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University students are taking action against 
the Abbott government’s decisions to load 
education costs onto their shoulders. Two 
weeks ago students booed Foreign Affairs 
Minister Julie Bishop and former Liberal 
shadow cabinet member Sophie Mirabella 
as they attended university functions, and 
students unfurled a banner and interrupted 
the ABC TV program Q&A.

Last Wednesday thousands of students 
from Sydney University, the University of 
Technology and Newcastle University marched 
down Broadway and, despite police attempts 
to break up their ranks, succeeded in reaching 
Sydney Town Hall.

Similar marches took place in Melbourne, 
where police forcibly removed students outside 
state Parliament House. The Prime Minister 
later decided that discretion was the better 
part of valour, and cancelled an appearance at 
Deakin University.

Students have every reason to be enraged. 
University fees were eliminated by the Whitlam 
government, and were not charged during the 
period in which the current federal Minister 
for Education Christopher Pyne attended Uni 
in the 1970s.

The Hawke government allowed 
universities to reintroduce fees. It still 
shouldered a minor part of the graduation costs, 
and students were offered loans (under schemes 
know by the acronym HECS, and later HELP) 
to enable them to pay the remainder of the fees 
while they studied.

Students were to pay off the loans after they 
completed their courses and had an income over 
a given threshold level, but the ever-increasing 
fees, which have already reached $100,000 for 
some courses, are now a huge barrier to many 
students.

Those who accept the loans face huge 
repayment bills when they start work. Those 
who pay now are forced to take part-time 
work, if they can fi nd it, while trying to fi nd 
time for their studies. The situation places them 
under extreme stress, both physical and mental. 
Students who fail to fi nd employment after 
graduation must wait six months before they’re 
eligible for the threadbare Newstart allowance.

Putting in the boot
And now fees are likely to rocket, because 

the Abbott government wants to deregulate 
universities in 2016, allowing them to charge 
whatever they can get away with.

Moreover, the government wants the 
interest charges for student loans to rise from 
the level set by the rise in the CPI, currently 
almost zero, to the level of the Commonwealth 
10 year bond rate, currently 6 percent.

The government’s contributed share of 
students’ degree costs will also decline by 20 
percent on average after 2016, and students will 
have to make up the difference. The threshold 
annual income level above which student loans 
must be repaid after graduation will fall from 
the current $51,309 to $46,179.

Funding for the university research training 
scheme will be cut by $170 million, and 
universities will now be able to charge fees for 
research degrees.

Students at TAFE colleges will also be 
subject to hefty increases in fees, possibly 
equivalent to those charged by some 
universities. The government will offer them 
loans but will also subsidise private universities, 
so taxpayers will end up supporting the private 
education sector at the expense of public 
institutions, just as they already do for primary 
and secondary education.

Despite the savage cuts in almost every 
other area, the government will increase 
funding for the school chaplaincy program 
to $245.3 million over the next fi ve years, 
even though the program is currently under a 
constitutional challenge in the High Court.

And just to cap things off, students who 
fail to gain fi nancially rewarding employment 
during their working life and want to retire on 
the age pension will have to work until they’re 
70 before they get it.

Long term impacts
The Abbott regime’s reforms will bring 

back the bad old days when only the wealthy 
could afford to send their children to university, 
and now similar restrictions will begin to apply 
to TAFE students as well.

The new arrangements will deprive many 
students of the opportunity to undertake tertiary 

education, and most of those who manage to 
get through will spend a major part of their 
working lives struggling to pay off the student 
loans.

The government claims that some talented 
students will be helped by scholarships, 
but that’s totally inadequate to deal with the 
catastrophic impact of the new arrangements 
on tertiary education in Australia.

There are other long term implications. 
Long ago George Bernard Shaw observed that 
Britain’s development was retarded because it 
then drew its students from less than half the 
population, and therefore did not realise the 
nation’s full intellectual potential.

And that’s just what will happen here if the 
Abbott government is successful.

Resist, resist!
The Abbott government has used the scenes 

of clashes between students and police to try 
and turn public opinion against the protesters, 
depicting them as irresponsible hooligans.

Before the 2007 elections, John Howard 
began to encounter people who refused to 
shake his hand in his tours of public places. 

When Kevin Rudd offered his apology for the 
stolen generations tragedy he was followed by 
then opposition leader Brendan Nelson, but 
the Aboriginal people at that gathering were 
incensed at Nelson’s speech and turned their 
backs towards him while he spoke.

These gestures are powerful symbols of 
protest. The shunning of Liberal and National 
MPs, combined with action at demonstrations 
will help to swing public opinion against the 
conservative policies of the coalition and kick 
them out of offi ce.

And they certainly should be. Education 
is enshrined in the UN Declaration of Human 
Rights, but the Abbott government sees health 
and education in terms of commodities and 
business opportunities rather than human 
rights, and it is committed to markets, not 
public services.

It’s now crucial for all sections of Australian 
society that have been savagely attacked in the 
government’s budget to unite, and replace the 
Abbott clique with a government that will act 
for the benefi t of the mass of the people, not for 
Abbott’s corporate mates who have benefi ted 
from the budget at everyone else’s expense. 
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PRESS FUND
Last week the giant German bank Deutsche Bank withdrew its 
support for the massive proposed Point Abbot port development 
that would involve millions of tons of harbour sludge being 
dumped in the waters of the Great Barrier Reef to facilitate coal 
exports. The bank’s decision, made at its AGM, followed protest 
advertising in major German newspapers by the group Getup, 
and the subsequent signing of a petition against the proposal by 
German citizens. Even small actions count if there are enough of 
them. If you feel strongly about the Abbott government’s shocking 
policies, you can also help to make a difference by sending us a 
Press Fund contribution for the next issue – please! Many thanks 
to this week’s supporters, as follows:
June Ayres $30, Eric Durstan $10, Mark Mannion $5, 
Sharyn Talbot $20, “Round Figure” $15, Eddie Seymour $50, 
William Wilson $10
This week’s total: $140 Progressive total: $3,400

Dismantling the Federation
Since the formation of the Commonwealth of Australia, federal-

state relations have been a hotly fought issue. The process leading 
to federation was a diffi cult one, fraught with contradictions arising 
out of the recognition of the benefi ts of federation and the reluctance 
of vested interests to relinquish their considerable sovereign powers. 
When on January 1, 1901, six self-governing British colonies became 
states in the new Commonwealth of Australia, these differences were 
far from resolved.

The Constitution was a compromise, but an important and progres-
sive step forward in the history of Australia and the beginning of a 
process which in the decades to come saw further consolidation and 
centralisation as a nation.

The commonwealth government was given specifi c legislative 
powers including taxation, defence, foreign affairs and postal and 
telecommunications services. The states retained their powers over 
matters within their borders such as policing, hospitals, education and 
public transport and any matter not controlled by the Commonwealth. 
Two parallel systems of industrial relations emerged, federal relating 
to disputes (union coverage) that crossed state borders and state where 
workers were not covered by the federal sphere.

Labor Prime Minister John Curtin promoted nationalism and 
introduced uniform tax bills in May 1942 (albeit in part to support 
the war effort). “Whatever be the character of the Australian political 
structure – a structure which consists of a Federal Government and 
six State Governments – the fact is that all these instrumentalities 
are the agencies of the one people. We must look at this matter not 
only in the light of immediate requirements but also in the light of 
the evolution of the federal system.”

