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The inhumane treatment of a Sri Lankan 
couple who came to Australia seeking 
asylum and their two Australian-born 
children is a stark reminder of the brutal 
and authoritarian trend developing in 
Australia. Home Affairs Minister Peter 
Dutton has refused to grant the family 
visas, they were “illegal” maritime arriv-
als. Under international law they are not 
illegal.

He has callously turned his back on the 
possible persecution they face if deported to 
Sri Lanka. The fact they are settled, loved and 
respected in the small Queensland community 
of Biloela, 600 kilometres north of Brisbane, 
counts for nothing with Dutton.

Both Dutton and the Immigration Minister 
David Coleman have the power to exercise 
discretion and intervene so that Priya and 
Nadesalingnam and their daughters Dharuniga 
and Kopiga can remain in Australia. The par-
ents, who fl ed the civil war, have been in 
Australia since 2013 and 2012 respectively. 
With hearts of stone, the ministers refuse, 
instead seeking to make an example of the 
family.

This callousness is symptomatic of a trend 
in Australian politics, where democratic rights 
are being eroded, bit by bit, as creeping fas-
cism is eroding basic democratic rights.

Erosion of 
democratic rights

These developments are not confi ned to 
the barbaric conditions of arbitrary detention 
of asylum seekers. They affect every one of us. 
Since the Howard Coalition government in the 
early 2000s there have been numerous pieces 
of legislation, each in its own right an alarming 
breach of democratic rights.

Howard pushed through 20 pieces of leg-
islation in the name of “anti-terrorism.” His 
government also hit the trade union movement 
hard with a battery of laws that ran foul of 
International Labour Organisation Conventions 
to which Australia is a signatory and hence 
legally bound.

Under bourgeois democracy democratic 
and human rights are not a given, they have to 
be fought for and won and defended. Universal 
suffrage, free public education, freedom of 
speech, laws on sexual harassment, abortion 
law, equal pay, trade union rights, marriage 
equality, and so on.

Within the legal system, there is the right 
to remain silent, innocent until proven guilty, 
onus of proof on prosecution, judicial inde-
pendence, trial by jury, separation of powers 
(government makes laws, arms of state enforce 
them).

We are reminded of the importance of 
freedom of the press, by the recent Federal 
Police raids on the ABC and a News Ltd jour-
nalist’s home. The protection of a journalist’s 
sources is paramount. Likewise, the protection 

of whistle blowers if governments and other 
public agencies and corporations are to be kept 
accountable.

Transparency and accountability are cen-
tral to any democracy. Secrecy is a cover used 
by tyrants.

The exercise of democratic rights extends 
well beyond regular parliamentary and local 
government elections or even parliament itself. 
The input into government of various commu-
nity and advocacy groups and trade unions 
gives expression to the views of society.

Under capitalism, such basic rights have 
to be fought for and defended. As indicated 
above, they cannot be taken for granted.

It is these and other rights that are in the 
process of being eroded, bit by bit, in particular 
since the Howard Coalition government took 
offi ce in 1996.

As for the “opposition”, if the government 
is doing something, no matter how danger-
ous or reactionary it might be, and says it is 
for “national security”, then Labor will hop on 
board and support it.

Trend emerging
There is a clear trend emerging in the legal, 

economic and social areas where democratic 
and human rights are being eroded. These 
include:
• free speech
• freedom of association
• peaceful protest
• lack of government transparency and 

accountability
• secrecy
• arbitrary ministerial powers
• increased surveillance
• protection of whistleblowers
• freedom of the press

• over-riding the role of the judiciary
• surveillance without warrants
• arbitrary detention
• reversal of onus of proof
• denial of right to remain silent
• heavier penalties that are not warranted by 

the offence 
• mandatory jail sentences
• ignoring recommendations of endless 

inquiries

Prosperity gospel
There are millions of Australians who are 

denied basic human and democratic rights, in 
particular the rights to live in dignity and secu-
rity with equality and justice. These include 
Indigenous Australians, people with a disa-
bility, low-income families, homeless, youth, 
aged, unemployed, marginalised and others 
such as victims of domestic violence.

These disadvantaged and marginalised 
groups are victims of government policies, 
deliberately so.

There are a number of reasons for this. 
Firstly, there is the obvious, the aim of keep-
ing taxes on the rich and corporations as 
low as possible. This is facilitated by cuts to 
social expenditure. They are the economic 
drivers behind the refusal to increase unem-
ployment benefi ts and other social security 
payments or fund infrastructure for Indigenous 
communities.

But with this government, in particular, 
there is an underlying philosophy drawn from 
Christian fundamentalism. Instead of showing 
compassion and reaching out to assist those in 
need, the government does the opposite.

Morrison and his Hillsong tribe (Catch the 
Fires Ministries in the US) preach the prosper-
ity gospel where wealth is interpreted as a sign 

of God’s favour and poverty also comes from 
one’s behaviour, and so God’s disapproval.

The absence of wealth means that you have 
not pleased their God. Howard’s Treasurer, 
Peter Costello, saw the cutting back of gov-
ernment services is not placing a burden on 
the poor but making space for charity to move 
in and for recipients of charity to modify their 
behaviour and morality in line with that of the 
Christian Right.

Police state
References to Australia becoming a police 

state are more common as the legislation 
becomes more extreme in quashing human and 
democratic rights. When taken together there is 
now a huge battery of anti-democratic, repres-
sive legislation waiting to be used. Several 
Acts have been tested on a few individuals, 
except for the industrial relations arena where 
it is full on.

The ruling class is facing a serious eco-
nomic crisis and the major parties are in crisis 
with sharp internal divisions and investigations 
into illegal activities. More and more people 
are looking for an alternative to the two-party 
system which is failing them or have lost inter-
est completely.

It is at a time like this that capitalism turns 
to fascistic solutions, savagely attacking work-
ing class organisations. Trade unionism, left 
and progressive political activists, independ-
ent journalism, dissent, non-Christian religious 
beliefs and refugees are criminalised.

We are sliding towards fascism but there is 
still time to act and prevent it. As the commu-
nists learnt in the 1930s, this struggle requires 
the broadest united movement possible of all 
left and progressive forces. 
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September 11: A day to refl ect on 
the role of US Imperialism

Today is September 11, and it is a notable day for a couple of reasons.
On September 11, 1973, the socialist world suffered a setback in South 

America with the successful coup of the Chilean military over democratically 
elected President Salvador Allende. What is now widely known regarding 
the installation of Fascist dictator Augusto Pinochet is that the USA (more 
specifi cally the CIA) had their fi ngerprints all over it. What is less widely 
known, despite the fact it was reported on as early as 1974, was Australia’s 
involvement. The role of two Australian intelligence agencies, ASIS and 
ASIO, was to “backfi ll four CIA agents who had been expelled by the Allende 
government,” according to an ABC report. Four years later, Former PM 
Gough Whitlam confi rmed to parliament “I cannot deny it [...] Australian 
intelligence personnel were working as proxies of the CIA in destabilising the 
government of Chile.” Thus, before us here, is one of the earliest examples 
of Australia aiding and abetting US imperialism. And it would not be the 
last, nor was it our fi rst.

Before the Allende coup, Australia was involved in what was then its 
longest war: the Vietnam War. In 1962, the Menzies government committed 
to conscripting thousands of our men to fi ght an ideological and political 
war (ultimately being our most substantial post-WW2 contribution to a war 
effort) for the USA. 

Fast forward to September 11, 2001, and the fate of the century changed 
with the attack on the World Trade Center by Al-Qaeda. This rare (although 
not unprecedented moment) of foreign terrorism provided the Bush adminis-
tration with ample capital to push ahead with war against Afghanistan that 
only served as an excuse to get at their real target: Iraq.

In order to shore up international support, the Bush administration called 
upon allies to not only condemn Saddam Hussein but also to echo the false 
reports that Iraq was manufacturing weapons of mass destruction. While 
48 nations backed the US, only three contributed to its invasion forces: 
United Kingdom, Poland, and our little sun-soaked country, Australia. In 
defending this decision, then PM John Howard spoke before parliament to 
lay out his “fi ve core” arguments: “First, that Iraq possessed an ‘arsenal’ 
of chemical and biological weapons. Second, that Iraq was in pursuit of 
a nuclear capability. Third, that the UN’s disarmament efforts on Iraqi 
weapons of mass destruction had failed. Fourth, that a failure to dismantle 
Iraq’s WMD capabilities would encourage other rogue states like North 
Korea to continue their own nuclear programs. Fifth, that allowing Iraq to 
retain its WMD capabilities would make it possible for terrorist groups like 
al-Qaeda to obtain WMDs, threatening the security of other states including 
Australia.” (Sydney Morning Herald)

These “arguments” by Howard, which amount to merely parroting the 
US claims, refl ects nothing but the subservient nature of Australia to US 
imperialism. Australia’s membership in the “coalition of the willing” has 
been qualifi ed by former PM Kevin Rudd as “as one of the two great failures 
of Australian foreign policy since the Second World War.” The other one? 
The Vietnam war.

As a result of the war, thousands died on both sides. Why? Because of 
oil and military interests (look at US VP Dick Cheney’s ties to Halliburton). 
And this is the case with any resource-rich nation that is not compliant with 
US hegemony (e.g. Venezuela) or that acts independently of US interests and 
has the ability to defend itself (as is the case with the DPRK, China, etc). And 
Australia complies for a couple of reasons; fi rstly, Australia and the US share 
the same ideological mindset; secondly, the US provides the illusion of military 
security to Australia; thirdly, the US is one of our biggest trade partners. 

The fi rst reason is evident in the political duopoly of Australian politics. 
Both major parties, the ALP and the Coalition, are driven by the same capi-
talistic tendencies that dictate their policy (e.g. the actions taken regarding 
Adani by Queensland ALP and federally by the Coalition). An even more 
egregious political duopoly exists across the Pacifi c in the Pacifi c, driven by 
those same attributes.

The second reason is not contentious at all. According to Independent 
and Peaceful Australia Network (IPAN), it is believed there are roughly 50 
US military bases, across Australia. Australia is also home to over 2,500 
members of the US armed forces. The US navy also protects Australian ships 
on trading routes through the Asian-Pacifi c from dangers such as piracy.

The third reason, however, puts Australia in a hairy situation. While 
it is true that the US is one of Australia’s biggest trade partners, do you 
know who’s the biggest? China. China counts for almost a third of our total 
exports (the largest by far).

If you haven’t been paying attention to the news recently, China and the 
USA have gotten into a tit-for-tat trade war. With our largest security partner 
engaging in a Cold War-esqe battle with our largest trading partner the ruling 
class in Australia is showing signs of division. We need to strengthen our rela-
tions with China on a mutually benefi cial basis. Especially so, given that China 
is so apparently becoming an economic powerhouse globally that is conveniently 
located in our backyard! What makes China an even more palatable option 
over our American friends is that they aren’t imperialists. The continuation of 
“China’s peaceful rise” under Xi Jinping, best highlighted by the Belt and Road 
initiative, showcases that China isn’t concerned with exporting their ideology 
but rather, providing the opportunities to countries who need an alternative 
to the International Monetary Fund (IMF) or World Bank.

These moves are imperative. The US has torn apart the Iran nuclear 
deal and is putting feelers out for an Iraq 2.0. Australia has already agreed 
to send troops, planes and, warships to the Strait of Hormuz joining (who 
else?) the USA and UK. And while Morrison is channelling his inner Howard, 
the ALP (as usual) is labelling the actions as “appropriate,” providing zero 
opposition to the government’s actions.

