











An Israeli soldier
(above) grabs
Mohammed Tamimi,
1, around the neck
as he tries to arrest
him. He was resisted
by members of the
boy’s family (left).
The violence occurred
during a weekly
protest against the
Israeli occupation in
the West Bank village
of Nabi Saleh, on
August 28, 2015.
Photographs:
www.activestills.org
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Freedom Fighter

“What incites
protesters to
throw stones is the
sound of bullets,
the occupation’s
bulldozers as they
destroy the land,
the smell of tear
gas and the smoke
coming from burnt
houses”

know their lives are, in fact, ruled by Israel.
Bassem has thus far not been granted his
visa.

This denial of a visa is just the latest of-
fence against Bassem. A longstanding activ-
ist who participated in the first intifada, he
is seasoned in the ways of the Israeli state.
He has been arrested more than 10 times
and imprisoned frequently. He was held
for three years in administrative detention
without trial.

While in prison in 1993, he was tortured
for weeks by the Israeli Shin Bet in order to
extract a confession. Tamimi said that dur-
ing the torture he was dropped from a high
ceiling onto a concrete floor and woke up
a week later in an Israeli hospital. While
in prison, his sister visited him. According
to her family, she was struck and pushed
down a flight of stairs by an Israeli army
interpreter. She was killed. No-one was ever
charged over her death.

At that time, Bassem was cleared of all
charges. But in 2011, he was put on trial for
inciting protesters to throw stones at the Is-
raeli police. In a statement to the court he
said: “International law guarantees the right
of occupied people to resist occupation. In
practising my right, I have called for and
organised peaceful popular demonstrations

against the occupation, settler attacks and
the theft of more than half of the land of my
village ... I organised these peaceful dem-
onstrations in order to defend our land and
our people ... The military prosecutor ac-
cuses me of inciting the protesters to throw
stones at the soldiers. This is not true.

“What incites protesters to throw stones
is the sound of bullets, the occupation’s
bulldozers as they destroy the land, the
smell of tear gas and the smoke coming
from burnt houses. I did not incite anyone
to throw stones, but I am not responsible
for the security of your soldiers who invade
my village and attack my people with all the
weapons of death and the equipment of ter-
ror.”

He was convicted and imprisoned. Am-
nesty International declared him a prisoner
of conscience. On his release, Bassem de-
clared his commitment to continuing the
struggle until the occupation is ended.

“We know they want a land without peo-
ple - they only want the land and the water
- so our destiny is to resist. They give us no
other choice.” CcT
Vashti Kenway wrote this article for Red
Flag, the newspaper of the Australian socialist
newspaper - www.redflag.org.au
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The anti-Russian
campaign gathers force

Who's to blame for increased military aggression and spying? It's not the side
the Western media and politicians suggest, says Brian Cloughley

n January 30, NBC News reported that
“On a snowy Polish plain dominated
by Russian forces for decades, Ameri-
can tanks and troops sent a message
to Moscow and demonstrated the firepow-
er of the NATO alliance. Amid concerns
that President Donald Trump’s commit-
ment to NATO is wavering, the tanks fired
salvos that declared the 28-nation alliance a
vital deterrent in a dangerous new world.”

One intriguing aspect of this slanted
account are the phrases “dominated by
Russian forces for decades,” and “vital de-
terrent,” which are used by NBC to imply
that Russia yearns, for some unspecified
reason, to invade Poland. As is common in
the Western media, there is no justification
or evidence to substantiate the suggestion
that Russia is hell-bent on domination, and
the fact that US troops are far from home,
operating along the Russian border, is re-
garded as normal behaviour on the part of
the world’s “indispensable nation.”

Then Reuters recorded that, “Beginning
in February, US military units will spread
out across Poland, the Baltic states, Bulgaria,
Romania and Germany for training, exercis-
es and maintenance. The Army is also send-
ing its 10th Combat Aviation Brigade with
about 50 Black Hawk and 10 CH-47 Chinook
helicopters and 1,800 personnel, as well as a
separate aviation battalion with 400 troops
and 24 Apache helicopters.”

As the US-NATO military alliance contin-
ues its deployments along Russia’s borders,
including the US-UK supported Joint Viking
2017 exercise in Norway that began on March
1, the campaign by the US and British gov-
ernments against alleged “Russian aggres-
sion” continues to increase in volume and
intensity, aided by an ever-compliant media.

