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Climate change is here. It is happening
now. The bushfires raging along the east
of NSW and Queensland and other parts
of Australia are a grim reminder of the
urgency of taking serious measures to
address climate change. They should be
treated as a wake-up call to action.

Firefighters, farmers, and residents of
local communities affected by bushfires are all
saying that they have never experienced such
bush fires. Firefighters have also commented
on the urgent need for more resources and
training in how to tackle such new phenomena
occurring.

The majority of the firefighters who put
their lives at risk to save other’s lives and prop-
erty are volunteers. So too are the many volun-
teers who rally to feed them and provide other
services.

They are a true expression of the humanity
that is in all of us and of how communities pull
together as a collective, in a crisis.

Unprecedented in nature

The intensity of the fires is unprecedented.
The bush fire season has become longer, with
the years of drought in many regions providing
ready fuel. As it becomes hotter, it gets drier,
creating highly inflammable fuel. The fires
are so fierce that some rain forests have been
affected, something previously unknown.

It is becoming more and more common
to see firestorms so large that they create their
own weather system. They produce mas-
sive clouds with strong winds fanning the
fire and producing what is referred to as “dry
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lightning,” which in turn starts new fires. In
other words, the fires feed on themselves.

Affected residents, mayors, and ex-fire
chiefs are amongst the many calling on the fed-
eral and state governments to take immediate
action to address climate change.

Labor and Liberal alike are ducking for
cover. The Australian Greens, on the other
hand, have come out strongly calling for
action.

Extreme weather patterns are becoming
more and more common. Droughts, hotter
weather, floods, cyclones, increasing acidity
of the oceans and rising sea levels are already
taking their toll on plant and animal life.

The earth is warming and this is being rap-
idly accelerated by human activity and feed-
back that follows on from the effects of the
previous warming.

New alarming forecasts

At the same time, the warming is melting
the ice on mountain peaks and ice in the Arctic
and Antarctic. These and other climate events
are all connected and feeding off each other
creating feedback loops. This makes forecasts
of future bushfire patterns and rising oceans
even more difficult.

Scientists around the world have
researched climate change for at least the past
three or four decades, with their forecasts
becoming direr with each new report. The cli-
mate is changing more rapidly than previously
believed.

In Australia, some agricultural areas have
not seen rain for five or more years. Rivers,
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dams, and creeks have completely dried up.
The fires are qualitatively different, much
more difficult to fight, with firefighters heroi-
cally fighting against the odds to contain them.
The nature of the fires has changed. It is much
more difficult to predict their behaviour. These
circumstances are without precedent.

And while changes in weather patterns will
by no means be smooth, things look set to get
much worse. Most recent forecasts by Climate
Central * suggest that the changes that humans
and other life on earth are facing are advanc-
ing far more rapidly than previously forecast.

Last month, it published a new report,
Flooded Future: Global vulnerability to sea
level rise worse than previously understood,
which has alarming forecasts relating to cli-
mate change. “As a result of heat-trapping pol-
lution from human activities, rising sea levels
could within three decades push chronic floods
higher than land currently home to 300 million
people,” the report said.

“By 2100, areas now home to 200 mil-
lion people could fall permanently below the
high tide line.” Climate Central claims the new
figures are the result of an improved global
elevation dataset it produced using machine
learning, and revealing that coastal elevations
are significantly lower than previously under-
stood across wide areas.”

In practical terms, these findings forecast
that at high tide more than 20 million people
in Vietnam, almost a quarter of the population,
live on land that will be inundated. Much of
Ho Chi Minh City would disappear by 2050.
In Thailand, 10 percent of the population
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“Everything is
a commodity to capitalism”

would be affected, including Bangkok. In
China, Shanghai and many cities around it are
threatened.

Deception

The Morrison Coalition government shrugs
off Australia’s contribution of 1.1 percent to
global greenhouse gas emissions, claiming it
would have little impact if we reduced the use
of fossil fuels.

Blinded by coal dust and political dona-
tions, the major parties are failing the
Australian people and people around the world,
as well as the planet. Australia mines approxi-
mately 57 tonnes of CO2 potential per person
per annum, about 10 times the global average
and exports 7 percent of the world’s fossil fuel
CO2 potential, the Australia Institute estimated
in a study, High Carbon from Dow Under.
(www.tai.org, July 2019)

“Australia is the world’s third biggest
exporter and fifth biggest miner of fossil fuels
by CO2 potential. Its exports are behind only
Russia and Saudi Arabia, and far larger than
Iraq, Venezuela or any country in the EU. Yet
Australia’s economy is more diverse and less
fossil fuel intensive than many other exporters.
Australia has an opportunity and obligation to
decarbonise its exports in line with the Paris
Agreement,” the report said.

This is not what the coal-worshipping
Morrison Coalition government is telling the
Australian people. In reality, Australia’s contri-
bution is usually presented as 1.1 percent. This
is less than half the story.

Continued on page 4
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If it’s too hot in the kitchen ...

The bushfires raging across Australia have already scorched
over a million hectares of land, destroyed hundreds of homes,
and taken the lives of four people (at time of printing). Prime
Minister Scott Morrison and NSW Premier Gladys Berejiklian
have dodged and deflected many questions concerning the link
between the increasing severity of bushfire seasons and climate
change. Berejiklian that such discussions can happen, “Not today.
Not tomorrow. Not for the next few weeks.”

The question of climate change and its relation to the bushfire
crisis is undoubtedly the big issue in the media in response to the
fires. The reaction of Liberal politicians has been to insult those
raising the issue, and call it “politicising the issue,” implying it is
distracting from the more pressing issue of managing the fires and
caring for those affected. It is clear that the only forces capable of
doing so are the fire and emergency services.

Climate change and its relation to the increasing length and
severity of bushfire seasons is based on scientific fact. The science
is clear; the remaining questions are political. Thus to portray the
need to address climate change as a time-consuming argument,
the denialist Liberal politicians must label it “political.” But if
labelling something “political” can be used to silence discussion
of it and treat it as worthless, what is the point of these politicians
at all? Whose job is supposed to be politics.

The politicians can’t handle politics, can they handle anything
else? Well they certainly haven’t handled making sure our trained
firefighters are well funded and in sufficient number. This is despite
warnings made far in advance by experts (such as former New
South Wales Fire and Rescue chief Greg Mullins) that the existing
resources are insufficient and the need for them is growing.

To make our fire and rescue services more effective, we can
make them better funded and increase their number. Liberal
state governments do not seem all that interested in these practi-
cal measures — the NSW Berejiklian government has instead cut
Fire and Rescue NSW’s funding by over 35 percent this year, and
the Rural Fire Service by over 75 percent, according to the Fire
Brigade Employees Union. It is difficult to understand how the
25 million Australians who are neither firefighters, nor in charge
of allocating funds to them, can be told that any discussion they
wish to have in their own time is getting in the way, especially of
such a pertinent question as the cause of and measures to alleviate
future bushfire crises.

Several Coalition politicians, despite criticising others for
supposedly bringing politics into this clearly political issue, have
found the time to blame the Greens. Nationals MP Barnaby Joyce
has attributed blame to an alleged Greens policy of opposition to
backburning. Not only do the Greens have no such policy, they obvi-
ously would not have the parliamentary power to stop government
agencies and private farmers carrying out burns if they wanted to.

Furthermore, portraying the matter as a black-and-white situ-
ation of backburning or no backburning obscures the real issue:
owing to the already apparent effects of climate change, there is less
time in the year between wet winters and the bushfire season itself
when backburning can be carried out at all. The point of raising
the issue is to highlight that climate change is already impacting
our capacity to manage fire hazard reduction.

Reactionary politicians can characterise the politics of climate
change as a distraction from practical action only because our
political debates on this issue have been stuck for decades by gov-
ernments who are in denial. It is these deliberately time-wasting
arguments that have been the distraction; the facts are now long
made clear. Yet the same politicians are using the worsening of
the emergency as further reason to silence discussion and block
practical action to change the disastrous course we are on.

The Liberals are not interested in “politics” because it dis-
tracts from solutions. They’re not interested in the solutions either,
because they tend to be “political”. Their main interest at the mo-
ment looks to be coal mining. Maybe they should quit parliament
and head out to the mines to become some of the hard working
Australians they’re always talking about. They seem to be unfit
for their current line of work. Let’s replace them with people who
have genuine concerns for workers and the planet.

PRESS FUND

The media is blatantly biased against China. Last week ABC TV
aired horrifying footage of anti-Chinese rioters in Hong Kong
dousing an elderly opponent with petrol and setting him alight.
But the coverage was very brief and there’s been no follow-up
about the victim. On Saturday, Chinese military personnel
stationed in Hong Kong, wearing civilian clothes, left their
barracks to help clear the city’s streets of rubbish and obstacles
dumped by rioters, but the ABC grumbled that it wasn’t clear
whether they’d sought government permission to do so! At the
Guardian we want to fulfil the public’s right to know the truth
about what‘s really behind the battle for Hong Kong, but we
really need Press Fund contributions, so please send in something
if you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s contributors, as
follows:

Max Hunt, in memory of Donna $50

Dr G Dittura $10, KM $20, “Round Figure” $10, “Sparky” $10,
NH $50, Anon $20

This week’s total: $170 Progressive total: $5,810
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Not Anywhere
Politics in the Pub in Perth WA November 14

Richard Titelius

The use of asbestos in construction, motoring, and
other industries has been banned since 2003 in
Australia and 65 other countries. However, in other
parts of the world, especially in developing coun-
tries its mining, importation, and use continues. As
part of its campaign to help push for the banning of
asbestos in Asia, Asbestos Safety and Eradication
(ASEA) held a conference in Perth. On the final
day some of the speakers took part in a Politics
in the Pub jointly hosted with Union Aid Abroad,
APHEDA (Australian People for Health, Education
and Development Abroad).