We must watch these developments closely, and continue to fi ght against 
our government’s compliancy with US foreign agenda. Otherwise (given the 
support for and military capabilities of Iran) we may not end up with an 
Iraq 2.0 but a Vietnam 2.0. So this September 11, while other media outlets 
are focusing on the 9/11 attacks, let us refl ect on the history of Australia’s 
foreign policy, and its current role in supporting US imperialism. 
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK
The fruits of the toil of millions are boldly stolen to build up 
colossal fortunes for a few; unprecedented in the history of 
mankind; and the possessors of these, in turn, despise the republic 
and endanger liberty.

Ignatius Donnelly, People’s Party of America – 1892Ignatius Donnelly, People’s Party of America – 1892
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The role of 
the leader
Vinnie Molina *

Leading by example has been and remains the 
best way to lead. Leaders must remain close 
to the rank and fi le and the masses in general 
because their support is crucial in the role of 
leadership. Communists should be the best at 
work, study and community work. They should 
be the people workers look to for guidance and 
communist leaders should have no personal 
interests more than the collective. Advancing 
the interests of the working class advances the 
interest of the people.

Leaders must remain connected and willing to 
listen to the rank and fi le and masses in general. 
Their feedback on their needs and those of society 
act as a guide for leadership to act upon. Every deci-
sion made should be tested in practice. Feedback 
from the people will inform of the correctness of 
those decisions.

In recent weeks the Party has called on all Party 
members to actively support the upcoming climate 
strike to be held on September 20. All Party organi-
sations and members should be on the street joining 
the call from young people to save the planet from 
climate catastrophe.

During this time, the CPA campaigns for a 
shorter working week as a demand for working 
people towards a just transition in this time of crisis. 
Consumption and production cannot continue as it 

is. We need to fi nd new ways of doing things but 
this should not mean workers are left behind. Green 
jobs must be created. Working less hours can help 
those who currently work excessive hours of unpaid 
overtime and at the same time help those who can’t 
get enough hours or who must live a precarious life 
working casually through labour hire and other pre-
carious ways of employment.

The struggle for a shorter working week is not 
a new idea and has always been part of the class 
struggle for better wages and conditions.

The longer a working week is the more it max-
imises surplus value from labour and increases 
the profi t margin for the exploiters. Bosses have 
the upper hand and currently use all sort of tricks 
against the working class. For example, it is now 
common for the number of breaks to be reduced 
often sold to workers with the reasoning of getting 
home earlier. This practice further hurts workers by 
preventing the right to organise and less time for 
workers to discuss problems in the workplace.

On September 20 we call to all our comrades 
in leading positions to lead by example and mobi-
lise our membership in the workplace and commu-
nity organisations. We must take it to the streets to 
reclaim our rights as workers for social change in 
defence of our jobs and the environment. It is time 
to fi ght for climate emergency.
* Vinnie is CPA President 

PRESS FUND
Isn’t capitalism wonderful? Do you know, for $190 per hour, (as advertised on prime time 
TV), you can hire a psychic to pester some poor deceased soul to find out whether they 
were really bumped off by a jealous lover, or a whole lot of other information that’s really 
intriguing albeit not in the least bit accurate or important. It seems the dear departed will 
have to forego resting in peace in order to boost the profits of a private sector niche market! 
On the other hand, at the Guardian, we’re interested in pestering the life out of capitalism 
itself, but we need your help, so please send in a Press Fund contribution for the next issue 
if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:
C E $50, Dr G Dittura $5, Digired $25, “Round Figure” $10, “Sparky” $10.
This week’s total: $100 Progressive total: $4350.

Aged care and disability 
workers get rise
The Health Services Union (HSU) is proud to 
announce another big union win for casual aged 
care and disability workers.

After a long campaign by HSU members and 
offi cials, the Fair Work Commission has ruled that 
all workers employed casually in aged care and 
social and community services (including disabil-
ity) – are to be paid their 25 percent casual load-
ing in addition to penalty rates for working on 
Saturdays, Sundays and Public Holidays.

For the average aged care worker, this equates 
to an hourly pay increase of $5.56, whilst the aver-
age disability worker will see an increase of $6.69 
per hour.

The Commission made this ruling as part of 
the Four-Yearly Review of Modern Awards fol-
lowing a claim by the HSU that casual work-
ers shouldn’t lose their 25 percent casual loading 
simply because they work or weekends and public 
holidays.

The increase will be applied to the Social, 
Community, Home Care and Disability Services 
Industry Award (SCHADS) and the Aged Care 
Award and will also apply to workers covered by 

any enterprise agreement which falls below the 
Modern Award rate.

The full 25 percent increase will be phased 
in progressively, with 10 percent applying from 
1 December 2019 and the remaining 15 percent 
applying from 1 July 2020.

“This is a fantastic win for tens of thousands 
of the lowest paid workers in the country who do 
invaluable work supporting some of the most vul-
nerable Australian citizens. It shows the power that 
ordinary working people have when they work 
together in their union.” Says HSU national secre-
tary, Lloyd Williams.

“Australia has some of the highest rates of 
casual and insecure work in the OECD, so it’s only 
fair that these workers are properly compensated 
for the sacrifi ce they make working weekends and 
public holidays.

We welcome this decision from the Fair 
Work Commission and hope that our other claims 
to improve conditions for employees in home 
care, disability support and social and com-
munity services will be looked upon similarly 
favourably.” 
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Marcus Browning

Re your editorial on Timor Leste 
(Guardian #1884, September 4). Australian 
security agencies spy on their own citizens 
and they help the US, UK, and others to do 
so, too. The “fi ve eyes” – the intelligence 
networks belonging to the US, UK, Canada, 
Australia, and New Zealand – help each 
other to keep tabs on individuals, groups, 
political, military, and other developments 
of interest across the globe. Australia is a 
junior member of this club and most people 
realise its basic purpose is to serve US stra-
tegic interests, especially in the Asia-Pacifi c 
region.

Despite its “deputy-sheriff” status, 
Australia has considerable spooking capac-
ity of its own and puts this at the service of 
transnationals operating in Australia. Nothing 
is allowed to get in the way of the “national 
interest”; not even if it means cheating one the 
world’s poorest nations – East Timor – out of 
much of its potential oil and gas revenues.

No-one from the government’s ranks 
would comment on the spying allegations but 
there is plenty of ominous talk about grave 
consequences for Timor-Leste if it persists 
with its legal challenge to the treaty CMATS 
(Certain Maritime Arrangements in the Timor 
Sea). The then Abbott coalition government 
was fuming on investors’ behalf that Timor-
Leste stood up for a pipeline to allow process-
ing of offshore resources on its territory rather 
than aboard a fl oating plant. At the same time, 
Australia poses as a friend and generous ben-
efactor to our northern neighbour.

Peter Galbraith, head negotiator for 
Timor-Leste in 2004, was not fooled. His reac-
tion to the spying revelations says it all about 
Australia’s deteriorating reputation in the 
region. “You know, it’s hard to imagine that 
would really be done by a friendly govern-
ment and especially for what were essentially 
commercial negotiations. That really seems 
there wasn’t a national security issue here for 
Australia. It wasn’t as if the Timorese were 
posing some kind of military threat or hatching 
some kind of plot. This was really bugging for 
commercial advantage,” he told ABC’s Four 
Corners.

The dispute has its origins in Australia’s 
relations with and support for the brutal 

Suharto dictatorship in Indonesia. In 1972, 
Australia obtained an agreement from 
Indonesia that the end of the continental shelf 
to our north west would be the boundary 
between Australia and Timor even though the 
border is only 60 kilometres from the coast of 
East Timor.

On the eve of Indonesia’s invasion in 1975, 
Australia’s then ambassador in Jakarta, Richard 
Woolcroft, advised the Whitlam government 
that Indonesia would be easier to deal with 
over the natural resources in the Timor Sea 
than the government of the newly-independ-
ent, former Portuguese colony of East Timor. 
Australia stood by and 24 years of genocidal 
occupation by Indonesia’s military followed.

In 1989, Foreign Minister in the Hawke 
Labor government Gareth Evans and 
Indonesian Foreign Minister Ali Alitas, toasted 
a deal to share out the oil and gas resources off 
the coast of Timor from the comfort of a jet 
fl ying high above the stolen territory. 

Australia

From the Archives The Socialist, April 1979

Stealing East Timor’s 
resources
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Medal of the Order 
of Timor Leste to 
Australian union 
movement
The government of Timor Leste has pre-
sented the Australian union movement the 
Medal of the Order of Timor Leste.

Presented by Timor Leste’s President, 
the medal is in recognition of the role the 
Australian union movement played in the 
campaign for independence for Timor Leste.

Twenty years ago the Timorese people 
voted overwhelmingly for independence 
from Indonesia after 24 years of military 
occupation.

The Australian union movement has a 
long history of solidarity with the Timorese 
people, opposing Indonesian occupation and 
assisting the resistance.

Following the violent Indonesian govern-
ment reprisals to the referendum Australian 
unions campaigned for UN peacekeeping 
forces to enter Timor Leste, and provided 
medical and other crucial supplies to the 
Timorese people.

The union movement in Australia held 
rallies and blockaded airports to prevent 

Garuda airlines fl ights from taking off in soli-
darity with the people of Timor Leste.

After independence was won, Australian 
trade unionists helped to train Timorese work-
ers, and built emergency shelters and commu-
nity facilities.

Australian unions and APHEDA Union 
Aid Abroad, the global justice organisation 
of the Australian union movement, continue 
to work with and support the people of Timor 
Leste today.

Said ACTU president Michele O’Neil: 
“This is a great honour for the Australian 
union movement. Australian unions are proud 
to stand in solidarity with the people of Timor 
Leste and our relationship continues to be 
strong.“Today we’re celebrating this legacy 
of solidarity, and the ongoing relationship 
between Australian unions and our sisters and 
brothers in Timor Leste.

“We are inspired by the strength, cour-
age and resilience of the Timorese people and 
thank them for this great honour.” 
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Early childhood education benefi ts the 
child and, ultimately, the economy. Yet 
the federal government refuses to provide 
adequate funding. The evidence is well 
established to support the provision of two 
years of quality early childhood education. 
We know that children have better learn-
ing outcomes and develop their skills in 
other areas such as social, behaviour and 
language acquisition, and this is backed up 
by a raft of local and international studies.

Studies that investigate the economic 
benefi ts of early childhood education show 
better returns for the country. A recent report, 
A Smart Investment for a Smarter Australia, 
commissioned by The Front Project, estimates 
a two-for-one return on investment in quality 
early childhood education. The result would 
be higher tax revenues, higher wages and pro-
ductivity, and lower spending on welfare and 
criminal justice.

Even federal treasurer Josh Frydenberg 
acknowledges “a quality preschool education 
is essential for laying the foundations for suc-
cessful learning, including transition to full-
time school and future school success”. But his 
actions don’t back up his words.

When the treasurer handed down this 
year’s Federal Budget, he again announced 
funding for just 12 months of early childhood 
education, and then only for four-year-olds. 
This means preschools and kindergartens only 
have funding until the end of next year.

Educators and parents 
furious

Early childhood educators and parents are 
furious and frustrated.

Director at Box Hill North Primary School 
Kindergarten in Melbourne Danielle Cogley 
says the continued short-term funding alloca-
tions are a big problem. “It’s really frustrating 
not be able to plan for the long term and not 
having the security of funding,” she says.

“I don’t know what I can offer families in 
a year or two years’ time. I don’t know what 
hours I can offer my staff, or what I’ll be 
working.

“We’ve campaigned for years trying to get 
just that little bit more and these band-aids of 
one more year of funding are really just appall-
ing,” Cogley says.