During his visit to Washington on March
6-7, Ukraine’s foreign minister Pavlo Klimkin
met with US Secretary of State Rex Tillerson
and Senator Marco Rubio of the Senate Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and received as-
surances of US support in “confronting Rus-
sian aggression,” while in Britain it was an-
nounced that its foreign minister, Boris John-
son, the “mop-haired buffoon,” was about to
visit Russia in to tell it to “keep its nose” out
of Western affairs. Mr Johnson declared that
Russia “was up to all sorts of no good” and
“engaged in cyber-warfare.”

The splendid irony of the Johnson alle-
gation about cyber warfare is that it came
just before the revelation that Britain’s intel-
ligence agencies were deeply involved with
those of the United States in cyber-chicanery
on a massive scale. WikiLeaks once again
showed the depths of deceit and humbug
to which the West’s great democracies sub-
merge themselves, and revealed that leaked
files, “describe CIA plans and descriptions
of malware and other tools that could be
used to hack into some of the world’s most

Who's Spying?

In Britain it

was announced that
its foreign minister,
Boris Johnson,

the “mop-haired
buffoon,” was about
to visit Russia in
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Who's Spying?

In June 2013, it

was revealed that
the United States
of America had
been spying on
European Union
computer networks
in the EU offices

in Washington

and New York

popular technology platforms. The docu-
ments showed that the developers aimed
to be able to inject these tools into targeted
computers without the owners’ awareness
. .. the documents show broad exchanges
of tools and information between the CIA,
the National Security Agency and other US
federal intelligence agencies, as well as in-
telligence services of close allies Australia,
Canada, New Zealand and the United King-
dom.

ABC News hastened to announce, with-
out the slightest shred of proof, that “Ju-
lian Assange, the man behind WikiLeaks,
appears to have a strong relationship with
Russia,” but could not disguise the report by
CNN that the documents disclosed that, “to
hide its operations, the CIA routinely adopt-
ed techniques that enabled its hackers to
appear as if they were Russian.”

There has been no comment on the
WikiLeaks revelations by people such as US
Senator Amy Klobuchar, who declared in
January that “Russia used cyber attacks
and propaganda to try and undermine our
democracy. We are not alone. Russia has a
pattern of waging cyber attacks and military
invasions against democracies across the
world.” She was echoed by, amongst others,
Senator Ben Sasse, who declared that in-
creased US sanctions would “upend Putin’s
calculus and defend America from Russian
cyber attacks and political meddling.”

It would be difficult for the Senators to
swallow their rabid distrust of Russia and
overcome their pride to acknowledge that
on March 1 the US National Reconnaissance
Office launched a spy satellite carried by
an Atlas V rocket that was powered by a
Russian RD-180 engine. In an astonishing
example of petty-minded obfuscation, the
1,500-word official report on the launching
mentioned RD-180 three times - but failed
to state its country of manufacture. Natural-
ly, the mainstream media followed suit. On
March 19 there was another Atlas V launch,
carrying supplies to the International Space
Station. This, too, was powered by a Russian
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engine, which would, of course, have been
be greeted with appropriate approval and
gratitude by Washington and especially by
fair-minded legislators like Senator Sasse.)

The reaction on the part of the US gov-
ernment to the disclosures has been to de-
nounce them because they supposedly “not
only jeopardise US personnel and opera-
tions, but also equip our adversaries with
tools and information to do us harm.” Pre-
dictably, Senator Sasse tweeted that “Julian
Assange should spend the rest of his life
wearing an orange jumpsuit. He’s an en-
emy of the American people and an ally of
Vladimir Putin.”

There should be no surprise about
the activities of US and British intelli-
gence agencies, because they already have
a record of spying on UN Secretary General
Kofi Annan, Chancellor Merkel of Germany,
French Presidents Jacques Chirac, Nicolas
Sarkozy and Francois Hollande, and Brazil-
ian President Dilma Rousseff, to name but a
few world leaders subjected to the indignity
of greasy little eavesdroppers sniggering at
their private conversations.