The event was chaired by Elly Hulm of the
Communist Party of Australia (CPA) who observed
asbestos, “was a gift that keeps on giving in a nega-
tive way with a second wave of mesothelioma result-
ing from do-it-yourself home renovations.” The first
speaker, Dr Anna Suraya of Indonesia Ban Asbestos
Network (INA BAN), a public health researcher and lec-
turer from Indonesia who recently completed the first
study of occupational exposure to asbestos-related lung
cancers in Indonesia noted it was so easy to obtain asbes-
tos in her country it could be ordered online for home or
industry. In 2016, Indonesia recorded its first cases of
asbestos-related diseases. To combat the use of asbestos
in Indonesia and its harmful effects on workers it was
necessary to empower workers to understand their rights.
It is hard to get a job in Indonesia, and many workers
do not want to “rock the boat” on asbestos. Dr Suraya
undertook work in 2018 to undertake research in hospi-
tals. She found staff in hospitals were often reluctant to
allow research to be undertaken into incidences of mes-
othelioma and other asbestos-related diseases. Dr Anna
Suraya said it was important to push for a ban on the use
of asbestos in Indonesia to avoid an explosion of asbes-
tos-related diseases such as seen in Australia that still
sees 2 new cases diagnosed every day despite the length
of time the product has been banned.

Ms Hoang Thi Li Hang a Union Aid Abroad spokes-
person from Vietnam observed Vietnam was still import-
ing chrysotile from Russia and elsewhere as a building
material and is in the top five of importers in recent years
with an average of 50,000 tons entering the country.
Ms Hang is part of a national campaign to inform small
farmers and trade unions about the risks of working with
asbestos and using asbestos building products — espe-
cially as roofing materials. Ms hang said she has a diffi-
cult job as asbestos has been used in Vietnam since 1970,
and in this time the asbestos lobby group has become
very strong in Vietnam.

Ms Vilada Phomduanangsy is from Union Aid
Abroad team in Laos and is the APHEDA Laos Country
Manager in a country which is the heaviest user of asbes-
tos in the world per head of population, consuming 1.2
kilograms per person according to a report from the Laos
government. Ms Phomduanangsy has been lobbying the
Australian Embassy in Laos for a ban on mining and
importing of asbestos — predominantly from Russia and
Mongolia. The Australian Embassy was supportive of
efforts to ban the mining and importation of Asbestos
as Australia is one of the 66 countries globally that have
signed on to a ban on the use of asbestos.

The next speaker was Dr Daovone Thepsouvanh of
the Lao Ban Asbestos Network, a medical specialist who
has seen first-hand the suffering of the victims of mes-
othelioma. Dr Thepsouvanh observed that there has been
no impact on GDP on the countries which have turned
away from asbestos and sought the use of alternative con-
struction materials. He also noted that as a lung disease
mesothelioma is also fighting a battle with the anti-smok-
ing lobby and the environmental lobby. The Asian coun-
tries lobbying against smoking and the use of asbestos
report that their governments — especially of Vietnam use
the excuse that a tobacco industry creates a lot employ-
ment and contributes to government in form of taxation.

There are an estimated 220,000 deaths every year
from asbestos-related diseases, of which 60,000 of
those are in Asia. The Asian death toll from asbestos is
expected to skyrocket in coming decades. A spokesman
from APHEDA stated, “The vast majority of sufferers
do not know what is causing their cancer and in many
places, there is often no treatment or compensation.” It
was also noted that in many developing countries where
asbestos use was rife, life expectancy rates were often
so low that many sufferers of asbestos-related diseases
die before the lead time of these illnesses is verified or
diagnosed. There is also a lack of expertise in diagnos-
ing the disease.

China has shown that substitution of asbestos as a
building product can work as it has reduced the use of
asbestos by over 50 percent, and transitioned to other
building products, though it remains one the world’s big-
gest users of asbestos. Russia now one of the world’s
largest miners and exporters of asbestos is blocking the
listing of chrysotile as a banned chemical under the UN
Rotterdam Convention. Australia is one of the lead coun-
tries in the campaign to have asbestos listed under this
convention.

The Communist Party of Australia supports the
call from APHEDA’s asbestos campaign Not Here, Not
Anywhere for a ban on the mining and export/import of
asbestos-related products. &
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We are dealing here with two cultures: the culture of life and the culture of
death. The culture of death, that is capitalism. We, the Indigenous peoples,
say it has lived well for too long — lived well at the cost of others.

— address to the UN Climate Conference, Copenhagen 2009

Bolivian president Evo Morales
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CPA condemns coup d’état
t Morales

The Communist Party of Australia (CPA) condemns
in the strongest possible terms the US-backed right-
wing military coup against the democratically
elected President of the Pluri-national Republic of
Bolivia, Evo Morales. We note that the anti-patri-
otic forces involved in the coup d’état in Bolivia
were backed by foreign interests and preparations
for it began well before the presidential elections
held on 20th October.

The CPA expresses its solidarity with President Evo
Morales, his family, his government and supporters as
well as the Communist Party of Bolivia who are now
victims of fascist like repression inside Bolivia.

The CPA also expresses its solidarity with Cuba,
Venezuela and China whose diplomatic missions have
been victims of attacks and were given 48 hours to leave
Bolivia.

Who benefits from the coup d’état? The mining con-
glomerates whose interests were nationalised and put
in the service of the once abandoned Bolivian people.

Many of the supporters of President Evo Morales
are indigenous people who have resisted for more than
500 years oppression and institutionalised racism.

President Morales and his Movement towards
Socialism (MAS) managed over almost 14 years in gov-
ernment to transform the economy of the country, cre-
ating hundreds of jobs, providing education and health
and opening the possibility of a new Bolivia for all.

President Evo Morales’ latest project was to nation-
alise and put into the service of the people the vast
reserves of lithium and other national resources, infu-
riating the mining conglomerates who are hungry for
private profits. These highly valued minerals are used in
batteries to power new hi-tech cars and smartphones. He
aimed to improve the manufacturing sector of his coun-
try rather than just extracting raw materials.

It is clear that the coup leader Luis Fernando
Camacho, whose family has links with the mining
sector, would not allow another electoral victory of
President Morales. The coup leaders have sold their
country out to foreign interests by refusing to recognise
the will of the people in the recent presidential elections.

The Communist Party of Australia views with con-
cern recent events in Latin America, with right-wing
forces backed by US interests and supported by the
Organisation of American States aiming to remove pro-
gressive governments and so heralding a return to the
worst years of military-backed governments.

The attack on progressive governments in the region
is an attack on workers and the popular strata. It raises
big questions about the right to win government and the
struggle for political power capable of working in the
interest of the people.

We call on the Australian government to reject the
coup d’état against Evo Morales and for the re-estab-
lishment of the democratic process as expressed by the
Bolivian people on 20th October 2019. Y

Long live working-class internationalism! .‘

In socialism,

International Department, CPA .- e § l-\

From the Archives The Guardian, December 1998
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Avustralia rallies for
justice for Walker

Bri Sea and Zachary Doney

In response to the police murder of 19
year-old Walpiri man Kumanjayi Walker
in the Northern Territory community of
Yuendumu protesters around Australia
took to the streets.

On Saturday, the 9th of November,
Kumanjayi Walker was shot by an ex-military
Northern Territory policeman during a botched
arrest attempt. Police entered a family home
in Yuendumu around 7 pm during unrelated
Sorry Business. Police allege Walker attacked
them with a weapon. However, Walker’s
neighbours saw the officer that was suppos-
edly stabbed by Walker walking around freely
after seeing Walker’s body dragged from his
home and thrown into a police van. Walker
was shot at least twice by the police. Walker’s
death also occurred less than two months after
the Indigenous community grieved over Joyce
Clarke’s death by police in her own home in
Geraldton, Western Australia.

A statement by Walker’s neighbour, Sonita
Granites, was read at the protest where she says
she “saw them drag him and chuck him in a
paddy wagon. He wasn’t even moving when
he was dragged out from the house. He wasn’t
even carried.”

Before the police entered Walker’s home,
medical staff were evacuated due to “safety
concerns” and Royal Flying Doctors were
unable to land until Northern Territory police
deemed it safe to do so. This meant that Walker
was unable to receive immediate medical treat-
ment for his bullet wounds. NT police also
failed to notify North Australian Aboriginal
Justice Agency (NAAJA) that an Aboriginal
man had been taken into custody.

On Wednesday, the 13th of November,
protesters gathered in major cities nation-
wide to protest Walker’s death as requested by
Warlpiri elders. The demands of the protests
were: an independent inquiry into the murder
of Walker, police out of Yuendumu for at least
a year, full-time medical staff in Yuendumu,
Aboriginal control over medical services to
ensure cultural safety, and alternative policing
methods. Speakers in Narrm/Melbourne con-
sistently pointed to the futility of police inves-
tigating police, racist policing methods and the
frequency of Aboriginal deaths at the hands of
police while in their custody.

Towards the end of the nationwide protests,
it was announced that a Northern Territory
policeman was charged with the murder of

Sydney — part of the protests around Australia.

Walker. Briefly, the community felt a sense of
justice, until news came out that he was bailed
immediately and flown to Canberra, where he
currently enjoys the benefits of full pay while
suspended from duty. He is to appear in court
in Alice Springs on December 19.

NT police are notorious for target-
ing Indigenous people, arresting on average
13,000 Indigenous people per year out of the
Northern Territory population of 250,000.
Many Indigenous people have linked Walker’s
death to the Northern Territory’s current sit-
uation since the Intervention in 2007. Since
this intervention, there has been an increase in

laws and police targeting Indigenous people.
This has greatly affected the region with more
Aboriginal children taken from their homes
and juvenile detention centres filled with
Aboriginal children as young as 12 years old.
Social issues have worsened since the interven-
tion with suicide rates increasing and discrimi-
natory alcohol prohibitions implemented rather
than health services. We can now expect the
situation will worsen under the new cashless
credit cards that treat the Northern Territory as
a testing ground for the government to control
the underprivileged.

