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Above: At the gates of the Iranian capital Tehran, stands the Azadi Tower. Built in 1971 to commemorate 2500 years 

of the Persian Empire, it was renamed after the Iranian Revolution of 1979. Built with 8000 blocks of stone, it is 

completely clad in white marble.  

GLOBAL THREAT? US POLICYMAKERS ADMIT IRAN 

IS DEFENDING ITSELF. By Tony Cartalucci 

US policymakers admit that Iran’s strategy is 

“largely defensive,” and both aggressive and 

defensive tendencies are largely in response to US 

policy in the Middle East and Central Asia. 

The US-based RAND Corporation, which 

describes itself as “a non-profit institution that 

helps improve policy and decision making 

through research and analysis,” produced a report 

in 2009 for the US Air Force titled, “Dangerous 

But Not Omnipotent : Exploring the Reach and 

Limitations of Iranian Power in the Middle East,” 

examining the structure and posture of Iran’s 

military, including its Islamic Revolutionary 

Guard Corps and weapons both present, and 

possible future, it seeks to secure its borders and 

interests with against external aggression. 

The report admits that: 

Iran’s strategy is largely defensive, but with some 

offensive elements. Iran’s strategy of protecting 

the regime against internal threats, deterring 

aggression, safeguarding the homeland if 

ISSUE #2   $2   WORKERS OF THE WORLD UNITE!    

  

http://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/monographs/2009/RAND_MG781.pdf
http://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/monographs/2009/RAND_MG781.pdf
http://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/monographs/2009/RAND_MG781.pdf
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aggression occurs, and extending influence is in 

large part a defensive one that also serves some 

aggressive tendencies when coupled with 

expressions of Iranian regional aspirations. It is 

in part a response to U.S. policy pronouncements 

and posture in the region, especially since the 

terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001. The 

Iranian leadership takes very seriously the threat 

of invasion given the open discussion in the 

United States of regime change, speeches defining 

Iran as part of the “axis of evil,” and efforts by 

U.S. forces to secure base access in states 

surrounding Iran. 

Such a narrative stands in direct contradiction of 

daily propaganda emanating from Western media 

monopolies portraying Iran as a global threat to 

peace and stability, and in particular, “bent on” 

attacking the US and its allies, particularly Israel, 

for no other reason but fulfilling fanatical, 

ideological hatred. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The recent political theatre centred around the US 

and Israel, portrays a US attempting to 

accommodate Iran versus an Israel fighting an 

existential battle against a determined aggressor. 

Behind the rhetoric, however, the RAND 

Corporation lays out the specific facts, revealing a 

reality quite to the contrary. 

It reveals an embattled, besieged Iran seeking to 

stave off foreign encirclement, destabilization, and 

literal invasion. RAND openly notes that the 

conflict is not about “defending” Israel or 

preserving US national security, but instead, 

centred on America’s attempts to project power 

into the Middle East – half a world away from its 

own shores, and Iran’s attempts to resist foreign 

hegemony. 

The question of Iran’s potential menace, should it 

obtain nuclear weapons is also covered in the 

report. The report openly admits that Iran sees 

nuclear weapons as a psychological deterrence, 

not a practical means of war fighting. It would 

state: 

Others have argued that Iran will seek to 

challenge the prevailing orthodoxies on 

deploying, posturing, and targeting nuclear 

weapons, believing that the mere acquisition of 

the bomb (or even nuclear technology itself) will 

be a sufficient psychological deterrent. Press 

statements, writings in military journals, and 

other glimpses into Iranian thinking on this issue 

appear to support the conclusion that Tehran 

regards nuclear weapons as powerful 

psychological assets but poor warfighting tools. 

It would also state: 

The actual military components of this deterrence 

strategy include, most obviously, the drive for an 

indigenous enrichment capability and a potential 

nuclear weapon; short- and medium-range 

ballistic missiles; asymmetric warfare and 

terrorism; and popular mobilization to defend the 

homeland, should an invasion occur. While this 

may appear to Western observers as a push for 

hegemony, Tehran likely sees it as a multilayered 

form of strategic defence that extends deep into 

the enemy’s camp and encompasses a variety of 

political, military, and economic levers. 

Claims made by politicians and commentators 

across the Western media, portraying Iran as a 

hegemonic regime bent on nuclear holocaust are 

betrayed by the actual tactical, strategic, and 

Above: Image from the alleged 2009 “Green 

Revolution” in Iran, which emerged after the 

electoral victory of former President Mahmoud 

Ahmadinejad over liberal bourgeois opponent Mir 

Hussein Mousavi. Mousavi supporters adopted the 

green as the colour of their movement, which was 

the colour of the Mousavi presidential campaign. 

Mousavi supporters claimed the presidential 

election was rigged, but provided no clear 

evidence of this. The placards in English appear to 

appeal to international audiences, giving credence 

to the view that this was another US backed 

“colour revolution” aimed at toppling the 

government of Iran. Some Western liberals fell for 

the imagery, lining up with the US against Iran. 
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political assessments of the West’s very own 

policymakers. 

Nowhere in RAND’s report is it mentioned that 

Iran seeks to pass nuclear weapons onto non-state 

actors. In fact, possession and control of any 

potential nuclear weapon would fall under Iran’s 

Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) which 

currently controls the nation’s chemical and 

biological stockpiles, estimated in another RAND 

document to include an inventory of up to 2,000 

tons. If, for decades, these weapons of mass 

destruction have remained safely under the control 

of the IRGC without being proliferated among 

Iran’s many regional proxies, why would Iran risk 

proliferating a nuclear weapon among these 

groups? 

Of course, US policymakers admit, Iran is hesitant 

to wage even a conventional war against its 

enemies. Also in 2009, another prominent US 

policy think-tank, the Brookings Institution, 

would build an entire document around 

lamentations over Iran’s reluctance to be provoked 

into war with the US and its regional partners, 

including Israel. 

In its report, “Which Path to Persia? Options for a 

New American Strategy Toward Iran,” Brookings 

would first openly admit to a conspiracy aimed 

not at defending against Iranian aggression, but to 

intentionally, and maliciously provoke it. It would 

state: 

…it would be far more preferable if the United 

States could cite an Iranian provocation as 

justification for the airstrikes before launching 

them. Clearly, the more outrageous, the more 

deadly, and the more unprovoked the Iranian 

action, the better off the United States would be. 

Of course, it would be very difficult for the United 

States to goad Iran into such a provocation 

without the rest of the world recognizing this 

game, which would then undermine it. (One 

method that would have some possibility of 

success would be to ratchet up covert regime 

change efforts in the hope that Tehran would 

retaliate overtly, or even semi-overtly, which 

could then be portrayed as an unprovoked act of 

Iranian aggression.) 

It would add: 

In a similar vein, any military operation against 

Iran will likely be very unpopular around the 

world and require the proper international 

context—both to ensure the logistical support the 

operation would require and to minimize the 

blowback from it. The best way to minimize 

international opprobrium and maximize support 

(however, grudging or covert) is to strike only 

when there is a widespread conviction that the 

Iranians were given but then rejected a superb 

offer—one so good that only a regime determined 

to acquire nuclear weapons and acquire them for 

the wrong reasons would turn it down. Under 

those circumstances, the United States (or Israel) 

could portray its operations as taken in sorrow, 

not anger, and at least some in the international 

community would conclude that the Iranians 

“brought it on themselves” by refusing a very 

good deal. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Above: Photo of the reactor building of the 

Bushehr nuclear plant in southern Iran.  The US 

has repeatedly threatened Iran for allegedly using 

nuclear technology for building nuclear weapons. 

Iran has stood by its claims that its nuclear energy 

program is for civilian use.  Even if Iran was 

developing nuclear weapons, this would be its 

right as an independent state. In fact, given the 

fact that Iraq was invaded and overthrown, and 

Libya was destroyed after voluntarily handing over 

is “weapons of mass destruction”, nuclear 

weapons are close to being the only guarantee of 

sovereignty, or the only temporary guarantee that 

the country will not be subject to US led war. 

http://www.rand.org/pubs/conf_proceedings/CF132/index2.html
http://www.rand.org/pubs/conf_proceedings/CF132/index2.html
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2009/6/iran-strategy/06_iran_strategy.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2009/6/iran-strategy/06_iran_strategy.pdf
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And despite overt provocations Brookings 

policymakers conspired to carry out against Iran, 

they feared Iran might still not retaliate. It would 

claim: 

It would not be inevitable that Iran would lash out 

violently in response to an American air 

campaign, but no American president should 

blithely assume that it would not. 

The report continues: 

However, because many Iranian leaders would 

likely be looking to emerge from the fighting in as 

advantageous a strategic position as possible, and 

because they would likely calculate that playing 

the victim would be their best route to that goal, 

they might well refrain from such retaliatory 

missile attacks. 

 

Behind the West’s rhetoric of a “dangerous” Iran 

committed to a policy of “regional hegemony” 

and “nuclear holocaust,” more honest, if albeit 

less public assessments of Iran, reveal the nation 

to be committed to self-preservation, so much so 

that it may resist attempts to provoke it into war 

despite the West arming and funding both political 

sedition and armed terrorism within their country, 

and outright, unprovoked military attacks upon it. 

In this light, the global public might find an 

interestingly different conclusion as to who is 

behind regional and even global chaos – those 

who secretly assess the non-threat of a nation, 

while publicly manufacturing threats to justify 

otherwise unjust wars built on hegemony, not self-

defence. 

Tony Cartalucci, Bangkok-based geopolitical 

researcher and writer, especially for the online 

magazine “New Eastern Outlook”. 

First appeared: 

 http://journal-neo.org/2015/03/15/global-threat-

us-policymakers-admit-iran-is-defending-itself/ 

 

The following is the text of a leaflet distributed at 

the Brisbane Labour Day march on 3rd of May, 

2015. 

PERMANENT JOBS FOR 

ALL WORKERS!  FOR A 

SHORTER WORK WEEK 

WITH NO LOSS IN PAY! 

FOR AUTOMATIC WAGE 

RISES LINKED TO 

INFLATION! 

03-05-15 – The economic crisis, which began 

eight years ago, shows no sign of abating. The 

US, Europe and Japan are mired in downturns. 

Here in Australia, the downturn has to an extent 

been alleviated by links to the powerhouse 

socialist economy of the People’s Republic of 

China, which is still bounding along despite the 

capitalist world continuing its freefall. Yet not 

even a powerful neighbour comprising 1.3 billion 

people can pull an economy based on production 

for private profit, such as Australia’s, out of the 

doldrums. Manufacturing in Australia is 

continuing to decline, with the closure of car 

manufacturing by 2017 but one symptom of a 

wider malaise. As a result, for workers there 

appears to be little good news. Jobs have been 

shredded in almost every sector of the economy, 

flowing on from deep cuts to jobs in the public 

sector.  