In June 2013, it was revealed that the Unit-
ed States of America had been spying on Eu-
ropean Union computer networks in the EU
offices in Washington and New York. Accord-
ing to Germany’s Der Spiegel, a document
of September 2010 “explicitly named the
Union’s representation at the UN as a ‘loca-
tion target.” Der Spiegel discovered that “the
NSA had also conducted an electronic eaves-
dropping operation in a building in Brussels
where the EU Council of Ministers and the Eu-
ropean Council were located.” Together with
their British colleagues, the techno-dweebs
of Government Communications Headquar-
ters, the US agencies have been having a ball
- but have been unable to prove that Russia
“used cyber attacks and propaganda to try
and undermine our democracy.”

The faithful CIA mouthpiece, the New
York Times, stated in December that “Amer-
ican spy and law enforcement agencies were
united in the belief, in the weeks before the
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presidential election, that the Russian gov-
ernment had deployed computer hackers
to sow chaos during the campaign.” Not
only this, but “CIA officials presented law-
makers with a stunning new judgment that
upended the debate: Russia, they said, had
intervened with the primary aim of helping
make Donald ] Trump president.”

But there is no evidence whatever that
there was election-time hacking by Rus-
sia, and now there is proof that “to hide its
operations, the CIA routinely adopted tech-
niques that enabled its hackers to appear as
if they were Russian.”

Although none of the assertions that Rus-
sia has been conducting a cyber war against
America can be substantiated, Washing-
ton’s anti-Russia propaganda campaign will
continue for the foreseeable future, while
President Trump’s initial intentions to enter
into dialogue with his counterpart in Mos-
cow wither away to nothing. Even if he does
resurrect the sensible policy he seemed to
endorse, his acolytes in Washington will

do their best to maintain confrontation
by spreading more allegations of Russian
“aggression” and “cyber attacks.” The anti-
Russia campaign is gathering force, and it
is not difficult to put a finger on why such
a counter-productive crusade appeals to so
many in the West.

The US arms and intelligence industries
are the main beneficiaries of confrontation
with Russia, closely followed by the hierar-
chy of the US-NATO military alliance who
have been desperately seeking justification
for its existence for many years. For so long
as the US military-industrial complex holds
sway in Washington, there will be interna-
tional friction. But US spy satellites will con-
tinue to be carried aloft on rockets powered
by Russian engines. CcT

Brian Cloughley is former deputy head

of the UN military mission in Kashmir

and Australian defence attaché in Pakistan.
This article first appeared at
www.strategic-culture.org
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A cold dose of reality
for May and her team

Theresa May has signed Biritain out of Europe, now things
are beginning to get difficult for her, warns lan Dent

f you put a frog in boiling water, it
jumps out. If you put it in cold water
and slowly turn up the heat, it will
sit there and boil to death without
noticing. Looking at the reality of Brit-
ain’s EU predicament just a days into
Article 50, everything feels a million
miles away from where
we were even a few weeks
ago. It bears no compari-

we needed them. David Davis told us
that we would go to individual mem-
ber states to strike up trade agree-
ments. Liam Fox told us he would fi-
nalise trade deals with non-EU coun-
tries while we were conducting Brexit
negotiations.

son whatsoever with the
fevered optimism of the
referendum campaign.

Back then, the Brexit-
ers promised free uni-
corns to everyone and a
pot of gold at the end of
every rainbow. There'd
be more money for the
NHS, more control for
the British people, eve-
ryone would know their
neighbours again and
a friendly bobby would
stroll on every street. To-
day, the conversation is, at the very
best, about minimising the negative
repercussions of Brexit. It has gone
from a solution to everything to a
problem for everyone.

Once upon a time Boris Johnson
implied Europe needed us more than

withdraw from the European Union.

Prime Minister Theresa May signs the letter of notification to the
President of the European Council setting out the UK's intention to

All of that is false. Draft guide-
lines from Donald Tusk at the Council
of the European Union showed that
Europe is in complete control of the
negotiation process. Britain is barred
from holding bilateral talks with EU
member states on Brexit during nego-

Photo: Jay Allen

tiations and it cannot negotiate trade
deals with other countries at the same
time, either.

The balance of power is evident
throughout. The British demand
that talks deal on the divorce run
in parallel with talks on the future
trade relationship are dismissed.
Instead, “the European Council will
monitor progress closely and deter-
mine when sufficient progress has
been achieved to allow negotiations
to proceed to the next phase.” The
wording tells you everything about
the dynamics of the negotiation.
They are in control. They decide
when they are ready to move to the
next stage.