Only a few days after the Justice for

Guardian

Walker rally, another death in custody was
announced in which a 29 year-old Aboriginal
man died at Wyndham work camp. There have
been over 400 deaths in custody since the
Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in
Custody ended in 1991. Even one death is one
too many.

Note: Elders in Yuendumu have asked
that photos and the name of the police officer
charged with the murder of Walker not be
shared, and to ensure that the focus remains
on their demands, and not the history of the
policeman charged. &

ACT NOW!

Stop climate change

Continued from page 1

Act now

Numerous requests made by
the research and firefighting organi-
sations for additional funding con-
tinue to go unheeded. Some have
seen their funding reduced, with
the government not even acknowl-
edging their requests. The national
aerial firefighting centre submitted
a request two years ago for an $11
million funding boost. The national
body researching the future of bush-
fires has no guarantee of future
funding.

There is no time to waste before
floods, other extreme weather con-
ditions and bushfires take their toll.
Whole cities face being submerged
by the end of the century or earlier.
Islands will disappear. Hundreds of
millions of people will be displaced.

Wake up Australia! Tell our gov-
ernments, MPs and Senators that
we want action NOW. Take to the
streets. Make our voices heard.

A comprehensive national
plan is required to address climate
change. This should include meas-
ures to quickly phase out fossil fuels,
introduce a just transition for those
employed in the fossil fuel industry.

At the same time, the export of
fossil fuels should be halted. Yes,
as one of largest sources of export
income, it may have an impact on
Australia’s Gross Domestic Product.
But, it should be recognised that
with all the government subsidies
these corporations receive and the
fact that profits largely go offshore,
the net economic damage will not be
so large.

As for the workforce, the closure
of mines and cutting of exports needs

to be planned, to enable a just transi-
tion with jobs and training for exist-
ing workers in the sector.

Such action now might hurt the
economy, but failure to act will result
in no economy.

The heavy reliance on volun-
teers also needs to be examined.
Previously, volunteer firefighters
would take time off their jobs or
farms for a short time to put out a
fire. Now the fire seasons are starting
earlier — August this year — and last-
ing months. It is not even December
and we have a crisis.

The plan must also include
increased funding for research into
the impacts of climate change on
Australia and how to fight these. The
agencies fighting fires, emergency
services and other relevant organi-
sations need adequate resources to
carry out their responsibilities and

regular training in how to handle the
new conditions.

We can do our best at the local
level to save water, recycle paper,
etc. But that is not enough. Action
is required at every level. Every bit
counts.

“Today, the struggle for sustain-
able development is in essence a
struggle to restrain and restrict capi-
talist corporations and to compel an
end to environmentally damaging
production processes. It is a struggle
to fulfil human needs through more
creative, democratic and ecologically
respectful practices. The contrast
with uncontrollable capitalist growth
and exploitation of natural resources
for profit is stark,” see CP4 Program,
page 26.

“Australia has some of the
world’s best capacity for renewa-
ble energy — solar, wind, wave and

geothermal. There are no technical
barriers to moving to 100 percent
renewable energy but this is blocked
by corporations that profit from pol-
luting industries.”

“What is needed is the politi-
cal will for a different form of state
intervention that will use planning,
regulations, legislation and penalties
to enforce a reduction in Australia’s
carbon emissions.” (see Program
page 27)

In other words, socialism.

* An independent organisation of
leading scientists ong journalists
researching and reporting the facts
about our changing climate and its
impact on the public. &
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Why | am not a feminist

Lauren Wilson

There is nothing anti-Marxist about ana-
lysing women’s oppression as a specific
social relationship, or of seeking women’s
liberation from this social role. However,
feminism as a specific ideology, in all its
forms, is based on a false premise that the
core power relationship in society is that
between men and women. It seeks to divide
workers by sex and entrench further our
differences to continue the necessity of
feminism, which benefits the ruling class.
Why? Feminism is the result of anti-dia-
lectical philosophical inquiry which fails
to take into account the continuing devel-
opments and competing social structures
within our society, coming to a simplistic
conclusion that all men benefit from the
oppression of women, a very reductive and
demonstrably false notion. More recently
feminism has ventured into idealism and
postmodernist schools of thought that are
antithetical to Marxism and the socialist
movement, choosing to focus on language,
identity, and symbolism rather than mate-
rial conditions, the postmodern infiltration
of the women’s movement is clearly a boon
for the capitalist class as the movement
stopped demanding a change to society but
simply an improvement to their position
within it.

This is a good opportunity to look at the
different “waves” of feminism and how they
differ from Marxist analysis. My hope is that
any women reading this who have been con-
vinced by feminist rhetoric, that the women’s
movement is what will bring them liberation
will see that feminism (especially in its current
form) is hostile to the idea of any real radical
restructuring of society, and in turn does more
harm than good by teaching them that men,
rather than the ruling class, are their oppres-
sor and enemy.

First Wave Feminism

First Wave Feminism was the move-
ment of the suffragettes, a group of women
who sought the vote for women. In the UK,
the suffragette movement was led by wealthy
women who sought to gain franchise only for
property-owning women at a time when the
majority of working-class men also could not
vote. While history looks fondly upon the suf-
fragette movement, (there were a few radicals
who sought the vote for all working people) it
is likely that without the October Revolution
and the implementation of full legal equality,
including voting rights, for women in Russia
and the Soviet Union, western European coun-
tries would not have granted women the right
to vote so quickly. Some Australian states gave
women the vote before this, but the global
impact of the Bolshevik revolution ensured
Australian women in all states received the
right to vote. Indigenous Australians were not
given the right to vote at this time, and it was
not a demand of Australia’s first wave of wom-
en’s rights campaigners.

Second Wave Feminism

Second Wave Feminism (aka Radical femi-
nism or the women’s lib movement) theorised
that the core oppression that exists within soci-
ety is that of men over women, the belief that
all men benefit from the oppression of women,
that all women are oppressed, and that all men
contribute to that oppression. While it adheres
to materialist school of philosophical thought
it is a historical, reactionary, and undialecti-
cal, failing to develop a theoretical understand-
ing of how the development of class society
affected the relationship between the sexes and

Win a painting by celebrated artist George Gittoes

The Australian Anti-Bases Campaign is raising money to continue its vital work which
includes to close US war-fighting bases on our soil, reduce Australian military spending,
evict the US Marines from Darwin, keep space for peace, end the ANZUS alliance, stop

Australian companies selling arms overseas and to end the genocidal war in Yemen.

WA TUNAL T Lo snars

(F WOMEN WORKERS S

A suffragette march by the National Federation of Women Workers in Bermondsey, London.

how this impacted the social structures of soci-
ety as a whole. The tendency to push the idea
that men are inherently violent is also undia-
lectical. Second Wave Feminism fails to pro-
pose a coherent image or structure of society
where women would be liberated beyond the
absurd ideas such as women-only communes,
complete sex segregation (what would happen
to male children?), using sperm donations to
keep the species going, and advocating polit-
ical lesbianism as a means for women to set
themselves free from the oppressive nature
of heterosexual relationships (as if there is
something liberatory about denying yourself
the love and affection of a partner of the sex
you are attracted to simply because they are
a man!). Many radical feminists would rather
ally themselves with ruling class women than
their fellow working-class male comrades,
which is why it is an inherently bourgeois ide-
ology that doesn’t threaten the present state of
things. What I would like to know is this: what
would the ultimate Radical Feminist society
be? One without men? One with very few men
who do the lowly paid work currently carried
out by women?

Third Wave feminism

Third Wave Feminism, or what was known
as Liberal Feminism, has developed into what
is now known as “Intersectional” Feminism.

Liberal feminism has been concerned with
ideas of equality within the capitalist system,
i.e. increasing the number of women in corpo-
rate and political leadership positions, not as a
means to achieving any political goal but as an
end in itself. Third Wave Feminism has taken
on the postmodernist and idealist task of using
language and ideas as a way to change society,
rather than focussing on material development.

Liberal Feminism can, at times, accurately
identify issues which disproportionately affect
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women, for example: climate change, domestic
violence, unequal pay, unequal share of domes-
tic work. Liberal Feminists tend to analyse
issues from a moral perspective rather than
from class. This leads to issues such as abor-
tion becoming an issue where they appeal to
the morality of a politician that women should
have “control over their body,” neglecting the
fact that bourgeois women have always had
access to abortion and that it is only working-
class women who face any real consequences
(legal and economic) from an unintended
pregnancy.

It is why we also hear liberal feminists
constantly ask, “why doesn’t anyone care about
domestic violence?”. It is not that our political
class do not care about violence; it’s that it is
against their class interests to enact any radi-
cal change to material conditions that would
reduce violence. It’s why we see such support
from the political class for symbolic institu-
tions such as White Ribbon. Whenever we see
liberal feminists ask a question about why there
is no political or corporate support for certain
questions of women’s rights, the answer will
always be “it’s not in their class interests to do
s0.” Liberal feminism fails to understand class
from a Marxist perspective and would prefer
to treat it as an issue of people being rich or
poor, which means they fundamentally fail to
understand that ruling class women’s interests
are opposed to working-class women’s inter-
ests and no amount of female media represen-
tation or women on corporate boards or acting
as CEOs will change the everyday life of work-
ing women.

Marxism and
the women question

A Marxist approach to the women ques-
tion is the only approach that demands a

revolutionary restructuring of society to free
all people from exploitation.