In the post-World War II period, the sometimes bumpy process 
of centralisation and independence from British colonisation speeded 
up. The federal government took responsibility for the development 
of a welfare system which applied uniformly across the states and 
territories. This and many other gains were the result of hard won 
struggles by the trade union movement and other community forces.

The Whitlam Labor government replaced the British honours 
system with an Australian one. It attempted to gain federal control 
of wages and prices but was thwarted.

The Keating Labor government set up the Council of Australian 
Governments (COAG) in 1992. Its ministerial councils and the COAG 
Reform Council in particular, played an important role in the adoption 
of uniform regulations and laws across Australia, including recognition 
of qualifi cations, food standards, The process of centralisation and 
development of Australia as a nation state has largely been driven 
by necessity, even if many of the policies adopted have been anti-
working class.

But now, the National Commission of Audit report calls for 
“competitive federalism”. In reality, it is a proposal to take Australia 
backwards, to break the nation up into competing “sovereign states” 
in a race to the bottom wooing global investors. It recommends giving 
state governments access to personal income tax revenues, for the 
federal government to lower income tax rates and “allow room for 
the states to levy their own income tax surcharge”.

States would be able to compete by offering different income tax 
rates, lower minimum wage rates and other concessions in a deregu-
lated and decentralised environment. Federal spending on health, 
education and other government responsibilities and services would 
be handed over to the states (or private sector), to do as little or much 
as they like, but without the money from central taxation revenue.

This is the policy that Abbott has begun implementing. The budget 
contained $80 billion in cuts over coming years to states for education 
and health amongst other cuts. The Audit Commission recommends 
abolishing a large number of national agreements between the 
Commonwealth and states, including $14 billion worth of National 
Partnership Agreements with tied funding. It calls for the abolition of 
the COAG Reform Council and what remains of its functions to be 
handed over to the Productivity Commission! This would be a huge 
step in undermining state-federal co-operation and co-ordination.

It would drag Australia back to pre-1901, leaving people without 
a proper welfare system, living from hand to mouth, fearing sick-
ness in a system where user pays applies to everything. Competing 
corporate states would be left to swim or mostly sink. The federal 
government would remain responsible for defence, border protection, 
immigration, ASIO and other intelligence outfi ts. The reintroduction 
of knights and dames is symbolic of where the Abbott government 
would like to take us.

The recommendations arising from 
the failure of the Gladstone bund 
wall will fail to protect the Great 
Barrier Reef. Environment group 
Save the Reef says that ecocide 
occurred in Gladstone Harbour 
as a result of the design failure 
of the bund wall in September 
2011 but the latest “Independent 
Review” commissioned by federal 
Environment Minister Greg Hunt 
fails to name the perpetrators 
of the ecocide or to recommend 
appropriate disciplinary or 
punitive action.

Save the Reef spokesperson 
Dr Andrew Jeremijenko says that 
future port directors will look at 
Gladstone harbour, the cost savings, 
the finishing ahead of schedule 
and be impressed with the way the 
project delivered on budget and on 
time, ignoring their environmental 
responsibilities and noting the failure 
of federal and state levels to enforce 
environmental compliance.

Dr Jeremijenko says the report 

is full of recommendations about 
informing the community about 
expected impacts, gathering more 
background data, publishing peer 
review reports, aligning water 
quality plans between federal and 
state governments, improving 
internal processes in the environment 
department and allowing for more 
resources for the environment 
department.

“What is not recommended is a 
Royal Commission into Gladstone 
harbour. There are no fi nes, there is 
no accountability, there is not even a 
lot of money required to implement 
the recommendations.

“It is astounding to note that 
the panel of the ‘Independent 
Review’ did not even bother to hear 
from Gladstone Ports Corporation 
whistleblower John Broomhead, 
the man who as environmental 
manager fi rst alerted state and federal 
bureaucrats to major problems with 
the bund wall.

“Ultimately the ‘Independent 

Review’ found the federal 
Environment Department made a 
few ‘mistakes’ in Gladstone Harbour.

“The report authors have said 
we will admit that much and report 
it, and recommend that the federal 
department try to do better next time.

“There is of course no guarantee 
that they will do better next time at 
Abbott Point which was approved 
before all these recommendations 
came out. Or in the ones that are 
approved after the recommendations, 
like Cape York, Townsville, Cairns 
and Mackay.”

Save the Reef says that the social 
licence to dredge Great Barrier Reef 
world heritage areas was lost in 
Gladstone harbour. Dr Jeremijenko 
says that this report doesn’t fi x that.

“No-one in their right mind 
would let state-owned or private 
ports create more Gladstone harbour 
disasters up and down the Great 
Barrier Reef coastline.” 

No fi nes, no accountability 
on Gladstone Harbour 
disaster

A controversial period of Santos 
coal seam gas exploration drilling 
in North West NSW came to an 
end last week, after months of 
blockades, arrests and delays.

Twenty one people, including 
18 local farmers and community 
members, were arrested while 
delaying Santos drilling activities 
since it commenced in December 
last year. During that time, 
several hundred farmers and local 
community members participated 
in activities blocking access gates 
and defying Forestry exclusion 
zones that were placed around the 
increasingly controversial drilling 
areas.

Santos only had approval 
to drill eight new coal seam gas 
exploration wells in the Pilliga 
forest, and does not have any further 
approvals at present. The eight 
wells quickly became the focus of 
concerted and escalating community 
efforts to disrupt the controversial 

drilling activity in the precious 
recharge area of the Great Artesian 
Basin groundwater resource.

“The community really came 
together and stood up for our water 
resources and our kids’ future when 
they took action to block those 
Santos coal seam gas rigs,” said 
26 year old Josh Borowski, a third 
generation farmer of the Pilliga 
area, who recently joined with fi ve 
other farmers in a lock-on protest a 
Santos drilling rig.

“I’m glad to know those CSG 
rigs are out of the forest for now. If 
Santos try to bring drill rigs back 
into the Pilliga they are likely to see 
escalating community opposition. 
We’re really genuine and unifi ed 
about protecting our land, water and 
rights,” he said.

“We are absolutely delighted 
to see the backs of Santos’ coal 
seam gas drilling rigs,” said Sarah 
Ciesiolka, a farmer living just north 
of the Narrabri Gas Project area.

“The past few months have 
seen a landslide of community 
opposition to Santos’ coal seam gas 
drilling plans.

“The community has grown 
stronger together in our opposition, 
particularly in response to the 
coal seam gas groundwater 
contamination and the questionable 
fast-tracking of the Narrabri Gas 
Project.

“Santos, if you try to bring back 
your CSG drilling rigs, you can 
expect to be confronted by an ever 
more determined community” she 
said.

The Santos drill rigs leaving 
the Pilliga forest came just days 
after a CSG drilling rig was refused 
access to drill at Bentley in northern 
NSW. Santos must now wait until 
an upcoming Planning Assessment 
Commission meeting in Narrabri 
on June 19 to determine if they can 
drill further exploration wells in the 
forest. 

Good riddance: Santos CSG 
rolls out of the Pilliga

The Leard Forest Alliance has 
reacted angrily to revelations that 
the Department of Planning and 
Environment has changed a key 
management plan for the Maules 
Creek coal mine to allow clearing 
to occur in Leard State Forest over 
winter, when many native animals 
will be vulnerable to injury and 
death.

Previously, the Biodiversity 
Management Plan for the Maules 
Creek project prevented clearing 
to occur during the winter because 
many threatened and other native 
species go into a kind of hibernation 
that prevents them from being able 
to escape bulldozers. The condition 
is standard for mines in the area 
and was a key part of claims by the 
company, Whitehaven Coal, and the 

government, that threatened wildlife 
would be able to leave Leard State 
Forest when clearing took place and 
move into offset areas.