Those workers who remain in work are largely 

enduring worsening pay and conditions, being 

http://journal-neo.org/
http://journal-neo.org/
http://journal-neo.org/2015/03/15/global-threat-us-policymakers-admit-iran-is-defending-itself/
http://journal-neo.org/2015/03/15/global-threat-us-policymakers-admit-iran-is-defending-itself/
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lumped with their own work as well as the work 

of those laid off. In many workplaces, safety on 

the job has almost become a joke. Speed ups, 

relentless pressure, harassment and bullying from 

managers is rampant. This is the case not only in 

blue collar workplaces, where inadequate safety 

can and does lead to fatalities. This is also the case 

in white collar workplaces, with serious stress 

related illnesses befalling many, and many having 

little other option than to grin and bear it. The rate 

of casualization of the workforce country wide 

continues to play a huge role. The last figures that 

were available showed that almost 1 in 5 workers 

in Australia are now casual, or working without 

any access to any paid leave in any sense. Casuals 

are often pushed harder, in many cases to breaking 

point, as they are desperate for work. Management 

know this and use them to drive a wedge between 

them and the permanents, while also undermining 

the conditions of the permanents. It’s also a 

convenient anti-Union measure on behalf the 

employer class. Casual workers have no right to 

permanent work, or much else. They are simply 

trying to hang in as best they can, in the hope that 

their current contract will be extended, putting 

some food on their table for another three or six 

months. 

 

We could go on listing the drastic issues and 

problems besetting Australian workers in the year 

2015. Yet despite the appearance of a labour 

movement in decline, this could be turned 

around, despite the dire economic conditions. 

Indeed, it is even more important at times like this 

to spark a massive fightback of labour against 

capital. There can be no waiting for “better times”. 

If the labour movement does not rise, there never 

will be better times. For example, the Union 

movement in the United States was essentially 

founded through struggles during the Great 

Depression of the 1930s. Militant Union action, 

using class struggle methods, forged the Union 

movement in that country where essentially none 

had previously existed. The labour movement here 

in Australia was also built up over many years, 

with a longer history. Hard won gains such as 

annual leave, sick leave and penalty rates were 

chalked up as victories for organised labour. Now, 

we face the prospect of all of these being would 

back. In fact, penalty rates are almost on the way 

out of the hospitality industry as we march today.  

It is well past time, by a measure of decades, for a 

huge fightback!! Any rank and file Union 

member knows that once conditions are lost, it 

will take an even mightier struggle to win them 

back. The primary obstacle workers face in their 

struggle today, however, is not the faltering 

capitalist economy. It is the treacherous 

misleadership of conservative Union officials 

which sit atop workers’ organisations while 

feeding themselves at the trough. With a few 

Below Left: Woolworth’s distribution workers take 

strike action on July 1 last year at Warnervale. 

Management were issuing warnings to workers for 

“gap time” or taking too long between jobs.  

Workers claim that that management were not 

specific about their demands. As the economic 

crisis deepens, management are often pushing 

workforces to the brink of physical and mental 

exhaustion, using high levels of unemployment as 

a stick with which to beat workers. Industrial 

action such as this is rare, but more is needed to 

rebuild the Union movement. 
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notable exceptions, these pro-capitalist, and often 

pro-ALP, misleaders could not care less about 

workers suffering in the workplace, and struggling 

to put a roof over the heads of their families. After 

all, no matter how many jobs are lost in industry, 

their own well paid positions are under little 

threat, as long as they collaborate with the 

business class to prevent workers from acting in 

their own interests. What is needed is a class 

struggle leadership of the Unions, which seeks to 

use the organised collective strength of the 

mobilised workers themselves to win real 

immediate and lasting gains. The strategy of 

relying on lawyers and arbitration courts is 

playing the game of the class enemy, and it’s a 

game our side cannot win. These courts and their 

“legal” system are always weighted against 

workers. We don’t have billions of dollars behind 

us. But we do have something potentially more 

powerful – the power of millions of workers 

fighting for what we are entitled. 

 

At a minimum, we suggest the labour movement 

revive itself by raising and fighting for demands 

like: 

• Permanent jobs for all workers!  End the 

scourge of precarious employment. 

 

• For a 35 hour work week with no loss in 

pay!  Share around the available work. 

 

• Immediately restore all penalty rates!  For 

the right to be paid for unsociable hours. 

 

• For automatic wage rises linked to 

inflation!  Fight against the skyrocketing 

cost of living. 

 

• For industry wide collective agreements!  

EBAs ultimately serve the employers. 

 

• For full Union rights! The right to 

organise and the right to strike. 

 

UNIONS FOREVER!   WORKERS OF 

THE WORLD UNITE! 

MARXIST-LENINIST GROUP 

www.ML-Group.blogspot.com.au 

mlgroup271@gmail.com 

 

 

 

The following is the text of a leaflet released by 

the MLG in response to the outbreak of the Saudi 

led bombing of Yemen. 

STOP THE WAR ON 

YEMEN! SAUDI AND US 

IMPERIALIST HANDS 

OFF YEMEN’S 

REVOLUTION! 

14-04-2015 – The Middle East is once again 

spiralling out of control as a result of yet another 

http://www.ml-group.blogspot.com.au/
mailto:mlgroup271@gmail.com
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US backed war. As of March 26, Saudi bombs are 

raining down on Yemen, with the full political and 

even logistical support of the US empire. In fact, 

Saudi Arabia declared war on Yemen in the 

United States itself. Saudi Arabia’s envoy to the 

US Adel al-Jubeir listed the countries that will 

participate in a criminal act of aggression against a 

popular revolution – the United Arab Emirates, 

Kuwait, Bahrain, Qatar, Jordan and Morocco.1 

Saudi Arabia, Qatar and Jordan are conspicuous 

with their participation in the reckless act of 

criminal lawlessness, as they, have been arming 

funding and training ultra-reactionary jihadists 

waging a brutal war against the popularly elected 

secular government of the Syrian Arab Republic 

for the past 4 years at least. But make no mistake, 

this war takes place under the direct patronage of 

the US empire. The US and their Saudi Arabian, 

Israeli, Turkish and assorted Gulf Monarchy allies 

have so far failed in their attempt to overthrow the 

Syrian government led by President Assad. It’s 

almost as if this failure has led them to simply 

start another war. 

 

Above: Photo shows a rally in Aden in 2011 supporting 

the former People’s Democratic Republic of Yemen 
 

1 
https://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2015/03/28/1877055
0.php - Article by Steven Argue of the Revolutionary 
Tendency 

(South Yemen). The rally was also commemorating 20 

years since a secession move by South Yemen was 

crushed by former dictator Ali Abdullah Saleh 

supported by Al Qaeda. 

The bitter irony of this murderous rampage by US 

allies is that this is a war to suppress a genuinely 

popular revolution in Yemen, led by the Ansar 

Allah movement, or the Houthis. The criminal US 

led war by proxy on Syria was justified in terms 

of supporting an alleged “revolution” led by 
“rebels” fighting for “democracy” in Syria. This 

“revolution” was nothing but imperialist 

sponsored carnage, using unhinged jihadists who 

in their vast majority were not Syrian, and thus 

were despised by the vast majority of Syrian 

citizens. The assistance to that fake revolution jars 

with US and Saudi attempts to crush a revolution 

which is genuinely popular, as the Houthi led 

rebellion certainly is. The reasons for this are not 

hard to understand. The Houthis have been 

consistently opposed to the US as well as Al-

Qaeda, as well as being opposed to Israel, the US 

lap-dog in the region – which is also backing the 

current Saudi strikes against Yemen. So, for the 

West, a fake revolution carried out by bloodthirsty 

lunatics is worth backing with all available 

resources. At the same time, the West simply 

cannot tolerate a popular revolution in an Arab 

country in the Middle East. War must be waged to 

put it down – even if via surrogates such as Saudi 

Arabia, Israel the Gulf Monarchies, which was 

and is the current modus operandi against 

sovereign Syria. 

US Secretary of State John Kerry, in an interview 

with PBS Newshour, warned Iran against “waging 

war across international boundaries”. Kerry stated 

that “Iran needs to recognise that the United States 

is not going to stand by while the region is 

destabilised or while people engage in overt 

warfare across lines – international boundaries – 

in other countries”.2 He has got to be kidding. 

Accusations against Iran waging war in other 

countries pale in comparison to the actual US 

 
2 http://www.pbs.org/newshour/rundown/kerry-warns-
iran/ 

https://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2015/03/28/18770550.php
https://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2015/03/28/18770550.php


_______________________________________________________________________________________________

RED FIRE Issue 2 - July 2015 8 

funding and/or arming ultra-reactionary forces in 

Syria, Ukraine, Hong Kong and Venezuela. 

Moreover, in the same way that the US repeatedly 

claimed that Russia was “invading” Ukraine 

without a shred of evidence, the US did not supply 

a shred of evidence that Iran was overtly or 

covertly backing the Houthis in Yemen. It is true 

that the Houthis subscribe to Shia Islam, which 

predominates in Iran, whereas the ultra-

reactionary Wahabism which predominates in 

Saudi Arabia is a branch of Sunni Islam. Yet 
viewing this as a purely religious conflict misses 

the point entirely. There are geopolitical alliances 

being made on a world scale on either side, with 

the US and its allies on one side, and an anti-

imperialist bloc on the other. With the US stand 

Israel, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Jordan, Qatar, 

Bahrain etc – along with the UK, France and 

Germany. The anti-imperialist bloc contains 

Russia, China, Iran, Belarus, Cuba, Venezuela, 

Syria, the DPRK and others. The alliances are not 

at all cemented in place, and the anti-imperialist 

bloc contains forces and countries who often work 

with US imperialism. It is nonetheless in the 

interests of workers, to side with the anti-

imperialist side without necessarily politically 

endorsing every ally.  

 

US and Saudi hostility to Yemen stretches back to 

the days of the People’s Democratic Republic of 

Yemen (PDRY). In 1969 a leftist movement took 

power, which subsequently allied itself with the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR). The 

USSR at that time played a progressive role of 

assisting some nations as a counterweight to US 

imperialism. At the same time, it also ultimately 

engineered the replacement of some PDRY 

leaders with ones more compliant with the Soviet 

bureaucracy. In the end, in 1990, one of these 

leaders, Ali Salim Al-Beidh, agreed to dissolve 

the PDRY and accede to the pro-capitalist, pro-

Saudi and US backed Ali Abdullah Saleh.3 It was 

in opposition to the pro-US Saleh that the 

movement which later became the Houthis arose. 