Davis’ vision of a UK-Ger-
man trade deal was always
fantasy, but it’s now clear even
bilateral meetings on Brexit
are ruled out. “So as not to
undercut the position of the
Union, there will be no sepa-
rate negotiations between
individual member states and
the United Kingdom,” the pa-
per reads.

The attitude to the thorny
budget issue, in which the EU
is demanding around £50-bil-
lion for financial items and
pensions, seems unchanged.
“A single financial settlement
should ensure that the Union and the
United Kingdom both respect the ob-
ligations undertaken before the date
of withdrawal,” it reads. This refers to
promises in the current seven-year fi-
nancial period, which lasts to the end
of 2020. It therefore means we’re on
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the hook for seven quarters after our
March 2019 exit. Then it says: “The
settlement should cover all legal and
budgetary commitments as well as li-
abilities, including contingent liabili-
ties.” That seems to refer to pensions.
No discernable movement on any of
these issues.

May has been speaking for months
about British firms’ ability to have “ac-
cess to and operate within” the single
market. We've heard it so much from
her that it almost trips off the tongue.
That gets very short shrift here.

“Preserving the integrity of the
single market excludes participa-
tion based on a sector-by-sector ap-
proach,” the draft guideline says. Any
future free trade agreement could not
“amount to participation in the single
market or parts thereof.” It is remark-
able to see months of prime ministe-
rial rhetoric dismissed with a flick of
the pen in Brussels.

May spoke of agreeing the final
terms of the free trade deal during the
Article 50 window, then getting it rati-
fied across the EU, before initiating an
“implementation period” for it com-
ing into force. That gets short shrift,
too. The EU only envisages “prelimi-
nary and preparatory discussions” to-
wards a trade deal. This second phase
of negotiation, which starts when it is
satisfied with the budget issue, would
only create an “overall understanding
on the framework of the future rela-
tionship.”

The deal would only be “finalised
and concluded” once the UK is out
the EU. Transitional arrangements
must be “clearly defined, limited in
time, and subject to effective enforce-
ment mechanisms” And when a
future trade deal is signed, “it must
ensure a level playing field in terms of
competition and state aid, and must
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encompass safeguards against unfair
competitive advantages through,
inter alia, fiscal, social and environ-
mental dumping.” That suggests Brit-
ain will still not have control over its
environmental standards, state aid
rules and other issues, even outside
the EU, despite having lost any voice
in formulating them.

There are positives in the docu-
ment. The EU commits to trying to
avoid a chaotic no-deal scenario, al-
though it says “it will prepare itself to
be able to handle the situation also if
the negotiations were to fail” It reit-
erates that it wants the UK as a close
partner in future. It says it intends to
“reduce uncertainty” and “minimise
disruption.” It commits to “flexible
and imaginative solutions” to avoid a
hard border in Ireland. And it wants
a deal on EU citizens in the UK and
British citizens in the EU as “a matter
of priority.”

But, generally, this is a cold splash
of water in the face for the May team.
It shows how quickly their rhetoric
falls apart in the face of a stronger ne-

gotiating partner. All those optimistic
promises from Brexit campaigners
and government ministers disappear
as soon as the European position
emerges.

Britain is now the junior partner in
anegotiation which will define its eco-
nomic future. It is operating to a time-
table set by the larger partner, accord-
ing to rules imposed by them, with
an end-result that they have decided
without us and which contradicts the
stated aims of the UK government.
If people were asked whether they
wanted this nine months ago their
answer is unlikely to have been par-
ticularly encouraging. Put the frog in
boiling water and it jumps out. But if
you raise that temperature bit by bit,
if you degrade expectations steadily,
it hardly notices what is happening.

This is the reality of what taking
back control entails. Two more years
to go. CcT
Ian Dunt is the author of Brexit:
What The Hell Happens Now?

He is the editor of Politics.co.uk

War’s dubious claim
of making a homeland

The fog of war obscures the truth from Vimy to Mosul

and Allepo, says Rick Salutin

ho knows what to make of
war, even when it’s happen-
ing as we speak and read?It
so easily gets distanced: it’s
foreign, literally and psychologically
- like the sieges of Mosul or Aleppo.
Young men die there in battle each

day. But for us, it’s a mention in the
news, so like yesterday’s and tomor-
row’s that we normally slide past.
Military deaths are rarely re-
ported; civilian deaths, sometimes.
Names - they have none. Their
deaths pass as quickly as people in
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cars driving in the other direction
on the highway - whoosh - lives as
complex, hopeful or fearful as ours,
yet we never register them as indi-
viduals.