Mitchell Institute researcher Jen Jackson 

can point to one of the effects of the insecure 
funding on the sector. She says that National 
Workforce Census data shows the proportion 
of educators leaving preschools due to short-
term contracts is nearly four times the propor-
tion in long day-care centres.

“That’s really saying that there’s something 
going on with preschool that’s affecting stabil-
ity,” she says.

Australian Education Union federal pres-
ident Correna Haythorpe agrees, saying that 
ongoing, permanent employment is a top pri-
ority for educators.

“But when you’ve got a sector that has 
its funding at risk every single year, it’s very 
diffi cult to attract and retain preschool teach-
ers and support staff into the profession,” says 
Haythorpe.

Jackson says that affects the children, too.
“We know that stable continuous relation-

ships are the foundation of quality practice in 
early childhood.” In other words, she says, 
high staff turnover affects quality.

“Quality relationships aren’t just about 

warm, fuzzy care, they’re actually fundamental 
to what children need for learning,” she says.

Long-term benefits 
easy to see

Cogley’s 10 years at Box Hill North have 
shown her the benefi ts of early childhood edu-
cation as her students go onto primary school.

She notices their willingness to learn 
and explore, their resilience and their 
self-confi dence.

“We see a big difference in the children 
we’ve had here for two years, who’ve done 
three-year old and four-year old kinder, and 
how well they do as they move through the 
system. Their teachers comment on it, too,” 
she says.

On Cogley’s wishlist is 15 hours of pre-
school for both three- and four-year-olds.

“The amount of foundational learning that 
those children would be able to do in those two 
years would be absolutely phenomenal and set 
them up to absolutely thrive throughout their 

schooling – socially, emotionally, in all facets 
of their education,” she says.

Jackson says the ideal is removing cost 
as a barrier to families accessing quality early 
childhood education.

“We’ve got increasing participation but 
we’ve also got increasing equity gaps in the 
quality of what those children are receiving. 
And we actually need the highest quality serv-
ices for the children and families that need 
them the most,” says Jackson.

Not only is the federal government’s edu-
cation agenda a fail for both students and edu-
cators, it puts us out of step internationally. 
Most of the 36 Organisation for Economic 
Co-operation and Development countries pro-
vide preschool for three-year-olds.

Australia keeps company on the list of 
11 that don’t. These include Algeria, Angola, 
Bermuda, Gibraltar, Iran, Ireland, Nigeria, the 
Philippines, South Africa and Sri Lanka.
Australian Educator Spring 2019. 

What’s the future 
for early learning?

Australia

Merchant Navy Day remembers sacrifi ce
Australians were urged to pause 
on September 3 to remember the 
signifi cant contribution seafarers 
have made to the country’s secu-
rity and economic success, and the 
importance of the industry to the 
nation’s future.

One in eight Australian mer-
chant seafarers sacrifi ced their lives 
during World War II – a casualty 
rate that was higher than those suf-
fered by any of the armed forces 
– in an effort to maintain supplies 
of goods and materials vital for the 
war effort.

Merchant Navy Day is com-
memorated each year to remember 
their sacrifi ce, marking the anniver-
sary of the sinking of the fi rst Allied 
merchant vessel during World War 
II on September 3, 1939.

Maritime Union of Australia 
national secretary and International 
Transport Workers’ Federation pres-
ident Paddy Crumlin said that it was 
also important to remember that 
these sacrifi ces continued outside 
war, with merchant mariners inte-
gral to the prosperity of our island 
nation.

“More than 800 Australian 
merchant mariners sacrifi ced their 
lives for the Allied cause during the 
First and Second World Wars,” Mr 
Crumlin said.

“Merchant Navy Day, which 
this year falls on the 80th anniver-
sary of Australia entering World 
War II, is an opportunity to honour 
their lives and remember their 
fellow seafarers who bravely carried 
out their duties despite knowing the 
extreme dangers they faced.

“Just this year, the wreck of the 
SS Iron Crown was fi nally located, 
77 years after it was sunk by a 
Japanese submarine off the coast of 
Victoria, claiming the lives of 38 of 
the 43 crew.”

Crumlin said it was important 
to also remember the sacrifi ces 
made outside of war, noting that 
while the risks during war were 
greatly amplifi ed, particularly due 
to the use of submarines, seafarers 
continued to make signifi cant sac-
rifi ces during peace-time for the 
sake of ensuring supplies of goods 
and raw materials to and from our 
island nation.

“Just last month, on the 50th 
anniversary of the sinking of the 
MV Noongah off Smoky Cape on 
the NSW mid north coast of NSW, 
we stood with the family members 
of the 21 crew who died.”

Crumlin said it was essential 
to not only remember the past, but 
also to look to the future, with poli-
cies to revitalise Australia’s ship-
ping industry to ensure it is able to 
continue to support the nation’s eco-
nomic and national security.

“Without seafarers, Australia’s 
economy would grind to a halt,” 
Crumlin said.

“These are the people who 
transport Australia’s exports, supply 
the country with fuel and commodi-
ties, and ensure the overwhelming 
majority of everyday products are 
available to the community.

“In recent decades, the number 
of Australian-crewed vessels has 
been slashed, not only costing thou-
sands of jobs, but leaving the coun-
try vulnerable to global confl icts or 
economic shocks that disrupt mari-
time trade.

“Currently, both Queensland 

and Victoria are undertaking inquir-
ies into the important role of coastal 
shipping and the actions needed to 
strengthen the industry, but we need 
urgent action at the federal level to 
ensure the ongoing viability of the 
industry.

“During past confl icts, 
Australian-owned vessels crewed by 
Australian seafarers were available 
to ensure our supply lines remained 
in place, but decades of neglect has 
seen the industry hollowed out.

“Australia is now almost 
entirely dependent on foreign fl ag 
of convenience vessels, often regis-
tered in tax havens and crewed by 
exploited visa workers on as little 
as $2 per hour, to supply our fuel, 
carry our resources, and move cargo 
around the coast.

“One of the key lessons of 
World War II was the importance of 
having skilled, experienced seafar-
ers to maintain supply lines during 
times of confl ict. It is essential that 
as a nation we don’t forget it.”

Crumlin said inadequacies in 
our shipping laws had been high-
lighted recently after the owners 

of a Panamanian fl agged oil tanker 
escaped penalties for failing to pay 
the crew the legal minimum wage 
while carrying out coastal shipping 
over several years.

The Fair Work Ombudsman 
prosecuted Transpetrol, who were 
operating using a temporary licence 
from the federal government, after 
fi nding that the crew had been 
underpaid more than $250,000 
while undertaking 10 voyages 
between Australian ports.

While the company eventually 
paid the wages that were owed, the 
Federal Court refused to issue any 
further penalties, effectively giving 
a slap on the wrist to a company 
involved in the ongoing, systemic 
exploitation of foreign seafarers 
along our coast.

“This prosecution demonstrated 
once again that the current legal 
protections that are meant to pro-
tect Australian shipping and prevent 
the exploitation of foreign seafarers 
are feeble, ineffective, and in urgent 
need of reform.” 
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John Bachtell

The large-scale protests gripping Hong 
Kong the past few months, which have 
included violent confrontations with 
authorities, strikes, and student boycotts, 
show few signs of abating.

The protests, including the June 16 and 
August 18 demonstrations that drew 1.7 mil-
lion participants, were sparked by the intro-
duction of an Extradition Law into the Hong 
Kong Legislative Council. The proposed meas-
ure would have allowed Hong Kong authorities 
to detain and transfer out people wanted for 
crimes in Taiwan, Macau, or mainland China 
to stand trial in those jurisdictions.

The bill was put forward after a Hong 
Kong man murdered his girlfriend while visit-
ing Taiwan. Because there exists no treaty for 
extraditions between the governments of the 
two places, there was no way to put the man on 
trial for his crime, given that he had abruptly 
returned to Hong Kong before being discov-
ered. The law’s opponents, however, have 
expressed fear it would be used by the Beijing 
government to pursue political charges against 
Hong Kong dissidents.

In the wake of the continuing protests, 
on September 4, Carrie Lam, the Hong Kong 
Chief Executive, withdrew the bill. It remains 
to be seen what effect this will have since pro-
testers are voicing additional demands beyond 
the original bill.

Chinese offi cials suspect US and British 
imperialism are exploiting the mass discontent 
to provoke a “colour revolution” in Hong Kong 
to separate it from China. The goal, as Beijing 
sees it, is also to spread unrest to the mainland 
and undermine China’s socialist system.

Given the history of US-backed regime 
change and support for the “colour revolu-
tions,” this scenario is not hard to imagine. 
However, US meddling can’t possibly fully 
explain the size, scope, and persistence of the 
demonstrations.

The causes of the protests are complex 
and involve democratic rights, national iden-
tity, a clash between China’s socialist system 
and the legacy of British colonialism (includ-
ing the common law system and unfettered 
market economy), and deep dissatisfaction, 
anxiety, and anger over explosive social and 
class inequality.

Hong Kong identity
If history shapes identity, then Hong Kong 

identity has been shaped over a complicated 
history spanning two millennia.

The sparsely populated Hong Kong island 
became part of China during the Qin Dynasty, 
220 BCE. For years, it served as a source of 
salt, pearls, and more and more as an interna-
tional trading centre. Maritime trade between 
China and European colonial powers began in 
the 1500s. The East India Tea Company started 
operations in 1711. Eventually, trade fl ourished 
in tea, porcelain, and silk.

Unable – or perhaps unwilling – to pay 
for tea in silver, the British began smuggling 
opium as a means of exchange. The Qing 
Dynasty sought to ban opium after the drug 
addicted millions and corrupted the adminis-
trative state. The fi rst European-Chinese con-
fl ict, known as the Opium War, was the result. 
In 1841, a defeated China was forced to cede 
Hong Kong island to the British as part of the 
Treaty of Nanjing.

China was also forced to lease the adjacent 
Kowloon Peninsula (1860) to the British in 
perpetuity and the New Territories (1898) for 
99 years. These areas also make up present-
day Hong Kong.

Hong Kong became a crown colony of 
the British Empire and was occupied by the 
Japanese during World War II. After the 
war, Hong Kong reverted to the British, and 

following the establishment of socialism in 
mainland China in 1949, served as a signifi -
cant trading and fi nancial centre, useful eco-
nomically and diplomatically to both sides in 
the Cold War.

Britain was forced to transfer sovereignty 
of Hong Kong back to the now socialist-ori-
ented People’s Republic of China (PRC) when 
the 99-year lease expired in 1997. Britain and 
the PRC negotiated a transition known as the 
Sino-British Joint Declaration, which resulted 
in the PRC designating Hong Kong as a “spe-
cial administrative region” (HKSAR). As part 
of the 1984 agreement, China agreed to extend 
semi-autonomy to Hong Kong, including its 
economic and trade policies, as well as judi-
cial, executive, and legislative powers for 50 
years – up until 2047. And so was born “one 
country, two systems,” a contradiction which 
is at the heart of today’s confl ict.

Since 1997, the Basic Law has governed 
Hong Kong. It outlines the rights and freedoms 
of residents, structure of government, electoral 
system, and property rights. Many of the Basic 
Law’s principles, including lack of direct elec-
tions, were carried over from the British colo-
nial system.

Some of the protesters are calling for 
secession or independence from China. 
Understandably, China’s National People’s 
Congress can never agree with this demand. 
It would be like allowing Manhattan to secede 
from the US.

Having experienced the humiliation of 
colonial oppression, China will never again 
permit any dismemberment of its historically 
formed territory. Nor will it allow the current 
social upheaval to be used as a wedge to desta-
bilise the Chinese system of socialism.