A change made to the 
Biodiversity Management Plan 
means that this restriction will no 
longer apply to Maules Creek, and 
that clearing will be able to occur in 
June. It was not clear whether the 
then new Environment Minister, Rob 
Stokes, had any role in the decision, 
and the Leard Forest Alliance is 
calling on the Minister to intervene.

Leard  Fores t  Al l i ance 
spokesperson, Helen War said, “This 
is just devastating. The wildlife of 
Leard State Forest is being sacrifi ced 
because a mining company can’t wait 
three months to do their clearing. It 
looks like there are no controls on the 

coal industry that they can’t negotiate 
their way out of if even this basic 
rule to prevent animal cruelty can be 
circumvented.”

Ecologist Phil Spark said, 
“Clearing the forest in winter 
will result in the displacement, 
injury or death of over 70 species 
of hibernating reptiles and frogs, 
bats and small marsupials that are 
sheltering in the hollow trees and 
logs to be cleared. Those few that do 
escape the dozers will be likely be 
taken by predators.

“Without winter protection the 
animals don’t stand a chance.”

Helen War said, “Where is the 
Environment Minister? Rob Stokes 
has to act to stop this massacre: tell 
Whitehaven Coal that this time they 
have to stick to the rules.” 

Decision to weaken wildlife 
protection in Leard Forest
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Federal budget 2014-15

Myths, lies and deceit
Anna Pha

Remember the Coalition’s pre-
election promises of no cuts to 
education, health, or the ABC 
or SBS; no forced redundancies 
in the public service; no change 
to pensions; restoration of 
accountability and improved 
transparency; no increase in 
university fees; no increased 
taxes; etc. All torn up in its 
fi rst budget. But the deceit is 
not confi ned to broken policies. 
The spin that accompanied each 
broken promise, each attack 
on pensioners, students, the 
unemployed, families, Indigenous 
Australians, the public service, 
etc, is accompanied by neo-liberal 
mythology, outright lies and 
deception in an attempt to justify 
them.

The following are a few of the 
lines which, with the help of the 
Murdoch and Fairfax media and 
business leaders, have been sold to 
the working class in an attempt to 
justify an all out attack on their living 
standards and basic human rights:

Myth: There is a “budget 
emergency”

Fact: The budget defi cit was 1.2 
percent of GDP in 2012-13 down 
from 1.7 percent in 2011-12. This is 
one of the lowest in the world and is 
also historically very small. (Stephen 
Koukoulas, “Budget emergency? Not 
if you look at Hockey’s numbers”, 
Business Spectator, 26-05-2014)

Likewise government debt 
(resulting from accumulated defi cits) 
is one of the lowest at 10.1 percent 
in 2012-13. According to the IMF’s 
World Economic Outlook Database 
(2013) only six OECD countries have 
a lower net debt to GDP ratio than 
Australia. (GDP, the gross domestic 
product is a measure of national 
income – wages, profi ts, taxes, etc)

The source of the defi cit (and 
hence debt) is the outcome of the 
erosion of the tax base over almost 
three decades of cumulative tax cuts. 
The corporate rate has been reduced 
from 46 cents in the dollar to 30 cents 
and in the fi rst Abbott/Hockey budget 
is to be reduced to 28.5 percent. 
The tax take was only 21.6 percent 
of GDP in 2012-13 compared with 
spending of 24.3 percent in 2012-13, 
and 25.2 percent of GDP in 2011-12.

Australia is fi fth lowest taxing 
counties in the OECD.

Deceit: “Without action we face 
a decade of defi cits and debt growing 
to $667 billion by 2023-24 ...

Fact: This is a dirty piece 
of scare-mongering, with large-
sounding figures pulled out of 
context (no comparison with 
GDP) that combine Labor’s future 
estimates with the Coalition’s hike 
in spending on military, etc. It fails 
to properly take into account GDP 
growth, infl ation, etc, let alone what 
the money is being spent on and how 
it might benefi t people. It includes 
future company tax cuts which 
reduce income.

Unstated, but implied, in all 
of these statements, is the notion 
that debt is bad. There is no similar 
attack on corporate debt which in 
relative terms is far higher, or on 
domestic debt. The government is not 
suggesting people do not borrow to 
buy a home or that companies do not 
borrow to buy up public assets when 
the government privatises them.

Myth: Spending on health, 
education and social security are 
unsustainable

Fact: This claim has nothing 
to do with balancing a budget. The 
claim is unfounded. It is propaganda, 
designed to cover up the government 
as it dumps its responsibilities for 
social spending and pushes ahead 
with massive cuts to company tax 
rates.

This is a class question: whose 
interests does the budget serve – 
the big corporations and rich or the 
working class? A government serving 
the interests of the working class 
would say it is the tax cuts that are 
unsustainable. The increase in the 
military budget from just under $30 
billion to $40 billion is unsustainable 
as well as a threat to regional 
security. The fossil fuel rebate and 
other mining industry subsidies of 
close to $14 billion are unsustainable 
financially and environmentally. 
The private health insurance rebate, 
which subsidises private hospitals 
and insurance companies diverts 
funds from under-funded public 
hospitals.

What is “unsustainable” is 
defi ned by which side you are on.

Myth: The size of government 
has “expanded signifi cantly”

Fact: As the above figures 
indicate, government has not 
expanded but shrunk in real terms 
compared with the size of the 
economy. Such claims are based on 
the concept that “small government” 
is good, that “large government” is 
some evil. “Small government” is 
only good for companies and the rich 
seeking to avoid paying taxation, not 
for the people.

The taxation system and 
government expenditure are a key 
means of wealth distribution. “Small 
government” is a neo-liberal agenda 
to rob the working class of its social 
wage – health services, education, 
social security, age pension, etc, 
– so that company taxes can be 
reduced and eventually abolished. 
The Communist Party of Australia 
supports the expansion of the social 
wage with an increase in company 
tax rates and in the marginal rates of 
those on high incomes.

Under a progressive tax system, 
everyone contributes according to 
their ability to pay, and at various 
stages of their lifetime they receive 
the services and benefi ts they need.

Deceit: “Each year, the 
government spends more on welfare 
than we spend on the education of 

our children, the health of our people 
or the defence of our nation”.

Fact: Is it such a crime that the 
social security payments covering the 
age pension, unemployment benefi ts, 
disability pensions, family payments, 
childcare support, etc, add up to 
more than other individual items of 
expenditure? No. They total around 
35 percent of expenditure.

Compared with the GDP, they 
consume approximately 8.5 percent 
of the total wealth produced (2012-
13) fi gures. Is that unreasonable? 
Is that unsustainable? The amount 
is relatively small and should be 
increased, not further cut.

Myth: There is “wasteful 
spending”

Fact: Not a single piece of 
evidence is provided to support this 
claim. Years of cuts mean every 
cent is stretched, every public sector 
worker is also stretched beyond their 
limits. Of course the government 
may mean by wasteful, that it is a 
waste of money spending anything 
on the unemployed, the sick, students 
and age pensioners.

There is an element of truth in 
this claim; there is wasteful spending 
on the military and mining industry 
subsidies.

Lie: The budget is “fair”
Fact: There is a direct 

relationship between how well off 
someone is and how much “heavy 
lifting” they do. The more vulnerable 
someone is, the more disadvantaged 
they are, the bigger the cuts.