Can people actually be dying
every day to win back these cities
for their side? Yes. They wake each
morning knowing some won’t go to
sleep that night. Imagine the agony
if it was us and our Kkids.

Then what can we make of the
centenary of Vimy Ridge, a battle a
century ago, April 9 to 12, 1917? Yet
it can be that distance itself that fi-
nally lends sense.

Here’s a peculiar example. Short-
ly after the war, in 1925, English
crime diva Agatha Christie wrote
a short story, Witness for the Pros-
ecution, a classic revisited often - as
a play, a film, for television - for
almost as long as Vimy has been
commemorated. It never mentions
the war, but like the war, it was
about murder and guilt. In the orig-
inal, the murderers get away with it,
ingeniously. This bothered Christie
who almost always made the guilty
pay; so in her stage version, in 1953,
they are killed, deservedly. But still,
no mention of war.

Then, in the most recent BBC-TV
version, last fall, with Christie long
dead, there’s a brilliant twist. The
murderers survive and thrive, but
the lawyer who got them off, kills
himself when he realises their guilt.

Why? Because by winning the case,
he was trying to expiate his own
guilt: he’d survived the war but his
son hadn’t. So the guilty don’t go
free - which would have pleased
Christie - but we find out more
about where guilt truly resides, and
it’s not simple.

In this latest remake of a tale
of death and guilt, the war finally
speaks its name, but in a way Chris-
tie couldn’t: she was too English,
too of her time. It rings truer, and
just as cleverly, as her versions. It’s
as though it’s taken this long for the
full significance of that war to work
its way to the surface, like shrapnel.
The story and its meaning existed
on some autonomous level, just
waiting, separate from its author,
who merely unearthed it and left it
for others to improve at a later time.
Trust the song, not the singer.

I think also of English poet Ed-
ward Thomas, who died on the
first day of the Vimy attack, April
9. A stray shell landed near his
battery and a “pneumatic concus-
sion” sucked the air from his lungs
so his heart stopped. That’s all, no
wounds.

He’d just started writing po-
etry with encouragement from his
friend, US poet Robert Frost, and
he wrote a lot, sometimes a poem a
day; fine work but rarely about war.
Unlike other war poets, he didn’t
take the war as his subject, but the

war made him feel the urgency of
saying what he had to say.

Thomas could have stayed home
without censure, due to his age, but
he joined. His motives were murky
(the fog of war, extended). He felt
Frost might have been criticising
him for dithering in his poem, The
Road Not Taken, though, in fact,
Frost wanted him to come to the US
and write there.

He enlisted finally out of a feel-
ing of debt to England itself in a
literal, landscape sense. He was a
lover of English countryside and
wrote about walks through it: Noth-
ing really against the other side but
a deep feeling he should protect his
own place.

In Vimy’s time war was often
seen as the noble force that “turns
a people into a nation” (German
nationalist Heinrich von Treitschke,
quoted by Pankaj Mishra), which is
the claim made often about Vimy:
it created Canada.

But today it’s the more homely
justification given by Thomas that
sounds familiar. Young Canadians
or Americans are sent off to die in
Iraq or Afghanistan, under the du-
bious claim that they too are mak-
ing “the homeland” safe. CcT
Rick Salutin is a social activist
and author. This article originally
appeared in the Toronto Star,
where he writes a weekly column.
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Yes, Canada’s story
also includes slavery

Canada holds itself as a paragon of virtue, but beneath
the veneer is the unpleasant reality, writes Yves Engler

e love our tales about how

Canada offered sanctuary

to US slaves for decades,

but the unabridged version
is it sustained African bondage for
much longer.

In a recent rabble.ca story titled
“Canada’s earliest immigration
policies made it a safe haven for es-
caped slaves,” Penney Kome ignores
the fact that Africans were held in
bondage in Canada for 200 years
and that the Atlantic provinces had
important ties to the Caribbean
plantation economies.

According to Kome, Canada’s re-
lationship to slavery consisted of the
oft-discussed Underground Railway
that brought Africans in bondage
north to freedom. But, she ignores
the southbound “underground
railroad” during the late 1700s that
took many Canadian slaves to Ver-
mont and other Northern US states
that had abolished slavery. Even
more slaves journeyed to freedom
in Michigan and New England after
the war of 1812.