Changing status 
of Hong Kong

The Sino-British Joint Declaration 
refl ected the geopolitical balance of forces 
and China’s developmental needs as they 
stood in the mid-1980s. China was embarking 

on its “opening up” economic reforms, and 
massive foreign capital investment was essen-
tial. Hong Kong was a conduit for that invest-
ment (and even more so after the events of 
Tiananmen Square in 1989). China had to 
guarantee stability for both Hong Kong 
and foreign capitalists by ensuring that the 
HKSAR remain a vital fi nancial and trade 
centre, a doorway connecting the country to 
the capitalist world economy.

In many respects, China and Hong Kong 
have been on two distinct and intersecting 
paths of development. Britain administered 
Hong Kong as a colony for 150 years, leaving 
an indelible imprint on its identity, lifestyle, 
and legal system, its social, political, and eco-
nomic system, and its culture, language, and 
democratic sensibilities.

As a trading and fi nancial centre, Hong 
Kong became a city of immigrants. Waves 
of immigrants arrived after the 1949 Chinese 
Revolution, and again in the 1970s and 1980s 
following the economic reforms and open-
ing up, including many who did not support 
China’s socialist revolution.

British and US imperialism have contin-
ued to infl uence Hong Kong identity. Even 
though Hong Kong never experienced full 
democracy and universal suffrage under 
British colonialism, the promise of those 
ideals resonated.

The economic growth Hong Kong expe-
rienced in the 1980s and ’90s was related 
to China’s economic reforms and need for 
foreign capital. But times have changed. In 
1997, Hong Kong’s gross domestic product 
was 27 percent of China’s GDP. It’s now 
three percent and declining. The world’s 
largest banks are now in China, and they are 
state-owned.

Shenzhen and other major Chinese cities 
have surpassed Hong Kong as fi nance and 
manufacturing centres. But the Hong Kong 
stock market is where many Chinese compa-
nies are listed, and it remains an essential (if 
somewhat less important) source of foreign 
capital.

Challenges to building 
a socialist democracy

China took the revolutionary path in 1949, 
to build what would eventually be called 
socialism “with Chinese characteristics.” Since 
the start of the economic reforms 40 years ago, 
China has undergone historically unprece-
dented economic, social, and political changes.

Born out of feudalism, the People’s 
Republic of China did not inherit a developed 
bourgeois democracy, freedom of the press or 
speech. A modern socialist economy and gov-
erning model, one based on its traditions and 
history, had to be and is being built practically 
overnight.

The “one country, two systems” model 
was always planned to eventually give way to 
the full integration of Hong Kong into China 
by 2047. In many ways, this process is also 
unprecedented in human history. As mainland 
China’s government increasingly asserted its 
sovereignty and authority, contradictions and 
clashes were bound to occur. It has now been 
22 years since the British left Hong Kong – 
almost halfway through the planned 50-year 
lifespan of “one country, two systems.”

As for the extradition treaty, most coun-
tries have such laws. Hong Kong and China 
are one country, but Hong Kong still has no 
extradition laws with China, Macau, or Taiwan. 
The absence of an extradition law is a legacy of 
British colonialism and China’s isolation fol-
lowing the 1949 socialist revolution.

The proposed extradition bill was limited 
and under the authority of the Hong Kong 
judiciary. However, China’s suppression and 
censorship of political opposition fuelled suspi-
cion and unease among Hong Kongers. Many 
felt the Extradition Law would allow anyone, 
including those with political differences, to 
be extradited to the mainland. Likewise, those 
wealthy Chinese who committed financial 
crimes and fl ed to Hong Kong to escape pros-
ecution are justifi ably worried.
Next week: Deep social problems
People’s World 

Australia

Colonial heritage, 
socialist future?
The complex history behind Hong Kong protests – Part 1



6  September 11, 2019 GuardianMagazine

Bourgeois elites keep fascist movements 
at arm’s length until intractable crises of 
governance call for extreme measures; 

fascism is a kind of ruling class SWAT team.

Let’s be clear about fascism
Zoltan Zigedy

“Fascists” and “Fascism” are frequently 
used words today that are both popular 
and slippery. The prevalence of the words 
in common parlance is indisputable, but 
regrettable for three reasons:

There is no common, shared, ordinary 
meaning of “fascism”

“Fascist” has often become merely an epi-
thet, a term of abuse

The use of the expressions has disengaged 
from their specifi c history and context

Today, commentators, both left and right, 
excoriate their targets with fascist-themed 
concatenations: “feminazis,” “islamofascists,” 
“neo-fascists,” “PC fascists,” etc.

And, of course, the dinner-table discussion 
of the liberal intelligentsia inevitably arrives 
at the burning question: “Is Trump a fascist?” 
If you Googled “Trump, fascism, fascist” on 
August 25, you would have gotten 9,150,000 
results.

A writer for Vox, in pursuit of the ubiq-
uitous Trump/fascism question, consulted 
fi ve experts – academics who have studious, 
decided opinions on fascism – to shed light on 
the subject.

Every definition either overshoots or 
undershoots the regimes that constituted fas-
cism in the “classic” period: 1922 until the 
overthrow of the “Estado Novo” and Francisco 
Franco’s death.

That is, they fail to apply to every fascist 
government – or they apply to far too many 
governments of the era that were not fascist.

Another Vox writer asked a Yale philos-
opher, hawking his new book, for his under-
standing of fascism. Like many post-Soviet 
scholars, he sought to contain it within the 
vessel of “extremism” so that it could be a bed-
fellow with communism.

His honesty (and scholarship) was betrayed 
when he attempted to quote the remarks on fas-
cism by the celebrated German pastor Martin 
Niemoller.

The learned professor states that “We 
should heed the warning of the poem on the 
side of the United States Holocaust Memorial 
Museum, which says, ‘First they came for the 
socialists, and I did not speak out because I was 
not a socialist ...’ ”

In fact, the Niemoller quote begins: “First 
they came for the communists and I did not 
speak out because I was not a communist ...”

The version cited by the Yale professor 
and the museum is a product of the hysteri-
cal US anti-communism of the 1950s, a period 
when authorities expurgated communism and 
expelled communists, ironically, a practice 
shared with the fascist regimes of the “clas-
sic” era.

While we can forgive the professor’s his-
torical ignorance, we cannot overlook the fact 
that the quote is nearly universally distorted 
in the US, a practice that effectively denies 
a period in US history exhibiting decidedly 
fascistic tendencies.

Has the political exploitation and abuse of 
the term “fascism” rendered it useless? Is there 
any credible defi nition of “fascism” that can be 
rescued from the confusion? Does it matter?

It does matter because something like 
“classic” fascism always lurks on the edges of 
bourgeois politics – a tool in the ruling class’s 
tool box.

Even after the defeat of fascism in World 
War II (thanks largely to the sacrifi ces of the 
scorned communists), remnants of the old 

order embedded in the new governments 
or fled to more hospitable environments. 
Ignorance, frustration and gullibility promise 
an endless supply of foot soldiers for purveyors 
of the most base ideas spawned by capitalism 
and its most malignant culture.

Bourgeois elites keep fascist movements at 
arm’s length until intractable crises of govern-
ance call for extreme measures; fascism is a 
kind of ruling class SWAT team.

Twentieth-century bourgeois governments 
in Italy and Germany had every opportunity to 
suppress or liquidate their respective incipient 
fascist movements well before they grabbed 
power.

Instead, they tolerated the movements, 
using them as a hammer on powerful move-
ments of the working-class left. When bour-
geois governance was not assured, the shock 
troops of fascism grabbed political power, 
guaranteeing the preservation of the capital-
ist order.

As British Communist leaders Tony 
Conway, John Foster, Rob Griffi ths and Liz 
Payne argued in a recent letter published in 
Communist Review (number 92), the defi ni-
tion of fascism developed by the international 
communist movement and introduced in 
1935 refl ected the experiences “of anti-fascist 
struggle in a range of countries and a range of 
different forms. It rejected attempts to defi ne 
fascism in terms of surface characteristics – 
as the despair of a disinherited lower middle 
class or as a pathology of mass politics that 
glorifi ed charismatic leaders and stigmatised 
outsiders.”

The 20th century fascism that arose 
throughout Europe (and in the US with organi-
sations like the anti-Roosevelt, putsch-seeking 
Liberty League) share many contingent fea-
tures that fail to explain its ascendency at that 
particular moment and under those particular 
circumstances.

The British Communist writers fi nd their 
defi nition – not in a static set of contingent fea-
tures – but in a process:

“... the developing class contradictions of 
capitalism in its monopoly phase, a phase of 
general crisis, of direct political challenge by 
the working class and of intensifying inter-
imperialist confl ict ... It was a response by 
fi nance capital when the existing form of rule, 
bourgeois democracy, could no longer contain 
the political class contradictions arising from 
capitalism in its monopoly stage.”

They elaborate:
“It is important, we argue, to sustain this 

defi nition today. It roots fascism within monop-
oly capital as a product of capitalism’s contra-
dictions. Fascism is not a sociological product 
of ‘mass society’ – a form of ‘totalitarianism’ 
that enabled the Cold War propagandists of 
fi nance capital to equate fascism with commu-
nism. It arises when, in face of working-class 
challenge, fi nance capital can no longer rule in 
the old way ...”

The common thread of 20th century fas-
cism – its rise, its growth, its sustenance, its 
assumption of power – was the relative threat 
of working-class power, usually in the form of 
a revolutionary communist party.

That thread separates fascism from the 
xenophobic, anti-democratic, revanchist move-
ments and regimes of the 19th century and 
their counterparts of today.

Conway, Foster, Griffiths and Payne 
explain:

“Today this defi nition still provides us 
with essential guidance. We are in a period 

of intensifying crisis for fi nance capital and 
of rising inter-imperialist tensions. In places 
across the world, but not generally, the chal-
lenge of the working class and its allies does 
threaten imperialist rule. It does so in parts 
of Latin America, newly in parts of Africa. 
Elsewhere potential threats exist ...”

Potential threats are different from an 
imminent clash with fascism over govern-
ance, over the fate of bourgeois democracy. 
Nonetheless, vigilance and preparation are 
wise.

Fascist movements are always lurking in 
the shadows or, sometimes, emboldened into 
the light by the political successes of vulgar 
demagogues like Joseph McCarthy, Richard 
Nixon, George Wallace, Ronald Reagan or 
Donald Trump in the US.

All of these fi gures were/are lightning rods 
for fascist movements, all pressed the bounda-
ries of bourgeois democracy.

They also exploited an electorate grown 
disappointed, even cynical by the failures 
of their more “liberal” or social democratic 
counterparts.

They fl ourished in the soil of insecurity, 
fear, disillusionment and neglect.

The ascent of these demagogues was, in 
fact, the product of a capitalist system that 
failed to offer its citizens an effective answer 
to sharpening contradictions.

But they were not on the verge of over-
throwing bourgeois democracy. They were not 
fascists.

US communists mistakenly saw 1950s 
McCarthyism, with all its fascistic trappings, as 
a precursor to fascism. The Communist Party 
paid a price in credibility and support for this 
mistaken assessment, a mistake which it later 
admitted.

Crying fascist wolf can cost the left dearly 
and defl ect from pressing a progressive agenda.

The danger of fascism is always possi-
ble under capitalism, though the unwarranted, 
premature alarm can be a distraction from the 
business at hand: defending working-class 
interests and winning socialism.
Morning Star 

Benito Amilcare Andrea Mussolini (July 29, 1883 to April 28, 1945), who went by the nickname 

“Il Duce” (“the Leader”), was an Italian dictator who created the Fascist Party in 1919 and 

eventually held all the power in Italy as the country’s prime minister from 1922 until 1943.
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Criticism, even vicious, hateful criticism, of 
the Israeli state is not inherently anti-Semitic.

