernández and minister of Finances 
and Prices Meisi Bolaños Weiss joined in dis-
cussing salary and pension increases taking 
effect in July. By the end of 2018 the average 
state-sector salary had risen from 600 pesos per 
month to 871 pesos, and as of July will be 1067 
pesos. The idea is that increased salaries and 
pensions will facilitate consumer purchases 
and thereby stimulate domestic production.

Price controls and anti-infl ation measures 
will be in effect. Future salary increases will 
depend largely on worker productivity. The 
cost of the increases is being squeezed into the 
2019 budget. To prevent a shortfall, transfers 
of state funds and their use will be more tightly 
controlled than in the past, and state agencies 
will cut spending in other areas.

Miguel Díaz-Canel, Cuba’s president and 
president of the Council of Ministers, on July 
2 discussed the reforms on national television, 
as did other ministers. “We come to this Round 

Table,” he announced, “to summon everyone 
to engage in this work with intelligence and 
love.” And “we have not renounced – nor will 
we – the idea that our small economy, under 
siege for these 60 years, will be prosperous 
and sustainable.” Despite “a US craving for us 
to return to the Special Period, we are now in 
better condition to overcome diffi culties.”

Salary and pension increases, Díaz-Canel 
maintained, will lead to coherent pricing and 
prepare the way for an end to subsidies and 
Cuba’s dual currency. Those benefi ting repre-
sent “the sector in which the conquests of the 
Revolution are defended; they offer important 
public services.” He called upon workplaces 
to implement the proposed changes and asked 
that Cubans align personal interests with the 
interests of society.

Díaz-Canel urged offi cials “to phase out 
administrative methods and adopt economic 
and fi nancial methods” to be able to handle 
changing patterns of consumption, market-
ing and pricing. Alluding to bureaucratic hin-
drances, he promised to address “what some 
call an internal blockade.” The government 
will promote workers’ commitment to effi -
ciency and productivity. And “cadres and 
offi ceholders need preparation to avoid skewed 
interpretations of the changes.”

The quality of political leadership emerges 
as a decisive factor as Cuba copes with US war 
without guns and with lingering problems of 
its own.

Díaz-Canel epitomises Cuba’s new gen-
eration of revolutionary leaders. Since taking 
offi ce in April 2018, he has travelled through-
out the island, often in company with other 
ministers. In local meetings, workplaces and 
the countryside, he communicates in person 
with citizens.

Everywhere Díaz-Canel is generous with 
praise for colleagues and for the Cuban people. 
They and the nation’s history appear to be his 
North Star. He refers often to moral and ethi-
cal values and not at all to state power. Nor 
does he dwell upon political enemies who are 
Cuban.

Speaking to the Union of Cuban Writers 
and Artists (UNEAC) on June 30, he described 
“delving deeply into the extraordinary creative 
reserves of the Cuban people. The truth always 
awaits us there.” Cubans, he noted, are “chal-
lenged to give continuity to a unique histor-
ical process … a superior cultural event that 
transformed a small, backward nation, from 
the roots, into an unquestionable world power, 
not for its material resources, but rather for its 
human and emotional resources.” He extolled 
“a Revolution that has always placed human 
beings at the centre.”

On July 13 Díaz-Canel spoke at the conclu-
sion of the recent session of Cuba’s National 
Assembly, which featured working sessions 
of the various parliamentary commissions. He 
pointed out that “the 38 activities that the com-
missions investigated are precisely those that 
relate to complaints emerging in surveys of 
public opinion. We decided they were the very 
ones that require major government actions and 
solutions.”

The president’s speech covered legislation 
approved by the Assembly, Cuba’s economic 
situation, US hostilities, Cuba’s position in the 
world and more, including personal refl ections.

As regards being president: “I know about 
the sincere concern of those who think that 
we demand too much, that any credit derives 
exclusively from our personal action, and that 
we even take on tasks that ‘are not those of 
a president’... I ask myself what task doesn’t 

belong to a president in a nation like Cuba, in 
a Revolution like ours, when we follow the 
examples of Fidel and Raúl.

“We believe profoundly in collective 
work,” he declared, adding that “our Council 
of Ministers is acting, in general, with the 
intensity and urgency that life demands of us. 
We begin with constant interchange with the 
people, with an ear to the ground.

“In this new stage,” for example, “the 
key is in the regions and municipalities and 
in development of localities where they are 
aware of all they create. Advances there ben-
efi t people more directly.” And, “We have to 
keep on searching out our material and human 
reserves, looking to monetary savings as a 
source of income and to our spirituality as a 
source of creative energy.”

He was optimistic: “[W]hat adversaries 
ignore is that 60 years of sanctions, threats, 
and aggression of all kinds have stiffened our 
resistance. The historical experience of the 
Revolution is an indispensable book of lessons. 
The fi rst one is about personal, direct inter-
change with the people. They are the perma-
nent source of creativity and encouragement.”

For Mexican political analyst Ángel 
Guerra Cabrera, President Miguel Díaz-Canel 
represents “a total revelation in taking on maxi-
mum responsibility for the state.” He notes that 
“In our region there is not a single conserva-
tive president currently who exhibits even one 
quality marking a true statesman.” The fact of 
a highly competent political leadership surely 
is a favourable prognostic sign for Cuba, now 
battling to emerge from a newly reinforced US 
siege on its economy.
People’s World 

Cuba’s new 
generation of leaders

Miguel Díaz-Canel epitomises Cuba’s new generation of revolutionary leaders.
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In recent months, reports have been 
swirling that US monopolies Amazon, 
Apple, Google, and Facebook – so-called 
“Big Tech” – may soon be broken up. 
Presidential candidate Elizabeth Warren 
has proposed a plan to do so using anti-
trust law. Meanwhile, the Department of 
Justice and Federal Trade Commission are 
reportedly preparing for antitrust investi-
gations into the four fi rms, and the Justice 
Department recently announced an addi-
tional review. House Democrats are plan-
ning a similar “sweeping review.” These 
companies, lawmakers say, have simply 
grown too big, hindering “competition” 
and violating users’ privacy.