There is nothing fair about an 
unemployed person of 25 having 
no income for six months. A single 
parent on Newstart with an eight-
year-old child will lose $54 a week. 
A childless couple earning $360,000 
a year will lose nothing. (See Peter 
Martin, “Families on benefits the 
biggest losers, analysis of budget 
shows”, Sydney Morning Herald, 
19-05-2014) for more comparisons.)

Deceit: “Doing nothing is not an 
option”

Fact: What a load of twaddle. 
It is a meaningless statement, 
designed to reinforce the concept 
of an emergency and to justify a 
brutal attack on people’s lives. Every 
government does something. The 
key question is what they do, what 
the options are. “Small government” 
is one conservative and regressive 
option. There are a host of other 
progressive options. 

Pete’s Corner The Globalisation 
of Poverty and the 
New World Order
by Michel Chossudovsky
Paper back– 377 pages

Publisher: Global Research, 2003

$36 including p&h
This is a second edition with valuable updates 
and additional chapters that not only deal 
with important economic questions but 
extremely well researched and revealing 
information on experiences in Sub-Saharan 
Africa, South-East Asia, Bangladesh, 
Vietnam, Latin America, the former Soviet 
Union and the Balkans. Michel Chossudovsky 
spent considerable time researching his 
topics, including extensive travels in many 
of the countries reported on. The part on the 
New World Order includes coverage of the 
dismantling of the welfare state, narrowing of 
the tax base, illusory independence of central 
banks and the crisis of the state.
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Richard Titelius

Why is the example of Cuba still a 
potent symbol for so many people 
in Australia and around the 
world? Today there are thousands 
of friendship societies which have 
sprung up around the world to 
cultivate an affi nity and develop 
solidarity with its Revolution, 
society and people.

In Australia there are nine ACFS 
groups and also three groups over the 
Tasman in New Zealand. Every year 
a city is selected to host the National 
Consultation. This year, the 32nd 
National Cuban Consultation was 
held in Melbourne on May 17-18 
at the offi ces of the Maritime Union 
of Australia with over 50 delegates 
and the Cuban Ambassador Pedro 
Monzón in attendance.

MUA branch secretary Kevin 
Bracken opened the Consultation, 
recalling his visit to Cuba for May 
Day in Havana in 2013 and the 
warmth, openness and cohesiveness 
of the people of Havana.

Bracken said Australians have 
much to admire and learn from Cuba; 
from their low infant mortality rate 
(4.2 per 1,000 live births for 2013), 
the respect they show for their young 
people and the pride they show in 
their sovereignty and independence. 
This is contrasted to Australia 
under Prime Minister Tony Abbott 
who is turning the country into an 
individualistic, “dog eat dog” society.

In his address, Monzón 

emphasised the importance of 
Cubans maintaining their sovereignty 
and independence.

This struggle which includes 
resisting and coping with the harsh, 
cruel economic blockade by the 
US government that “has had a 
fundamental role in shaping the 
Cuban society and had affected the 
fl exibility of the Cuban economy.”

The state plays a vital and central 
role in the economy – ensuring that 
essential industries are not left to the 
operation of market forces, such as 
health and education.

Following the Ambassador 
Monzón’s presentation and a robust 
Q&A session, various state branches 
presented their reports, outlining the 
activities undertaken during the year 
to promote Cuba in their state.

This included a report on the 31st 
Southern Cross Brigade which this 
year had been based in the coastal 
city of Veradero and toured the 
surrounding area including Matanzas. 
That was the site of the failed Bay 
of Pigs Invasion in 1961 by Cuban 
expatriates which was successfully 
thwarted by government forces led 
by Fidel Castro.

A number of resolutions were 
adopted including on the Cuban Five 
calling for their release from unjust 
imprisonment.

There was also discussion of the 
ongoing benefi ts to the Aboriginal 
community of Wilcannia in outback 
New South Wales which had 
benefited from the Cuban Adult 

Literacy Program, “Si se puede!” 
(Yes I can!). The program is now 
being picked up by other Aboriginal 
communities with the support of 
Indigenous campaigner Jack Beetson 
and the Literacy for Life Foundation.

It was confi rmed that there will 
be a visit by a relative of the Cuban 
Five to Australia in August 2014. 
It was decided to hold the 1025 
Consultation in Adelaide in 2015.

There was the traditional 
Saturday night of culture which 
was taken to a high standard with 
a number of musicians, dance by 
Xochitquetzal Dance Group and the 
very talented sisters Helena Ring 
(Operatic singing) and Lisa Ring 
(Flute and keyboard). 

Cuba: a potent symbol

The Victorian Branch of the 
Maritime Union of Australia has 
taken Patrick Stevedores to the 
Federal Court seeking justice 
for 260 Webb Dock wharfies 
who are facing redundancy and 
casualisation, while the company 
pockets a secret payment from the 
state government worth at least 
$18.5 million.

The payment is notionally to 
compensate the company while 
Webb Dock is redeveloped, a luxury 
that the company is unwilling to 
extend to its own workforce.

The court action around job 
security for the affected workers 
comes as the Victorian government 
continues to refuse to answer 
questions or disclose information 
about the secret payment.

Earlier a staffer to the Victorian 
Ports Minister claimed there are 
no documents detailing the multi-
million dollar agreement. The only 
known documentation was released 
when Patrick’s parent company, 
Asciano, confi rmed an $18.5 
million payment in its obligatory 
fi nancial reporting to the Australian 
Stock Exchange in February.

“It’s extraordinary that the 
Victorian government is rewarding 
a company that’s trying to massacre 
the jobs and employment security 
of its workforce,” MUA assistant 
national secretary, Ian Bray said.

“But it’s even worse that they 
refuse to answer any questions or 
provide any detail about a secret 
payment of $18.5 million. We know 
for a fact that money has changed 
hands between the government on 
the one hand, and a company that is 
destroying livelihoods on the other.

“How does it serve the public 
interest for the details of this 
payment to remain locked way 
and hidden from public scrutiny, 
while shareholders and executive 
managers continue to prosper?”

The MUA has attempted to 
obtain information on the deal 
through a number of channels. The 
union has formally written to the 
Ports Minister and lodged Freedom 
of Information requests with thePort 
of Melbourne Corporation (PoMC) 
and the Department of Transport, 
Planning and Local Infrastructure.

In a letter written to the MUA, 
Ports Minister David Hodgett’s 
chief of staff said he had “made 
inquiries which indicate that this 
offi ce has no documents that 
provide any detail of any agreement 
between the PoMC and Patrick as 
referred to in your FOI application.”

The Labor opposition passed a 
motion in the Legislative Council to 
table all relevant documents to the 
deal but Mr Hodgett wrote to the 
clerk saying he was unable to meet 
the parliament’s deadline.

“This deal is shrouded in so 
much secrecy that it is raising my 
suspicions as to what has occurred,” 
Mr Bray said.

“This is public money we’re 
talking about and I think the public 
ought to know the details of multi-
million dollar payments being 
made to a company that posted a 
$187 profi t in just six months of 
operation, particularly when that 
company is intending to downsize 
and increase casualisation of the 
workforce.” 

Govt secrecy 
prevails

Australia’s big four banks are 
backing companies accused of 
kicking people off their land, 
leaving them homeless and 
hungry, Oxfam Australia says.

Oxfam Australia’s report, 
Banking on Shaky Ground – 
Australia’s big four banks and 
land grabs, includes evidence that 
ANZ, Westpac, National Australia 
Bank and the Commonwealth Bank 
have backed companies that have 
contributed to illegal logging, forced 
evictions, inadequate compensation, 
food shortages and child labour.