The anti-Semitic con

With the Putin/Russia Collusion Fairytale 
debunked, the undeniable cancer of real 
foreign interference in the US government 
demands an honest airing.

Since American politics is mortally cor-
rupt, one might wonder: Why bother to expose 
one prime cause of its ethical degeneracy? If 
the beast is dead, what use is determining what 
killed it? Well, it isn’t quite dead and we have 
to live with it. If the public knew one country 
has done more to subvert our government than 
all others combined, it might raise enough hell 
to stop it.

In terms of infl uence, there can be no seri-
ous denial that Israel exerts by far the most 
powerful suasion of any foreign power on 
America. Infl uence exerted by a foreign pow-
er’s registered lobby is legitimate per our tooth-
less protocol. Israel’s is not so registered, but, 
details, details. So, when Republicans invite 
Israeli premier Bibi Netanyahu to smarmily 
insult a sitting US President in a joint session 
of Congress, that’s infl uence, not interference. 
When, besides fi nancing most Senators’ and 
Representatives’ elections, Israel takes them on 
cushy, free PR junkets to Tel Aviv, that’s infl u-
ence, not interference.

Conversely, when Clintonista subversion 
of the Bernie Sanders presidential campaign 
appears on WikiLeaks and this is instantly 
imputed to Russia and Putin – without proof 
and against expert technical evidence – that’s 
not infl uence, it’s Russki interference. More 
absurdly, when – again, without proof – the 
same Democratic CFOs howl that Putin trolls 
bought chump change worth of dingy ads on 
Facebook that swung the election to Trump, 
that’s ... but you get the picture.

What is obvious and has long been so – and 

has been emphasised by two years of fraud and 
insanity regarding imagined Russian collusion 
– is that infl uence is what your friends have; 
interference is what your enemies do.

Why, when it is so blatantly obvious as to 
be a source of outspoken pride for them, is the 
fact that Israel’s right-wing ruling clique bra-
zenly and continually interferes in American 
government in the most aggressive and offen-
sive way, universally denied? You want fl a-
grant foreign collusion with high offi cials in 
US government? Open your eyes. And your 
mind.

The reason it’s offi cially denied is that 
Israel’s Congressional whores know that not 
to do so violates their deal. Not to back Israel 
unquestioningly terminates it, and the loss of 
that money means loss of offi ce, to say nothing 
of the beating they’d take in the press and on 
their reputations.

The great mass of Americans won’t admit 
what many can’t help but know because they, 
too, fear being attacked for such bold honesty. 
They are equally vulnerable to rough handling 
from the same source: the massively power-
ful Israel Lobby, a unifi ed phalanx of militant 
American Zionists.

To be clear: Zionism has always insisted 
that Israel exists for Jews only.

The Israel Lobby – financed by vast 
American Zionist wealth – potent as it is, could 
not leverage our politics if its tactics were 
exposed, and it knows it. History gives it the 
key that makes rational assessment of Israel’s 
policies impossible: the Holocaust and the true 
anti-Semitism that was its cause.

Evocation of that horror allows any cri-
tique of Israeli government to be sleazily 
labelled anti-Semitism, thereby effectively 

nullifying argument. The dishonest and cyni-
cal Israel Lobby uses this tactic shamelessly to 
blunt and derail sound criticism or even plain 
examination of Israeli state behaviour.

What then is anti-Semitism? By defi nition, 
it is antipathy or hatred of the Jewish people 
as a whole. An anti-Semite espouses that cat-
egorical prejudice, and anti-Semitism in word 
or deed pertains to Jews in toto. In contrast, 
behaviour that is ugly, hateful or injurious but 
not directed at Jews as a whole, though execra-
ble, is not anti-Semitic, just as it’s possible to 
hate a Catholic or Muslim without hating their 
religion or their people.

It follows, then, that criticism, even 
vicious, hateful criticism, of the Israeli state 
is not inherently anti-Semitic, and the claim 
is false on its face. To attack the Israeli state 
is not to attack Jews as a people since Israel is 
not home to most of Jewry and its polity by no 
means defi nes or represents Jews in all their 
broad, complex range of beliefs, practices and 
principles.

To say that criticising the brutal, repressive 
apartheid Israeli government’s actions is anti-
Semitic is no more legitimate than to say that 
condemnation of the American state’s vicious 
imperialist wars makes one anti-American. 
This disingenuous con needs to be named and 
refuted around the world.

Is there criticism of Israel that is clearly 
anti-Semitic? Of course there is! Plenty of it. 
Anti-Semitism is no less real and evil because 
it does not apply to all critiques of Israel or 
all insults to Jews or Jewish entities. Precisely 
because anti-Semitism is so vile and toxic a 
disease, and because it will continue to live in 
its odious carriers, it is critically important not 
to vitiate the ubiquitous contempt it arouses by 
cynically muddling its meaning.

The dishonest and defensive crying of wolf 
that the government of Israel and the Israel 
Lobby deploy against any criticism of their his-
tory and policy is, in addition to being morally 

contemptible, deeply counterproductive in 
terms of Israel’s standing in world opinion. 
Mounting a transparently false, blanket, all-
purpose lament as a cover for their most obvi-
ous and glaring crimes and cruelties cannot 
prevent the world from seeing them for the 
corrupt and unjust power they are and fi ercely, 
adamantly opposing them.

Beyond the damage Israel’s cowardly dis-
honesty does to itself, a more critical concern 
for Americans pertains to what it has done 
and is doing to exacerbate the rolling deba-
cle of our misruled and fl oundering country. 
The Israel Lobby, Zionism’s American voice, 
wielding the bogus trope of anti-Semitism as 
a club, infects and pollutes through its agents 
and activists every niche of our government 
from the presidency and Congress to federal 
departments and bureaus, to state and local 
offi ces.

Without Zionist acceptance, Trump 
would not have been President, but neither 
would Obama. Through the Lobby’s dili-
gence, we have made our country hated by 
carrying Israel’s dirty water in the Middle 
East, crippled and hamstrung enlightened 
policy at home, and been affl icted with such 
creatures of nightmare as the Harpy Nikki 
Haley, bughouse pseudo-Christian loon Mike 
Pompeo and murderous psychopath John 
Bolton.

Nothing suggests the death grip Israel and 
its Lobby have on our fate can be broken. So 
long as the Anti-Semitic Con is viable, even 
our security is in jeopardy, with its blind, sick, 
demented chosen monsters in charge.

The fable of the eagle and the scorpion 
comes painfully to mind. When the bird, stung 
and bearing them both down to death, asks how 
the scorpion could sting it after swearing not to 
do so, the scorpion replies, “You knew what I 
was when you let me ride.” It was all too clear 
what Israel was in 1947.
CounterPunch 

A favourite tactic of Israeli authorities in responding to any criticism of Israel is to 
accuse the critic of being anti-Semitic. The effect of such a charge is electric as no one 
wants to be tagged with Hitler. It quite often silences the critic. Paul Edwards explains.
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Mexican Communist Party leader 
Pavel Blanco talks to Tim Pelzer 
about how the newly elected 
social democrat is embracing 
neo-liberal policies

MEXICO CITY – The new social demo-
cratic government of Andres Manuel Lopez 
Obrador is providing a breathing space for 
the capitalist class in Mexico where there 
is widespread social unrest and disen-
chantment with the status quo, said Pavel 
Blanco, leader of the Mexican Communist 
Party (PCM).

The Obrador government, posing as left 
wing to attract votes and support, differs little 
from previous right-wing governments and is 
committed to the neo-liberal capitalist model 
that has led to mass poverty and unemploy-
ment, said Pavel, 46, in an interview in the 
party’s downtown Mexico City offi ce.

“Obrador has launched an austerity pro-
gram, laying off thousands of public-sector 
workers and cutting programmes,” he says.

Using the pretext of clamping down on 
corruption, he is privatising the country’s 
system of national publicly owned day-care 
centres, as well as cutting healthcare, educa-
tion, cultural and scientifi c research budgets.

Pavel says that Obrador, who has declared 
himself a supporter of the free market, signed 
the revised NAFTA (North American Free 
Trade Agreement) 2.0 agreement last year with 
the US and Canada that continues to hurt the 
working class in all three countries and ben-
efi ts US, Mexican and Canadian multinational 
corporations.

The new Mexican president wants to estab-
lish two new free-trade zones where foreign 
corporations do not have to adhere to Mexico’s 
weak labour laws and workers will have no 
rights.

The Mexican Communist leader is criti-
cal of Obrador’s plan to provide three million 
scholarships to unemployed young people in a 
program called Young People Constructing the 
Future that is supposed to provide job training 
to unemployed youth.

Those receiving the scholarship will be 
placed in companies and public agencies where 
the government will pay their salaries for two 
years, $190 per month, less than what regular 
employees are paid, a gift to business paid for 
by austerity measures.

“These young workers will have no labour 
rights or benefi ts and can be forced to work 
9-12 hours per day.”

In a country with at least 20 percent unem-
ployment, Pavel said that this program will 
lead to abuses and exploitation. The new gov-
ernment has raised the daily minimum wage 
by 36 pesos – from 88 to 102 pesos ($ 5.1) but 
this is not enough to cover expenses and wages 
continue to remain low.”

Pavel says that purchasing power from 
1970 to 2019 fell 70 percent, resulting in mass 
poverty. According to Mexican government 
fi gures, 61.1 million (out of a population of 
120 million) have incomes below the offi cial 
poverty line.

The new government has introduced 
labour legislation that will allow more than 
one union in a workplace. It will divide 
unions and allow the entry of corrupt unions 
from the AFL-CIO.

Pavel says that people close to Obrador are 
creating a new trade union federation to control 
the country’s labour movement.

“Obrador says the main thing holding 
Mexico back is corruption and dishonesty, but 
the main problem is exploitation,” he says. 
Pavel says that Obrador’s economic program 
will do nothing to eliminate poverty and desti-
tution in the country.

He is also critical of the National Gaurd, 
the new paramilitary force that Obrador set up 
to fi ght widespread crime and violence.

“The purpose of the new force is to control 
and repress dissidents, not to fi ght crime,” said 
the Communist leader.

“You see that by the type of equipment 
they are given, such as helmets and shields.” 
Obrador says that he will no longer recognise 
social protests, just individual demands.

At the request of US President Donald 
Trump, the Obrador government is imped-
ing, detaining and sending immigrants back to 
Central America.

In the past, Mexican governments always 
allowed poor Central American immigrants to 
pass through the country, says Pavel.

Pavel says that Obrador does not come 
from a left-wing background. “While his 
grandfather used to be a Communist Party 
member, Obrador belonged to the right-wing 
Institutional Revolution Party (PRI) before he 
began his political career with the centre-left 
Democratic Revolution Party (PRD) in 2000.”

In 2012, Obrador broke with the PRD and 
formed the National Regeneration Movement 
(Morena) under which he was elected 
president.

The PCM formed a brief alliance with 
Obrador, along with other left parties and 

groups, when he ran for governor of Mexico 
City in 2000 around a minimum reform pro-
gram, says Pavel.

The PCM is currently trying to get regis-
tered so that it can enter the electoral arena and 
provide a left-wing alternative for the working 
class, says Pavel, who believes the party has 
support among the population.

It has been an uphill struggle because the 
country has the most restrictive electoral laws 
in the world, designed to maintain the political 
monopoly of the existing parties.