Women cannot achieve liberation from the
burden of family responsibility such as child-
rearing, housework, care for the elderly, etc.
under a capitalist society and this is something
that is never addressed by feminist groups. For
example, there are often proposals by liberal
or radical feminists for women to be paid for
housework, but this would essentially repli-
cate the problem of women lacking independ-
ence outside of their family unit. If a mother’s
income were reliant on her being the primary
carer and performer of household chores then
she would have no power or independence to
leave a relationship or family situation without
jeopardising her earning potential

Looking over the history and positions of
western feminist movements it should be obvi-
ous to all that working-class women have noth-
ing to gain from supporting these ruling class
ideologies.

When Marx wrote of the racial divide in
English factories between the Irish and English
workers, who divided themselves into 2 com-
peting proletariat groups, he wrote of how the
racial antagonism was wholly created and fer-
mented by the bourgeois class who sought to
divide all working people so they could not
realise their true power as a member of the pro-
letariat, the only truly revolutionary class who
together have the power to completely reshape
society for their benefit. The ruling class con-
tinue to use sex, race, age, religion, or any dif-
ference between to prevent us from realising
our collective power.

Any time we repeat nonsense slogans
about how life would be better without men,
that men are the problem, we are letting off
those who are truly guilty of oppressing and
exploiting us. The target is much smaller than
men,; it is the ruling class. &
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Share the wealth, not the misel

Paul Cudenec

Something extraordinary has been happen-
ing in France. Since November 2018, a vast
movement of dissent has broken out across
the country with huge energy and seem-
ingly unlimited staying power. It has staged
weekend after weekend of revolt against
President Emmanuel Macron’s regime.

From abroad, people will mainly have
seen images of thousands of Yellow Vests,
or Gilets Jaunes, flooding the streets of Paris,
battling with riot cops amidst a fog of tear gas
and fusillades of rubber bullets. These dra-
matic scenes mask the fact that the Gilets
Jaunes are not a product of the French capital
but of another, deeper, poorer France that has
little in common with the ostentatious wealth
targeted by angry protesters on the Champs
Elysées.

The movement began in the countryside, in
small towns and villages, where people mobi-
lised through social media to occupy rounda-
bouts and block roads in protest, initially, at the
rise in petrol prices. Its emphasis very quickly
broadened into a general call for social justice,
that is because this was always the underlying
cause. The petrol was just a trigger.

Reasons for rebellion

Ask any protester why they are there and
you will get more or less the same reply.

It’s all about “sharing wealth better”, one
Gilet Jaune, Benoit, tells me. “Equality and
opposition to a world of inequality,” says
Audrey, on the same roundabout. “We are in
a vertical world and it would be good to make
it a horizontal and proportional one,” declares
Thierry.

It was a stroke of genius to use as the
symbol of revolt the hi-vis waistcoat that has
to be carried, by law, in every vehicle on the
road. Immediately it created the impression
of a brand-new movement, with no history or
fixed political dogma, to which anyone could
belong.

It is, however, debatable whether this is in
fact the case. Many on the left regard the Gilets
Jaunes as merely the latest guise of a social
struggle that has been going on for decades,
if not longer. In many ways the Yellow Vests
have merely seized the battle-soiled politi-
cal banner last wielded in the intense struggle
against the Loi Travail labour reforms under
President Frangois Hollande in 2016 and by the
Nuit Debout movement, which filled France’s
city squares at the same time.

But in some respects, the Yellow Vest
movement is very different. It has managed to
grab the imagination and support of sections of
the French public who showed little interest in
previous social struggles.

The rural small-town origins of the upris-
ing are the key to understanding why. When
Macron became president in 2017, it was on
the ticket of “modernising” the French econ-
omy and, thus, its way of life. But a lot of
people in France don’t want to be modern-
ised. They like their traditional communities,
where people look out for each other rather
than compete, where social protection exists
for those in trouble, where the emphasis is on
conviviality and enjoying life, rather than on
working furiously just to stay alive and pay
the bills.

A lot of the Gilets Jaunes represent what
is called la vieille France, “old France”, the
France that has its own values, its own ways of
doing things. For Macron, this traditional old
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France is an obstacle to be swept aside in order
to drag the country into the 21st century — as
defined by neo-liberals.

Back in August 2018, Macron told an
audience in Denmark that the French people
were “Gaulois refractaires au changement”
— Gauls who stubbornly hold out against
change. This little poke did not go down well
at home and the Gilets Jaunes have since
reclaimed the label as a positive one, imag-
ining themselves as the Gauls of the popu-
lar Asterix comic books, holding out against
cohorts of Roman soldiers. Like their cartoon
ancestors, the Yellow Vests don’t want to be
ruled by Rome or Brussels. And they don’t
want to end up like les Anglais, with Macron
widely depicted as the French version of
Margaret Thatcher.

Social not national

However, their fight for social justice
and rejection of neoliberal capitalism has,
somehow, become partly and often uneasily
aligned with a very different political tradi-
tion — that of the nationalist far-right. The
waving of the French flag and the singing
of the Marseillaise has been awkward for
many on the left. When the Gilets Jaunes
first appeared, many veteran activists didn’t
know how to react and waited on the side-
lines for a week or two. Some purists were
never convinced, but the majority of anti-
capitalists quickly realised that the thrust of
the movement was social rather than national
and decided to join their ranks.

I chatted about this issue with Jean-Marc, a
30-something libertarian Marxist who has been
taking part in Gilets Jaunes protests in Paris
and in the south of France since the early days
of the uprising. “Right from the start, it was all
about social justice,” he insists. “The problem
was the lack of political culture. They weren’t
using “good” political language, so people on
the left thought they must be “bad”. But it was
soon obvious this wasn’t the case.”

Jean-Marc has little time for comrades
who shun the Gilets Jaunes struggle because
of the minority far-right presence. He says:

“It’s as if in Egypt you’d said you couldn’t
participate in the revolution because the
Muslim Brotherhood were there. There are
struggles that exist outside the usual political
framework.”

He says that he was struck by a report of
a known neo-Nazi arrested during a Yellow
Vest protest in Paris for spraying graffiti.
The message he wrote was simply calling for
an increase in unemployment benefit. “It’s
the struggle that’s important, not the people
involved,” he says. “Gilets Jaunes tend to be
very wary when anyone starts talking party
politics.”

Democratic structure

As well as blocking roads and packing
the streets, Yellow Vests in France have been
busy building an alternative democratic struc-
ture around their movement. Local assemblies
have been established all over the country and
two “assemblies of the assemblies” have been
staged on a national level, featuring hundreds
of delegates.

The declaration that emerged from the first
of these, at Commercy, was then sent back
down the structure to be endorsed locally. It
gives a good idea of the principles behind the
movement. It says: “We are revolting against
the high cost of living, against precarity and
misery. We want our loved ones, our families
and our children to live in dignity.

“Twenty-six billionaires own as much as
half of the human species and that is unaccept-
able. Let’s share wealth and not misery! Let’s
do away with social inequality! We demand
immediate increases in pay, in the minimum
wage, in benefits and in pensions; the uncon-
ditional right to healthcare and education; free
public services for everyone.”

The declaration says that priority Yellow
Vest issues include “real democracy, social and
fiscal justice, environmental and climate jus-
tice, the ending of discrimination”.

For a movement which was superficially
sparked by a demand for cheaper petrol, the
environmental element of the yellow message
is surprisingly strong. As early as December,

Gilets Jaunes set out to block a Monsanto-
Bayer site at Trebes in southern France
under the banners of “GJs for ecology” and
“Monsanto = cancer”. Many other such pro-
tests have been held since. For the big March
16 protests in Paris, the Yellow Vests were
hoping to join forces with climate change pro-
testers. The chaos on the streets meant the
planned convergence did not quite materialise,
but this did not stop the head of Greenpeace
France, Jean-Francois Julliard, from telling
media his organisation shared many aims with
the Gilets Jaunes.

He told Sky News: “We are gathering
under the banner ‘environmental and social
emergency’. So today we are creating the
link, like maybe we have never done it before,
between the climate movement and the social
movements. Between the message carried by
the Yellow Vests and the message carried by
environmental organisations. Because we real-
ised we have many things in common, many
similar messages.”

Radicalising the revolt

Another attempted convergence is between
the Gilets Jaunes and the trade union move-
ment. But this has been problematic, as there
is a lot of distrust of the unions. They were
seen by many during the Loi Travail protests
as putting the brakes on revolt, rather than
encouraging it, and some feel it was their lack
of radicalism that forced popular discontent
to find another, yellow, means of expressing
itself.

But if the trade unions themselves, rather
than their members, have been kept at arm’s
length by the Gilets Jaunes, the same is not
true of the more radical anti-capitalist left. The
Yellow Vest revolt is basically against capital-
ism, even if that is not the language in which it
was originally expressed.

As this became apparent, so the make-
up of the protesters changed. Opinion polls
showed a drop in support for the Gilets Jaunes
among wealthier parts of the population, which
was matched by a corresponding rise in support
from the working class.

“Twenty-six billionaires own
as much as half of the human species
and that is unacceptable. Let’s share wealth
and not misery! Let’s do away with
social inequality?!”
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The refrain “a-anti-anticapitalista!” has
become a familiar one in Gilets Jaunes pro-
tests, alongside protest classics such as “police

partout, justice nulle part!” — “police every-
where, justice nowhere!” By the start of April,
after 20 weeks of repression, propaganda and
intransigence on the part of the government,
the chant “Revolution!” was also increasingly
in evidence.

It was announced in April that the Gilets
Jaunes will be playing a leading role in the
anti-capitalist mobilisation against the G7
summit of leading industrial countries being
hosted by France in Biarritz from August
24-26.

