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Address your  
problems first   

European Parliament doesn’t have 
any right to comment on Bahrain. 
In the first place, they should find 

solutions to the problems they face. Now 
all European countries are fighting over 
the migrant issue with no signs of reach-
ing a solution. Many migrants are leading 
a sub-standard life in temporary camps 
and nothing is being done to address their 
problems. They too have human rights 
and they too have right to decent living. 
Now Italy is fighting with Spain where 
as Austria and Hungary are totally in-
different on the migrant issue. German 
government is showing some generosity 
but people are not very happy to welcome 
refugees. This situation should change. 
The rich club with a total GDP of close to 

$20 trillion can do a lot to rescue refugees 
from the current ordeal. America and 
Europe should realize that the existing 
problems in Mideast and other parts of 
Asia were caused by themselves. The ori-
gin of present issues can be traced back to 
colonial exploitation carried out in these 
countries. So European parliamentarians, 
instead of making comments on other 
nations do something for refugees. You 
are the people, who cheated Turkey on 
migrant issues and hence don’t have any 
credibility to speak to nations outside the 
EU on human rights records. Please stop 
this practice and concentrate on your 
problems. 

Saad Ulllah 

C I V I L I A N ’ S  T R I B U N E

Adopt policy of inclusion 

GEORGE MEGALOGENIS

As Australia faces the glob-
al virus of xenophobia, the 
country’s early history pro-

vides a warning of the social and 
economic costs of isolation.

Australia was one of the richest 
settlements on earth when it was a 
British colony with open borders 
in the 19th century. But it retreated 
when it became an independent na-
tion in 1901, and it endured almost 
half a century of economic stag-
nation before it opened its doors 
again to mass immigration after 
World War II.

The leaders of the main political 
parties continue to support an ex-
pansive immigration programme 
and profess to abhor racism. But 
this cherished bipartisanship is in 
danger of fracturing.

A set of controversies involving 
race threatens to make the next 
federal election — due later this 
year or early next year — the most 

divisive in a generation. The con-
servative government of Prime 
Minister Malcolm Turnbull has 
been exploiting racial disharmony 
in a bid to shore up its older, whiter 
electoral base.

But the political benefits for the 
conservatives of a racially charged 
campaign are not as clear-cut as 
they once were. The Labour Party 
would probably win an election 
fought along racial lines because 
of demographic trends: More than 
half the population is made up of 
immigrants, their children and in-
digenous Australians. The younger, 
more ethnically diverse electorate 
tends to lean toward Labour.

So Labour has a strong incen-
tive to make the coming campaign 
season an explicit contest between 
diversity and nativism. And in fac-
ing down the conservatives on race, 
Labour has the opportunity to reaf-
firm Australia’s position as a global 
model for openness.

Immigration has been responsi-
ble for more than half the nation’s 
population growth between 1996 
and 2016. Last year, immigrants ac-
counted for 63 per cent of growth. 
This boom prompted the first of 
three big controversies over race.

Immigrants are being blamed by 

conservatives, and even some La-
bour members, for rising proper-
ty prices and congestion in the big 
cities. Some leading conservative 
figures have been pushing for a deep 
cut to the immigration programme. 
While Turnbull has so far resisted 
their calls, he has thrown red meat to 
his base: The government is cracking 
down on temporary work visas to 
“put Australian workers first” and 
making it harder for immigrants to 
claim Australian citizenship.

The danger is that these meas-
ures will alienate the skilled immi-

grants already here and encourage 
potential immigrants to bypass 
Australia and settle in more wel-
coming nations like Canada and 
New Zealand.

When it comes to refugees, the 
second issue touching on race, the 
government is seeking to exploit di-
visions on the Labour side between 
the pragmatists in Parliament who 
want to wait until after the election 
to close the Pacific Island detention 
camps and the party members who 
want to bring the refugees home 
immediately.