In recent times, the Saudi and US leaders have 

stated that their aim is to re-install Abd Rabu 

Mansour-Hadi, a US backed favourite who took 

power in 2012, but was forced to resign and flee 

Yemen in the face of the Houthi rebellion. The 

Houthis, being Islamic based, do not represent full 

liberation, especially for women. But the victory 

of the US and Saudi Arabia over the Houthis 

would double or triple the oppression of Yemeni 
men and women, in a country which is one of the 

poorest in the entire region.  

The government of the United States, supported 

by the UK and France, has long proffered itself as 

an advocate and proponent of “democracy”. Yet at 

the moment, the US is politically and logistically 

backing an alliance of ultra-repressive absolute 

Gulf monarchies, against a popularly supported 

political revolution, which aims to put in place a 

democratic constitution.4 The US is not really 

trying to hide this involvement: the Pentagon has 

admitted that US Stratotankers are refuelling 

Saudi war-planes in mid-air, to allow continuous 

 
3 
https://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2015/03/28/1877055
0.php - Article by Steven Argue of the Revolutionary 
Tendency 
 
4 http://journal-neo.org/2015/04/02/revolutionary-yemen-
faces-wall-street-saudi-attack/ - by Caleb Maupin 

https://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2015/03/28/18770550.php
https://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2015/03/28/18770550.php
http://journal-neo.org/2015/04/02/revolutionary-yemen-faces-wall-street-saudi-attack/
http://journal-neo.org/2015/04/02/revolutionary-yemen-faces-wall-street-saudi-attack/
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bombing.5 So on the one hand the US arms and 

funds jihadists fighting a proxy war against the 

Syrian government, and on the other hand refuels 

the warplanes that are raining death down on a 

victorious revolutionary, if religiously led, 

movement in Yemen. 

It is staggering hypocrisy for the absolute 

monarchy of Saudi Arabia to lecture Syria about 

the treatment of its citizens, and then go on to 

fund and arm blood-crazed jihadists in an attempt 

to overthrow its government. The Washington 

Post, for example, reported in 2013, that Saudi 

Arabia’s ban on women driving is far more 

extensive than preventing them from getting 

behind a steering wheel. Saudi women must have 

a “male guardian”, a father or husband or brother, 

who has material power over her as a parent has 

over an infant. The women must have the 

permission of the male guardian to work, attend 

school, or receive medical treatment.6 Compare 

this to secular Syria, where women have all the 

rights women in the West have, protected and 

guaranteed. Western backed Saudi Arabia, an 

unelected feudal monarchy, and then lectures 

Yemeni rebels about “legitimacy”.7 

For all of their Western backed tyranny, the 

Saudis do quite rightly fear the potential of a 

Yemeni revolution, complete with some degree of 

anti-imperialist politics, on their doorstep. The 

Houthis appear to have some political limitations, 

but for all of that, they are leading a revolutionary 

movement against US/Saudi/Israeli domination of 

the region, and by extension, are resisting the 

encroachments of world imperialism. They may or 

may not have the backing of Iran – but the Saudis 

nor the US have not provided hard evidence of 

this. In any case, an independent Yemen would 

most likely follow the course of Iran, Russia, 

 
5 http://www.airforce-technology.com/news/newsus-kc-
135-stratotanker-refuels-saudi-led-coalition-warplanes-for-
yemen-airstrikes-4550049 
6 
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/worldviews/wp/20
13/10/28/saudi-arabias-oppression-of-women-goes-way-
beyond-its-ban-on-driving/ 
7 http://www.counterpunch.org/2015/04/13/saudi-arabias-
other-war/ - by Eric Draitser 

China, Cuba, Syria, the DPRK, and to an extent 

Venezuela, in opting for development outside the 

claws of the Washington/Paris/London/Canberra 

nexus. In the eyes of Washington, this simple aim 

on its own is enough to be declared an enemy of 

“freedom”. 

Unfortunately, the anti-war movement in Australia 

is at a chronically low ebb, and currently is ill-

equipped to oppose another Western backed war 

on a Middle Eastern country. This is partially due 

to the lack of a class struggle and internationalist 

leadership of the Trade Unions, and partially due 

to the capitulation of large parts of the left in the 

closely related war on Syria. Most of the left and 

“socialist” parties, with some exceptions, in this 

country, have lined up behind the Australian and 

US governments in their war for “regime change” 

against the Syrian Arab Republic, under the guise 

of supporting a “Syrian revolution”. This has 

persisted despite much evidence that the 

“revolution” is in fact Western armed and funded, 

and the “rebels” are in fact ultra-reactionaries with 

little or no political support in Syria. Wittingly or 

unwittingly, most of the left has gone into battle 

with, rather than against, “our own” government, 

as it assists the US empire in attempting to destroy 

an independent state, in a similar way in which 

Libya was obliterated. The left parties who 
provided propaganda cover for the war on Syria 
also provided propaganda cover for the war on 

Libya.  

 

 

 

 

Above: Houthi Leader Abdul Mailk Al-Houthi 

addresses the Yemeni nation on March 22, 2015. 

http://www.counterpunch.org/2015/04/13/saudi-arabias-other-war/
http://www.counterpunch.org/2015/04/13/saudi-arabias-other-war/
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As of April 22, the Saudi-led coalition had called 

a halt to the bombing phase of “Operation 

Decisive Storm”. A spokesperson for the Saudi 

kingdom announced in a press conference in 

Riyadh, that the operation will now move on to a 

new operation called “Restoring Hope”.8 Less 

than 48 hours later, however, the bombing of 

Houthi positions had resumed.  The absurdly 

Orwellian titling of these “operations” hides the 

fact that the war against Yemen will continue 

using other methods. US warships are reportedly 

also moving into the waters surrounding Yemen. 

The war on Yemen is not just yet another war in a 

far-away country, with little relevance to workers 

in Australia trying to eke out a living. This war is 

both an extension and an escalation of the drive 

towards world war which the faltering world 

casino capitalist economy inevitably invokes. 

Currently, Australian workers are being 

bombarded with a massive corporate media 

campaign glorifying the Anzac story 100 years on. 

The purpose of this campaign is not just to 

remember the fallen – if it ever was. In truth the 

ruling elite are ready to sacrifice the working class 

yet again in the service of another empire – this 

time that of the US. The Anzac campaign is part 

of an effort on behalf of the ruling class to garner 

working class support behind current and future 

wars that will be waged wherever and whenever 

capitalism is unable to lift itself out of economic 

failure. It is the ultimate indictment of the 

capitalist system – 100 years after the “Great 

War”, the ruling classes representing the corporate 

elite stand ready to plunge the globe into another 

“war to end all wars”. 

The war on Yemen, and the potential world wars 

against Russia and China, are directly linked to 

the war on working Australians at home. Workers 

here are suffering high unemployment, the highest 

cost of living, poor public transport and other 

public services. Those still in work frequently are 

pushed to breaking point with unrealistic 

workloads, often unsafe working conditions, for 

 
8 http://www.abc.net.au/news/2015-04-22/saudi-arabia-
ends-yemen-air-campaign/6410850?section=world 

deteriorating wages. Class collaborationist Union 

leaders are repeatedly selling out their own 

members, where Union members exist. It is time 

we fought back against not only the war on 

Yemen, but the war on living conditions for 

working people here, as part of an offensive 

against the decaying but still dangerous capitalist 

system. Hands Off Yemen! 
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STRATEGY AND 

TACTICS FOR THE 

STRUGGLE AGAINST 

FASCISM 

By Adam Baker 

“Reclaim Australia” - an incipient fascist 

movement – has thrown down the gauntlet to the 

Left and the Union movement in this country. It 

has declared that it is here, it is organising, and it 

is rallying in public, in a drive to recruit more 

people as shock troops. Like all fascist 

outgrowths, it is an act of intimidation against all 

even vaguely progressive political opinion. 

Preying on the politically disenfranchised – of 

which there are millions – its aims coincide with 

the wing of the ruling class which is willing to 

risk everything in order to save its loot. Dressed 

up with such nonsensical claims of “equality of all 

religions”, it especially targets those who follow 

the Islamic faith. Yet all kinds of vitriol spew 

forth in addition to the racism which is, largely as 

a result of the ongoing US led wars in the Middle 

East and Eurasia, currently most prevalent. 

The first appearance of “Reclaim Australia” was 

on April 4 this year. Rallies were held across the 

country, in all state capitals and some regional 

towns. Counter-demonstrations were organised by 

anarchists, left wing parties and others, and 

confronted the Nazi led rallies wherever they were 

held. Now, a second round of rallies has been 

called by “Reclaim Australia” for July 19. 

“Reclaim Australia” in that time, has undergone a 

split, with one of its leaders breaking away to 

form the United Patriotic Front. This group 

organised a confrontation at the Richmond Town 

Hall on May 31. Their targets were the elected 

Socialist Party Councillor Steven Jolly, and two 

prominent Socialist Party leaders Anthony Main 

and Mel Gregson. On the day, thankfully they 

were outnumbered by a counter-demonstration of 

the left and others supporters. However, these 

developments are extremely concerning, and there 

are more fascist mobilisations coming. 

Amongst those on the left who organised and 

helped mobilise counter-rallies against “Reclaim 

Australia” on April 4, there was almost a cold 

divide. On the one hand, some argued that all that 

was required was a “Rally against Racism” or a 

“Rally against Racism and Bigotry”, implying that 

all that was necessary was to challenge the ideas 

of those backing “Reclaim Australia”. Such 

groups included the Socialist Alliance (SA), and 

the Socialist Party (SP). After the event the 

Communist Party of Australia (CPA) published an 

article in their newspaper The Guardian which 

demanded a significant moderation of the counter-

rallies. The left parties originally derived from the 

International Socialist Tendency, Solidarity and 

Socialist Alternative (SAlt), have since published 

articles on the same topic in which fascism is a 

notable omission.   Others argued that what was 

needed was a counter-rally against fascism, and 

pushed for the aim of shutting down of the ultra-

nationalist mobilisations, identifying the presence 

of actual Neo-Nazis at the core of organising 

“Reclaim Australia”. Such groups included 
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anarchists, the anti-fascist Antifa organisation, 

Trotskyist Platform, and the Marxist-Leninist 

Front (now the Marxist-Leninist Group - MLG). 

In some places, this divide played havoc with the 

organising of the counter-rallies, almost derailing 

the whole attempt.  

Against Racism or Fascism?  

Those left parties who attempt to mould the 

campaign against “Reclaim Australia” into one 

primarily against “racism” are only telling half of 

the story. While it is true that “Reclaim Australia” 

includes virulent racism, this is only one 

component of their overall agenda. The core 

organisers are groups such as the Australian 

Defence League and Squadron 88. These are 

outright fascist organisations, complete with Nazi 

ideology, to a greater or lesser degree. It is also 

true that “moderate racists” are being drawn into 

“Reclaim Australia”, unaware of the Nazi 

program of the core organisers. Indeed, “Reclaim 

Australia” is effectively a front group, set up in 

order to recruit nationalist minded people into 

unadulterated fascism. This is one reason why it is 

wholly inadequate simply to campaign against the 

“racism and bigotry” of “Reclaim Australia”. It 

must be seen, and struggled against, as the germ 

of fascism spawning, and thus fought against 

using class struggle methods. A stock standard 

anti-racist campaign will be almost powerless.  