A glimpse of sunshine

And so what for the future? Social protest
movements in France, as elsewhere, have the
habit of disappearing pretty quickly once the
initial energy has dropped. This may yet be
the case with the Gilets Jaunes, but it seems
less likely. For a start, there is the impact of
the enormous levels of police violence, with
literally thousands of protesters injured by gre-
nades, rubber bullets and batons and several
even losing eyes and arms.

This has installed a deep hatred of the
“forces of order” among the kind of people
who, at the start of the movement, fondly imag-
ined that the police might turn out to be on their
side. The corporate media have, likewise, gone
so far in their contempt for the Yellow Vests
that they have completely alienated a large sec-
tion of their audience. Months of violence and
lies are not forgotten easily and the relationship
between the French elite and the larger public
will probably never be the same again.

These factors have also helped in ensur-
ing that, in the course of half a year, the Gilets
Jaunes have succeeded in creating not just a
network but also a culture. They have their
very own political colour, their own icons, their
own songs and their own distinctive war cry
of “ah-o0!”

A documentary film about the Yellow
Vests, J 'veux du soleil, has been attracting big
and enthusiastic audiences in cinemas across
France. Made by Gilles Peret and Frangois
Ruffin, a left-wing MP, it focuses on individ-
ual Gilets Jaunes encountered on roundabouts
across France.

It is unashamedly positive about the spirit
behind the movement and the effect it has had
on the lives of isolated, anxious provincial
people who are struggling to make ends meet.
The Yellow Vest uprising has given many of
these people new friends, a new family, a sense
of purpose, fraternity, community, belonging.
It has, as one young woman tells Ruffin in the
film, brought a glimpse of sunshine into their
otherwise grey existences.

Why would they want to give all that up
and go back to watching helplessly on TV as
President Macron tears French society apart?
Third World Resurgence &
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Jenny Farrell

A number of misconceptions are perpetu-
ated when it comes to the dismantling of
the inner-German border as the first step to
the annexation of the German Democratic
Republic by the Federal Republic of
Germany.

It has been deceptively described as a
“peaceful revolution.” True, the GDR state did
not oppress the protesters, and it carried out
one of the demands, which was to open the
border between East and West. However, the
West German state began to campaign aggres-
sively through its media and its sympathisers
in the GDR for a counter-revolution — in other
words, to end the state-owned socialist eco-
nomic system.

“We are the people,” chanted at demon-
strations leading up to the events of November
1989, was dramatically changed by the coun-
ter-revolution to “We are one people.”

There is much talk of the “reunification” of
Germany, but that would suggest that the two
German states united. In fact, one state, West
Germany, took over the other, the GDR.

In 1990 the then West German chancellor,
Helmut Kohl, travelled to the GDR and prom-
ised the people “blooming landscapes” of pros-
perity in a “united Germany.” “No-one will be
worse off than before, but many will be better
off.” This claim has proved profoundly false,
as any glance at the statistics reveals.

East Germans were not asked before acces-
sion whether they wanted to give up their job
and social security, whether they wanted to be
expunged from their homeland, whether they
wanted a completely different value system
and legal system imposed on them. The
“Unification Treaty” meant that whole state
industries throughout the GDR were given
away for as little as one mark to West German
competitors.

The result was the destruction of countless
jobs in the East and the resulting exodus of
vast numbers of East Germans who, to survive,
had to look for jobs in the West. The economy

The return of
the “German spirit”

was privatised — to the exclusion of the East
Germans.

According to a representative survey con-
ducted in Saxony in 2018, 65 percent of all
respondents saw themselves as “second-class
citizens.” Among 18 to 29-year-olds, born after
the annexation, almost 70 percent agreed with
this statement.

East Germans who grew up in the GDR
are practically absent from the running of soci-
ety. The notable exception is Angela Merkel.
However, she has pursued distinctly West-
oriented policies; otherwise she would never
have attained such a position.

The West administers and controls the
East, while the population remaining in East
Germany have faced horrendous social change.

Several generations of GDR citizens had
invested in the cultural and social values of
socialism as an alternative to capitalism. Their
life’s work was not only taken from them, it
was devalued, denigrated in retrospect. Today
the GDR is presented entirely from the vic-
tor’s viewpoint. And this message is incessant.
No political leader, no media can project any
positive image of life in the GDR. Even the
most mundane fiction series on television, if
it makes any reference to life in the GDR, is
invariably negative.

However, when people take to the streets
of Germany today demanding “A kindergarten
place for every child,” few remember that the
people of the GDR had this. This is never men-
tioned. It is as if they never existed.

When the media announced smugly that
anti-gay legislation was removed in 1994 there
was no mention that the GDR had abolished it
almost 30 years earlier, in 1968. Abortion con-
tinues to be illegal in Germany; in the GDR
women had full access to all forms of birth con-
trol, and abortion was legalised in 1972. Again,
this achievement has been simply written out
of history. The success of the “Alternative fiir
Deutschland” is partly due to this kind of deni-
gration of people’s past lives.

The GDR was declared an “unjust state” in
1990, and its population projected as victims,
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perpetrators, or followers. These terms, and this
image of a “dictatorship,” made it easy for the
media and the writers of history to compare the
GDR to Nazi Germany — the West’s assertion to
discredit the GDR’s achievements. In reality it
was in the West German state that having been
an old Nazi was no impediment to a powerful
career, inside and outside the state apparatus.

A case in point is Hans Globke, who was
chief of staff to the West German chancellor for
ten years (1953—1963), though he had drafted
Hitler’s infamous Nuremberg Race Laws. Nazi
judges who had handed down death sentences
remained at their posts up until the late 1970s.

With the annexation, the “German spirit”
was reinstalled in all of Germany, and the
old patterns of thought and action. Anti-
communism, Russophobia and the “preven-
tive war” thesis were all revived. The end
of the post-war political order in Germany
and Europe has brought with it the lifting of
German guilt for the wars of aggression and
annihilation.

This removal of any guilt applies in par-
ticular to the so-called “race war” and war of
annihilation waged against the Soviet Union.
There are no official monuments in the East
any more commemorating Nazi terror without
references to the “crimes of the SED* dictator-
ship,” declared equal to Nazi terror.

Five years ago, on the 25th anniversary
of the removal of the inner-German border, a
large banner was unfurled on Alexanderplatz
in East Berlin declaring: “This border was
removed so we can go to war again, united.”

What had been prevented by the Treaties
of Versailles and Potsdam, what had been pre-
cluded by the division of Germany, namely
Germany’s involvement in wars, became pos-
sible again with this annexation. On June 13,
1999, for the first time since the end of the
Second World War, German soldiers went to
war.

*Socialist Unity Party of Germany, the
government party in the German Democratic
Republic.

Socialist Voice &

State Council Building, the collective head of state of the German Democratic Republic (GDR).
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The Bolivia Coup:
a personal view

Dr Graham Holton

In January 1974, I was standing outside the
Presidential Palace in La Paz, the capital of
Bolivia. The president was General Hugo
Banzer Suarez, of German ancestry, who
held old Nazi ideals. A group of Indigenous
protestors demanded the end to 200 percent
inflation, low wages, and no rice or sugar. A
truckload of soldiers pulled up. They were
dressed in black uniforms, that resembled
the old SS uniforms. They opened fire with
machine guns and the bodies of men and
women were thrown into the back of the
trucks. One hundred and twenty people
were killed.

The following day the secret service came
to my hotel room and when they saw the arm
patch of Che Guevara, they tore it off my
jacket. “There is no Communism in Bolivia.”
was taken down to their headquarters and along
with others arrested, we had to stand next to a
7-metre high wall. At chest height there were
bullet holes from the firing squads.

I had three days to get out of Bolivia, so
I boarded a train at Santa Cruz, which was
headed for Brazil. On top of the roof sat
Indians, who could not get seats inside the car-
riages. As the train passed through the Mato
Grosso, Indians started pouring in through
the open windows. I asked one terrified man
what had happened. He pointed to the forest
outside. “There are soldiers out there, and they
are using us as target practice.” What these two
events showed me was how downtrodden the
Indigenous people were in Bolivia, and how
little worth the ruling white elite held for the
Indigenous.

In Chile, I was arrested, taken off a bus by
the military, and told to walk into the desert. I
thought I was to be shot, but after being inter-
rogated I was taken into the desert and told to
keep walking. A truckload of Bolivian Indian
smugglers picked me up and saved me. From
these events grew my political interests in
Latin America. I went onto to gain my PhD at
the Institute of Latin American Studies at La
Trobe University.

To understand what has been happening
in Bolivia, with the overthrow of the govern-
ment of President Morales by an extreme right-
wing coup, supported by the US government,
one must understand the history of racism in
Bolivia, its connections with Nazism and the
extreme right, and the US push for neoliberal-
ist policies in the economy.

In 2005, the Movement towards Socialism
(MAS) party, led by Juan Evo Morales Ayuma,
won the presidency of Bolivia with 54 percent
of the popular vote. He was the first Indigenous
head of state in Bolivia since the Spanish
Conquest.

Before assuming office, Morales went
to Tiwanaku, an archaeological site out-
side La Paz, where he was crowned Apu
Mallku (Supreme Leader) and made offer-
ings to Pachamama (Mother Earth). He flew
the wipala flag, coloured in vivid red, blue,
yellow and green, which represents the politi-
cal struggle against Hispanic cultural hegem-
ony. Morales announced: “We’re taking over
now for the next 500 years. We’re going to put
an end to injustice, to inequality.”

For Forrest Hylton and Sinclair Thomson,
academic experts on Latin America, the elec-
tion of MAS was the nation’s third revolution,

following in the footsteps of the Tupaj Katari
Revolt and the 1952 Revolution.

Morales dedicated his presidency to com-
pleting the struggle by the Communist revo-
Iutionary Che Guevara, who was executed on
orders of the CIA at the village of La Higuera
in 1967. Morales announced that “the time has
come to change the evil history of plunder of
our natural resources, of discrimination, of
humiliation, of hatred [...] towards Indigenous
people in Bolivia and all of Latin America.”