All of these actions beg the question: Is 
“Big Tech” facing a reckoning? The answer, 
most likely, is no. Silicon Valley is an indis-
pensable asset for the US government and its 
imperial ambitions. Amidst the US’s increas-
ingly hostile posturing toward China and its 
tech sector, that relationship, in all probability, 
won’t be threatened any time soon.

Some members of the media have, right-
fully, questioned the prospect of antitrust 
action against tech giants. Writing for Variety, 
Todd Spangler cast doubt upon the probabil-
ity of tech-busting. It would take at least fi ve 
years, Spangler contended, for antitrust law 
to be enforced. Additionally, as Variety and 
various other outlets have observed, antitrust 
law is outmoded in the age of internet titans: 
Traditionally, monopolies are judged based on 
whether they artifi cially infl ate prices, but dig-
ital platforms like Facebook provide many of 
their services for free. What’s more, Amazon’s 
acquisition of Whole Foods at least temporarily 
lowered some prices.

Yet, in focusing strictly on procedural 
details, these critiques don’t tell the whole 
story. Analysis of the issue commands a 
broader understanding; to start, it’s worth 
examining Silicon Valley’s role in the US 
economy. In early 2019, Apple and Amazon 
ranked among the fi ve most profi table compa-
nies in the US. Apple was the world’s second-
most profi table company in 2018, and the most 
profi table in 2017. In 2017, Google’s parent 
company, Alphabet, weighed in at the fi fth-
most profi table in the US; the following year, 
its profi ts rose to an all-time high.

These rankings dovetail with the US gov-
ernment’s increasing aggressions toward 
China, whose formidable tech sector may 
eclipse that of the US in the not-so-distant 
future. In an attempt to dissuade policymakers 
from a breakup, Facebook and Google exec-
utives have invoked US chauvinism, arguing 
that monopoly-busting would only aid China. 

“While people are concerned with the size and 
power of tech companies,” Facebook Chief 
Operating Offi cer Sheryl Sandberg said in a 
CNBC interview, “there’s also a concern in 
the United States with the size and power of 
Chinese companies, and the realisation that 
these [Chinese] companies are not going to be 
broken up.”

Sandberg was likely referring to internet 
giants Tencent and Baidu, as well as e-com-
merce conglomerate Alibaba, which have 
grown steadily in recent years.

While politicians seek to appear adver-
sarial toward Big Tech, many of them align 
with Sandberg on the issue. In May, a source 
from the Brookings Institution, a Washington, 
DC, think tank that routinely receives funding 
from both Silicon Valley and the US military, 
told Wired that US legislators “don’t necessar-
ily want to intervene in tech company opera-
tions, but they want tech companies to behave 
responsibly.”

Indeed, it would seem, lawmakers aren’t 
interested in taking a hammer to these compa-
nies; rather, to borrow a phrase from Spangler, 
they’re interested in “making it look like 
they’re trying.”

Democrat Representative David Cicilline, 
who’s among the House Democrats planning 
to review major tech companies, told The Hill 
that “a breakup of a company is a fi nal resort.”

Rendering tech monopolies’ outlooks 
even rosier, the head of the Department of 
Justice’s antitrust division, Makan Delrahim, 
was a former lobbyist for Google and Apple in 
2006 and 2007; the Department of Justice will 
reportedly be investigating both companies. 

Democrat Senator Mark Warner, who plans 
to introduce multiple bills to regulate social 
media companies, echoed Khanna’s fearmon-
gering in an April interview with CNBC. He 
fretted: “... if we were to kind of chop off the 
legs of Facebook and Google ... they might be 
replaced by Alibaba, Baidu, Tencent – compa-
nies that are totally enmeshed with the Chinese 
government in their global economic plan.”

Warner, it should be noted, is vice chair-
man of the Senate Intelligence Committee – a 
position that likely colours his stance on disas-
sembling the tech giants. Amazon has counted 
US intelligence agencies among its clients for 
years.

It hosts cloud computing for US intel-
ligence and defence agencies as part of a 

notorious $600 million 2013 CIA contract and 
is currently vying with Microsoft for a “war 
cloud” contract with the Pentagon, which 
would allow the US military to use artifi -
cial intelligence to expedite war planning. 
Combined with Amazon’s, as well as Google’s, 
history of selling facial-recognition software to 
the defence industry, these moves are quickly 
ushering in what some call a “cloud-industrial 
complex.”

This is far from an exhaustive list of rea-
sons to distrust the prospect of large-scale tech 
trust-busting. A deeply entrenched symbiosis 
between Silicon Valley and Washington, DC 
rests on jingoism and profi t. Were the afore-
mentioned policymakers truly interested in 
challenging the ills of US tech monopolies, 
they would, perhaps, call for tech’s demilitari-
sation and decommodifi cation – but ultimately, 
their loyalties lie exactly where the tech indus-
try’s do.
* Julianne Tveten writes about technology, 
labour, and culture, among other topics. 
Her work has appeared in The Nation, In 
These Times, Capital & Main, KPFK Pacifi ca 
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US legislators “don’t necessarily want to intervene 
in tech company operations, but they want tech 

companies to behave responsibly.”

Big Tech and 
Chinese competition