“From PNG and Cambodia to 
Indonesia and Brazil, our banks 
have backed companies accused 
of forcing people from their land,” 
Oxfam Australia’s Chief Executive 
Dr Helen Szoke said.

“This involvement has also 
resulted in billions of dollars of 
exposure for everyday Australians 
who have their money in accounts 
with these banks, or who own bank 
shares directly or through their 
superannuation funds.”

Dr Szoke said our banks were 
investing in Asia and the Pacifi c 
and have trumpeted these regions 
as an opportunity for growth, but 
the evidence showed they were 

unaware of or failing to respond to 
the risks of doing business there, 
particularly in the agricultural and 
timber industries.

Oxfam’s investigations show 
the banks are on shaky ground 
with these investments, facing 
potential asset write downs and the 
possibility that foreign governments 
and courts will shut down land 
deals, resulting in signifi cant 
fi nancial loss and shareholder value 
for each bank.

In PNG, Westpac is supporting 
a timber company that is logging 
pristine rainforest in defi ance 
of an explicit fi nding by PNG’s 
Commission of Inquiry into Special 
Agricultural Business Leases that 
its lease was invalid and should be 
revoked.

In Cambodia, the ANZ Bank 
is fi nancing a sugar plantation that 
has involved child labour, military-
backed land grabs, forced evictions 
and food shortages.

The Commonwealth Bank 
has invested in an agribusiness 
giant, whose Brazilian sugar mill 
is sourcing sugar from people 
occupying land in defi ance of 
Brazilian laws that determined the 
Indigenous people evicted for the 

sugar plantation are the true owners 
of the land.

Across Asia, the NAB has 
been funding Asian palm oil giant 
Wilmar – which has been linked to 
land grab allegations in Indonesia 
and Malaysia, since 2011. A NAB 
loan last year came after Newsweek 
had ranked Wilmar as the least 
sustainable company in the world 
for its environmental performance 
for two years running. Whilst 
Wilmar has since taken steps to 
address land grabs, NAB has not.

Land grabs are a signifi cant 
issue that has already been 
recognised by leading corporations 
including Coca-Cola and PepsiCo, 
and international fi nancial 
institutions such as the World Bank, 
which have all adopted tough due 
diligence policies to prevent their 
involvement in land grabs.

“Investment in agriculture is 
vital to reduce global hunger, but 
it has to be done responsibly,” Dr 
Szoke said. “The banks need to say 
which companies they’re investing 
in, and where those companies 
have pushed people off the land, 
to work with those companies to 
change their practices and provide 
compensation to communities.” 

Australian banks 
backing companies 
accused of land grabs

Cuban Ambassador Pedro Monzon addresses Consultation in Melbourne.

Australians have much to 
admire and learn from Cuba; 

from their low infant mortality 
rate, the respect they show 
for their young people and 

the pride they show in their 
sovereignty and independence. 
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The next phase of the roll-out of 
the National Disability Insurance 
Scheme (NDIS) is set down 
for July 1. It will spread from 
regions in NSW, Victoria, SA and 
Tasmania to new trial sites in WA, 
the ACT and Northern Territory. 
The expansion is taking place to 
the sound of sharpening federal 
budget knives and the early stages 
of the scheme have been clouded 
by cost blow-out claims and 
administrative shortcomings. The 
chatter from conservative forces 
is all about the “sustainability” 
of Australia’s current levels of 
social security spending, including 
funding of the NDIS.

A report commissioned by 
the federal government released 
in January lays out the official 

concerns. The launch of the NDIS 
last year was rushed, presumably 
to suit the political agenda of the 
then Gillard government. The 
decision to locate the head offi ce 
in jobs-starved Geelong has 
meant most staff are temporary 
pending permanent recruitment. 
IT infrastructure is inadequate, 
questions of eligibility were not 
sorted and more accurate estimates 
of the number of people requiring 
“reasonable and necessary support” 
were not available.

Staff are highly motivated but 
bothered by current uncertainty. 
The National Disability Insurance 
Agency that administers the scheme 
is hampered by the same hiring 
freeze that has hit the rest of the 
Commonwealth public service.

Costs for the pilots for the 
scheme were as much as 30 percent 
above estimates, reaching $46,000 
per person. Total cost blow-out for 
the fi rst six months was $400 million. 
The full impact of government belt 
tightening is beginning to show 

in fi nancial terms as well as in the 
effectiveness of service delivery.

Senior public servants are 
worried about future chaos. Retiring 
Treasury Secretary Martin Parkinson 
slammed the blinkered “do more 
with less” mentality of successive 
Labor and Coalition governments. 
In a speech given in March he 
warned of the “rising expectation 
the public has of the government 
and, in turn, the government has of 
the public sector. There’s a growing 
gap between what the community 
expects from government, and what 
the government can sustainably 
provide.”

The public was led to believe 
the NDIS would essentially 
fix the woefully under-funded, 
uncoordinated services to people with 
disabilities. The promised injection 
of funds was almost universally 

welcomed but the mechanism was not 
fully understood. It is an insurance 
scheme paying out to providers in 
a “market” for services. One of the 
concerns about the roll out in the NT 
is that such a “market” of suppliers 
isn’t suffi ciently developed. Private 
service delivery (privatisation) is 
an assumption of the NDIS. The 
concept came out of a report from the 
federal government’s Productivity 
Commission, which has pursued a 
consistent neo-liberal political line.

Governments are expecting 
to have less direct responsibility 
for providing services. The Public 
Service Association in NSW has tried 
to raise awareness of the dangers 
of the system being implemented 
following bitter experience with 
hand-washing state authorities 
in cases of young people with 
intellectual disabilities with nowhere 
to go for suitable accommodation 
with appropriate levels of care.

“While the full implementation 
of the National Disability Insurance 
Scheme will potentially benefit 

many in the community who are 
able to make choices, handing 
100 percent of responsibility for 
disability services to the private 
sector will disadvantage many 
others who are unable to make their 
voice heard, and do not have family 
support,” the union’s website points 
out. “There is a huge risk that these 
people will simply fall through the 
cracks.”

Sympathy for people with a 
disability is in short supply in the 
federal government and its cheer 
squad in the corporate media. 
“Slackers and slouch hats” was the 
headline in last Wednesday’s Daily 
Telegraph. Murdoch’s Sydney tabloid 
was pointing out that the number 
of NSW people on the Disability 
Support Pension (DSP) now 
exceeded the number of Australians 
wounded in war. The odd comparison 
was made to order for the federal 
government as it presses ahead with 
threats of “independent” doctors to 
review eligibility for the benefit. 
The government is awaiting the fi nal 
report on the welfare system from 
Patrick McClure, the former CEO 
of Mission Australia who previously 
headed up Macquarie Capital Funds’ 
Retirement Villages Group.

The concept of “independent” 
medical review of recipients of the 
DSP has split the Australian Medical 
Association, which gives cautious 
support, from the Royal Australian 
College of General Practitioners 
(RACGP), which opposes it.

RACGP president Dr Liz 
Marles defends the capacity of 
GPs to accurately assess patients. 
“I would be surprised if having 
independent reviews would make 
much difference,” she said. “In most 
circumstances … people do actually 
want to have a job and the self-esteem 
that goes with that. There are a lot of 
people who genuinely have mental 
health issues … and they’re going to 
struggle to get paid employment.”