For more than 200 years, New
France and the British North Amer-
ica colonies held Africans in bond-
age. The first recorded slave sale
in New France took place in 1628.
There were at least 3,000 African
slaves in what are now known as
Québec, Ontario and the Maritimes.
Leading historical figures such as
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René Bourassa, James McGill, Colin
McNabb, Joseph Papineau and Pe-
ter Russell owned slaves and some
were strident advocates of the prac-
tice.

After conquering Quebec, Britain
strengthened the laws that enabled
slavery. In The Blacks in Canada,
Robin Winks explains: “On three
occasions explicit guarantees were
given to slave owners that their
property would be respected, and
between 1763 and 1790 the Brit-
ish government added to the legal
structures so that a once vaguely
defined system of slavery took on
clearer outlines.”

It wasn’t until 1833 that slavery
was abolished in what is now Cana-
da and across the rest of the British
Empire.

Canadians propped up slavery
in a number of other ways. Canada
helped the British quell Caribbean
slave rebellions, particularly dur-
ing the 1791-1804 Haitian revolu-
tion, which disrupted the region’s
slave economy. Much of Britain’s
Halifax-based squadron arrived
on the shores of the West Indies in
1793, and many of the ships that set
sail to the Caribbean at that time
were assembled in the town’s naval
yard. Additionally, Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick provided “sticks for
the furnishing of a variety of naval
stores, especially masts and spars,

to the West Indies squadron at Ja-
maica, Antigua, and Barbados.”

A number of prominent Cana-
dian-born (or based) individuals
fought to capture and re-establish
slavery in the French colonies.
Dubbed the “Father of the Cana-
dian Crown,” Prince Edward Duke
of Kent departed for the West In-
dies aboard a Halifax gunboat in
1793. As a major general, he led
forces that captured Guadalupe, St.
Lucia and Martinique. Today, many
streets and monuments across the
country honour a man understood
to have first applied the term “Ca-
nadian” to both the English and
French inhabitants of Upper and
Lower Canada.

In what may be Canada’s most
significant contribution to the Brit-
ish war effort in the Caribbean, a
dozen Nova Scotia privateers cap-
tured at least 57 enemy vessels in
the West Indies between 1793 and
1805. Licensed by the state to seize
enemy boats during wartime, “pri-
vateers were essential tools of war
until the rise of large steam navies
in the mid-nineteenth century.”

But Nova Scotia privateers
weren’t solely motivated by reasons
of state. They sought to protect a
market decimated by French priva-
teers. In A Private War in the Car-
ibbean: Nova Scotia Privateering,
1793-1805, Dan Conlin writes that
“in a broader sense privateering
was an armed defence of the [Mari-
times’] West Indies market.”

Outside of its role in suppress-
ing Caribbean slave rebellions, the
Maritimes literally fed the slave
system for decades. In Emancipa-
tion Day, Natasha Henry explains:
“Very few Canadians are aware that
at one time their nation’s economy
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was firmly linked to African slavery
through the building and sale of
slave ships, the sale and purchase
of slaves to and from the Carib-
bean, and the exchange of timber,
cod, and other food items from the
Maritimes for West-Indian slave-
produced goods.”

A central component of the
economy revolved around pro-
viding the resources that enabled
slavery. Nova Scotia and Newfound-
land generated great wealth selling
cheap, high-protein food to keep
millions of “enslaved people work-
ing 16 hours a day.”

In Cod: A Biography of the Fish
that Changed the World, Mark Kur-
lansky explains: “In the 17th-centu-
ry, the strategy for sugar production,
a labour-intensive agro-industry,
was to keep the manpower cost
down through slavery. At harvest
time, a sugar plantation was a fac-
tory with slaves working 16 hours
or more a day - chopping cane by
hand as close to the soil as possi-
ble, burning fields, hauling cane to
a mill, crushing, boiling. To keep
working under the tropical sun the
slaves needed salt and protein. But
plantation owners did not want
to waste any valuable sugar plant-
ing space on growing food for the
hundreds of thousands of Africans
who were being brought to each
small Caribbean island. The Carib-
bean produced almost no food. At
first slaves were fed salted beef from
England, but New England colonies
[as well as Newfoundland and Nova
Scotia] soon saw the opportunity
for salt cod as cheap, salted nutri-
tion.”

