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Our pain is immense, and the scavengers are
here

31 October 2020, by Ludivine Bantigny, Ugo Palheta

Unanimously,  the  national  education
unions  expressed  their  support  for
Samuel Paty’s relatives, his students,
his colleagues. The press release from
the  National  Education  inter-union
coordination  immediately  stressed:
"The  time  has  come  for  mourning,
reflection and solidarity."

In  reality,  in  an  even  more  virulent
way than after the attacks of January
and  November  2015,  the  way  this
death  has  been  instrumentalized  at
the highest level of the state and by a
whole range of forces - ranging from
the  Printemps  Républicain  to  the
Rassemblement  National  and  to
Génération  Identitaire,  through
dozens of editorial writers - absolutely
prevents this necessary reflection. [1]
This is largely why we are writing this
article :  because the flood of hatred
that  has  been  unleashed,  targeting
Muslims  (but  also  those  who  are
perceived  as  their  allies,  who  are
therefore, in the language of the far
right  “traitors  to  the  fatherland”),
makes  mourning  difficult  if  not
impossible,  as  well  as  serious
reflection  on  the  causes  of  this
assassination  and  the  means  to
confront  it.

Participants in the rally organized at
Place de la République were able to
testify  to  this.  Samia  Orosemane
recounts what happened to her in the
crowd  because  she  was  wearing  a

headscarf : “A woman approached me
looking at me in a very hostile way.
She pointed her finger at me and said
: ‘Gang of assassins’!” I smiled at her,
but I  felt  like crying.” Insults,  death
threats  ( inc luding  threats  o f
beheading), attacks along the lines of
“collabo!” or “Do you know what we
were doing to women collaborators in
’44?”  rained  down.  We  could  read
again  the  word  “rats”  to  designate
Muslims.  And  the  delirium  was
expressed  calmly  on  all  sorts  of
channels, as when on 19 October on
Sud  Radio,  a  guest  suggested  that
there should be one paratrooper per
class, armed with a P35 ...

This  hatred,  which  goes  as  far  as
calling for murder, also takes the very
concrete  form  of  a  sordid  political
instrumentalization.  On  the  morning
of  19  October  the  Minister  of  the
Interior  Gérald Darmanin announced
that he would propose to dissolve the
Collective  against  Islamophobia  in
France  (CCIF).  This  is  a  serious
threat, even though it is unlikely to be
acted upon as it is obviously devoid of
any legal basis. If such a dissolution
were neverthless to be pronounced, it
would certainly constitute an opening
shot and presage an offensive against
the whole social movement.

By  also  attacking  BarakaCity,  a
humanitarian  NGO  fighting  against
poverty, Darmanin asserted that it was

a question of "associations that were
enemies of the Republic" and claimed
that the CCIF was directly involved in
the assassination of Samuel Paty. The
CCIF,  made  up  of  lawyers  and
defenders  of  human  rights,  acts  by
carrying  out  legal  work  against
discrimination  and  by  listing  every
year the number of Islamophobic acts.
These organizations have become the
target  of  a  campaign  of  hatred  and
death  threats.  This  is  all  the  more
indecent  since  everything  is  being
done  in  the  name  of  the  fight  to
defend "freedom of expression".

Similarly, they attack the Observatory
of Secularism, in particular Jean-Louis
Bianco  and  Nicolas  Cadène,  guilty
accord ing  to  some  -  f rom  the
Printemps  Républ icain  to  the
magazine Le Point  through members
of  the  government  -  of  defending  a
“laxist”  vision  of  secularism.  What
they are reproached with in reality is
not  having accepted in  recent  years
the instrumentalization and deviation
of a principle aimed - if we follow the
first two articles of the law of 1905 - at
ensuring  religious  freedom  and
guaranteeing  the  neutrality  of  the
state, therefore the equal treatment of
citizens  (regardless  of  whether  they
believe or  not,  or  what  they believe
in).

This  political  instrumentalization  is
abject,  as  is  demonstrated  by  the
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procession on our TV sets of political
leaders, from Manuel Valls to Marine
Le Pen. Valls, the very one who posed
with the Prince of Saudi Arabia to sell
him  Mirage  2000s,  Caesar  guns,
combat helicopters and Leclerc tanks.
We  know  that  France  is  the  main
supplier of weapons to Saudi Arabia,
which  is  p lunging  Yemen  into
destruction  and  famine.  Air  attacks
against vital infrastructure, hospitals,
schools,  markets,  claim thousands of
victims. But all that is far away.