On May Day 2006 Morales nationalised
the country’s largest gas field in Tarija. All offi-
cials and civil servants had to learn Quechua,
Aymara or Guarani. Indigenous peoples for the
first time had access to tertiary education and
positions after generations of repression. These
actions by Morales fermented great hatred
towards MAS by the white ruling class.

For years the Indigenous movements had
faced the intense and violent political repres-
sion that accompanies neoliberalism, an eco-
nomic doctrine first imposed in Chile during
the Pinochet dictatorship, using what Naomi
Klein describes as economic “shock therapy.”

Morales called for the repeal of the 1985
government decree which had initiated the
neoliberal reforms and pledged to renation-
alise the privatised state-owned companies.
Such attacks led to ongoing conflict with the
Washington consensus: the US government and
the international financial institutions.

Bolivia has rich deposits of gold, silver, tin,
copper, platinum, manganese, wolfram, zinc,
oil and gas, and lithium. The country had been
called “a table of silver supported by columns
of gold,” yet the vast majority of Bolivians had
one of the poorest standards of living in Latin
America.

André Gunter Frank, a former adviser
to President Allende of Chile, argues in
Capitalism and Underdevelopment in Latin
America that the colonial structure of capital-
ism required the Indigenous to extract minerals
for the national export economy. The Peruvian
Marxist José Carlos Maridtegui argues in
his Seven Interpretative Essays on Peruvian
Reality (1934) that in such an extractive econ-
omy the colonial system needed the Indigenous
people for cheap labour.

An important priority of the MAS govern-
ment was the elimination of racism. By the
time of the 1952 National Revolution, with 70
percent of the population being Indigenous,
half were unable to speak Spanish, the offi-
cial language. There are thirty-seven ethnic
groups, of which the Aymara is the dominant.
Historically citizenship was monopolised by
the rich, educated, and propertied: the White
and mestizo.

The Indigenous had been so degraded and
had such a feeling of inferiority, that when the
US “Green Beret” Special Forces trained 640
Bolivian Rangers in April 1967, they made the
soldiers spend hours shouting, “I’m the best”
and “I’'m the toughest” during drill, to build
their self-confidence.

Indigenous massacres have been common
in Bolivia. President René Barrientos carried
out the worst massacre in Bolivia’s mining his-
tory in 1967. The military officers responsi-
ble had close ties with the Nazi war criminal
Klaus Barbie. The anthropologist June Nash
saw the bodies of the dead being burnt in ovens
to remove the evidence. General Hugo Béanzer
Suarez seized power in a military coup in 1971.

The Darwin Workers’ Club
gets a licence ... Again!

This Darwin Workers' Club has been successful in their application for a special licence for service of liquor for members and
bona fide guests at their dlub rooms located at 38 Woods Street, Darwin. The licence was granted on October 1 and the dub
is currently remodelling their club rooms for a November opening. This licence is the second the Workers' Club has received with

the lost being granted on July 12, 1946, during the rebuilding of Darwin following the Japanese bombing of the city.

Facebook: www.cpa.org.au/facebook/darwin-workers
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Three years later he ordered the killing of 200
people at Cochabamba in what is known as the
“Massacre of the Valley.”

Banzer formed an exclusively mili-
tary regime, ending a pact with the MNR
(Revolutionary Nationalist Movement) and
the FSB (Bolivian Socialist Falange). His
regime became internationally recognised for
its brutal suppression of political activism.
Bénzer was part of the notorious Operation
Condor, which assassinated dissident refu-
gees. For his great work, in 1988 the US
Army inducted Banzer into its School of
Americas Hall of Fame. The school is infa-
mous for training Latin American military
personnel which later carried out some of the
worst atrocities of the Cold War.

In 2000, “The Water War” began when
workers battled police against the corpo-
rate ownership of all water resources in
Bolivia, including village wells. In 2003, “The
Bolivian Gas War” began with the demand for
the nationalisation of the natural gas indus-
try. Protesters cut the natural gas supply to La
Paz and fifty-four Aymara were killed by the
military.

Demonstrations of 500,000 people forced
President Gonzalo Sanchez de Lozada, known
as “Goni,” to flee to Miami, Florida, fearful of
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Translation: It's a coup d'état!

being tried for the death of 70 people killed
at demonstrations. He had been strongly sup-
ported by the US government.

These insurgencies set in place an
Indigenous insurrection, which culminated in
Morales’s 2005 victory. The UN Economic
Commission for Latin America and the
Caribbean (ECLAC) found that MAS had
made significant improvements in poverty
reduction.

As Hylton and Thomson rightly state: “In
no other Latin American country have popu-
lar forces achieved so much through their own
initiatives.” Now Morales has fled to Mexico.
He resigned his presidency on November 10,
after threats from the military commander
Williams Kaliman, who had been trained at
Fort Benning, previously known as the School
of the Americas.

The coup was financed by the Pro-Santa
Cruz Committee under its president Luis
Fernando Camacho, well known for his hatred
of Morales. His company was listed in the
“Panama Papers,” for laundering large sums of
money in offshore accounts. After Morales fled
to Mexico, Senator Jeanine Afiez assumed the
position of interim president, and she was con-
gratulated by Mike Pompeo, the US Secretary
of State. &
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More than
just ftwo embassies

Mark Gruenberg

WASHINGTON: Normal rela-
tions between the US and Cuba
must consist of a lot more than
just having embassies in each
other’s capital cities, a top Cuban
diplomat in the US says.

First and foremost, declares
Miguel Fraga, the US must end its
58-year “blockade” of the 11-mil-
lion-person nation. The blockade,
he states, “is the main obstacle to
our development.” It also hurts the
Cuban people and violates their
human rights, he told the Institute
for Policy Studies on November 7.

Fraga spoke the day after the
United Nations General Assembly
voted, again, to demand the US end
the blockade, which the US calls “an
embargo,” of Cuba. The vote was
187-3, with two abstentions. The
three foes were the US, and the right-
wing governments of Israel and, this
year, Brazil. Fraga says Brazil’s
people don’t agree.

Opinion polls show the block-
ade also now draws strong opposi-
tion in the US as well as Cuba. That
includes polls in the supposed heart-
land of Cuban exiles, Florida. There,
there’s overwhelming support for the
position that the blockade “hasn’t
worked at all” (57 percent) or “not
worked very well” (26 percent).

The holdouts? Emigres who fled
to the Miami-Fort Lauderdale area
after the Cuban Communist Party,
led by Fidel Castro, won the 1959
revolution. And even those emigres’
numbers are diminishing, Fraga said,
as is their electoral clout.

And, of course, the GOP Trump
administration. Trump caters to the
anti-CCP Cubans, seeing them as a
top bloc for the 2020 election in a
key swing state.

Fraga offered those observations
in an hour and a half talk and Q&A
on the current state of US-Cuban
relations. C-SPAN taped and will air
his entire talk. Check its schedule on
the web.

As First Secretary of the Cuban
Embassy in the US — and before that,

when it was just the Cuban “Interests
Section” — Fraga’s taken those same
arguments nationwide.

And they’ve had an impact,
even in unexpected places. As one
attendee put it later, “If the Alabama
Legislature can pass a resolution
calling for the blockade to be lifted,
anybody can do it.” Fraga had tes-
tified and lobbied there for that
resolution.

Fraga, 40, who is nearing the
end of his four-year diplomatic
assignment in the US, spent much of
his time, as he has done on 46 col-
lege campuses, debunking myths
about Cuba and bringing listeners
current facts while dispelling old
impressions.

Much of that misinformation
came from and continues to come
from anti-Revolution Cubans, vari-
ous stereotypes and/or US admin-
istrations, through the mainstream
media. Just as one example, Fraga
said, “Netflix is about to run a series
saying” a delegation from the US “is
kidnapped by guerrillas in Cuba.”

“We don’t have any guerrillas.”

Cuba also has “a private sector”
now, accounting for more than
10 percent of the nation’s work-
force, he noted. And while Cubans
remain staunchly anti-capitalistic,
they’re also flexible when it comes
to language.

“Are we abandoning socialism?
No,” he replied to the first question
after his talk. The person asking cited
various media reports.

“The majority of our people sup-
port a society based on social justice
and equal opportunity for all. They
just don’t believe capitalism” makes
it possible. “This is about opportu-
nities for everyone ... The majority
of the world” — Cuba and the US
included — “sees capitalism working
only for the one percent.”

Despite myths and miscon-
ceptions, “We cannot change the
past, but we can work for a better
future,” Fraga told the sympathetic
crowd, many of whom travelled to
Cuba before Trump slammed on the
brakes.
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A better future will require more
than just exchanging diplomats.
In one example, Fraga reminded
the group that earlier in the Trump
administration, when a mysterious
illness felled US diplomats at the US
Embassy in Havana, Trump retali-
ated by loudly floating unproven rea-
sons for the ailment — and, later, by
expelling 60 percent of Cuban diplo-
mats in the US But when US diplo-
mats sickened in China, Trump was
silent, Fraga noted.

By contrast, when a Cuban
diplomat serving in the US was
murdered in 1980, the Cuban gov-
ernment refrained from retaliating.

The blockade accompanied the
US cut-off of diplomatic relations
just days before JFK took office,
Fraga noted. It has continued — with
some exceptions, such as fight-
ing counterterrorism and working
against the spread of the Ebola virus
in Africa — ever since.

The US provided the funds
and built the facilities for treating
Africans and stopping the epidemic
from spreading, Fraga noted. Cuba,
with extensive and free medical
training, sent the doctors.