Socialist Alliance leader Alex Bainbridge penned 

an article for their newspaper Green Left Weekly, 

which expressed SA’s plans for the campaign.  

His article “How to fight the growth of the far-

right “Reclaim Australia” movement”, does not 

mention fascism once.  Describing “Reclaim 

Australia” as simply “far right”, he puts his case 

for only having counter-rallies picket outside 

“Reclaim Australia” events, without attempting to 

disrupt or disperse them. He harks back to the 

struggle against Pauline Hanson and her fledgling 

One Nation party in the late 90s, as if to suggest 

that the tactics from that time should be applied 

now. One could argue that One Nation was a far-

right racist organisation, without necessarily being 

fascist. Yet that cannot be applied, 17 years later, 

in the case of “Reclaim Australia”. The political 

environment now is one which is suited to the 

outgrowth of fascism, and lo and behold, we have 

one emerging. 

Fascism emerges when the ruling class simply 

dispenses with the “democratic” machinery of the 

capitalist state, when the “normal” parliamentary 

charade fails to contain the working class, or no 

longer serves their interests. Fascists are the 

reserve force which capitalists may turn to in 

order to preserve their rotting system. It can be 

based on small business owners, but it can also 

draw in large numbers of disenchanted workers. It 

is a program of extreme violence against all 

opponents, principally the left and their parties, 

but also all workers, trade unions, people of 

colour, migrants, gay and lesbian identifying 

people, and other minorities.  All workers are 

potential targets for ultra-violent extermination, at 

any time. It is a matter of life and death. It is for 

this main reason that fascism – this time in the 

form of “Reclaim Australia”, simply cannot be 

protested against in the normal way. The left and 

their allies in the workers’ movement must have 

as their aim the smashing and dispersal of 

anything remotely resembling a fascist movement. 

“Reclaim Australia” displays many elements of 

fascism, for those prepared to look. Whether the 

anti-fascists have the numbers and the strength to 

chase the Nazis off the streets, and whether or not 

the fascists are protected by the police, is another 

question. In any case, the anti-fascist movement 

must at all times retain the aim of shutting down 

the fascists.  
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Far from attempting to shut down the fascists, the 

Socialist Alliance put the case for “broad counter 

mobilisations”. Yet it is in the “broad” where the 

game is given away. By “broad” SA presumably 

means anyone, regardless of politics and 

regardless of class, who shares the political notion 

that racism should be opposed. If that means 

watering down the politics of the movement, or 

watering down the demands of the movement in 

order to bring in “broader” layers, then SA argues 

that it must be done. In particular, they advocate 

attempting to attract religious groups, church 

ministers, trade union leaders, and social or 

welfare groups which support “multiculturalism”. 

This broad combination of the “people” will, they 

argue, have the best chance of delegitimising and 

isolating “Reclaim Australia”, as it will draw in 

the most numbers. Missing from any of this is any 

analysis of class, or the political context in which 

we find ourselves.  

 

 

Church ministers, reformist Trade Union leaders 

and welfare groups I’m sure certainly would 

oppose the racism of “Reclaim Australia”. But, in 

practice, they almost certainly would not oppose 

the source of the racism – capitalism itself. And I 

doubt they would approve of the only method 

which can end the racism – and fascism – the 

independent mobilisation of the working class. 

Opinions against racism from prominent people, 

especially those with tenuous links to the working 

class, does not have the power to stop fascism. 

The active mobilisation of the working class 

certainly does. Yet SA may baulk at such a 

strategy, for fear of “scaring off” liberal allies. 

Workers faced with the threat of fascism can do 

without liberal allies, no matter how well known 

they are. In fact, if they act to prevent determined 

class action, liberal “allies” become harmful to the 

cause. 

In effectively arguing for “broad”, non-militant 

counter-rallies, the Socialist Alliance appears to 

have an ally in the form of the Communist Party 

of Australia (CPA). An article in its newspaper 

The Guardian, by Peter Mac, complained that the 

anti-reclaim protestors were using “wrong” tactics 

by shouting and swearing at the “Reclaimers”.  

Above: A 1998 rally against Pauline Hanson’s One 

Nation party, attempting to hold a public meeting. 

The Socialist Alliance claims that all that is needed 

to stop “Reclaim Australia” in 2015 are “peaceful” 

counter-rallies like these which occurred over a 

decade ago. In fact, they weren’t always passive. 

This was before the 9/11 terror attacks on New 

York, before the so-called “war on terror”, before 

the wars on Iraq, Libya and Syria, and before the 

emergence of the manufactured “ISIS”. The tactics 

used at that time also do not take into account the 

political context in 2015. Today, capitalism is in a 

dire economic crisis, and has been since 2008. 
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Citing a Labor Party MP and alluding to Martin 

Luther King, the CPA effectively argues for a 

“non-violent” and “orderly” response….. to a 

fascist provocation! They seem to be more 

concerned about how the protest will appear, than 

to actually achieving its outcome. In fact the 

article specifically disagrees with the aim of 

“sweeping the fascists off the streets”. This, from 

a party which claims part of the heritage of the 

Soviet Union’s epic defeat of fascism during 

World War II 70 years ago. The CPA and the 

Socialist Alliance, by arguing for “peaceful” 

actions, are potentially derailing a vital struggle 

against a vicious threat to the working class. The 

workers cannot be concerned about how a battle 

against fascism appears to the billionaire owned 

corporate media – the workers must use whatever 

means necessary to defend themselves. Fascists 

rallying in public is ultimately as dangerous as 

fascists knocking on your door. If stopping that 

requires shouting, swearing and scuffles in the 

streets, then our side must prepare for that. The 

alternative – a victorious fascist government 

takeover – is too dangerous to risk.  

The political context 

We can speculate as to the reasons why such left 

parties as the Socialist Alliance, Solidarity, the 

Socialist Party and the Communist Party of 

Australia appear to be gun shy with the 

ideological, political and physical task of 

preparing workers to combat fascism. They are all 

(with the exception of the CPA), prepared to help 

organise and mobilise counter rallies, but only 

against “racism, bigotry and Islamophobia”, not 

fascism. Socialist Alternative is a partial exception 

to this. In their material, they sometimes mention 

fascism, alongside “racism, bigotry and 

Islamophobia”, although generally their articles 

omit the mention of fascism. “Don’t mention 

fascism” conjures recollections of the “Don’t 

mention the war” episode of the former BBC 

production Fawlty Towers. Why is this? We 

suggest one reason might be that these parties, to 

differing degrees, have misread the political 

context of the last four years, certainly with regard 

to the wave of extreme Islamophobia which has 

been whipped up during that time. The over the 

top Islamophobia of recent years is one reaction to 

the two major imperialist wars which have been, 

and continue to be, waged. The first one was the 

war on Libya, and the second is the ongoing war 

on Syria. In both cases, all of these left parties 

(with the partial exception of the CPA – which 

appears to oppose the war on Syria, though not 

actively) have effectively backed the US led wars 

for “regime change” against Libya and Syria, 

albeit under the guise of backing mythical 

“revolutions”.  

It is clear now, even to those who don’t ordinarily 

follow international political events closely, that 

the US and their Western allies have been arming, 

funding and training extremely barbaric 

mercenary fighters to take out any government 

which attempts to even halfway determine its own 

destiny independent of the West. To what extent 

these mercenaries are “Islamic” or motivated by 

the Islamic faith, or are actually members of 

“ISIS” is open to question. US allies Israel, Saudi 

Arabia, Turkey, Qatar, Jordan, the United Arab 

Emirates, Bahrain and other Gulf Monarchies 

have also been instrumental in financially and 

militarily assisting these jihadists against the 

formerly relatively stable republics of Libya and 

Syria. In this sense, “ISIS” is almost completely 

an imperialist manufactured proxy force. In Libya, 

the Al-Qaeda linked jihadists could not dislodge 

the former Libyan government, so NATO 

destroyed the country on their behalf. This 

allowed those backing the jihadists to then lynch 

and murder Colonel Gaddafi on the streets. In 

Syria, jihadists from over 80 foreign countries 

have flown in to take up arms against the secular 

Syrian Arab Republic, led by President Bashar Al-

Assad. Four years of horrific proxy war later, this 

conflict is still being waged.  
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There were always going to be serious political 

consequences when large sections of the Left 

effectively backed the imperialist plans for the 

overthrow of its enemy of the day. Many left 

parties, but not all, fell hook line and sinker for the 

fanciful suggestion that Libyans and Syrians were 

rising up against “dictators”. In fact, a tiny 

minority of domestic jihadists were joined by US 

armed, funded and sometimes trained mercenaries 

from all over the world. Knowing they had the 

complete backing of the US empire, as well as 

states such as Israel, Saudi Arabia and Turkey, 

these unhinged cutthroats were unleashed to do 

their worst. And all the while, some Western left 

parties waltzed along to the narrative that the 

Libyan and Syrian people, alongside these 

barbarous thugs, were carrying out a “revolution”. 

To cover their tracks, most of them now claim that 

“ISIS” emerged out of the 2003 US war on Iraq. 

These left parties opposed that war – which was 

not difficult to do seeing as 90% of the world’s 

population also opposed it – and so they kid 

themselves into both believing they have always 

been opponents of US wars, and to have explained 

the rise of “ISIS”. Yet they don’t mention that 

many of the “Free Syrian Army” which they 

explicitly backed for at least two years, simply left 

that group to join ISIS, when it became clear that 

they were receiving more weapons and funding 

from the US and its allies.  

The sheer brutality of beheading, torture and much 

else carried out by the “Free Syrian Army”, Al-

Qaeda, Al-Nusra, “ISIS” and the rest certainly did 

shock the working class in Western countries. Yet 

it appears that this is what it was designed to do, 

with Washington and its allies pulling the strings. 

That this unspeakable brutality was allegedly 

carried out in the name of Islam, supposedly 

serving the aim of setting up a “caliphate”, was 

the key reason why extreme levels of 

Islamophobia was generated amongst not only 

hitherto dormant fascist organisations, but also 

certain layers of politically backward and/or ultra-

nationalist workers. Yet for the left parties which 

backed the Libyan and Syrian “revolutions”, these 

unmentionable atrocities against innocent men, 

women and children were all part of a generalised 

uprising which deserved political support. 

Wittingly or unwittingly, these left parties fell into 

line behind “democratic” imperialism as it went to 

war against yet another Third World country. 