The far right has been on the offensive
for  several  days,  aided  in  this  by
media which, like CNews, open their
doors wide to it every day. However, it
was in fact a former member of the
security service of the Front National,
Claude  Herman,  who  supplied  the
arms  to  Amedy  Coulibaly  for  the
murderous attack carried out against
the Hyper Kacher in 2015. It was also
a  former  candidate  of  the  Front
National  who  tried  to  set  fire  to  a
mosque  in  Bayonne  and  seriously
injured  two  Muslims.  And  we  could
further evoke the fact that the head of
security of Lafarge -  who apparently
negotiated with Daesh, with complete
impunity - was also a candidate of the
FN .

This is not mentioned in the current
debates,  and,  during  this  time,  it  is
anti-racist organizations like the CCIF
which are threatened with dissolution.
The  instrumental izat ion  is  so
sickening that we cannot help thinking
that  the  atrocious  assassination  of
Samuel Paty by a fanatic has become
for some people an opportunity. And
even a godsend. There is a name for
these people: scavengers.

The  editorialist  Christophe  Barbier
expressed  this  instrumentalization
frankly,  declaring  "Let  us  take
advantage  of  this  tragedy"  and
proposing  in  this  sense  a  new
liberticide law Avia. The attacks that
are under way are already liberticide:
Darman in  announced  po l i ce
operations  against  dozens  of  people
who "do not  necessarily  have a  link
with the investigation but to whom we
want to send a message". The law on
“separatism”  that  is  in  preparation
will  meanwhile increase and legalize
discrimination, if we do not prevent it.
In  this  context,  it  is  unworthy  that
Jean-Luc Mélenchon decided to target

the  “Chechen  community”  by
asserting that there was a “problem”
with  this  “community”.  Mélenchon
quickly apologized on this subject, and
we can only welcome that.

The  dripping  hypocrisy  of  suddenly
supporting teachers is  also vile.  The
same people did not have a word to
say  about  the  suicide  of  Christine
Renon, not a word of support for all
the colleagues who are in distress in
the face of the steamroller of counter-
reforms  which  affect  education.  The
same  people  who,  like  Jean-Michel
Blanquer,  forge  and  apply  these
counter-reforms,  pursue  and  track
down the teachers who oppose them,
like the Melle Four. Several collectives
of teachers invited people, during the
rally  on  Sunday  18  October,  to
ostensibly  turn  their  backs  on
Blanquer.  This  same  Blanquer  has
found  nothing  better  than  this
indignity: while they have just lost a
colleague,  he attacks teachers  head-
on,  accusing  the  universities  of
"Islamo-leftism",  a  word  that  he
shamelessly  borrows  from  the  far
right.

It is very clear : “mourning, reflection
and solidarity” are made difficult if not
impossible for the thousands of people
who  wish  to  come  together  to  pay
homage  to  Samuel  Paty  and  find
themselves  surrounded  by  vultures
who call for national union - we know
how deadly that can be - while stirring
up hatred against Muslims and anti-
racist activists.

We can see in passing to what extent
Islamophobia  works  in  conjunction
with authoritarianism, by legitimizing
all limitations of democratic rights and
public  freedoms.  [2]  Thus  we  hear
ed i t o r i a l i s t s  now  exp l i c i t l y
vituperating against  the rule  of  law,
such as Elisabeth Lévy who can say
without  trembling:  “It  is  the rule  of
law  which  is  synonymous  with  our
disarmament. […] We are tied up by
our  discourse  on  human  rights.  […]
Caught  up  in  the  rights  that  are
always for those who attack us.”