“The National Electoral Institute (INE) is 
demanding a list of 3,000 members in each 
of the 300 electoral districts, and the signa-
tures of 1 per cent of the voters list, impossi-
ble demands for small parties like the PCM to 
meet,” he remarks.

“The demand that the party provide 
a membership list to INE is unacceptable 
because it would put members’ lives at risk. 
Over the last few years fi ve leaders of the PCM 
have been assassinated and one disappeared for 
their activism.”

The electoral law also allows INE to inter-
vene and remove elected leaders during inter-
nal disputes and impose new ones, Pavel says.

The last time the PCM ran candidates 
was in 1979 when it won 5.4 percent of the 
vote and elected nine deputies to the National 

Congress, becoming the third-largest party in 
the country.

In 1981, party members voted to dissolve 
the PCM and form the United Socialist Party 
of Mexico (PSUM) with other left forces. 
In 1987, the PSUM changed its name to the 
Mexican Socialist Party (PMS). In 1988, the 
PMS dissolved and formed the Democratic 
Revolution Party (PRD) with dissident mem-
bers from the PRI.

The PRD, which in the last election formed 
an alliance with the right-wing National Action 
Party, inherited the PCM’s electoral registra-
tion and property. Pavel and other former party 
members re-founded the PCM in 1994.

The party is forming coalitions with unions 
and other popular organisations to press for 
political reform such as the one that led to the 
original PCM’s electoral registration in 1978 – 
back then the PRI government only asked that 
the party submit party publications for the last 
fi ve years and a central committee member-
ship list.

Obrador and Morena Senate President 
Marti Batres – a former Communist when he 
was young – have said they are open to dis-
cussing political reform, says Pavel.

“We think the working class should decide 
who it wants to elect, not the state.”
Morning Star 

Rampant exploitation
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Mexico’s President Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador.

Militarisation of police 
brings rise in sexual violence in Mexico
Michelle Zacarias

MEXICO CITY – Some 2,000 
demonstrators, mostly young 
women, marched through the 
Zona Rosa area of Mexico City  
on August 16 to protest a recent 
string of sexual attacks by the 
police. Among the attacks, accus-
ers say, was the rape of a 17-year-
old girl early in August.

The demonstrators gathered 
at noon at the central building of 
the Secretariat of Citizen Security. 
A large group headed towards 
the headquarters of the Attorney 
General’s Offi ce here where they 
attempted to force their way into 
the building. At one point the sec-
retary of security, Jesús Orta, came 
out to address the crowd, only to 
be pelted by pink glitter bombs and 
spray paint.

In response to the charges of 
rape Orta said, “All I want to say 
is that on my part, as head of this 
institution, we are totally on the side 
of your demand, that there is justice, 

I will guarantee that from this insti-
tution, and that the slogan of the 
Police is that there is protection of 
women and all citizens.”

Despite Orta’s promises, it took 
the police department almost half 
a month to suspend the six offi c-
ers involved in both investigations. 
The fi rst incident happened to a 
17-year-old girl who stated that 
four police offi cers raped her in 
their patrol car after she came back 
from a party on August 3, 2019. 
The second occurred just days later 
when a 16-year-old girl accused an 
offi cer of raping her in a museum. 
The district attorney previously 
stated that there was no initial 
arrest made because the accusers 
did not identify the suspects on 
time.

Since early July, Mexico City’s 
police force has increased by 50 
percent and nearly 3,000 National 
Guard offi cers were deployed across 
the city. This expansion was a direct 
result of the government’s attempt 
to tackle the nation’s public security 

crisis. For years, local police have 
been bought out by the cartel, often 
resulting in shady practices by local 
law enforcement.

In an attempt to fl ush out cor-
ruption, authorities enacted the 
National Guard as a hybrid insti-
tution that combines offi cers from 
the army police, naval police, and 
federal police. While some have 
said that this is a necessary meas-
ure to address the growing violence 
in Mexico, others have criticised 
the militarisation of police forces 
as being linked to the rise of sexual 
assault and femicide.

The Mexican criminal justice 
system has not only routinely failed 
to provide justice to victims of 
sexual violence but is also directly 
complicit in many ways. Police 
and military personnel have a long 
history of colluding with human 
traffi cking networks, in addition 
to the murdering, kidnapping, and 
raping of women. In 2006 Amnesty 
International reported that at least 
23 women were sexually assaulted 

and tortured by the police during 
a land rights protest in May, in 
Atenco.

Authorities covered up the 
rape and abuse of demonstrators 
throughout the unrest – prosecu-
tors destroyed witness statements 
and prison doctors refused to verify 
claims of abuse. Despite the police’s 
extensive history of weaponis-
ing sexual violence against women 
activists, Governor Enrique Pena 
has repeatedly rejected calls for an 
independent investigation on the 
matter.

Now activists are facing simi-
lar challenges as they continue to 
push for continued police oversight. 
Many city offi cials have dismiss-
ively called the mass protest “reac-
tionary” and accused demonstrators 
of inciting violence. It seems, how-
ever, that vandalism is a minuscule 
cost compared to the harm enacted 
by the country’s militarized police 
forces.

The mass protest served to 
expose the disturbing pattern of 

police violence against young 
women and girls. The popular 
mantra of “No nos protegen, nos 
violan” (they don’t protect us, they 
violate us) trended across the inter-
net and shed light on the failures of 
the country’s political leadership in 
addressing human rights violations. 
The demonstrations also forced 
Mexico to reconcile with the reality 
of implementing dangerous policies 
that increase police presence and 
allow them access to military-grade 
weapons.

Although the Mexican govern-
ment has vowed to pursue legal 
action against the police involved, 
the complicity of prosecutors and 
public defenders with corrupt law 
enforcement is not uncommon. The 
country’s push for police account-
ability continues to be led by the 
working class, Mexican women 
taking to the streets and demand-
ing justice, all whilst setting an 
example for the rest of the world to 
follow.
People’s World 
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Victor Grossman

BERLIN – Elections in two German states 
in eastern Germany on September 1 saw 
large gains by the fascistic Alternative for 
Germany party (AfD), though the party 
apparently failed to worm its way into 
either of the two state governments. Voters 
in both Saxony and Brandenburg did not 
give the AfD the number one position 
among the fi ve leading parties that it has 
been aiming for.

In Saxony, whose capital is Dresden, the 
conservative Christian Democratic Union 
(CDU) held onto fi rst place, which it has main-
tained since German re-unifi cation in 1990. 
The current coalition government there of the 
CDU and the centre-left Social Democrats 
(SPD) is no longer viable, however, because 
of the AfD gains. The CDU and SPD total 
combined now falls short of the 50 percent 
of parliamentary seats needed to form a new 
government. The CDU and SPD must take on 
either the Greens or the Left Party (Die Linke) 
if they are to both stay in the government and 
at the same time keep out the AfD.

The expectation is that the result in coming 
weeks will be the formation of a black-red-
green alliance, the colours of the CDU, SPD, 
and Greens respectively. Although the SPD 
has, in the past, formed alliances with Die 
Linke, the position of the CDU is that it will 
never work with Die Linke.

In Brandenburg, meanwhile, a state that 
completely surrounds but does not include 
Berlin, the AfD also failed to take the fi rst 
place it coveted. Instead, the SPD held onto 
the fi rst place spot it has held since 1990. 
Currently, it rules in a red-red coalition with 
Die Linke, but sharp drops in the vote for Die 
Linke require now that a three-way coalition 
be formed.

The SPD will have to call in either the 
Greens, along with Die Linke, or it can kick 
out Die Linke and call in instead the Greens 
and the CDU. The latter move is entirely pos-
sible and if it happens, even though the AfD 
will be kept out of government, the state of 

Brandenburg will move signifi cantly to the 
right. Some in the CDU are seeing this as a 
way of permanently weakening Die Linke in a 
large former east German state.

Despite keeping the AfD out of the two 
state governments, the major parties have 
nevertheless suffered signifi cant setbacks. In 
Saxony, the SPD, which is losing strength all 
over Germany, garnered only eight percent of 
the vote.

The Greens, on the other hand, have cause 
to celebrate, because they have improved their 
standing by four points or so in each of two 
east German states in which they have been 
weak. They will end up in the state govern-
ments of both.

Not too much comfort, however, should be 
taken in the fact that the AfD failed in its goal 
of coming in fi rst in a state election. It made 
dramatic gains even though it missed the big 
prize.

In Saxony, it increased its support from 
9.7 percent in 2014 to 23.5 percent. In 
Brandenburg, it went from 9.7 percent to 27.5 
percent. These gains give it the position of 
main opposition party in both states.

Die Linke’s decline?
The results for Die Linke in these elections 

were awful.
In Saxony, it will have to vacate its posi-

tion of main opposition party and yield that to 
the AfD since its vote dropped from 19 per-
cent to 10.4 percent. In Brandenburg, Die 
Linke received only 10.7 percent of the vote as 
opposed to 18.6 percent in 2014 and 28 percent 
in 2004. In Brandenburg, as mentioned above, 
the party will have to give up its position of 
junior partner with the SPD and hope that it 
can stay in the government.

The poor showings by Die Linke have a 
number of causes.

First, in the eastern part of Germany, many 
of the traditional leftists originating in the old 
German Democratic Republic, a major group 
that has been loyal to Die Linke, have been 
dying out.

A look at the history of Germany after 

re-unifi cation explains part of the problem, 
too. After unifi cation, Die Linke was seen as 
the protest party of the left, something that 
appealed to many in the east – working people 
who were being treated as second-class citi-
zens in the new united Germany. Wages and 
working conditions in the east were (and still 
are) lower than in the west. Industry in the east 
was totally destroyed as West German big busi-
ness dismantled it and sold it off. Many parts 
of eastern Germany today are economically far 
behind the west, with West Germans in control 
of every sphere of economic life.

The CDU and the right did not just sit 
back and accept that many were supporting 
Die Linke – more than 25 percent in many 
cities, with Die Linke gaining serious politi-
cal ground in large cities like Potsdam and 
Leipzig and actual control of the presidency of 
the state government in Thuringia, for exam-
ple. The right wing went on a vicious campaign 
of comparing Die Linke, at every opportunity, 
to what they called the “totalitarian” GDR. 
Fascistic elements, often in alliance with police 
and CDU mayors in many towns, encouraged 
violence and repression against Die Linke 
activities.

Second, the gains that Die Linke was able 
to make, despite the propaganda war against 
it, actually laid the groundwork for another 
problem.

Die Linke found itself in control of some 
of the poorest places in the east, regions where 
the West German businesses had created the 
conditions for massive unemployment. Die 
Linke mayors found themselves having to 
attract West German or foreign businesses to 
get the badly needed jobs and money for taxes 
to support schools and infrastructure. What 
they sometimes sacrifi ced was their support 
for higher pay for workers and better working 
conditions generally because those campaigns 
would prevent them from attracting the busi-
nesses they needed. This in turn caused many 
workers to gradually see Die Linke as part of 
the “establishment.”

AfD took advantage of this, declaring itself 
to be the real anti-establishment party, the party 

that would really “kick them all out.” They 
focused, too, on attacking immigrants, claim-
ing they were a major cause of the problems 
faced by German workers.

The result of all of this is that Die Linke 
members, peace activists, environmentalists, 
trade unionists, and their allies have their work 
cut out for them in Germany. Progressives and 
the left will have to move in the direction of 
building mass support for real solutions to 
the problems of German workers that go way 
beyond just winning seats for Die Linke and 
the Greens or somehow reinvigorating the SPD 
in the state and national parliaments.