Using this logic, these left parties could not in 

practice oppose some disenchanted Australian 

youth travelling to Syria to fight against the 

Syrian Arab Republic – because they shared the 

same aim. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Above: ISIS fighters parade in what appear to be 

new vehicles in Raqqa Province. “Reclaim 

Australia” has largely risen in response to the 

horror of the brutality of ISIS – blamed by the 

fascists on Islam. In fact, ISIS, along with all other 

armed jihadists fighting against the Syrian 

government, are ultimately armed by the West. 



_______________________________________________________________________________________________

RED FIRE Issue 2 - July 2015 16 

Ultimately, both the wars in the Middle East and 

the resultant Islamophobia are driven by the dire 

economic collapse of the capitalist economies, 

which plunged into yet another serious recession 

in 2008, with no recovery in sight. With PM Tony 

Abbott railing relentlessly against the ISIS “death 

cult”, the fascist organisations at the core of 

“Reclaim Australia” – and now its split off in the 

“United Patriotic Front”, simply capitalised on 

this political context.  In a similar way, Hitler and 

the Nazis capitalised on the prostration of German 

capitalism emanating from its defeat in the inter-

imperialist World War I. It’s what fascist 

organisations do – capitalise on the situation 

generated by a tottering capitalism, yet still act as 

a reserve force for the ruling classes to retain their 

rule. The capitalist ruling class needs to throw off 

the “normal” trappings of the parliamentary show, 

and resort to naked force. The velvet glove comes 

off, revealing the iron fist. The workers are the 

first to suffer, unless they are able to overcome the 

fascist threat using the method of class struggle. 

Non-class methods of “struggle” – such as 

subordinating politics to liberal forces such as the 

Greens, pacifist religious leaders, conservative 

Union leaders and supporters of class-

collaborationist “multiculturalism” – simply won’t 

do. The workers need to be ideologically armed, 

not disarmed. 

Ukraine – “actually existing fascism” 

Any struggle against fascism on Australian shores 

must make mention of the NATO backed fascist 

coup in Ukraine in February 2014. Yet from most 

left parties, there is a deafening silence. There are 

contradictions there in abundance, but overall a 

clear view of the situation can be observed. 

NATO backed Nazi and fascist organisations 

overthrowing the former Ukrainian government 

which was going to sign important agreements 

with Russia which did not involve austerity for 

Ukrainians, as opposed to deals with the European 

Union (EU) which did. The US has admitted 

spending 5 billion dollars in Ukraine since the 

collapse of the Soviet Union. Clearly, this 

funding, much going to “civil society” and 

“NGOs” was aimed at installing a pro-US 

Ukrainian government in order to undermine 

Russia. The overall goal of the US remains a 

hobbling and complete capitulation of Russia 

before the West. For all his faults, in recent years 

Russian President Vladimir Putin has resisted 

these provocative moves towards war.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In response to the Maidan fascist coup, an anti-

fascist resistance sprung up in the East of Ukraine. 

Of necessity it took up arms to defend itself 

against the US installed fascist Kiev regime. This 

brave resistance unfortunately did not prevent the 

US backed fascist regime from slaughtering up to 

6000 Eastern Ukrainians, some in their houses or 

walking the streets of their home town. A wave of 

corporate Western propaganda disparaged this 

anti-fascist resistance in Donetsk and Lugansk as 

“pro-Russian” or “separatists”. While some 

certainly had “pro-Russian” views (why wouldn’t 

they, if they were in their majority ethnically 

Russian?), they didn’t actually desire separation 

from Ukraine. It was a matter of self-defence. 

Russia was repeatedly accused of backing the 

“rebels” by Western governments, including 

Above: Ukrainian fascists pose with the Ukrainian 

national flag side by side with the Nazi swastika. 

Many left parties effectively remain silent about 

the NATO backed fascist coup in Kiev in February 

2014, as they don’t wish to be seen to be 

associated with Russia. Some left parties take this 

stand transposing their opposition to the Soviet 

Union to today, while others put forward the 

fanciful theory that Russia is “imperialist” and 

therefore cannot be backed against the US Empire. 
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Canberra, but not a shred of evidence was 

presented. 

Many of the fascists were maniacal supporters of 

the Organisation of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN), 

which was originally led by Stepan Bandera. This 

organisation was formed in collaboration with the 

Nazis as they invaded during World War II, and 

worked with the Nazis against the Soviet Union. 

This fact is conveniently ignored by the Western 

governments blaming Russia, but is also given 

scant attention by most left parties in Australia. 

This is one reason why there has been little or no 

expression of opposition to the fascist coup in 

Ukraine. Most left parties are unfortunately 

staunch opponents of the Soviet Union, even 

retrospectively, and transpose their anti-Sovietism 

onto modern day Russia. Hence they are virtually 

silent, even with the possibility that the US could 

trigger a nuclear war against Russia over this 

issue. If they were to stridently oppose fascism in 

this instance, it would mean backing the “pro-

Russian” anti-fascist resistance in the East against 

the US installed fascism in the West. But they fall 

prey to the anti-Russian propaganda spewed forth 

by Western governments and its corporate media, 

so they fall silent. When the left is silent about a 

fascist takeover of a country on the borders of 

Europe, something is deeply amiss. 

Even left parties which on other issues are able to 

stand against the imperialist propaganda barrage, 

have fallen victim to the hysterical Australian 

government and media campaign against 

“Russia”. An example is the left group Trotskyist 

Platform (TP). While TP have been one of the 

most active groups opposing fascism in Australia 

in recent times, they do not appear to recognise an 

anti-fascist struggle in Ukraine, where 

Washington and Canberra are backing the fascist 

side. While it may well be true that some of the 

Eastern Ukrainian resistance movement have 

Tsarist, Russian Nationalist and perhaps fascist 

views, the fact is in practice they are fighting 

against US backed fascism in their own land, 

which is part of a potential drive to war against 

Russia. The main dynamic of this struggle against 

this is against NATO-led imperialism, with the 

contradiction that capitalist Russia is currently 

stemming this tide. 

The undercurrent of what we consider to be TP’s 

error is the conception that Russia is “imperialist”. 

From what we have seen, there is no evidence that 

Russia is dominated by finance capital. While 

workers cannot give overt political support to the 

Russian government, neither can they afford to 

fall victim to the recycled new Cold War hysteria 

against Russia generated by the Western capitalist 

governments. These same governments have been 

militarily encircling, and thus threatening Russia 

for years. In putting forward the “Russia is 

imperialist” theory, TP effectively join with all of 

the left parties they usually correctly critique from 

a Marxist perspective. Other left parties dissociate 

themselves from Russia due to their anti-

Sovietism, while TP dissociates itself from Russia 

today due to what appears to be its misreading of 

both economics and geopolitics.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Despite joining with the Russophobic and anti-

Soviet left with regard to fascism in Ukraine, TP 

Above: Golden Dawn MPs in the Greek Parliament. 

Despite the fascist Golden Dawn now forming a 

bloc in the parliament, the governing SYRIZA party 

effectively refuses to mobilise its members to 

confront the far right. In fact, it made an alliance 

with ANEL (Independent Greeks) to form 

government. ANEL are a semi-fascist, anti-

immigrant, homophobic and clerical party. SYRIZA 

appointed an ANEL leader as Minister of Defence. 
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nonetheless makes the correct call for the shutting 

down of fascism here in Australia, and the MLG 

joins with them in making this call. It is not, as the 

“Don’t mention fascism” left parties may have it, 

a run of the mill campaign against some racist and 

bigoted views here and there. In the first place, the 

rise of fascism can only take place where the 

capitalist system lurches into deep crisis AND 

where the left is unable to offer an alternative to 

the working class – invariably by not yet 

assembling a substantial Marxist vanguard party. 

Secondly, fascist organisations have a special 

program of brute violence against the working 

class, all progressive political opinion, non-white 

minorities, gay and lesbian identifying people and 

so on. All potential opponents of a far-right wing 

project are targets for physical elimination – 

which is but an expression of the capitalist class 

resorting to rule by direct violence, rather than the 

usual parliamentary “liberal democracy” 

wallpaper. The fact that the capitalist ruling class 

potentially or actually intends to brutally close 

down the usual “democratic space” partially 

allowed during “normal” times is the key reason 

why simple anti-racist rallies will not be anywhere 

near sufficient. The working class must display its 

readiness to implement measures which point 

inexorably in the direction of establishing working 

class institutional power – by attempting to shut 

down public fascist rallies, either with contingents 

of workers and/or setting up workers’ defence 

guards. The greater the degree of readiness to 

undertake such tasks, the greater the chance the 

fascists will be intimidated into backing down – at 

least for now. Fascists will not, however, be 

intimidated with “broad” rallies of people 

pleading for peace and harmony. 

SYRIZA and Golden Dawn 

If ever there was an example of the fallacy of 

attempting to stop fascism by effectively claiming 

“we are all in this together”, the political situation 

in Greece stands out. Greek workers have faced 

almost immeasurable hardships since the capitalist 

economic crisis struck there with a vengeance in 

2009. Around 25% unemployment, rising prices, 

closing health care and education services are just 

some of the dire consequences of the austerity 

imposed by the International Monetary Fund 

(IMF), the European Union (EU) and the 

European Central Bank (ECB). Ongoing strikes 

and mass social resistance has not led to the 

formation of workers power, but it has led to the 

election of a so-called “government of the left”, 

led by the social-democratic SYRIZA formation 

on January 25 this year. Within hours of being 

elected, SYRIZA formed government with the 

semi-fascist ANEL (Independent Greeks), 

signalling to the EU masters that SYRIZA was 

serious about forming a capitalist government. 

In the four months SYRIZA has been in power, it 

has backed down and reversed virtually every one 

of its election promises, including the main one – 

that it was against austerity. SYRIZA has agreed 

to almost all demands from the “Troika” – after 

initially pledging not to meet with the Troika at all 

– to continue savage austerity against Greek 

workers. Its latest moves include withdrawing 

money from pensions and schools to pay the debt 

– incurred mostly by billionaire banks – to the 

Troika itself. It is a savage indictment on the 

whole program of social-democracy, and an 

international warning to the working class about 

the dangers of the strategy of the so-called “broad 

party”.  

Yet the devastating social conditions emanating 

from IMF-led social destruction of Greece have 

also lead to the construction of one of the most 

powerful fascist organisations in Europe – the 

Golden Dawn. Golden Dawn now has 17 seats in 

the Greek parliament, and is reportedly backed by 

60% of the Greek police force. It has murdered 

anti-fascists and migrants on the streets. Yet 

SYRIZA has effectively failed to mobilise its vast 

membership against Golden Dawn. Its strategy is 

almost entirely to simply run in bourgeois 

elections and hope to defeat Golden Dawn at the 

ballot box. Its social-democratic political base 

means it relies almost entirely on the police of the 

capitalist state – the ones who in their majority 

support Golden Dawn!  
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While SYRIZA refuses to organise 

demonstrations against the Golden Dawn, its 

repeated betrayals of the workers to the IMF it 

claims to oppose inevitably lead it into conflict 

with the millions of Greek workers who elected it. 