Such ideologues are so mediocre that
they  are  only  worth  anything  as
symptoms  of  an  authoritarian
radicalization  of  the  class  they
embody,  in  the  same  way  as  Luc
Ferry’s call for the police to "use their

weapons"  against  the  Yellow  Vests
sounded like a cry from the heart of a
whole section of the bourgeoisie. We
could  laugh  at  the  r id iculous
comments of Darmanin saying he was
" s h o c k e d "  b y  t h e  s h e l v e s  o f
" c o m m u n i t y  c u i s i n e "  i n  t h e
supermarkets  (because  they  are
supposedly  a  first  step  towards
"separatism"). [3] But it has not been
pointed  out  sufficiently  that  the
opposition  between  a  cosmopolitan
capitalism  (which  by  selling  foreign
products addresses itself, he tells us,
to "low instincts") and what he calls
"patriotic  capitalism",  clearly  stems
from fascist rhetoric. [4]

By  the  way,  the  argument  used  by
Darmanin is so grotesque that one is
tempted to think that it also aims to
make people forget the bankruptcy of
the  police  and  the  intelligence
services.  Samuel  Paty  knew he  was
being  threatened  and  had  lodged  a
complaint:  a  note  from the  Yvelines
territorial  intelligence  service  had
been  drawn  up  and  sent,  but  the
threat was clearly not taken seriously.
In addition, as revealed by Mediapart,
the  author  of  the  assassination  had
already  published  on  30  August  a
photomontage  dep ic t ing  the
beheading of a man. His account was
reported to the Pharos platform, but it
was  not  subsequently  followed  up,
despite the fact that he had been in
contact  for  months  with  a  terrorist
group. Abdoullakh Anzorov, as we now
know, was not a “lone wolf” since he
had been in contact for months with
members of a terrorist group active in
Syria,  in  addition  to  the  role  of  a
fundamentalist  militant  (who  is,
furthermore,  is  not  unrelated  to
French  fascists)  in  the  targeting  of
Samuel Paty. [5]

We have also seen Valérie Pécresse, a
former  minister  and  a  figure  of  the
right,  asking  to  "close  any  mosque
which  does  not  clearly  and  publicly
condemn  this  abject  crime".  Will
Madame Pécresse ask, during the next
attack  committed  by  a  supremacist
claiming  to  defend  whites  and
Christians,  that  all  whites  and  all
Christian  churches  condemn "clearly
and publicly” such an attack? Did she
do  that  when  Anders  Breivik  killed
nearly 80 people in 2011 in Norway
or,  more  recently,  when  Brenton
Tarrant  murdered  51  Muslims  in



Christchurch,  New  Zealand?  We
should not even have to ask such an
absurd question.

What seems obvious, given the racist
and  authoritarian  outburst  of  recent
days in several  media and on social
networks,  on  the  part  of  media
ideologues and political professionals,
is that political authorities and the far
right  are  engaged  in  a  real  shock
strategy.  [6]  This  consists  of  taking
advantage  of  people’s  disorientation
and fear, further accentuated by the
health context in which we have been
l iv ing  for  months,  to  mult iply
measures that it would be difficult, if
not  impossible,  to  impose  in  an
ordinary context. These directly attack
Muslim  and  anti-racist  organizations
in particular, but also delegitimize, by
dragging  it  through  the  mud,  the
social  and  political  left  which  has
supported the struggles against police
crimes  and  against  Islamophobia  in
the recent past (hence the detestation,
unanimous in the main media outlets,
of la France Insoumise and the UNEF

student union).

Thus  they  are  seeking  to  settle
accounts,  and  we  probably  do  not
understand  anything  about  the
systematic  and violent  nature of  the
attacks  -  including  the  latest,
despicable one, of Bruckner accusing
Rokhaya Diallo of having "armed the
killers" of Charlie Hebdo - if we do not
take into account the progression of
anti-racist struggles in the last period,
marked both by the imposing march
against Islamophobia on 10 November
last  year  [7] ,  and  the  b iggest
demonstrations  that  France  has
known against police crimes in June,
amid a worldwide wave of anti-racist
protest  following  the  murder  of
George  Floyd.

What is even more serious is that by
practicing  such  an  Islamophobic
instrumentalization  of  the  immense
emotion aroused by the assassination
of Samuel Paty,  by accentuating the
colonial logic of perceiving Muslims as
an internal enemy and a "fifth column"

(an  expression  that  Nadine  Morano
has  moreover  recently  used),  these
scavengers  make  us  enter  precisely
into  the  logic  desired  by  terrorist
groups  like  Daesh  (although  it  is
probably not theorized so explicitly):
isolate Muslims in European societies,
a situation that these groups imagine
they  can  exploit  by  presenting
themselves  as  saviours.