Social Services Minister Kevin 
Andrews is having none of that. 
While denying that the measure is 
a cost-cutting one, he obviously 
anticipates a lot of people being 
taken off the pension. The under 
35s, especially, are in his sights. 
Treasurer Joe Hockey says he fears 
the DSP has become “a cargo net into 
which everyone falls and they never 
get out”. You could cut the contempt 
with a knife. 

Tense times for 
people with 
disabilities

Talkback radio stations are in full swing discussing the budget 
impact on people. Depending on the station and the presenter, 
you can end up with a whole range of opinions. The stories 
people share have a common thread – the budget is leaning 
heavily on ordinary people. When it comes to defence spending, it 
seems to be another story. The Chief of the Air Force Geoff Brown 
is enthusiastic about weaponised drones and will be pushing 
hard for Australia to buy them. The kind he wants cost about 
$12 million each. He did not say under which scenarios Australia 
might use armed drones but insisted they were well-suited for 
surveillance. Air Marshall Brown also expressed frustration 
with what he called “skewed” public perception about drones. 
Could it be that that “perception” comes with the knowledge 
of hundreds of innocent civilians being killed by US drones? 

Another budget winner is the controversial school chaplaincy 
program which got almost $250 million. The Australian Education 
Union says this funding is completely misdirected and the 
money should have been used instead to help students with 
disabilities. “We have a situation where there are 100,000 
students with disabilities but not receiving the disability funding 
they need. There is more being used on school chaplaincy than 
there is in dealing with the needs of disability … surely this is 
a higher priority”, said the AEU president Angelo Gavrielatos.

We do not think much about the safety of the food we eat and 
the water we drink because we know that there are professional 
people who make sure it is safe. For 120 years government 
labs have been testing food in NSW and have refi ned testing 
methods greatly over that time. The testing carried out by these 
laboratories is of highest standard and quality. But this has not 
protected them from the most virulent pest there is – privatisation 
of public service. The NSW Ministry of Health is closing the 
Food Testing Laboratory with 17 workers losing their jobs. The 
NSW Ministry of Health is prepared to sacrifi ce an extremely 
important public service provider and shift it to less rigorous 
private providers. The regular monitoring of environmental and 
food samples ensures that hygiene levels, chemical additives 
and general consumer interests are taken care of. How you can 
help? Please sign this petition and forward on to your social 
media sites: www.change.org/en-AU/petitions/jillian-skinner-stop-playing-with-nsw-health

Australian children are among the world’s least active, according 
to a landmark survey of 15,000 people. The survey looked 
at children between the ages of 5 and 17. It turns out that 
more than 80 percent of Australian kids fail to do an hour of 
exercise every day. Trevor Shilton, the Heart Foundation’s 
physical activity spokesman, said the statistics were “shocking”. 
“What we are facing is a potential future health crisis where 
heart disease, diabetes and obesity rates will rise. This is 
a wake-up call and there is no sign this will get any better”.

“There is a huge risk that 
these people will simply 
fall through the cracks.”
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It’s longstanding US policy. In 
his March 18 address on Crimea, 
Putin was right saying:

“We have every reason to 
assume that the infamous policy of 
containment, led in the 18th, 19th 
and 20th centuries, continues today.” 
Western nations are “constantly 
trying to sweep us into a corner 
because we have an independent 
position, because we maintain it, and 
because we call things like they are 
and do not engage in hypocrisy.”

“Everything has its limits,” he 
added. “In Ukraine, our Western 
partners crossed the red line.” 
They “act irresponsibly and 
unprofessionally.”

Putin had the courage to say 
what needs to be heard publicly. 
Containing Russia is longstanding 
US policy. It refl ects US hegemonic 
ambitions. It risks a potential 
belligerent East/West confrontation.

As early as 1917, Washington 
and Britain wanted the new Soviet 
state destroyed. Three months before 
WW1 ended, Britain led a multi-
nation force.

At the time, Lloyd George was 
Prime Minister. Churchill was UK 
Minister of War and Air. Woodrow 
Wilson was US president.

Thousands of US marines were 
involved. They invaded Russia. They 
intervened against Bolshevik forces. 
They remained until April 1920.

So-called “preventive war” 
failed. At the same time, “Red Scare” 
propaganda was intense.

Hysteria
Political scientist Murray Levin 

called it “a nation-wide anti-radical 
hysteria provoked by a mounting 
fear and anxiety that a Bolshevik 
revolution in America was imminent 
– a revolution that would change 
church, home, marriage, civility, and 
the American Way of Life.”

Newspapers hyped fear. 
Xenophobia raged. Industrial 
Workers of the World (IWW 
Wobblies) were demonised.

Latter-day mainstream media 
called them “radical threats to 
American society” inspired by “left-
wing, foreign agent provocateurs.”

Labour strikes they led 
were called “crimes against 
society”, “conspiracies against the 
government,” and “plots to establish 
communism.”

Dozens of Wobbly members 
were arrested. They were convicted. 
They got long prison terms. The 
IWW was never the same again. 
The infamous 1917 Espionage Act 
and 1918 anti-anarchist Sedition Act 
were enacted. Law Professor David 
Cole said Wilson “targeted alien 
radicals.

“He deported them for their 
speech or associations. He made little 
effort to distinguish true threats from 
ideological dissidents.”

In 1918, the abusive Palmer raids 
followed. They continued into 1921. 
Wilson’s Attorney General Mitchell 
Palmer ordered them. He targeted 
Wobbly members and other left-
wing groups. He launched J Edgar 
Hoover’s FBI career. It began in 
the Department of Justice Bureau 
of Investigation’s newly created 
General Intelligence Division. In 
1935, it became the FBI.

A year earlier, the Special 
Committee on Un-American 
Activities was established. The 
House Un-American Activities 
Committee (HUAC) succeeded it.

Targeting dissidents
From the mid-1950s through 

the early 1970s, Hoover’s infamous 
COINTELPRO (counterintelligence) 
program targeted political dissidents, 
alleged communists, anti-war, human 
and civil rights activists, American 
Indian Movement members, and 
Black Panther Party ones, among 
others.

In their book, Agents of 
Repression, Ward Churchill and Jim 
Vander Wall said:

“The term came to signify the 
whole context of clandestine (usually 
illegal) political repression activities 
… .” They included “a massive 
surveillance (program via) wiretaps, 
surreptitious entries and burglaries, 
electronic devices, live ‘tails’ and 
bogus mail.” It was done to induce 
paranoia and “foster ‘splits’ within 
or between organisations.”

Other tactics included:
• “black propaganda” through 

leafl ets or other publications; 
it was “designed to discredit 
organisations and foster internal 
tensions”;

• “disinformation or ‘grey 
propaganda’ ” for the same 
purpose;

• “bad-jacketing” to “create 
suspicion – through the spread 
of rumours, manufacture of 
evidence, etc” to turn some 
members against others violently;

• “harassment arrests (on bogus) 
charges;” and

• “assassinations (of) selected 
political leaders.”

This writer vividly remembers 
December 4, 1969. Chicago police 
murdered Black Panther leaders Fred 
Hampton and Mark Clark while they 
slept. They did so in cold blood.

In November 1968, J Edgar 
Hoover ordered FBI agents “to 
exploit all avenues of creating 
... dissension within the ranks of 
the BPP (Black Panther Party) 
[using] imaginative hard-hitting 
counterintelligence measures aimed 
at crippling” the organisation.

He targeted independent voices 
challenging America’s imperial 
agenda. Soviet Russia supporters 
were prime targets.

Post-WW2, containing Russia 
became official US policy. US 
diplomat/ambassador to Soviet 
Russia/presidential advisor George 
Kennan (1904 - 2005) was “the father 
of containment.”