And waiting for the “left-wing” SYRIZA to fail is 

none other than Golden Dawn. After being 

betrayed in an epic fashion by the “left”, workers 

will be extremely susceptible to the fascist 

nostrums of Golden Dawn, who at least would be 

seen to be “doing something” other than 

capitulating and selling out to the banks that 

caused their misery. With each SYRIZA failure, 

which mount by the day, Golden Dawn led 

fascism is emboldened. Yet in Australia, the 

strongest backers of the social-democratic 

SYRIZA are none other than the left parties who 

fail to mention fascism when confronting 

“Reclaim Australia” !   The Socialist Alliance wax 

lyrical about SYRIZA, and almost paint them as 

revolutionaries, while Solidarity has links with the 

ANTARSYA group in Greece – which calls for 

votes for SYRIZA. Socialist Alternative has 

fraternal international party members actually 

inside SYRIZA. For a comprehensive critique of 

SYRIZA and its practice, the Socialist Equality 

Party (SEP) excels itself.  However, in practice the 

SEP is known for refusing to work with others on 

the left, which hardly helps. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Greece today demonstrates, like no other example, 

that both social-democratic methods, as well as 

the method of building a “broad party”, are 

incapable of delivering for workers. In fact, it 

demonstrates that such measures, when used in the 

context of a capitalist crisis, effectively pave the 

way for the victory of fascism. SYRIZA, by its 

forming of a coalition with the far-right, anti-

immigrant and homophobic ANEL, signals that it 

is prepared to use nationalism to “bring everyone 

together” regardless of their class or political 

position. Presumably they also want to bring 

Golden Dawn into this “broad” front. Yet even if 

the social-democratic SYRIZA wish it, Golden 

Dawn have no intention of joining with any part 

of what they see as the “left”. As fascists, their 

only aim is to smash not only the left, but also 

anyone even social-democratic. So while SYRIZA 

may want to link up with Golden Dawn, on a “we 

are all Greeks” basis, Golden Dawn have no such 

intentions. Golden Dawn are waiting, slowly 

rubbing their hands, for SYRIZA to fall. By 

refusing to fight on the ground against fascism, 

SYRIZA may have in fact paved the way for the 

victory of fascism. 

Not anti-racists against racists, but labour 

against capital 

“Reclaim Australia”, and other fascistic outbursts, 

have not dropped from the sky. They are the very 

real product of a capitalist economic and political 

system which is entering yet another stage of deep 

crisis. In the same way as the faltering capitalist 

system cannot now be countered with passive 

social-democracy, the fascists cannot be countered 

Below Left: SYRIZA banner displaying the visage of 

Che Guevara on one side. Since being elected, 

SYRIZA have demonstrated anything but the 

revolutionary qualities of the renowned 

Argentinian guerrilla leader. SYRIZA have reneged 

on virtually every one of their election promises, 

and have been seeking to implement the very 

austerity they claimed to oppose, in return for 

continued funding from the IMF, the EU and the 

ECB – the “Troika”. 
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with calls of peace and harmony, bringing people 

together, or “unity”. The capitalist class has not 

yet decided to empower this particular group of 

fascists, yet this could easily be an option if the 

left and the Union movement does not move 

decisively now. Such moves must counter pose 

the mobilisation of the representatives of labour 

against the representatives of capital. 

When fascism threatens the working class, the 

workers must respond in kind. It is not a struggle 

of those whose opinion are towards racism, and 

those who are toward anti-racism. This is class 

against class. Intermediate classes, such as the 

variegated middle class – which includes some 

professionals such as doctors, lawyers, middle 

level managers – may certainly oppose the vulgar 

means and ugly racism of the fascists. Yet they 

have no independent class position from which to 

fight fascism. For them, it is more a case of 

wanting everyone to just get along, so the 

conditions for the accumulation of their well-to-do 

salaries can proceed unhindered. The working 

class, on the other hand, face decimation at the 

hands of the fascists – if not for their left wing 

parties and Unions, then for themselves 

physically. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The mobilisation of the Unions is key to the defeat 

of fascism. On May 2, 2013 in Brisbane, fascist 

supporters of the Greek Nazi Golden Dawn 

organisation attempted to stage a rally in their 

defence. That time, they were confronted by 

around 120 building and construction Unionists 

who came off a nearby worksite. Joined by a small 

contingent of anarchists, socialists and anti-

fascists, the Unionists totally thwarted the attempt 

at a fascist march. Apparently later, these workers 

faced retribution from their employers for taking 

this brave stand. Yet this workers’ mobilisation 

ensured the fascists were defeated that day – the 

anti-racists would have had much difficulty on 

their own.  

As far as we know, these Unionists marched off 

their worksite to confront the fascists without 

consulting their Union leaders. One of the major 

obstacles to mobilising the Unions in defence of 

their own working conditions, let alone fascism, 

are the conservative and nationalist officials, who 

seek to protect their own well paid positions as 

intermediaries between capital and labour. This 

sometimes takes the form of openly agitating for 

the capitalist Australian Labor Party (ALP) 

amongst workers, and sometimes takes the form 

of fostering Australian nationalism. Unfortunately, 

this is one reason why there are some Union 

members who fall for the ultra-nationalist ravings 

of the fascists. There needs to be a struggle for a 

pro-worker, class struggle leadership of the 

Unions, which can genuinely act in the interests of 

workers – which in this instance means mobilising 

to confront fascism when it rears its ugly head. 

To permanently eradicate the scourge of fascism, 

the working class must rise up and overturn the 

capitalist order by seizing state power and 

establishing a workers’ republic. For this task, the 

construction of a revolutionary workers’ party will 

be indispensable. Short of this mark, the workers 

must lead other oppressed classes in struggle, by 

calling for and organising a united front against 

fascism. Such a united front will not exclude 

anyone who is against fascism, including social-

democrats, academics, environmentalists etc - but 

Above:  May 2, 2014 counter rally against 

Golden Dawn supporters in Brisbane. On this 

occasion, anti-fascist protestors were joined by 

around 120 construction unionists who marched 

off their worksites to join the action. The fascist 

supporters of Golden Dawn were not able to 

march, being vastly outnumbered. The 

mobilisation of Unions is key to the task of 

sweeping all fascist organising off the streets. 

Photo by the Westender. 
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nor will it subordinate its politics, or its demands, 

to non-working class forces. This united front, 

which should be led by the Trade Unions, must 

aim to shut down fascist organising, in the 

interests of physically protecting workers, and 

thus society at large as a consequence. It is in this 

way, rather than calls for harmony amongst all, 

that workers will be able to win the masses away 

from the false and dangerous “solutions” put 

forward by the nationalists. Only actions such as 

these are able to win wavering workers to the side 

of the advanced working class. If labour rises 

against fascism, the working class is likely to 

largely follow the lead of the Unions, rather than 

the Nazis. Despairing petty-bourgeois and 

disillusioned workers largely look to the Nazis in 

the absence of the movement of the workers.  The 

way is open for the left and the Union movement 

to step in. The time is now. 

1 http://www.solidarity.net.au/web/counter-rallies-
confront-anti-muslim-reclaim-australia/ and  
https://redflag.org.au/article/far-right-racists-organising-
more-protests 
 
2 http://www.socialist-alliance.org/news/how-fight-growth-
far-right-%E2%80%9Creclaim-australia%E2%80%9D-
movement 
 
3 http://www.cpa.org.au/guardian/2015/1681/10-lessons-
from-reclaim-australia.html 
 
4http://www.trotskyistplatform.com/?p=422#more-422 
 
5 http://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2015/05/01/gree-
m01.html 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Despite the dire emergencies presenting 

themselves with the onset of global warming, 

some left parties maintain an opposition to 

nuclear power. One of the main reasons for this, 

they claim, is the problem of nuclear waste. Below 

is an article clarifying some issues in relation to 

nuclear waste, and posing the question of it 

actually being a useful resource. 

The article mentions corporate billionaire Bill 

Gates’ investments in transforming nuclear waste 

into nuclear fuel. Needless to say, Bill Gates 

would be a foe with regard to the replacement of 

capitalism with socialism. Nonetheless, a workers’ 

state which arrives as a result of workers’ 

revolution will not be able to choose between zero 

carbon sources of energy – the best available mix 

according to unencumbered science would need to 

be implemented. Nuclear power potentially has 

endless uses, and is a zero carbon energy source. 

The left should champion science, rather than 

cherry pick from it. The very climate may depend 

on it.  This article first appeared at: 

http://www.thingsworsethannuclearpower.com/20

13/05/10-cool-things-about-nuclear-waste.html 

 

10 Cool Things About Nuclear Waste 

1)  It still contains 95% of its energy.  That's like 

taking a couple tablespoons out of a litre of pop 

and throwing the rest away... if we don't make use 

of it! 

 

2)  Nuclear fuel is around 2,000,000 times more 

energy dense than coal, oil, and biomass.  This 

means the quantity of nuclear waste is super tiny 

for the super huge amount of energy it 

produces.  2,000,000 times is like the difference 

between the diameter of the moon compared to 

the height of an adult person. 

 

3)  It can be recycled, and actually produces 

energy while being recycled, instead of 

requiring energy to recycle!  Bill Gates is even 

backing a company potentially doing this in a new 

way. 

RED FIRE appreciates and welcomes any 

donations that anyone who supports the cause of 

the working class is able to contribute.   

Pay into the Commonwealth Bank: 
BSB: 064 105 
A/C: 10448421 
 
RED FIRE also welcomes, but unfortunately 

cannot pay for, contributions of articles, stories, 

photos from workers in their workplace, Union 

battles and other struggles in your area.  