For our part,  we associate ourselves
with what CGT Educ’action wrote in a
statement:  “The  school  system  will
never be able, on its own, to heal the
fractures of a society undermined by
social inequalities and discrimination.
Its  role  of  collective  and  individual
emancipation  can  only  be  truly
accomplished  by  working  for  a  real
and  profound  transformation  of
society based on social justice and real
equality.”

24 October 2020

Translated  by  International
Viewpoint from Contretemps.

Indonesia Is in the Middle of a New Protest
Wave

30 October 2020, by Alex de Jong

In recent weeks, Indonesia has seen a
wave of  mass  protests  and workers’
s t r i k e s  i n  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h e
government’s new so-called Omnibus
Law — the collection of amendments
to existing laws that are set to strip
rights  from  workers  and  undermine
environmental  standards.  Over  nine
hundred  pages  long,  the  bill  was
passed  into  law  in  on  October  5
without even a draft being released to
the  public.  Dozens  of  existing  laws,
including regulations on labor, mining,
and  environmental  protection  are
affected.

Major  trade  union  federations
representing  thirty-two  labor  unions
called  for  a  three-day  nation-wide
strike in opposition to the bill. Tens of
thousands of workers, notably in the

industrial areas, went on strike. Many
more joined protests across Indonesia
in  dozens  of  c i t ies  across  the
archipelago.  In  dozens  of  cities,
clashes took place as police tried to
ban  gatherings  with  the  excuse  of
health precautions.

The bill was quickly passed into law as
the  public  was  preoccupied  by  the
continuing health crisis,  made worse
by  government  mismanagement.  In
mid-February, as cases in the region
were  mounting,  Indonesia’s  minister
of health claimed that the country was
still completely free from the virus —
thanks  to  prayer.  The  official  death
count  is  over  thirteen  thousand
(widely assumed to be unrealistically
low)  making  Indonesia  one  of  the
worse hit countries in the region. In

April ,  trade  unions  had  forced
Parliament to suspend a debate on the
bill. Now the bill has passed anyway.
Profit Over People

The Omnibus Law has been presented
by  the  government  as  a  step  to
“develop”  the  country,  “create  jobs”
and  remove  “red  tape”  (code  for
w e a k e n i n g  e n v i r o n m e n t a l
protections).  In  a  commentary,  the
free  market  cheerleaders  of  the
Economist praised the law for slashing
the  “lavish  mandatory  benefits”  of
Indonesian  workers  that  “discourage
firms from creating jobs.” [8]

Similarly,  the  British  Chamber  of
Commerce in Indonesia claimed that
Indonesian labor is too expensive, and
that the new law would better position
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Indonesia “as a genuine and realistic
alternative to China” for international
corporations looking to exploit cheap
labor.

Provisions  included  would  increase
working hours, abolish paid maternity
leave  (and  Indonesia’s  trailblazing
menstruat ion  leave) ,  reduce
redundancy  payments,  and  weaken
protection against firing. The law also
does  away  with  inflation  correction
and cost of living criteria to determine
the  minimum  wage,  which  varies
significantly  across  the  Indonesian
archipelago.

On environmental issues, the new law
makes  it  easier  for  corporations  to
avoid  reports  on  the  environmental
impact  of  their  activities.  As  the
Indonesian  socialist  Frans  Ari
Prasetyo  has  pointed  out,  the  law’s
agrar i an  c l auses  “a l l ow  the
government to build industrial estates,
toll roads or dams on land seized from
its individual owners, reimbursing the
owner with less than the land’s value
or,  in  some  cases,  not  reimbursing
them at all.”

The movement now mobilizing against
these measures is as wide-ranging as
the  law  itself.  Progressive  trade
unions,  leftists  groups,  and  student
associations have been mobilizing for
the  protests.  The  participation  of
workers ,  and  high  school  and
univers i ty  s tudents  has  been
noteworthy.