In Capitalism and Slavery, post-
independence Trinidad and Tobago
Prime Minister Eric Williams high-

lights the role of cod in the Carib-
bean plantations: “The Newfound-
land fishery depended to a consid-
erable extent on the annual export
of dried fish to the West Indies, the
refuse or ‘poor John’ fish, fit for no
other consumption.” High-quality
cod from today’s Atlantic Canada
was sent to the Mediterranean while
the reject fish was sold to Caribbean
slave-owners.

From 1770-1773 Newfound-
land and Nova Scotia sent 60,620
quintals (one quintal equals 100
pounds) and 6,280 barrels of cod to
the West Indies, which comprised
40 percent of all imports. These
numbers increased significantly
after the American Revolution re-

sulted in a ban on US trade to the
British Caribbean colonies. In 1789
alone 58 vessels carried 61,862
quintals of fish from Newfoundland
to the Caribbean Islands.

When it comes to our histories,
we choose where and how to focus
our lens. A bird’s eye view of the
historical landscape quickly reveals
that Canada did a great deal more
to support African enslavement
than undermine it. CcT
Yves Engler is a Montreal-based
activist and author. He has published
eight books, the most recent being
Canada in Africa - 300 Years of
Aid and Exploitation. His web site
is www.yvesengler.com

No sense of ‘me’
in My Country

Darach MacDonald has a few questions for the cast
after watching a new play about Brexit

went to the first night of My Coun-
try, the verbatim theatre produc-
tion of the National Theatre in the
Playhouse, Derry, last night (April
5). It was superb theatre, a lively,
wonderfully engaging and compel-
ling piece of drama by a marvellous
cast drawn from - and “represent-
ing” - the countries/regions of the
United Kingdom which voted by a
very slight margin for Brexit.
Yet Ileft the theatre troubled and
I remain so this morning, because
it left me cold. What emerged from
the dialogue and from the views ex-
pressed in My Country, was certainly

not my country despite the best ef-
forts of Penny Layden, the wonder-
ful actor playing the part of Britan-
nia. That may well be because I am
not British and I hold no particular
affection for the concept or legacy
of the “British nation.” Yet I am
most certainly a European living in
the United Kingdom and I voted re-
main in the referendum with many
others sharing my status.

In the structured discussion with
the cast and production team af-
terwards, I tried to frame this in a
question: Why in the myriad voices
we heard, the cacophony of views
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that rose to a crescendo and then
subsided sharply as the ballot re-
sult played out on stage, did we not
hear a single voice of a committed
European?

What I meant was the voice that
was also absent from the Brexit de-
bate before the vote and the voice
that is still glaringly absent from
public discourse since, with the
sole exception of Kenneth Clarke in
the Commons debate on Article 50
(and it still troubles me that a hoary
old Tory can articulate my view of
the European Union).

This play was constructed from
relatively lengthy interviews with
ordinary people in a wide range of
places throughout the UK, including
Derry. It was filtered down by selec-
tion and exclusion to the theatrical
production we saw last night. That
process of winnowing out the views
voiced in the drama was undertak-
en by the production team, the cast
and by poet Carol Ann Duffy, who
was engaged as the writer.

Yet not one voice that remained
(in the general as well as the literal
sense), said that Europe is a worth-
while endeavour in and of itself. No-

body argued that despite its flaws,
its strains and its frustrations, the
European Union is a good thing for
peace, for harmony and for general
prosperity. Nobody advanced the
argument that the EU can (and will
be) wrested back from the neo-
Liberals. Nobody said it should be
reformed for the common good,
rather than risk rupture, factional-
ism and fascism.

A member of the cast said in an-
swer to my question that they had
chosen voices for their dramatic
impact and excluded those rhyming
off statistics and data. So those timid
voices voting remain were the voices
of fear, of regional distinction and of
resignation. On the winning side, we
heard once more on stage the stri-
dent voices of xenophobia, anti-im-
migrant rants, regional disaffection,
disdain of central power and bendy
bananas from Brussels. We heard
disinformation and dissonance born
of anger and propaganda.

Sowhere wasyouth saying, “Hold
on, this is my identity, my future in
Europe?” Where was the voice say-
ing the “lesser union” of the UK
can only remain united within the

“greater union” of Europe? Where
was the voice saying Europe’s inglo-
rious past of fascism and Britain’s of
imperialism can only be redeemed
by brotherhood/sisterhood and hu-
manity on an international scale?