Forward to: mlgroup271@gmail.com 

Better still, join us! 

http://www.solidarity.net.au/web/counter-rallies-confront-anti-muslim-reclaim-australia/
http://www.solidarity.net.au/web/counter-rallies-confront-anti-muslim-reclaim-australia/
https://redflag.org.au/article/far-right-racists-organising-more-protests
https://redflag.org.au/article/far-right-racists-organising-more-protests
http://www.socialist-alliance.org/news/how-fight-growth-far-right-%E2%80%9Creclaim-australia%E2%80%9D-movement
http://www.socialist-alliance.org/news/how-fight-growth-far-right-%E2%80%9Creclaim-australia%E2%80%9D-movement
http://www.socialist-alliance.org/news/how-fight-growth-far-right-%E2%80%9Creclaim-australia%E2%80%9D-movement
http://www.cpa.org.au/guardian/2015/1681/10-lessons-from-reclaim-australia.html
http://www.cpa.org.au/guardian/2015/1681/10-lessons-from-reclaim-australia.html
http://www.trotskyistplatform.com/?p=422#more-422
http://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2015/05/01/gree-m01.html
http://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2015/05/01/gree-m01.html
http://www.thingsworsethannuclearpower.com/2013/05/10-cool-things-about-nuclear-waste.html
http://www.thingsworsethannuclearpower.com/2013/05/10-cool-things-about-nuclear-waste.html
http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2011/02/110220091832.htm
http://www.thingsworsethannuclearpower.com/2013/02/energydensityphysicsbaby.html
http://www.thingsworsethannuclearpower.com/2013/02/energydensityphysicsbaby.html
http://www.inc.com/magazine/201211/big-idea-3-turn-nuclear-waste-into-fuel.html
mailto:mlgroup271@gmail.com


_______________________________________________________________________________________________

RED FIRE Issue 2 - July 2015 22 

 

The IFR- Integral Fast Reactor 

 

4)  If recycled, the waste lifetime is reduced to 

around 300 years.  This (both point 3 and 4) is 

possible using fast reactors, which have been 

demonstrated through over 400 reactor-years of 

operation.  

5)  In fact, a cool thing about radioactive elements 

in general is that they go away with time-- and the 

more radioactive they are, the quicker they go 

away.  Some decay in a few seconds.  A general 

rule of thumb is that after a few decades, the most 

dangerous elements are effectively gone.  

 

6)  You can easily detect even a single atom of 

radioactive material.  You cannot detect 

arguably more dangerous pollutants such as 

mercury, lead, NOx or SO2 with near that kind of 

accuracy or ease-- elements that fossil fuel plants 

are putting out in significant quantities every 

minute of every day worldwide.  These dangerous 

pollutants do not go away with time, worse, 

metals like mercury actually bio-accumulate. 

 

 

 

A Geiger counter can detect your radiation!  Yes, 
you are radioactive!  
7)  Fission products save lives.  Many critical 

medical isotopes used for cancer treatment, 

diagnostics, and more, can only be produced after 

irradiation in reactors.  Caesium 137, a fission 

product, can be used to protect blood in blood 

banks, saving lives of babies and the immuno-

deficient.  This is just one example of possible 

uses of fission products made in nuclear reactors. 

 

8)  Dry cask storage is one of the most robust 

structures made by man.  It can survive being 

dropped from thousands of feet, direct impact 

from an airplane crash, or explosives! 

 

 

Medical isotopes are produced in reactors 

 

9)  To that end, there has not been, in the history 

of worldwide commercial nuclear power, a known 

case of stolen commercially used nuclear fuel.  It 

is too mixed up with different things and too 

difficult to handle to be very useful to anyone with 

bad intentions. 

 

10)  Even including the worst accidents in 

worldwide nuclear history, nuclear has the best 

safety record (deaths/yr) of any type of energy 

source, including wind, solar, natural gas, and 

coal.  There have been no deaths in the history 

of U.S. commercial nuclear power due to 

exposure to nuclear waste. 

 

Is it "waste" or "used" fuel with lots of value for 

society? 

 

 

http://www.world-nuclear.org/info/Current-and-Future-Generation/Fast-Neutron-Reactors/#.UZ2OiMpCSts
http://www.world-nuclear.org/info/Current-and-Future-Generation/Fast-Neutron-Reactors/#.UZ2OiMpCSts
http://www.hiroshimasyndrome.com/nuclear-waste-is-it.html
http://www.hiroshimasyndrome.com/nuclear-waste-is-it.html
http://www.hiroshimasyndrome.com/nuclear-waste-is-it.html
http://www.mercury.utah.gov/bioaccumulation.htm
http://www.world-nuclear.org/info/Non-Power-Nuclear-Applications/Radioisotopes/Radioisotopes-in-Medicine/#.UZ2VhspCSts
http://www.world-nuclear.org/info/Non-Power-Nuclear-Applications/Radioisotopes/Radioisotopes-in-Medicine/#.UZ2VhspCSts
http://www.aabb.org/events/government/public/Pages/nrcmeeting092908.aspx
http://www.aabb.org/events/government/public/Pages/nrcmeeting092908.aspx
http://www.realclearenergy.org/2012/06/25/how_deadly_is_your_kilowatt_247406.html
http://www.realclearenergy.org/2012/06/25/how_deadly_is_your_kilowatt_247406.html
http://www.realclearenergy.org/2012/06/25/how_deadly_is_your_kilowatt_247406.html
http://4.bp.blogspot.com/-NhgsxJ6RIx4/UZ2dvmVe2zI/AAAAAAAAAIU/RMf4YAKomkE/s1600/reactor-ifr-clinchriverebs7.gif
http://3.bp.blogspot.com/-xMIRub8y6Js/UZ2fHdwbggI/AAAAAAAAAIk/ZHZCulXCDKg/s1600/GeigerCounter.jpg
http://3.bp.blogspot.com/-KHk4ffvOEVg/UZ2h_8GUozI/AAAAAAAAAI0/iHA3hxKBaFA/s1600/457536a-i2.0.jpg
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Hezbollah, Syria, and Historical Memory  

A Tale of Two Nakbas 

by ERIC DRAITSER 

Last week, millions around the world marked the 

67th anniversary of the Nakba – literally “the 

disaster” or “the catastrophe” in Arabic – 

commemorating the seizure of Palestinian land 

and transformation of historic Palestine into 

modern Israel. Naturally, there is little ambiguity 

among pro-Palestine activists that the Nakba 

represents the opening salvo in the ongoing war 

perpetrated by Israel and Zionism against the 

people of Palestine; it is the continuing war of 

gradual (and not so gradual) erasure of Palestinian 

culture, Palestinian ethnic identity, and Palestinian 

collective memory. The weapons in this war range 

from Israeli bombs, to Zionist propaganda that 

seeks to dehumanize the Palestinian people, 

robbing them of both their agency and their 

humanity, their land and their livelihoods. 

But these facts are only controversial when facing 

the barrage of pro-Israeli propaganda either in the 

media, or as parroted by liberal Zionists whose 

humanity and compassion somehow does not 

extend to a tiny strip of land called Gaza, or the 

disjointed and disfigured territory known as the 

West Bank. Indeed, most people of conscience 

have come to see the self-evident injustice of the 

Nakba and the occupation; they recognize the 

apartheid and continuing oppression of the 

Palestinian people, correctly believing this 

struggle to be one of the great injustices of the 

contemporary world. 

However, there is another Nakba, another 

catastrophe, that is ongoing today that even many 

pro-Palestinian voices fail (or choose not) to see – 

the war on Syria, Iraq, and indeed much of the 

region. For while 1948 saw the destruction of 

whole villages, extermination of families, 

displacement of millions, and the stealing of land 

throughout Palestine, so too have the last few 

years seen a similar phenomenon in Syria and 

Iraq. But while the rape of Palestine is a cause 

around which millions all over the world can 

unite, the war on Syria and Iraq has left much of 

the international movement divided. Many even 

today refuse to see this continuing war as even a 

war at all; it is “sectarian conflict,” it is “merely a 

proxy war,” and many argue that “all sides should 

be condemned.” But is this really true? Or, are 

these merely the empty platitudes of intellectual 

and moral cowards who prefer to stick with just 

Palestine because Syria and Iraq are “not their 

issue”? 

Hezbollah, Syria, and Historical Memory  

While there are many proverbial ostriches with 

their heads in the sand, there are forces in the 

region who have taken a stand with their brothers 

and sisters in Syria, chief among them Hassan 

Nasrallah and the Hezbollah organization. 

Hezbollah has been fighting side by side with the 

Syrian Arab Army on the ground in Syria since at 

least early 2013, and has won strategically 

significant military victories countless times in the 

intervening months. Perhaps even more striking 

however is the intellectual fervour with which 

Nasrallah and Hezbollah have defended the very 

concept of resistance to Saudi/Qatari-sponsored 

wahhabi (takfiri) extremism espoused by the Al 

Qaeda-affiliated al Nusra Front, ISIS, and the 

myriad other foreign-sponsored terror 

organizations waging war on Syria and Iraq. 

In a widely disseminated speech given by 

Nasrallah marking both the 67th anniversary of the 

Nakba and the significant victory by allied 

Hezbollah and Syrian military forces in the 

mountains of Qalamoun on the Syria-Lebanon 

border, Nasrallah noted that: 

While we mark the Nakba of the Palestinian 

people, we are also dealing with a new Nakba and 

that is the scheme by ISIS and its supporters who 

are trying to divide the Ummah [nation]…we have 

http://www.haaretz.com/news/middle-east/.premium-1.656756
http://www.dailystar.com.lb/News/Lebanon-News/2015/May-16/298241-nasrallah-hezbollah-still-in-the-heart-of-the-qalamoun-battle-goals-include-the-withdrawal-of.ashx
http://www.almanar.com.lb/english/adetails.php?fromval=2&cid=19&frid=21&seccatid=19&eid=210594
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to study the causes of [the] Nakba and identify the 

responsibilities in order for the contemporary 

generations to learn from the past experience, 

which included the noble stances of the mujahidin 

and the martyrs and comprised those who 

betrayed their Ummah [nation] for the sake of 

private interests. 

Nasrallah, always a powerful and charismatic 

speaker, here strikes a powerful note in drawing a 

direct parallel between the Nakba of 67 years ago, 

and that of today. Not only does his statement 

imply the similarity of many of the outcomes – 

displacement of millions, ethnic cleansing, mass 

killings – it also makes a qualitative comparison 

between the two, noting both tacitly, and at times 

overtly, that the Western-backed, Gulf-sponsored 

war on Syria, Iraq, and the whole region is 

connected to a powerful, international imperial 

project designed to remake the region in the 

interests of colonial powers. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

And of course, on a human level, does one really 

doubt that the Zionist terrorist groups-cum-death 

squads such as Irgun (led by Ze’ev Jabotinsky) 

and Lehi (led by Avraham Stern) which 

massacred men, women and children and drove 

Palestinians from their ancestral lands were 

substantively different from the ISIS and Nusra 

death squads of today which perpetrate similar 

crimes against Christians, Alawites, Sunnis, and 

Shia Muslims throughout Syria and Iraq? 

Certainly the victims of either group would argue 

that such crimes cannot be seen as anything other 

than comparable. And so, seen in this way, 

Nasrallah’s relativism in regards to the Nakba of 

1948 and that of today is clearly and undeniably 

apt. 