Soon  after  the  law  was  passed,
workers  across  the country went  on
strike  and  joined  protests,  holding
s igns  w i th  messages  such  as
“Omnibus law kills the future of our
grandchildren” and “Colonization has
ended  but  colonization  of  workers
begins.” On social media, the hashtags
# D P R R I K h i a n a t i R a k y a t
( # H o u s e B e t r a y s T h e P e o p l e ) ,
# B a t a l k a n O m n i b u s L a w
(#CancelTheOmnibusLaw)  and
# M o s i T i d a k P e r c a y a
(#VoteOfNoConfidence)  have
proliferated.

Democracy Under

Threat
Indonesian democracy has been under
threat for some time,  and the latest
Omnibus Law reflects an emboldened
the right-wing agenda. After popular
protests  in  1998  brought  down  the
dictatorship of General Suharto (self-
described  as  the  New  Order),  the
political power of the military (Tentara
Nasional  Indonesia  or  TNI)  was
curtailed — a scenario that was never
fully  accepted  by  the  generals,  who
have never gone away. [9]

Indonesia’s  current  president,  Joko
Widodo, better known as Jokowi, came
to power in 2014 and was reelected
last year. Although presenting himself
as a reformer — a “man of the people”
and someone without ties to the elite
of  the  o ld  regime  —  under  his
government,  military  figures  are
winning  back  their  former  political
power.

For  example,  in  March,  a  national
COVID-19 task force was established
that included large numbers of army
officers  at  both  national  and  local
levels. Military leaders have also been
trying to increase their power as part
of  the  country’s  anti-terrorism
operations and to gain more influence
in the so-called Agency for Pancasila
Ideology  Education  (BPIP),  the  body
established by Jokowi in early 2018 to
promote  Pancasila,  the  official
ideology  of  the  Indonesian  state.

As  professor  of  Southeast  Asian
studies  Jun  Honna  has  pointed  out,
under  the  Jokowi  presidency,  the
Indonesian  mi l i tary  has  been
regaining  lost  ground  on  security
affairs,  and thanks  to  the  COVID-19
crisis, has been able to fend off civil-
society pressure for reform.

“It seems probable,” he writes, “that
these  developments  will  shape  the
new  normal  in  post -pandemic
Indones ia ,  because  nat iona l
lawmakers  have  no  incentive  to
antagonize the powerful military at a
time  when  it  is  enjoying  public
approval  for  its  crisis  management
role.”

Indicative of  the government’s right-
wing direction of travel is the career
of Jokowi’s rival Prabowo Subianto, a
f o r m e r  A r m y  l i e u t e n a n t .  I n
presidential  elections  in  2014  and
2019, Jokowi ran against Prabowo, the
son-in-law of  Suharto.  Prabowo, who
received US military training,  was a
commander of the infamous Kopassus,
Suharto’s  specia l  forces  that
functioned as the regime’s iron fist.

He is implicated in many brutal human
rights violations civilians by Kopassus
forces  during  the  East  Timorese
liberation  struggle.  [10]  Prabowo
himself is widely held responsible for
the  “disappearance”  of  progressive
activists  during  the  turbulent  final
days  of  the  New Order.  During  the
1998  protests,  Prabowo  came  to
symbolize  the  crimes  of  the  regime.

When  Jokowi  f irst  ran  against
Prabowo in 2014, it seemed to many
to be a competition between a liberal
democrat  and  an  authoritarian
leftover  of  the  Suharto  years.  Last
year, Prabowo, declaring he wanted to
“Make  Indonesia  great  again,”
deepened  his  alliance  with  Islamist
right-wing forces even further.

Having lost the vote again, Prabowo
went  on  to  claim that  he  had  been
cheated of his victory. As a result, his
supporters  organized  violent  rallies
that led to several deaths. But Jokowi,
rather  than  scorning  his  rival,  co-
opted him by appointing him minister
of  defense.  Recently,  Prabowo  also
received an invitation from the Trump
administration. [11]

As a popular movement has developed
to  resist  the  Omnibus  Law,  the
Indonesian state has responded with a
combinat ion  o f  propaganda ,
intimidation,  and  violent  repression.
An  official  circular  discouraged
university  students  from  joining  the
protests and asked faculty to promote
the law.

Police  officers  were  instructed  to
organize  “cyber  patrol”  and  “media
management”  to  con t ro l  the
narrat ive.  [