It affects not just US exporters,
who want to enter the Cuban market
with food and other goods, but also
foreign firms, who fear being banned
from US business if they trade with
Cuba.lt also affects Cubans in the
US, who looked forward, especially
after Democratic President Barack
Obama restored diplomatic relations,
to more contact with their ancestral
country.

Indeed, Trump’s backtracking
on Obama’s abortive initiative is one
reason, Fraga believes, that South
Floridian Cubans will look askance
at the president politically next fall.
“The Cuban issue is not what it was
before,” he comments.

“And I don’t see very many
Cubans voting next year for a
president who won’t let them send
money” to their relatives “or to
fly to Santiago and Santa Clara,”
he said. Trump’s new restrictions
include banning flights from the
US mainland to all airports except
Havana.

Besides ending the blockade and
restoring full diplomatic relations,
Fraga also said the US should end its
occupation of the Guantanamo Bay
base, “which is twice the size of the
island of Manhattan.” The US, under
treaties in 1903 and 1930, pays only
$4,085 yearly in rent. Cuba, on the
same principle that the base is ille-
gally occupied, has not cashed the
checks for years.

Further, the US should drop its
effort, under 30-plus-year-old leg-
islation pushed by then-Republican
Senator Jesse Helms — a notorious
racist, though Fraga politely did not
say so — to allow people and firms
whose assets were nationalized by
the revolution to sue for their value,
plus inflation, plus damages. Other
nations, he noted, have successfully
negotiated such claims.

And the US, Fraga stated, should
cease its multimillion dollar efforts
to replace the current Cuban govern-
ment. They include spending $364
million for “Cuban democracy fund-
ing” from 1996-2018 and another
$900 million from 1994-2018 for
Radio and TV Marti, which broad-
casts into Cuba.

It’s not only expensive, Fraga
noted, but it’s also ineffective.
“Only 11 percent of our people” get
the transmissions. “It’s a waste of
your taxpayers’ money,” he said.
“And it’s an insult” to name the
radio and TV system after Jose
Marti, the leader of Cuban libera-
tion from Spain in 1898.

Sydney Vigil

STOP USA
BLOCKADE ON CUBA

\ Also solidarity with Venezuela & Gaza

Fraga admitted that “Cuba is not
perfect,” and particularly that it must
import 70-80 percent of its food. It
also was hit hard by shortages when
the Soviet Union, its main supplier
and market, collapsed in 1991. And
what food it imports can be expen-
sive due to high transportation costs.
After all, Fraga noted, some food
that could easily come from the US
— “It’s only a 32-hour sea voyage
from Mobile (Alabama) to Havana”
— comes from afar.

“But every (US) farmer wants to
sell to Cuba,” he says.

And Cuba shares a farm “people
problem” with the US, though Fraga
did not say so. He made the point
that Cuban farmers’ children, like
himself, using the island’s free uni-
versity education “to become doc-
tors and lawyers” and do not return
to the land. So there’s a labour short-
age in Cuban fields, Fraga, who has
a law degree, noted. US farmers also
face a brain drain by their kids, flee-
ing rural areas.

But the key theme of his talk was
to end the blockade, not intensify it,
as Trump has. The blockade even,
Fraga says, affects baseball, which is
a national sport in Cuba.

After former President Barack
Obama re-established full diplomatic
relations, the Cuban government
and the major leagues negotiated
an agreement to end human smug-
gling and trafficking which allowed
Cuban players, often paying high
fees and enduring hazards, to enter
the US Trump ordered MLB to junk
that pact. Fraga deplored Trump’s
move, but then predicted there will
be agreements between Cuba and the
Little Leagues soon.

“And you’ll see Cuban teams at
the (Little League) World Series in
Williamsport, Pasadena.”

People’s World &
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This government won't fix
women’s equality at work

During Senate Estimates, we learned that
the Morrison government is not only failing
to address equality at work, it is also trying
to stop the problem from being measured
or discussed.

It is sadly unsurprising that the govern-
ment is failing to analyse the impact of its poli-
cies on women — there hasn’t been a women’s
budget analysis since 2014.

It’s the policy equivalent of a toddler with
their fingers in their ears, yelling “not listening,
not listening”.

The government’s refusal to examine the
impact of its policies on women means they
risk creating or continuing policy failures that
have serious social and financial consequences.

Our union [Community and Public Sector

Union] has championed superannuation as an
issue for working women, leading the way with
superannuation payments on unpaid parental
leave, which has a disproportionate impact on
women.

Changes of this nature are not, however,
enough — and to properly address the retire-
ment shortfall women face we need to look at
the system in totality.

It is a well-established fact that there is
a massive gap between men’s and women’s
retirement income and that women, on average,
retire earlier and live longer than men; but the
Treasury’s current Retirement Income Review
doesn’t look at the issue.

What is the likelihood, then, that the
Retirement Income Review will produce seri-
ous strategies to address the fact that 40 per-
cent of single retired women live in poverty?
Or that 44 percent of women rely on their part-
ner’s income as the main source of funds for
retirement? Or that women receive only one-
third of the government tax concessions on
super, while men receive two-thirds?

Similarly, the government’s review of the
public service failed to include gender issues in
its terms of reference and the submissions and
process around that review have been blind to
issues of gender.

The current gender strategy for the
Australian Public Service acknowledges the
growing body of research that shows that
organisations with the most gender equality
outperform those with the least, that increasing

the proportion of women in leadership roles is
associated with better financial performance,
and that gender equality in teams promotes an
environment where innovation can flourish.

However, this doesn’t actually seem to be
influencing the policies and analysis that is
being undertaken by government, and we know
from Senate Estimates that the new gender
strategy for the Australian Public Service won’t
be ready when the current one expires at the
end of this year.

This government doesn’t want to know
about problems, and it has shown it has no
intention of solving them. It is failing work-
ing women. That’s why working women need
to stick together, and force change ourselves.
An important part of that is gathering detailed
data to understand the landscape we’re deal-
ing with.

That’s why our union undertakes the larg-
est survey of working women in Australia — the
What Women Want survey.

Now in its 10th iteration, it is a vital tool in
identifying the issues affecting women at work
and developing strategies to address them and
make our workplaces, and society, more equal.

Information we’ve gathered from previous
surveys has helped us protect and improve cru-
cial workplace rights and conditions. Previous
survey participants have told us how much
flexibility and working hours matter, and this
data helped us prevent the government from
cutting overtime for part-timers, improved
flexible work arrangements for executive level

Guardian

staff, and stop proposals to increase working
hours.
The survey is now open — women are
encouraged to participate online.
www.cpa.org/redirect/survey
Melissa Donnelly
CPSU National Secretary

On monopoly capitalism

Re “Privatisation epiphany” (Guardian
#1894, November 13): The privatised for-
profit airports are just one example of
monopoly capitalism at work, and how it
uses its market domination to make and
accumulate super-profits.

The ACCC [Australian Consumer and
Competition Commission] is an independent
statutory body governed by the Competition
and Consumer Act. One of its key roles is to
approve mergers between corporations, keep-
ing in mind the requirement for competition.

It also has powers to pursue cartels, where
monopolies conspire to fix prices and hence
effectively remove any possible benefits of
competition in the private sector.

In practice the ACCC has approved some
highly questionable mergers, despite one of
its key roles being to maintain and promote
competition.

Jo Dunleavey
Wodonga

Cult

by
Rob Gowlan

First, something of interest from
Socialist Voice for September
2019: “The ‘developed’ world is
developed at the expense of the
people and resources of the global
south. The countries of the global
south are not intrinsically poor:
they have many natural resources.
Imperialism keeps them poor by
exploiting their workers, plun-
dering their resources — in the
past through colonisation, today
by foreign direct investment and
labour arbitrage; and if they
don’t toe the line and act in the
interest of imperialism ‘democ-
racy’ will be brought to them
through war and regime change,
followed by the inevitable recon-
struction ‘loans’, investments,
and debt.”

Even bourgeois democracy can
be affronted by this type of bla-
tant exploitation and absence of the
“equal rights” they like to boast
about. To mask this unfortunate situ-

“Everything is

€ a commodity to capitalism”

ation and head off possibly awkward
questions from their constituents,
capitalists and the politicians who do
their bidding are at pains to camou-
flage their policies and their actions,
whenever possible diverting atten-
tion to other issues no matter how
irrelevant or insignificant.

To this end they foster prejudice
and even hatred, making strong use
of racism, fooling its victims into
dividing themselves into the worthy
and the undeserving. Instead of
uniting to free themselves from
exploitation, they are diverted into
elevating superficial differences to
be more important than exploitation
itself.

But capitalism never loses sight
of its primary objective. As Socialist
Voice observes, “Everything is a
commodity to capitalism: death,
debt, war, disaster, poverty, and —
yes — climate change: all are ways
of increasing income and making
more profit.” And why does capi-
talism seek to exploit these serious
crises? Because “there is no crisis

that capitalism cannot solve so long
as the working class are willing to
pay for it.”

The alternative, of course, is
Socialism, a system that has been
known about — and fought over
— for a couple of centuries, now.
Capitalism has spent huge amounts
of money and the talents of innu-
merable people on obfuscation,
deliberately sowing confusion and
fostering ignorance in order to
maligning capitalism’s rival social
system, Socialism. For, if people
were allowed to learn what Socialism
actually is, capitalism would very
soon find itself relegated to the dust-
bin of history, and people would be
hard put to understand what previ-
ous generations could possibly have
seen it.

For, as Socialist Voice says:
“Socialism operates in the interest of
the common good. Everything that
is done is for the maximum benefit
of society as a whole.” This brings
obligations with it as well as ben-
efits: “We need to work for each

other so that we can all share what
we create within the confines of
nature and build a society in which
no-one is hungry, where everyone is
treated with dignity, where the planet
can flourish along with society, and
where war will be confined to his-
tory, along with poverty, and no-one
is left behind.”