In the eastern part of Germany, people 
need better housing and schools, for example. 
Mass campaigns that tie meeting those needs to 
reduction of armaments in the short term and 
changing the system in the long term are nec-
essary. Once before, in the late 1940s, this and 
more was done in the eastern part of Germany 
when, with the establishment of the GDR, the 
wealth and power of a small bunch of capital-
ists and Nazis was confi scated and used to ben-
efi t the people.

Today in eastern Germany, something like 
that will have to be done again. That means 
breaking up the farm seed monopolies, nation-
alizing pharmaceutical companies, stopping 
military spending and directing it into infra-
structure, and, for good measure, taking com-
panies like Amazon and curbing their penchant 
for destroying the small businesses so many 
German workers love.

Ultimately, what Die Linke does to turn 
things around is, of course, up to Die Linke. 
What we know for certain, however, is that 
without Die Linke, there will be no meaningful 
voice in the German parliament to speak out 
against the wars in Afghanistan, north Africa, 
and the Middle East.

Without Die Linke, there will be no voice 
leading the fi ght against fascism in Germany. 
Without Die Linke, there will be no voice fi ght-
ing for the rights of immigrants and for the 
rights of all German workers.
People’s World 
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Threatening freezing
Adelaide University researchers have 
deployed sophisticated temperature sen-
sors in 56 houses across Adelaide, Adelaide 
Hills, and Victor Harbor and at Port 
Augusta. The homes are occupied by resi-
dents over 65 years and is part of a three 
year study of thermal comfort. Logging 
instruments are placed in the living room 
and bedroom.

The data exposes the predicament our long-
suffering pensioners and welfare recipients are 

in under Capitalism. Adelaide Hills proper-
ties were on average 5° C colder than homes 
in Adelaide during early morning and late at 
night and up to 2° C cooler during the day. As 
the study lead researcher Professor V Soebarto 
said: “SA still has many cold houses leading to 
potential health problems. Statistics show the 
number of deaths during winter is more than 
summer”.

The study of temperature monitoring will 
end in October this year and the results are 
expected.

Cold weather makes the heart work harder, 
increasing heart rate and blood pressure. These 
changes can cause heart problems, especially 
if you already have a heart condition. The cold 
can also cause changes to your blood that may 
increase the risk of developing blood clots, 
which could lead to a heart attack or stroke. 
The effects of cold weather could lead to seri-
ous illness or even death, so it is very impor-
tant to stay warm during winter if you can.

Wage growth has fl atlined for most work-
ers, all pensions have not kept up with rising 
cost of living, while corporations continue to 
reap millions of dollars annually. Electricity 
and gas has skyrocketed under privatisation. 

Many people are wandering what has happened 
to the economy?

Putting it simply, the capitalist system 
backed by both conservative and social demo-
cratic parties who think they can manage capi-
talism better than corporations, they stands for 
private operators to exploit worker and rip as 
much profi t as possible. They are now run-
ning into a very big snag – workers cannot buy 
back what they produce resulting in reduced or 
stopped production. The call to increase pro-
ductivity and expand is ridiculous when there 
is shrinking markets.

The challenge for the Communist Party is 
to give guidance in the struggle to change the 
system. Our party policies must be taken to the 
people.

Len Lean
SA

Australian crawl

Yearly GDP growth has tumbled to 1.4 per-
cent according to new data released by the 
ABS, marking the lowest point since the 
GFC a decade ago.

The RBA last week repeated calls for 
action on wage growth to re-start the economy.

Last year the Morrison Government 
proudly announced that low wage growth was 
a design feature of its economic policies.

The Morrison government has created 
a system which keeps wages low, and that is 
stalling the economy. Around 60 percent of the 
Australian economy is domestic consumption 
and working people no longer have anything to 
spend on non-essential items.

This government cannot re-start the econ-
omy because it is the reason it has stalled. The 
policies of this government are directly to 
blame for the Australian economy slowing to 
a crawl.

The Morrison government could take 
action today by focusing the review of 
Industrial Relations by Minister Porter on 
improving wage growth and addressing inse-
cure work.

Australian workers deserve better than a 
government which puts big business profi ts 
ahead of wage growth for working people.

Sally McManus
Secretary ACTU

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Leo Correa

About 98 percent of all Brazil’s 
indigenous lands lie within the 
Amazon. “Just outside, our 
reserve is being heavily defor-
ested. It’s being badly destroyed,” 
a Kayapo leader said. Kayapo, 
one of the Bau people’s leaders, 
helps organise a village watch 
group to protect the community’s 
lands from encroaching fl ames 
as well as illegal loggers, miners, 
and others seeking to exploit the 
area. With fi res spreading quickly 
to wide swaths of Indigenous ter-
ritories in recent weeks, his task 
has grown more critical.

So far in 2019, Brazil reported 
83,000 fi res, a 77 percent increase 
from the same period last year. Many 
of those were set in already defor-
ested areas by people clearing land 
for cultivation or pasture.

With over 98 percent of Brazil’s 
Indigenous lands within the Amazon, 
the threat to groups like Kayapo’s is 
particularly exposed. According to 
Brazil’s National Space Research 
Institute, an estimated 3,553 fi res are 

now burning on 148 Indigenous ter-
ritories in the region.

“Just outside, our reserve is 
being heavily deforested. It’s being 
badly destroyed,” Kayapo said. 
“We Indigenous people need to be 
united.”

As a multitude of international 
players discusses how to develop 
and protect the Amazon, Kayapo and 
others fi nd themselves on the front 
line of firefighting efforts and an 
ever-acrimonious feud with Brazilian 
President Jair Bolsonaro.

Bolsonaro has come under harsh 
criticism for environmental policies 
that some say are weakening safe-
guards in the rainforest. He main-
tains Europeans are trying to infringe 
on his country’s sovereignty, while 
also arguing that the demarcation of 
Indigenous lands has hindered busi-
ness interests.

He reasserted his claims at a 
meeting of Amazon regional gover-
nors, arguing that reserves are being 
exploited by outsiders to halt the 
growth of Brazil’s economy.

“Many reserves are located stra-
tegically, someone arranged this,” 

Bolsonaro said, without noting who 
he was referring to. “Indians don’t 
have a (political) lobby, they don’t 
speak our language, but they have 
managed to get 14 percent of our 
national territory.”

As rhetoric escalates, Indigenous 
leaders have some of the most at 
stake.

Saulo Katitaurlu, a leader in the 
municipality of Conquista D’Oeste 
in Mato Grosso state, appeared 
woeful as he walked along the banks 
of the Sarare River.

“The non-indigenous do what-
ever they want and then put the 
blame on the Indian,” Katitaurlu 
said, explaining that when his 
group reported a fi re to authorities, 
a rancher said the tribe had set the 
blaze themselves.

This year, he said his Indigenous 
group, the Nambikwara Sarare, felt 
the effects of farming and ranch-
ing expansion even more acutely 
and said inspectors were “not going 
after” the criminals.

“Some years ago there were a 
few (fi res) but now there are more,” 
Katitaurlu said. “With the Amazon 

burning, this is the largest (fi re) that 
has ever happened and the smoke is 
coming here. Today the sky is clean, 
but two days ago it was full of smoke 
and hot.”

In recent days, leaders of the 
Group of Seven industrial nations 
pledged to help protect the Amazon 
region with $20 million in funds, in 
addition to a separate $12 million 
from Britain and $11 million from 
Canada.

At the same time, French 
President Emmanuel Macron has 
engaged in an increasingly personal 
feud with his Brazilian counterpart, 
while Chilean President Sebastián 
Piñera said Latin America coun-
tries “have sovereignty over the 
Amazon.”

Leaders of all Amazon nations 
except Venezuela will meet 
September 6 “to come up with our 
own unifi ed strategy for preserving 
the environment, and also for explo-
ration sustainable in our region,” 
Bolsonaro said Wednesday.

Although Brazil’s president and 
international players have dominated 
the discussion, some indigenous 

leaders appear to feel the most effec-
tive way to infl uence environmental 
preservation policies is to raise their 
own voices – or take matters into 
their own hands.

“I think this president doesn’t 
know the constitution very well,” 
said Kayapo, the leader from the 
Bau reserve. “We are resilient. If 
there is an invasion in our reserve, 
if they try to come here ... we will 
react against the Bolsonaro govern-
ment and say: ‘Not here. This reserve 
has an owner.’ ”

In an August 24 video posted to 
YouTube, one Indigenous woman 
wearing face paint and a head-
dress addressed the camera and also 
vowed to “resist for the sake of the 
forest, for our way of living.”

“We from the Xingu River are 
connected to you, all together stand-
ing in defence of the Amazon,” 
she said. “We are on the front line 
and we need your support, join our 
fi ght.”
People’s World 

As Amazon fi res rage, As Amazon fi res rage, 
Bolsonaro wants more Bolsonaro wants more 
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Eric A Gordon

Since her untimely death – a suicide by 
drowning – at the age of 59 in 1941, British 
writer Virginia Woolf has become a femi-
nist icon for her literary explorations into 
the subject of womanhood in contemporary 
society. Not given to writing frivolous esca-
pades or intricate comedies of manners, 
Woolf delved deep, after her fi rst novelistic 
trial runs, into the female psyche in a man’s 
world, insisting on the need for a woman to 
fi nd “a room of her own” – in other words, 
her independence – for refl ection and self-
examination. Like French writer Marcel 
Proust and Irish writer James Joyce in 
Ulysses (1922), Woolf considered a few 
hours or a single day worth recording in 
utmost detail in order to capture all the fl it-
ting thoughts, impressions and emotional 
states that occupy a woman’s brain cells. 
Not only in subject matter but also in form 
did she help to break visionary new ground 
in the English language.

Among her most important works are Mrs 
Dalloway (1925), To the Lighthouse (1927), 
Orlando: A Biography (1928), and A Room of 
One’s Own (1929), which became classics of 
feminist literature.

From 1907 on she settled in London’s 
Fitzroy Square, centring a group of writ-
ers, painters and intellectuals known as the 
Bloomsbury Group, alongside her supportive 
husband Leonard Woolf, a writer and book 
publisher, whom she married in 1912. Together 
they ran the prestigious Hogarth Press.

“Bloomsbury” as a unique literary con-
struct continues to hold a special fascination 
for readers because of the high character of 
debate and conversation about life, love, art, 
aesthetics, politics and sexuality that character-
ised the community. It comes down in lore and 
many critical studies as an admirable bubble 
of probing intelligence and bright wit. Readers 
fantasise what it must have been like to spend 
evenings drinking in the scintillation of spar-
kling dialogue and opinion on both the eter-
nal questions and the issues of the day. Since 
curious minds always want to know, biogra-
phers like to highlight the constant bed – and 
partner-swapping that took place among this oh 
so highly modern and sophisticated pansexual 
crowd.

The new fi lm, Vita & Virginia, signifi cantly 
places Virginia Woolf in second place – to Vita 
Sackville-West (1892-1962), novelist and poet 
and garden designer married to the diplomat 
Sir Harold Nicolson (1886-1968). Vita was the 
dominant partner in any relationship. The fi lm 
opens with her and Sir Harold scandalising 
all Britain in a radio interview in which they 
praise the virtues of open marriage and disdain 
for ownership and jealousy.

Although an up-and-coming member of 
the literary establishment herself, Vita looked 
up to Virginia for her superior command of 
ideas expressed in word: Practically every-
thing out of Virginia’s mouth is an epigram-
matic pearl. The cinematography also shows 
Vita literally looking up to the lanky Virginia, 

who is a good six or eight inches taller. An 
element in seducing her, which she works at 
for the better half of the fi lm, has to do with 
subjecting her to Vita’s openly stated, manip-
ulating threat: “If you leave me stranded I will 
hurt you.”