He was a core member of 
so-called foreign policy Wise Men. 
His advice inspired the Truman 
Doctrine. More on it below.

His 1946 “Long Telegram” 
from Moscow and 1947 article 
“Sources of Soviet Conduct” claimed 
its government was inherently 
expansionist. Containing its infl uence 
in strategic areas vitally important 
to America had to be prioritised, he 
argued. Cold War policies followed. 
Kennan was instrumentally involved.

In February 1948, his “Memo 
PPS23” said:

Disparity
“We have 50 percent of the 

world’s wealth but only 6.3 percent 
of its population. (It makes us) the 
object of envy and resentment. Our 
real task in the coming period is 
to devise a pattern of relationships 
(to let us) maintain this position of 
disparity without positive detriment 
to our national society.

“To do so we will have to 
dispense with all sentimentality and 
daydreaming; and our attention will 
have to be concentrated everywhere 
on our immediate national objectives.

“We need not deceive ourselves 
that we can afford today the luxury 
of altruism and world benefaction ...

“We should dispense with the 

aspiration to ‘be liked’ or to be 
regarded as the repository of a high-
minded international altruism.

“We should [stop talking about] 
unreal objectives such as human 
rights, the raising of the living 
standards, and democratisation.

“The day is not far off when we 
are going to have to deal in straight 
power concepts. The less we are 
hampered by idealistic slogans [ideas 
and practices], the better.”

In July 1947, in his so-called 
“X” article headlined “The Sources 
of Soviet Conduct” he urged 
“countering it effectively”. He 
stressed “containment”, saying:

“The main element of any United 
States policy toward the Soviet Union 
must be that of a long-term, patient 
but fi rm and vigilant containment of 
Russian expansive tendencies.”

He quoted Lenin saying:
“Unevenness of economic and 

political development is the infl exible 
law of capitalism. It follows from this 
that the victory of Socialism may 
come originally in a few capitalist 
countries or even in a single capitalist 
country.

“The victorious proletariat of 
that country, having expropriated 
the capitalists and having organised 
Socialist production at home, would 
rise against the remaining capitalist 
world, drawing to itself in the process 
the oppressed classes of other 
countries.”

He said Soviet power refl ects 
“innate antagonism between 
capitalism and socialism.

“We have seen how deeply that 
concept has become imbedded in 
foundations of Soviet power. It has 
profound implications for Russia’s 
conduct as a member of international 
society.

“It means that there can never 
be on Moscow’s side a sincere 
assumption of a community of aims 
between the Soviet Union and powers 
which are regarded as capitalist.

“It must inevitably be assumed in 
Moscow that the aims of the capitalist 
world are antagonistic to the Soviet 
regime, and therefore to the interests 
of the peoples it controls.”

Antagonism remains, said 
Kennan. “And from it fl ow many 
of the phenomena which we find 
disturbing in the Kremlin’s conduct 
of foreign policy: the secretiveness, 
the lack of frankness, the duplicity, 
the wary suspiciousness, and the 
basic unfriendliness of purpose.”

Russians will be “diffi cult to deal 
with” for a long time, he stressed. In 
November 1948, NSC 4 outlined 
“US Objectives with Respect to the 
USSR to Counter Soviet Threats to 
US Security.”

NSC 7 followed. It covered “The 
Position of the United States With 
Respect to Soviet Dominated World 
Communism.” It said:

“A defensive policy cannot be 
considered an effective means of 
checking the momentum of Soviet 
expansion.”

“Defeating” communism was 
considered “vital to the security 
of the United States.” It argued 
Washington should organise and 
lead a “counter-offensive” aimed at 
undermining Soviet strength.

It should “develop, and at 
the appropriate time carry out, a 
coordinated program to support 
underground resistance movements 
in countries behind the iron curtain, 
including the USSR.”

“Political Warfare”
Kennan’s 1948 “Inauguration 

of Political Warfare” explained 
his ideas on how to conduct it. He 
discussed covert and overt strategies. 

He included political alliances, 
economic policies, and encouraging 
underground resistance initiatives. He 
encouraged establishing “Liberation 
Committees” across Europe. He 
supported policies short of war.

“In the long run,” he said, “there 
can be only three possibilities for the 
future of western and central Europe. 
One is German domination. Another 
is Russian domination. The third 
is a federated Europe, into which 
the parts of Germany are absorbed 
but in which the infl uence of the 
other countries is suffi cient to hold 
Germany in her place.

“If there is no real European 
federation and if Germany is 
restored as a strong and independent 
country, we must expect another 
attempt at German domination. If 
there is no real European federation 
and if Germany is not restored as a 
strong and independent country, we 
invite Russian domination, for an 
unorganised Western Europe cannot 
indefinitely oppose an organised 
Eastern Europe.

“The only reasonably hopeful 
possibility for avoiding one of these 
two evils is some form of federation 
in western and central Europe.”

Iron curtain
In March 1946, Churchill spoke 

at Fulton, MO-based Westminster 
College. He delivered his famous 
“Iron Curtain” speech. He titled it 
“The Sinews of Peace.”

He helped change the way 
Western nations viewed communist 
Eastern ones. In pointed language, 
he said:

“Nobody  knows  wha t 
Soviet Russia and its communist 
international organisation intends to 
do in the immediate future, or what 
are its limits, if any, to their expansive 
and proselytizing tendencies. From 
Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in 
the Adriatic, an iron curtain has 
descended across the Continent.

“Behind that line lie all the 
capitals of the ancient states of 
Central and Eastern Europe. 
Warsaw, Berlin, Prague, Vienna, 
Budapest, Belgrade, Bucharest and 
Sofi a, all these famous cities and the 
populations around them lie in what 
I must call the Soviet sphere, and all 
are subject in one form or another, 
not only to Soviet influence but 
to a very high and, in many cases, 
increasing measure of control from 
Moscow.”

Many analysts consider his 
speech the beginning of the Cold 
War.

In March 1947, Truman’s 
Doctrine pledged “support (for) free 
peoples who are resisting attempted 
subjugation by armed minorities or 
by outside pressures.”

He aimed to keep Greece and 
Turkey from going communist. His 
policy applied globally. He initiated 
America’s National Security State 
strategy.

Establishing NATO followed. 
So did policy papers like Kennan 
wrote. Peace didn’t last long. Truman 
attacked North Korea. More on this 
below.

In April 1950, a Paul Nitze-
supervised Joint State-Defence 
Department Committee National 
Security Memorandum No. 68 (NSC-
68) was about containing Soviet 
Russia.

Infl ammatory language called it 
an enemy “unlike previous aspirants 
to hegemony … animated by a new 
fanatic faith, antithetical to our own 
(wishing to) impose its absolute 
authority over the rest of the world.”

It claimed it at a time America 
was the only global superpower. 

Soviet Russia was devastated by 
WW2. Many more years were needed 
to regain normality. It threatened no 
one.

Korean war
IF Stone’s Hidden History of 

the Korean War explains a much 
different account than popularly 
believed.

In 1952, Monthly Review 
co-founders Leo Huberman and 
Paul Sweezy wrote in the preface: 
“This book … paints a very different 
picture of the Korean War – one, 
in fact, which is at variance with 
the offi cial version at almost every 
point.” Stone’s investigation into 
offi cial discrepancies led him “to a 
full-scale reassessment of the whole” 
war.