The third controversy is not of 
Australia’s making but could dam-
age social cohesion if it is mishan-
dled. The whole country is wary 
of Beijing’s attempt to influence 
political and academic debate in 
Australia, and politicians are work-
ing on bipartisan legislation against 
foreign interference. The challenge 
for the main parties is to assure 
Chinese-Australians that they are 
not being targeted; on the contra-
ry, political leaders should make 
clear that these measures are for 
the benefit of all Australians, in-
cluding those of Chinese descent. 
Australia’s argument is with the 
Communist Party of China, not the 
Chinese people here.

The Labour Party has a strong 
incentive to address these racial 
matters head on. Not only is Aus-
tralia’s electorate becoming in-
creasingly Asian and Eurasian, but 
a full attack on the conservatives 
about race may be the only way for 
Labour to resolve its own rift on 
refugee policy. And more impor-
tant, keeping the doors open to im-
migrants, especially those who are 
the most vulnerable, is morally and 
economically the right thing to do.

The leader of the opposition, Bill 
Shorten, should challenge Turnbull 
to resettle all the refugees who have 
been stranded on Manus Island and 
Nauru for the past several years. 
The refugees remain in limbo as a 
supposed deterrent to future boat 
arrivals. But every day they are de-
nied their freedom affects not just 
their well-being but also Australia’s 
international reputation.

If Shorten can unite his own side 
on refugees with a principled stand, 
he would then be free to exploit 
the division within the govern-
ment on the regular immigration 
program, which is split between 
those like Turnbull who support 
the current system and those who 
want to sharply reduce the number 
of new arrivals.

One strategic goal for Labour 
would be to win over Chinese-
Australian conservatives. The 
Turnbull government would 
likely lose power if a handful 

of cosmopolitan electorates in 
Sydney and Melbourne, where 

the Chinese-born cluster, 
swung to Labour.  

YI-ZHENG LIAN 

More than two dozen of Hong 
Kong’s young pro-democ-
racy activists have been 

convicted of minor offences in recent 
weeks, and some have received lengthy 
jail terms. Most are being put away 
for their involvement in the so-called 
Fishball Revolution, a spontaneous 
protest that turned violent on the first 
night of Chinese New Year in 2016 in 
the popular shopping district of Mong 
Kok.

On June 11, Edward Leung, the 
charismatic former spokesman of a 
young party that has called for Hong 
Kong’s independence from main-
land China, was given a six-year jail 
sentence for mere skirmishes with 
the police. He is one of the leading 
figures among those known here as 
“localists”: activists, many of them 
separatists, who cut their political 
teeth during the 2014 “Umbrella 
Movement.”

That night in early 2016 Leung and 
colleagues from his party, Hong Kong 
Indigenous, rose to the defense of 
street hawkers selling fish balls and 
other delicacies to New Year revelers 
as food inspectors tried to clear them 
out, in front of police officers standing 
by. In April, during a hearing at his 
trial, Leung said that he had confront-
ed an officer who was manhandling a 

female protester.
He was arrested and charged with 

attacking the police, rioting (two 
counts) and, a far more serious offense, 
instigating a riot. (He also pleaded 
guilty to hitting and kicking an officer.) 
In the end, Leung was found guilty 
of one count of rioting, even though 
witnesses say that his skirmishes with 
the police happened before the rioting 
proper even began.

More problematic still is the gov-
ernment’s abusive application of the 
law against him and other localists. 
To my knowledge, Hong Kong courts 
had not heard one case of politically 
motivated rioting since 1967. That 
year, a minor labour dispute in a 
factory quickly ballooned into full-
blown chaos as communist unionists, 
students of communist-controlled 
schools and employees of communist 
media, banks and trading companies 
took to the streets against the British 
colonial government. Local Maoist 
radicals seized on that moment to 
try to bring the Cultural Revolution 
to Hong Kong — with terrorism. Dur-
ing the roughly six months that the 
riots lasted, some 1,100 bombs (and 
many more fake ones) were planted 
throughout the city. More than 50 
people died and some 800 people 
were injured.

Leung was convicted of rioting 
under the 1970 Public Order Ordi-
nance, a holdover from colonial days 
that defines a riot very broadly, as an 
“unlawful assembly” that leads to a 
“breach of the peace.” Reacting to Le-
ung’s sentence on June 11 — which he 
called “extreme” — Chris Patten, Hong 
Kong’s last governor before the British 

handed the city to China in 1997, ex-
plained that the colonial authorities 
had amended the ordinance in the 
1990s to limit the risk that it would be 
applied abusively. But, Patten said, the 
Chinese government reversed those 
changes soon after the handover.