A cast member suggested that
this was an attempt to get to the
heart of the issue, to bypass the
media and all the received views
on Brexit from headlines and pub-
lic pronouncements? This was the
voice of real people, in Derry and
other places, we were told.

I left the theatre and walked
home through the Bogside wonder-
ing if I might be living in another
dimension. For the fragile peace we
enjoy, the first tentative steps we
take to living in harmony, and the
precarious place we now inhabit on
the frontiers of xenophobia seem
much less secure than they did be-
fore this Brexit debacle. CcT
Darach MacDonald is a writer/editor
living in Derry after a journalism
career that started in Dublin, spread
throughout Europe, settled briefly
in Canada, and finally took root in
Northern Ireland
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The media and

all its failings

Brian Mitchell digs out some quotations that might make
you think a little more about the role, and state, of our media

“Now that we control television, we
control public opinion.” - Spanish
dictator General Francisco Franco.

“The media are a pitiful lot. They
don’t give us any history, they don’t
give us any analysis, they don’t tell
us anything. They don’t raise the
most basic questions: who has the
most weapons of mass destruction
in the world by far? Who has used
weapons of mass destruction more
than any other nation? Who has
killed more people in this world
with weapons of mass destruction
than any other nation? The answer:
the United States.” - Howard Zinn.

“I am a firm believer in the people. If
given the truth, they can be depend-
ed upon to meet any national crisis.
The great point is to bring them the
real facts.” - Abraham Lincoln.

“...buy the top academic reputations
of the country to add credibility to
corporate studies and give business
a stronger voice on the campus.” -
US Supreme Court Justice Lewis Powell,
on how corporations gain influence in
academic circles.

“The first condition of freedom of
the press is that it is not a business
activity.” - Karl Marx.

“If we let people see that kind of
thing, there would never again be
any war.” - Pentagon official explain-
ing US military censoring of footage
from the Gulf War.

“Propaganda is persuading peo-
ple to make up their minds while
withholding some of the facts from
them.” - former London Sunday
Times editor Harold Evans.

“If you are not careful, the newspa-
pers will have you hating the peo-
ple who are being oppressed, and
loving the people who are doing the
oppressing.” — Malcolm X.

“The liberties of a people never
were, nor ever will be, secure, when
the transactions of their rulers may
be concealed from them.” - US At-
torney Patrick Henry.

“The owners of the Washington
Post long ago acknowledged that
the Post is the government’s voice
to the people. In 1981, Katherine
Graham, who owns the Post and
Newsweek announced that her edi-
tors would “cooperate with the na-
tional security interests.” National
security in this context means
“CIA”” - John Stockwell, former CIA
official and author.

“We are grateful to the Washington
Post, The New York Times, Time
Magazine and other great publica-
tions whose directors have attend-
ed our meetings and respected their
promises of discretion for almost
forty years. It would have been
impossible for us to develop our
plan for the world if we had been
subjected to the lights of publicity

during those years. But, the world
is now more sophisticated and pre-
pared to march towards a world
government. The supranational sov-
ereignty of an intellectual elite and
world bankers is surely preferable
to the national auto-determination
practiced in past centuries.” - US bil-
lionaire David Rockefeller, founder, to
The Trilateral Commission, June 1991.

“The US public is depoliticised,
poorly informed on foreign affairs ...
Even though the public is normally
averse to war, even with modest
propaganda efforts ... the public can
be quickly transformed into enthu-
siastic supporters of war.” - Edward
S. Herman, US media and foreign
policy critic.

“The man who reads nothing at all
is better educated than the man
who reads nothing but newspa-
pers” - US President Thomas Jefferson
1743-1826.

“By the end of the millennium five

men controlled the world’s media.
And the people rejoiced, because
their TVs told them to.” - US film
maker and activist Michael Moore.

“Most of the press is in league with
government, or with the status
quo.” — English writer and playwright
Harold Pinter.

“The enormous gap between what
US leaders do in the world and what
Americans think their leaders are
doing is one of the great propagan-
da accomplishments of the domi-
nant political mythology.” - Michael
Parenti, political scientist and author.

Brian Mitchell is a London-based
author and journalist. He is a former
trade union organiser and teacher.
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