However, the idea of “operat-
ing in the interests of the common
good” is anathema to your average
capitalist. They are primarily con-
cerned with promoting their own
interests instead, and have spent a
couple of hundred years encourag-
ing individualism among the popula-
tion to discourage people from even
even listening to advocates of “the
common good”.

Accordingly, capitalism makes
a big fuss about promoting what it
likes to call “the rights of the indi-
vidual”, counter-posing them to the
rights of society as a whole, which
are not worth considering, as far as
capitalism is concerned. In fact, the
supporters of the system of private

profit — euphemistically and men-
daciously called by them “the free
enterprise” system — prefer people
not to think about the interests of
society at all, for doing so can lead
them to consider possible improve-
ments or even alternatives — such as
the dreaded Socialism.

However, as we have pointed
out before, life itself leads people
to struggle for Socialism. Despite
all the money and other resources
that capitalism squanders on ridi-
culing Socialism, the inadequacies
and flaws inherent in capitalism are
so glaringly obvious that people are
constantly drawn to wonder whether
there is not a better system. Seeking
that better system inevitably leads
to learning about Socialism. But
Socialism is not achieved by wish-
ing for it: capitalists will always fight
to protect their dominant and highly
profitable position. Socialism must
consequently be struggled — even
fought — for.

And it is being struggled for by
more and more people. In the USA

itself, at least one candidate seeking
nomination to be President (Bernie
Sanders) took up the banner of
Socialism. Despite the fact that he
meant nothing more revolutionary
than social democracy, the powers
that be in the Democratic Party
obliged him to withdraw in favour
of Hilary Clinton but the fact that
he could run on such a platform in
the heartland of capitalism is a sig-
nificant sign that the political cli-
mate is changing, and changing
dramatically.

As Genardy Zyuganov, General
Secretary of the Communist Party
of the Russian Federation, said at
the conference commemorating
the founding of Lenin’s party, “The
world is turning to the Left.”

The working people, and their
allies among other exploited sec-
tors of the world’s people, know
that that is the only direction it can
go, for, in the words of Socialist
Voice, “It is the only way to stop the
pending disaster. It’s socialism or
extinction.” &
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and the Australian Defence Policy
By Vince Scappatura

Reviewed by Denis Doherty

This is a valuable volume for all who seek to under-
stand the Australian-US Alliance, which is so central
to our understanding of our country and its role in
the world.

The overwhelming orthodoxy that many in Australia
have come to believe is that the US is good and other
countries are either a threat or a customer.

Vince’s book asserts: “Global research suggests that
political opponents and social movements who have
attempted to challenge pro-US positions of their national
governments are much less likely to be to be successful
when a broad and deep national consensus exists about
the centrality of their nation’s alliance with the United
States.”

Australia’s relationship to the United States does not
allow any serious discussion — it is a given and no dis-
cussion is necessary. Both major parties and the great
majority of the media and the population accept the dom-
inance of the US — “our great and powerful friend” and
our “shared values.” However, Vince points out that what
the people think and what the elite think of the alliance
are not the same.

Most people think the US will come to save us in
the event of someone attacking Australia. However, the
ANZUS treaty does not oblige the US to come to our
defence. In fact, there have been major incidences when
the US has refused to assist us in our hour of need.

The most recent example was during John Howard’s
time when Clinton refused to assist the Australian mili-
tary in East Timor.

Vince writes about the “elite,” (i.e. top politicians,
military personnel, industrialists and media figures) who
understand that the alliance means that Australia is linked

into capitalist structures and the “elite” gain great ben-
efits from this. The alliance is about shared interests, not
shared values.

Vince details how the devotion to the US is main-
tained and examines the different tiers of diplomacy
and particularly the Australian American Leadership
Dialogue (AALD).

Who is invited to the AALD? People in politics who
seemed destined for higher positions, company execu-
tives and uncritical journalists like Greg Sheridan.
Australian sponsors of the AALD include Qantas, NAB,
Chevron and EXXON.

More effort is put into recruiting ALP members than
the already convinced Coalition politicians. Union fig-
ures have been invited while still in their positions. The
only union people invited and accepted into the AALD
are from the AWU, Bill Shorten and his successor Paul
Howes.

Paul Howes as a young man was involved with the
Green Left. He then moved to the right-wing ALP path
and then on to an executive position with KMPG (a
multinational financial audit, tax, and advisory services
network).

The US lobby in Australia and its fellow travellers in
the AALD have not served the interests of Australia well.

The US Lobby and the Australian Defence Policy is a
good basis for understanding how Australia works and in
whose interests. It should spur us on to making it a prior-
ity that we ditch ANZUS and the US-Australian military
alliance.

One little drawback of the book is that it lacks an
index which would have helped it to be a more useable
tool in the fight for Australian independence from the
UusS. &

The overwhelming orthodoxy that many
in Australia have come to helieve is
that the US is good and other countries
are either a threat or a customer.
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Overview of

tenth anniversary
DOC NYC Film Festival

Bill Meyer

Celebrating its 10th year anniversary, the
DOC NYC Film Festival has now become
the largest documentary film festival in
the US. It screens over 300 films, including
many US and world premieres, and ran for
10 days, November 6-15.

There were many intriguing titles address-
ing social and political issues of interest to
readers and film goers. A study of the award-
winning Independent war correspondent
Robert Fisk, This Is Not a Movie, which had
its world premiere at the Toronto International
Film Festival, follows him around during his
daring investigative probes throughout the
Middle East, Ireland, and wherever there’s a
war.

The unending immigrant crises gripping
the world, and specifically Europe, is studied
in Paris Stalingrad, a district in Paris where
refugees get dropped off to fend for them-
selves on the streets of an unwelcoming city,
before they eventually get a chance to earn
their “papers.”

A couple of docs addressing Islamophobia
take place in New York. American Muslim,
directed by Adam Zucker, follows Muslim
Americans who are both proud of their coun-
try but also targets of Islamophobia.

Brooklyn Inshallah, directed by Ahmed
Mansour, is about Palestinian-American
Khader El-Yateem, a full-fledged practicing
Lutheran pastor who hopes to be the first Arab
American on the New York City Council. He
helps his people deal with the changing cli-
mate of anti-Muslim sentiment in America,
while also dealing with issues of political and
ethnic identity.

At least two films at the festival deal with
the death and destruction caused by the Syrian
War and its aftermath. Paradise Without
People, directed by Francesca Trianni, deals
with two pregnant Syrian refugees living
among thousands of other refugees in Greece.
They have to make desperate decisions, some
with disastrous results.

The richly funded For Sama is already
an award-winning doc by Waad al-Kateab,
who gave birth to her young daughter during
the onslaught of the war, and endured gruel-
ling conditions in an underground hospital
for five years. She marries a fellow physi-
cian, gives birth to Sama, and then has to
decide between remaining in Syria to fight
for her country’s freedom or leaving to pro-
tect her child against the threat of constant
danger.

A beautifully produced study of the his-
tory of Burma/Myanmar and the main lead-
ers who shaped the country’s destiny, On the
Inside of a Military Dictatorship, provides
an insider’s look into the military and social
upheaval during the last 50 years. Interviews
from most of the main players offer a clearer
understanding of what the country has gone
through, with its military coups and dealings
with the Rohingya community.

A doc with one of the more provoca-
tive titles ends up being an advertisement
for “saving the capitalist system.” The Great
American Lie, directed by Jennifer Siebel
Newsom, exposes the deep roots of systemic
inequalities that have created the widen-
ing economic gap and results in the inability
for most Americans to achieve the so-called
“American Dream.” It shows how “mascu-
line” traits like individualism, power and
money are prioritized over “feminine” ones
like collaboration, care and empathy. But the
unrealistic hope of the film is for the “Dream”
to return with employment and success for all.
It’s a fantasy doc.

There were films that celebrate the roles
of activists, including We Are the Radical
Monarchs about an Oakland-based rock group
formed by two young women of colour who
attempt to expand the organisation while per-
forming at rallies and marches. The highly
active and successful Restaurant Opportunities
Centre (ROC) comes up against the NRA
(National Restaurant Association) over the
fight for one fair wage in a new doc called
Waging Change. The Great Green Wall tells
of the ambitious reforestation project span-
ning the entire African continent, and includes
many powerful interviews with activists on the
front line.

There was a new intriguing doc about the
origin of AIDS that premiered at the Toronto
International Film Festival and now has its
US premiere at DOC NYC. (This happens
often since the Festival’s Artistic Director
Thom Powers is also the head of TIFF’s
Documentary category.) Killing Patient Zero
is about a Canadian man accused of spreading
AIDS across North America. The Centres for
Disease Control, in their drive to understand
and control the disease, interviewed many
men with the disease, finding patterns that sug-
gested sexual transmission, and scapegoated
a French-Canadian flight attendant Gaétan
Dugas, designating him as “Patient Zero.”

One of the most stunning film projects in
history is the 7 Up series created by UK direc-
tor Michael Apted. He’s followed the lives of
14 people starting at the age of seven, making
a documentary every seven years charting
their progress in life — with expected and
unexpected results. 63 Up is the newest instal-
ment in this awesome venture, and for those
who have followed these people from the
beginning, it is a totally rewarding experience.

Great films that appeared at TIFF and
were reviewed earlier in these pages include
Cordillera of Dreams, Desert One, Advocate,
Cold Case Hammarskjold, American Factory,
The Biggest Little Farm, and The Cave. The
DOC NYC Fest is also an Academy-qualifying
festival for short films, thus drawing the best
of the best shorts. Whether or not you can
attend the festival in person, most films will
eventually be available for online streaming
and may even make it to one of the dwindling
number of film theatres in the country.
People’s World &
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On the Inside of a Military Dictatorship.

63 Up — Nicholas Hitchon. (insert: at seven years old.)
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