That these provisions are now being 
wielded against localists is a measure 
of how vexing recent calls for greater 
autonomy for Hong Kong have become 
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‘Stopping barbarians’ at Hong Kong’s gate  
 They are singled out for rebuke by the Chinese government, hounded by the local authorities - and disavowed by mainstream democrats.  

1910
The first Father’s Day is 
celebrated in Spokane, 
Washington.

1961
Kuwait declares independence 
from the United Kingdom.
 

1978
Garfield, holder of the Guinness 
World Record for the world’s 
most widely syndicated comic 
strip, makes its debut. 

1991
The Soviet occupation of Hungary 
ends.
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Children are being used 
by some of the worst 

criminals on earth as a 
means to enter our country. 
Has anyone been looking 
at the Crime taking place 
south of the border. It is his-
toric, with some countries 
the most dangerous places 
in the world. Not going to 
happen in the U.S.

@realDonaldTrump

Conducted yoga and 
meditation in Muse-

umplein, Amsterdam as 
part of the International 
Yoga Day celebrations. 
There is no better way to 
tackle aggression and de-
pression, the two ills afflict-
ing society, than through 
yoga. #IDY2018

@SriSri

For those seeking asy-
lum at ports of entry, 

we have continued the 
policy from previous Ad-
ministrations and will only 
separate if the child is in 
danger, there is no custo-
dial relationship between 
‘family’ members, or if the 
adult has broken a law.

@SecNielsen

We are delighted to be 
able to broadcast all 

World Cup matches over 
the next 48 hours. Impor-
tantly, Australia has made 
abundantly clear how im-
portant the World Cup is 
to the nation.

@Craig_Foster
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Adopt policy of inclusion 
The Labour Party has a strong 

incentive to address these racial 
matters head on. Not only is Aus-
tralia’s electorate becoming in-
creasingly Asian and Eurasian, but 
a full attack on the conservatives 
about race may be the only way for 
Labour to resolve its own rift on 
refugee policy. And more impor-
tant, keeping the doors open to im-
migrants, especially those who are 
the most vulnerable, is morally and 
economically the right thing to do.

The leader of the opposition, Bill 
Shorten, should challenge Turnbull 
to resettle all the refugees who have 
been stranded on Manus Island and 
Nauru for the past several years. 
The refugees remain in limbo as a 
supposed deterrent to future boat 
arrivals. But every day they are de-
nied their freedom affects not just 
their well-being but also Australia’s 
international reputation.

If Shorten can unite his own side 
on refugees with a principled stand, 
he would then be free to exploit 
the division within the govern-
ment on the regular immigration 
program, which is split between 
those like Turnbull who support 
the current system and those who 
want to sharply reduce the number 
of new arrivals.

One strategic goal for Labour 
would be to win over Chinese-Aus-
tralian conservatives. The Turn-
bull government would likely lose 
power if a handful of cosmopoli-
tan electorates in Sydney and Mel-
bourne, where the Chinese-born 
cluster, swung to Labour.

The Chinese-Australian commu-

nity now represents five per cent 
of the total population, and three 
out of four Chinese migrants to 
Australia live in Sydney and Mel-
bourne. If both Labour and the 
conservative Liberal Party wish to 
stand up to Beijing, they need to do 
it from a position of strength, with 
the Chinese-Australian community 

on their side. How to deal with Bei-
jing is the more meaningful debate 
for the nation’s future.

An election contest for the loyal-
ty of Australia’s immigrant commu-
nities more generally would send a 
powerful message to the rest of the 
world. Only a principled policy of 
inclusion at home and an assertion 

of Australia’s egalitarian values in 
Asia will ensure the nation’s future 
prosperity and security. If Shorten 
wants to lead a progressive govern-
ment, he has to first lance the boil 
of race politics.