Nasrallah’s claim that this new war is “trying to 

divide the Ummah” is critical to understanding 

both the importance of Hezbollah’s involvement 

in it, and the significance of the war for the Arab 

world, particularly in the Syrian theatre. Not only 

does he articulate the fundamental understanding 

that the sectarian nature of the conflict is not some 

logical outgrowth, but rather is an integral part of 

its character and the agenda of those that support 

it, but he also makes plain both the practical and 

symbolic importance of Syria to the broader anti-

imperialist, anti-colonial project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Above: Image from Hareetz.com. It shows the 

locations of Israeli air strikes against Syria, from 

2012 to 2014. There have been more air strikes 

since this time, which the government of Iran has 

highlighted. Unfortunately, some Palestinian 

activists, as well as all the left parties which back 

the proxy war on Syria, have chosen to ignore 

Israeli air strikes against Syria, despite 

emphasising all the other crimes of the Zionist 

state. This tends to undermine their own support 

for cause of the liberation of Palestine. 

Above: Image from Vosizneias.com.  It shows 

Palestinian women protesting against the war on 

Syria on September 10, 2013. The rally was 

organised by several Palestinian leftist parties, 

including the Popular Front for the Liberation of 

Palestine (PFLP).  Some pro-Palestine activists in 

the West tend to overlook Palestinian support for 

the Syrian Arab Republic. 

http://www.counterpunch.org/2015/05/18/a-tale-of-two-nakbas/#the%20irgun%20andlehi
http://www.counterpunch.org/2015/05/18/a-tale-of-two-nakbas/#the%20irgun%20andlehi
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For decades, Syria has stood as a model of a 

multicultural, multiethnic, multi-religious secular 

nation in a region full of chauvinist, ethnic 

supremacist regimes such as those in Saudi 

Arabia, Qatar, Bahrain, Israel, and elsewhere. It is 

a country where sectarian divides, though very 

real, were almost never problematic, and where 

national solidarity, patriotism and allegiance to the 

nation stood above any religious sectarian 

differences. Syria represented a triumph of what 

once was called Arab nationalism and Arab 

socialism, despite the fact that many self-

proclaimed socialists today are quick to denigrate 

its accomplishments in that regard. Syria stands 

for progress in many ways: respect for the rights 

of women and minorities, equality under the law, 

and religious tolerance. Chief among its 

tremendous accomplishments has been the 

continued defence of, and legal protections for, 

Palestinian victims of the Nakba and their 

descendants. 

In this way, Hezbollah and the Syrian government 

are natural allies. Both have stood defiant against 

Israel while many of their fellow Arab states 

(Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, etc.) have sought 

accommodation with Tel Aviv for material 

benefit. Both Hezbollah and Syria have refused to 

abandon the Palestinian cause, with the former 

having taken on and defeated Israel on the 

battlefield, and the latter providing political, 

economic, and diplomatic support to Palestine and 

Palestinians, both within and without its borders. 

From this perspective, it is essential to see the 

current war against US-NATO-GCC-Turkey-

Israel sponsored terrorists as both a new Nakba, 

and a continuation of a decades-long struggle. As 

Nasrallah correctly pointed out, “We faced a 

Nakba then, we face a new and more dangerous 

one now.” 

The Politics of Nakbas, New and Old 

The inescapable connections between what could 

be called the historical and contemporary Nakbas 

are myriad. From the way in which each served 

the political agenda of the Western imperial 

establishment, to the impact that each has had on 

the map and political, social, and cultural 

character of the region, both events have served to 

fundamentally transform the Middle East, and the 

entire Arab world. However, in examining these 

far reaching impacts, one cannot help but be 

struck by the politics manifested today by all the 

interested parties. Indeed, it is the politics of 

today’s Nakba that, in many ways, complicates 

any understanding of both the importance of the 

historical Nakba, and that of the Nakba of today. 

An examination of the key players in 1948 reveals 

that, much to the chagrin of those ostensible allies 

of the Palestinians and of oppressed peoples, the 

players are by and large the same, thereby giving 

credence to Nasrallah’s “Two Nakbas” 

construction. For in 1948, in the wake of the 

Holocaust and World War II, it was the United 

States, France, and Britain who created the State 

of Israel out of the sands and hills of Palestine, 

thereby leading to one of recent history’s deepest, 

and still bleeding, wounds. These same imperial 

powers have been the main instigators of the 

contemporary Nakba, providing weapons, 

training, financial and diplomatic support to 

terrorist groups in the war on Syria which, along 

with the criminal US war in Iraq, lead directly to 

the creation and expansion of ISIS. In this way, 

the ultimate responsibility for both Nakbas rests at 

the feet of Washington, London, and Paris (to say 

nothing of Riyadh, Doha, Ankara, and Tel Aviv). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Above: Photo from the New York Times. Hamas 

Prime Minister in Gaza Ismail Haniya, greets 

supporters in February 2012, after announcing 

support for the “Syrian Revolution”.  In siding with 

the imperialist backed proxy war on Syria, Hamas 

perhaps inadvertently sides with the Zionist state of 

Israel, usually its mortal enemy. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2012/06/21/world/middleeast/cia-said-to-aid-in-steering-arms-to-syrian-rebels.html?_r=0
http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/foreign-affairs-defense/syria-arming-the-rebels/syrian-rebels-describe-u-s-backed-training-in-qatar/
http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/08/01/us-usa-syria-obama-order-idUSBRE8701OK20120801
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Perhaps, in this light, one can begin to see that the 

Nakba narrative is, in effect, a colonial narrative, 

and that the war raging in Syria and Iraq today is 

merely a new chapter in the history of Western 

colonialism – or neo-colonialism, as it were – in 

the Arab world. With its lucrative energy reserves, 

strategic location, and historical and politico-

religious significance, the Middle East remains 

one of the shining jewels of the imperial crown. 

And yet, despite all these connections, despite the 

obvious and painfully self-evident continuity of 

these struggles, many pro-Palestinian elements 

still choose to see the historical Nakba in a 

vacuum, opting instead to side with the oppressors 

and colonial lackeys in the conflict today. 

Hamas, despite its reputation (fair or unfair) as a 

resistance force and bastion of anti-imperialism, 

has repeatedly sided with the Muslim Brotherhood 

and its patron Qatar, as well as Saudi Arabia – 

Hamas having shifted their allegiance away from 

Syria, Hezbollah and Iran, and toward the US 

proxy monarchies of the Gulf. As Hamas leader 

Ismail Haniyeh stated in 2012, “I salute the heroic 

people of Syria who are striving for freedom, 

democracy and reform.” 

Indeed, despite the support for Palestinian 

liberation provided by Damascus, Hamas 

opportunistically allied with the satraps of 

Western imperialism believing, with some 

justification at the time, that the tide had turned 

against Assad and Syria, and that they would 

benefit most from being on the winning end of the 

war. But of course, that is not what happened, and 

the steadfastness of Syrian resistance to the 

international war against them has led many in the 

Palestinian political establishment to question that 

decision of a few years ago. 

While it may be understandable, Hamas’s betrayal 

of their Syrian and Hezbollah brothers has not 

gone unnoticed. As Syrian President Assad 

defiantly explained in 2013, “This was not the first 

time they had betrayed us. It happened before in 

2007 and 2009. Their history is one of treachery 

and betrayal… [I wish] someone would persuade 

them to return to being a resistance movement 

[but it’s doubtful]…Hamas has sided against 

Syria from day one. They have made their choice.”  

Although Iran has recently attempted to restore 

relations with Hamas for their political interests, it 

seems that what relationship there may have been 

between Hamas and Damascus and Tehran is a 

thing of the past. 

And this is precisely the problem. Hamas’s failure 

to overcome the sectarian allegiances and political 

opportunism of their ostensible Muslim 

Brotherhood and Qatari friends has left them, in 

many ways, politically isolated. For while Riyadh, 

Doha, and Ankara shed crocodile tears over the 

plight of the Palestinian people, these are the same 

countries falling over themselves to do business 

with Israel and serve the Western imperial system 

in whatever way they can. Seen from this 

perspective, the victims of the historical Nakba 

have, through political miscalculation and betrayal 

by their political elites, estranged themselves from 

the victims of the contemporary Nakba. Moreover, 

they have burned the bridge that linked them with 

the forces of resistance in the region. 

Of course, no analysis of this issue would be 

complete without an obligatory public 

denunciation of the “pro-Palestinian” groups that 

have done yeoman’s service for the Empire in its 

war on Syria and Iraq. From NGOs and centres of 

online and grassroots activism, to the allegedly 

anti-imperialist media outlets, the international 

campaign against Syria, Hezbollah, Iraq and Iran 

has been seemingly a force of nature. While no 

one should be surprised that Al Jazeera, a news 

outlet bankrolled by the Qatari royal family, 

would be the leading edge of anti-Syria 

propaganda, some might be surprised to find that 

other pseudo-alternative outlets have joined in the 

imperialist disinformation campaign. These same 

outlets that claim to stand for truth and justice in 

Palestine eagerly cheerlead the war on Syria. Such 

duplicity serves to illustrate the political crisis that 

has befallen the Resistance movement and those 

who support Palestinian liberation. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/02/24/us-syria-palestinians-idUSTRE81N1CC20120224
http://english.al-akhbar.com/node/17324
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To see the Palestinian victims of the Nakba and its 

ongoing effects in a political vacuum is to do a 

disservice to the spirit of the Resistance. To allow 

the imperialists to divide the movement along 

sectarian lines – make no mistake, this is true for 

many who support Palestine but call for Syria’s 

destruction – is to provide aid and comfort to the 

enemy. To separate the two Nakbas and deem one 

legitimate while the other illegitimate is to expose 

oneself as the greatest of hypocrites. 

Naturally, such conclusions will not be met with 

applause by many. This writer, like others who 

have made similar comments, will likely receive 

angry emails and abusive tweets. But this is a 

small price to pay for speaking the truth when 

many others seem afraid or unwilling to do so. It 

is an infinitesimally small price to pay when one 

considers the countless sons and daughters of 

Syria, Iraq, and Lebanon who have spilled their 

blood to save their families, their homes, their 

people. 

 

This writer believes it essential to place Palestine 

in the broadest regional and historical context, and 

to proclaim loudly that there can be no liberation 

of Palestine without a regional and international 

alliance and realignment, so that the divide is no 

longer sectarian but ideological. Either the 

Palestinian leadership is allied with the forces of 

anti-colonial, anti-imperialist struggle, or they are 

in league with the forces of reaction and 

subservience to Empire. In this existential 

struggle, there can be no middle ground. There 

can be no separation between the historical and 

contemporary Nakbas. In this tale of two Nakbas, 

there is only one acceptable outcome: victory, 

justice, liberation. 

Eric Draitser is the founder 

of StopImperialism.org and host of Counterpunch 

Radio. He is an independent geopolitical analyst 

based in New York City. You can reach him at 

ericdraitser@gmail.com. 
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