Although the fi lm portrays Vita as devious, 
arbitrary and controlling – and yet still under 
the psychological and fi nancial thumb of her 
thoroughly conventional but wealthy mother – 
it also makes clear the origin of her discontent. 
An only child born to an aristocratic family in 
the ancestral home of Knole in Kent, a manor 
that had been granted to her forebears by 
Queen Elizabeth I, Vita did not inherit it owing 
to sexist laws of primogeniture. Instead the 
castle went to a male cousin. Vita poured her 
acidic resentment into all her human dealings. 
That may in part explain why she so enjoyed 
the company of her plants.

Though Vita and Virginia are the two cen-
tral fi gures, their respective husbands also have 
important roles, as well as Virginia’s sister, the 
modernist painter Vanessa Bell, married to 
Clive Bell but at the time of this story actively 
cavorting with the homosexual painter Duncan 
Grant. With all this free love fl oating around, 
a brief scene at the Hogarth printing house is 
revealing: An employee (a Black man, inciden-
tally) is bereft that his girlfriend is cheating on 
him, and the response to his pain on Virginia’s 
and the other print shop personnel is a decided 
ho-hum. The theme of betrayal will come up 
again later in a far more personal, wounding 
form.

Without elevating that scene into any kind 
of pivotal moment in the fi lm, still it illus-
trates a great deal about this circle of aesthetes. 

They are so self-absorbed and self-congratula-
tory that they position themselves in the aerie 
far above the daily troubles of mere mortals. 
Everything announces it in big, bold gestures: 
the sporty cars they drive, the fi ne food they 
eat (prepared by servants we barely see), the 
fashion show they parade on their bodies, the 
immaculate makeup, hairdos, jewelled turbans 
and fascinators, the royal manors they inhabit, 
the toney parties they attend.

Viewers may well compare the milieu of 
this fi lm to the popular Upstairs, Downstairs, 
except that there the entire vertical class system 
is integral to the story, and here it is virtually 
absent. (The British do these period costume 
dramas so frightfully well.)

Now to be fair, Virginia comes from some-
what different stock, as does her Jewish hus-
band Leonard (though that important fact 
– unless I missed it – doesn’t seem to merit a 
mention in this depiction of a rigidly layered 
society with deeply seated anti-Semitism). 
They dress and behave far more modestly than 
Vita and Harold.

The whole precious atmosphere of the fi lm 
is one of exquisite, claustrophobic detachment, 
a stylish dissociation from almost everything 
real and on the ground. There is also some 
treatment of Virginia’s mental breakdown – 
her hallucinations and ruminations on dying 
– which would eventually come back in even 
greater force after World War II began, though 
that is not within the scope of the fi lm. At least 
the sex scenes show some healthy physicality 
and heavy breathing – something liberating for 
once from the mental hothouse in which these 
characters reside. The sexual freedom Virginia 
experiences in a same-gender affair actually 

helps to stabilise her and get her productively 
back to her writing.

Central to the plot of the fi lm is that the 
eventual breakup with Vita inspires what many 
critics regard as Virginia’s best book, Orlando. 
It paints a psychological portrait of her erst-
while lover more accurate in tone than Vita 
herself could have articulated; as Vita is forced 
to admit, it’s “the wisest, richest book I’ve ever 
read.” Virginia’s assessment of Vita is simple 
but profound: She is “incapable of shining light 
on one person.” Although fi ctional, Orlando 
also set a new bar for biographical writing that 
subsequent writers about other people’s lives 
have sought to reach – and it became Virginia 
Woolf’s best-selling book.

I got the feeling we viewers were like 
naughty children hiding halfway down a fl ight 
of late 1920s British stairs listening and peek-
ing in on parental goings-on we were not 
meant to witness.

Whether or not you might care enough 
about the characters or the period to see it, 
Vita & Virginia is absolutely sumptuous fi lm-
making. Chanya Button directs with discern-
ing psychological acumen. The casting is 
perfect: Gemma Arterton portrays the wildcat 
Vita, and Elizabeth Debicki plays the teary, 
vulnerable and convincing Virginia. Rupert 
Penry-Jones is Sir Harold Nicolson, and his 
counterpart Leonard Woolf is played by Peter 
Ferdinando. Isabella Rossellini has a couple 
of brief but powerful scenes as Vita’s mother, 
Lady Sackville. Camera work by Carlos De 
Carvalho is superb. It is released in the United 
States by IFC Films and will shortly be pop-
ping up in theatres nationwide.
People’s World 

Vita & Virginia
Two British novelists’ love affair in new fi lm

Gemma Arterton as Vita, and Elizabeth Debicki as Virginia.
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The Assange arrest is 
a warning from history
The shocking arrest of Julian Assange, 
says John Pilger, carries a message for 
all those who sow the seeds of discontent: 
What happened to Assange can happen 
to you.

The glimpse of Julian Assange being 
dragged from the Ecuadorean embassy in 
London is an emblem of the times. Might 
against right. Muscle against the law. 
Indecency against courage. Six policemen 
manhandled a sick journalist, his eyes wincing 
against his fi rst natural light in almost seven 
years.

That this outrage happened in the heart of 
London, in the land of the Magna Carta, ought 
to shame and anger all who fear for “demo-
cratic” societies. Assange is a political refugee 
protected by international law, the recipient of 
asylum under a strict covenant to which Britain 
is a signatory. The United Nations made this 
clear in the legal ruling of its Working Party on 
Arbitrary Detention.

But to hell with that. Let the thugs go 
in. Directed by the quasi-fascists in Trump’s 
Washington, in league with Ecuador’s Lenin 
Moreno, a Latin American Judas and liar seek-
ing to disguise his rancid regime, the British 
elite abandoned its last imperial myth: that of 
fairness and justice.

Imagine Tony Blair dragged from his 
multi-million-pound Georgian home in 
Connaught Square, London, in handcuffs, for 
onward dispatch to the dock in The Hague. 
By the standard of Nuremberg, Blair’s “para-
mount crime” is the deaths of a million Iraqis. 
Assange’s crime is journalism: holding the 
rapacious to account, exposing their lies and 
empowering people all over the world with 
truth.

The shocking arrest of Assange carries a 
warning for all who, as Oscar Wilde wrote, 
“sow the seeds of discontent [without which] 
there would be no advance towards civilisa-
tion.” The warning is explicit towards journal-
ists: What happened to the founder and editor 
of WikiLeaks can happen to you on a newspa-
per, you in a TV studio, you on radio, you run-
ning a podcast.

Assange’s principal media tormentor, the 
UK Guardian, a collaborator with the secret 
state, displayed its nervousness with an edi-
torial that scaled new weasel heights. The 
Guardian had exploited the work of Assange 
and WikiLeaks in what its previous editor 
called “the greatest scoop of the last 30 years.” 
The paper creamed off WikiLeaks’ revelations 
and claimed the accolades and riches that came 
with them.

With not a penny going to Assange or 
to WikiLeaks, a hyped Guardian book led 
to a lucrative Hollywood movie. The book’s 
authors, Luke Harding and David Leigh, turned 
on their source, abused him and disclosed the 

secret password Assange had given the paper 
in confi dence, which was designed to protect 
a digital fi le containing leaked US embassy 
cables.

With Assange trapped in the Ecuadorean 
embassy, Harding joined the police outside and 
gloated on his blog that “Scotland Yard may 
get the last laugh”. The Guardian has since 
published a series of falsehoods about Assange, 
not least a discredited claim that a group of 
Russians and Trump’s man, Paul Manafort, had 
visited Assange in the embassy. The meetings 
never happened; it was fake.

But the tone has now changed. “The 
Assange case is a morally tangled web,” the 
paper opined. “He [Assange] believes in pub-
lishing things that should not be published ... 
But he has always shone a light on things that 
should never have been hidden.”

These “things” are the truth about the 
homicidal way America conducts its colonial 
wars, the lies of the British Foreign Offi ce in 
its denial of rights to vulnerable people such 
as the Chagos Islanders, the exposé of Hillary 
Clinton as a backer and benefi ciary of jihad-
ism in the Middle East, the detailed description 
of American ambassadors of how the govern-
ments in Syria and Venezuela might be over-
thrown, and much more. It is all available on 
the WikiLeaks site.

The Guardian is understandably nerv-
ous. Secret policemen have already visited the 

newspaper and demanded and got the ritual 
destruction of a hard drive. On this, the paper 
has form. In 1983, a Foreign Offi ce clerk, 
Sarah Tisdall, leaked British government 
documents showing when American cruise 
nuclear weapons would arrive in Europe. The 
Guardian was showered with praise. When 
a court order demanded to know the source, 
instead of the editor going to prison on a fun-
damental principle of protecting a source, 
Tisdall was betrayed, prosecuted and served 
six months.

If Assange is extradited to America for 
publishing what The Guardian calls truthful 
“things”, what is to stop the current editor, 
Katherine Viner, following him, or the previous 
editor, Alan Rusbridger, or the prolifi c propa-
gandist Luke Harding?

What is to stop the editors of The New York 
Times and The Washington Post, who also pub-
lished morsels of the truth that originated with 
WikiLeaks, and the editors of El Pais in Spain 
and Der Spiegel in Germany and the Sydney 
Morning Herald in Australia? The list is long.

David McCraw, lead lawyer of The New 
York Times, wrote: “I think the prosecution [of 
Assange] would be a very, very bad precedent 
for publishers ... from everything I know, he’s 
sort of in a classic publisher’s position and the 
law would have a very hard time distinguishing 
between The New York Times and WikiLeaks.”

Even if journalists who published 
WikiLeaks’ leaks are not summoned by an 
American grand jury, the intimidation of 
Assange and Chelsea Manning will be enough. 
Real journalism is being criminalised by 
thugs in plain sight. Dissent has become an 
indulgence.

In Australia, the current America-besotted 
government is prosecuting two whistleblowers 
who revealed that Canberra’s spooks bugged 
the cabinet meetings of the new government of 
East Timor for the express purpose of cheating 

the tiny, impoverished nation out of its proper 
share of the oil and gas resources in the Timor 
Sea. Their trial will be held in secret. The 
Australian prime minister, Scott Morrison, is 
infamous for his part in setting up concentra-
tion camps for refugees on the Pacifi c islands 
of Nauru and Manus, where children attempt 
self-harm and suicide. In 2014, Morrison pro-
posed mass detention camps for 30,000 people.

Real journalism is the enemy of these dis-
graces. A decade ago, the Ministry of Defence 
in London produced a secret document which 
described the “principal threats” to public 
order as threefold: terrorists, Russian spies and 
investigative journalists. The latter was desig-
nated the major threat.

The document was duly leaked to 
WikiLeaks, which published it. “We had no 
choice,” Assange told me. “It’s very simple. 
People have a right to know and a right to 
question and challenge power. That’s true 
democracy.”

What if Assange and Manning and others 
in their wake – if there are others – are silenced 
and “the right to know and question and chal-
lenge” is taken away?

In the 1970s, I met Leni Riefenstahl, close 
friend of Adolf Hitler, whose fi lms helped cast 
the Nazi spell over Germany. She told me that 
the message in her fi lms, the propaganda, was 
dependent not on “orders from above” but on 
what she called the “submissive void” of the 
public.

“Did this submissive void include the lib-
eral, educated bourgeoisie?’ I asked her.

“Of course,” she said, “especially the intel-
ligentsia ... When people no longer ask serious 
questions, they are submissive and malleable. 
Anything can happen.”

And did.
The rest, she might have added, is history.
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What if Assange and Manning and 
others in their wake are silenced and 
“the right to know and question and 

challenge” is taken away?