(George Megalogenis is a commentator 
and the author, most recently, of “Aus-

tralia’s Second Chance.”) 

handed the city to China in 1997, ex-
plained that the colonial authorities 
had amended the ordinance in the 
1990s to limit the risk that it would be 
applied abusively. But, Patten said, the 
Chinese government reversed those 
changes soon after the handover.

That these provisions are now being 
wielded against localists is a measure 
of how vexing recent calls for greater 
autonomy for Hong Kong have become 

for China. Repression on the mainland 
has kept public dissent under a tight lid 
since the 1989 Tiananmen massacre, 
and the Chinese authorities wish they 
could do as much with growing sepa-
ratist sentiments in Hong Kong.

The same goes, manifestly, for the 
city’s own elites — those in power, 
predictably, but stalwarts of the main-
stream opposition as well. The ruling 
elite — pro-Beijing politicians, public 

officials and business leaders — es-
sentially wants Hong Kong to keep 
conducting business as usual: namely, 
to make money in a stable environ-
ment. So be it if achieving that now 
means tolerating China’s heavy hand; 
this group frowns on any talk of sepa-
ratism, or even just further democra-
tisation, that could invite retaliation 
from Beijing.

Hong Kong’s traditional opposition, 

known locally as the “pan-dems,” is a 
seasoned group of pro-democracy pol-
iticians and advocates, and their sup-
porters. Like the localists, pan-dems 
want free and fair elections in Hong 
Kong and resent Beijing’s encroach-
ment on the city’s liberties. But they 
part ways with the younger cohort of 
separatists over what it means to be 
Chinese.

In fact, many pan-dems converge 
with the Chinese Communists in be-
lieving in a strong and unified Chi-
na — although in their case, one not 
under Communist leadership. And so 
they look upon the localists as splitists 
within the pro-democracy opposition, 
whose actions risk benefiting Beijing 
by fragmenting the movement.

Pan-dems believe that Hong Kong’s 
independence is an unrealistic goal 
and, some have told me time and again, 
that advocating it will only bring on 
more repression from Beijing — like 

the harsh prison sentences recently 
or restrictions on free speech — to the 
detriment of the entire pro-democracy 
camp.

Leung Chun-ying, the previous chief 
executive of Hong Kong and a Bei-
jing lackey, has said that Leung (no 
relation) “deserved” to be convicted 
of rioting. Little surprise there. But 
Albert Ho, a former chairman of the 
leading pan-dem political group, the 
Democratic Party, rather than decrying 
the conviction as unfair, praised Le-
ung, the localist, for returning to Hong 
Kong to face his trial and “shoulder 
his responsibilities.” Another notable 
pan-dem, from the more aggressively 
vocal People Power Party, went further, 
saying that sympathy for the young 
separatist — whom he called “riffraff” 
— would be grossly misplaced.

I saw Leung in prison on June 12. 
“Now that I am serving a long and 
unfair sentence,” he told me, “at least I 
can convince people that I am not, and 
that my generation of localists are not, 
in politics for self-gain.”

Hong Kong’s localists, the most val-
iant defenders of the city’s unique 
culture, rights and autonomy, are now 
essentially on their own. Singled out 
for the severest rebukes by the Chi-
nese government and hounded by the 
Hong Kong authorities, they also have 
been essentially disavowed by the local 
mainstream pro-democracy camp. Yet 
they are only hoping to succeed where 
it failed: They are trying to stop the 
barbarians at Hong Kong’s gate.

(Yi-Zheng Lian, a commentator on Hong Kong 
and Asian affairs, is a professor of economics 

at Yamanashi Gakuin University, in Kofu, 
Japan, and a contributing opinion writer.)

Hong Kong’s traditional 
opposition, known locally as 

the “pan-dems,” is a seasoned 
group of pro-democracy 

politicians and advocates, 
and their supporters. Like the 
localists, pan-dems want free 

and fair elections in Hong 
Kong and resent Beijing’s 

encroachment on the city’s 
liberties.   

‘Stopping barbarians’ at Hong Kong’s gate  
 They are singled out for rebuke by the Chinese government, hounded by the local authorities - and disavowed by mainstream democrats.  