Publisher Claude Bourdet wrote 
his own article titled “The Korean 
Mystery: Fight Against a Phantom,” 
saying:

“If Stone’s thesis corresponds 
to reality, we are in the presence of 
the greatest swindle in the whole of 
military history.” It’s “not a question 
of a harmless fraud but of a terrible 
manoeuvre in which deception is 
being consciously utilised to block 
peace at a time when it is possible.”

Stone called it international 
aggression. Huberman and Sweezy 
agreed. In August 1951, they said: 
“We have come to the conclusion that 
(South Korean president) Syngman 
Rhee deliberately provoked the North 
Koreans in the hope that they would 
retaliate by crossing the parallel in 
force.”

He did so at Truman’s behest. 
Multiple South Korean provocations 
gave him the war he wanted. Millions 
perished. Northern areas were turned 
to rubble. More wars followed.

“The northerners,” said 
Huberman and Sweezy, wanted 
Korea unifi ed, not war. They “fell 
neatly into the trap”. Truman took 
full advantage. He instigated confl ict.

Stone believed it saying:
“We said we were going to Korea 

to go back to the status quo before the 
war, but when the American armies 
reached the 38th parallel they didn’t 
stop. They kept going, so there must 
be something else. We must have 

Containing Russia
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another agenda here; and what might 
that agenda be?”

The same one he later learned 
initiated Washington’s Southeast 
Asian war and others. Permanent 
war is offi cial US policy. Containing 
Russia continues today. More on this 
below.

Marshall Plan
Post-WW2, the Marshall Plan 

(European Recovery Program) had 
little to do with so-called “huge 
gestures of (US) benevolence.” 
Economist Walt Rostow helped 
implement the plan. He called it one 
part of an “offensive to strengthen the 
area still outside Stalin’s grasp”.

In December 1947, then 
Undersecretary of State for Economic 
Affairs William Clayton said if aid 
wasn’t provided, “the Iron Curtain 
would then move westward at least 
to the English Channel.”

While implementation was being 
discussed, he said America “holds in 
its hands the powerful weapon of 
discontinuance of aid if contrary to 
our expectations any country fails to 
live up to our expectations.”

Economic Stabilisation Bureau 
head Chester Bowles was candid, 
saying:

“The real argument for the 
Marshall Plan is a bolstering of 
the American system for future 
years.” The plan was named for 
popular General George Marshall. 
Post-war, Truman’s popularity fell 
sharply. Putting his name on it risked 
public anger enough perhaps to get 
congressional rejection.

Marshall played the game. He 
pitched the plan. He delivered canned 
speeches. He disingenuously claimed 
it was to relieve “hunger, poverty, 
desperation, and chaos”. It was about 
saving capitalism from communism 
and Stalinist infl uence.

Containing Russia remains 
offi cial US policy. It’s back to the 
future. The Cold War never ended. 
It morphed into new form. Putin 
is public enemy number one. He’s 
vilifi ed more intensively than Soviet 
era leaders. In 2007, during his fi rst 
term as president, Foreign Minister 
Sergei Lavrov discussed containing 
Russia, saying:

“The very (notion) appeals to 
instincts of the past. It not so much 
attests to the lack of imagination, 
but rather that for some individuals 
almost nothing has changed since the 
end of the Cold War. These people 
propose imposing the structure of 
international relations which took 
shape long ago in the Western 
alliance, to the present moment.

“The motives that dictated this 
policy of containment are making 
themselves felt at this new historical 
stage, as well. What kind of Russia 
should be contained,” he asked? 
“What can be the goal of ‘containing 
Russia’ today?

“A Russia that has renounced an 
ideology of imperial and other ‘great 
plans’ in favour of pragmatism and 
common sense. How can a nation, 
which has placed emphasis on its 
domestic development and is now 
progressing remarkably well, be 
contained?

“Russia’s consolidation through 
creative work has naturally been 
translated into the strengthening of 
its international positions. Russia’s 
foreign policy is nothing more than 
the continuation of its domestic 
policy.

“We have realistic and 
understandable aspirations, namely: 
the maintenance of international 
stability as a major condition for our 
further development together with 
the natural evolution of international 
relations with the goal of achieving 
freedom and democracy.”

Washington and Moscow are 
geopolitical opposites, he added. 
Therein lies what’s at issue. Russia’s 
peace and respect for national 
sovereignty priorities are at odds 
with America’s imperial agenda.

Heightened tensions risk an East/
West confrontation. Irresponsible US 
policy risks possible global war. If 
initiated there’s no turning back. 
Humanity’s fate hangs in the balance.
Stephen Lendman lives in 
Chicago. He can be reached at 
lendmanstephen@sbcglobal.net. 
His new book is titled Banker 
Occupation: Waging Financial 
War on Humanity. 
globalresearch.ca 

Magazine

On May 16, a new international 
coalition of organisations called 
for the Parties to the Convention 
Biological Diversity and its 
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety 
to take action. 

The broad coalition called for 
the Parties to stop the spread of 
genetically engineered organisms 
into the environment.

The initiative says that binding 
regulations must be implemented to 
prevent the release of  genetically 
engineered plants that can persist 
and invade the environment or 
lead to transgene  fl ow into native 
populations or local varieties at 
centres of origin and of genetic 
diversity.

The  organisations will be 
approaching the Parties of the 
Convention on Biological Diversity 
(CBD) and encouraging them to 
become actively involved. The CBD, 
under its Cartagena Protocol  on 
Biosafety, requests that effective 
measures are taken to protect 
biodiversity and prevent  unintended 
transboundary movements of 
genetically engineered organisms.

The call is supported by 
Econexus, Ecoropa, ETC Group, 
European Network of Scientists 
for Social and  Environmental 
Responsibility (ENSSER), Friends 
of the Earth, Europe (FOE), Gene-
ethical  Network (GeN), Greenpeace 
International, Red de Semillas 
(Spain), Testbiotech (Germany), the 
Third World Network and the Unión 
de Científi cos Comprometidos con 
la Sociedad,  UCCS (Mexico) and 
others. Further supporters will be 
asked to join.

“There are already several 

well-documented examples of 
genetically engineered plants 
spreading  uncontrolled into wild 
populations and ecosystems. There 
are also cases of repeated transgene  
presence in landraces or local 
varieties of crop plants such as maize 
in Mexico and rice in China”, says 
Elena Alvarez-Buylla from Mexico.

“There is a great risk that we will 
not be able to go back to the original 
biodiversity without the bio-active  
transgenes, which can profoundly 
alter the dynamics  of wild and 
cultivated native varieties.” 

A l v a r e z - B u y l l a  i s  a 
leading Mexican biologist , 
currently  travelling in Europe 
and a Member of the Unión de 
Científi cos Comprometidos con la 
Sociedad,  UCCS (Mexico). She has 
been involved in several research 
projects that showed that genetically  
engineered plants had contaminated 
native populations and regional 
varieties in Mexico.

The Third World Network (TWN) 
has followed the negotiations on the 
Cartagena Protocol on  Biosafety 
very closely for many years. The 
international organisation is very 
concerned about the  long-term 
impact of uncontrolled gene fl ow 
of transgenes into the environment: 
“Article 17 of the Cartagena 
Protocol on Biosafety requires 
Parties to prevent or minimise the 
risks of unintentional  transboundary 
movements of genetically engineered 
organisms, but the current trend of an  
increasing spread of these organisms 
into the environment enhances the 
potential for genetically  engineered 
plants to move across borders”, says 
Lim Li Ching for TWN. 

“The precautionary  principle 
can only be implemented if 
genetically engineered organisms can 
be retrieved from the  environment 
in case of emergency. This becomes 
impossible once transgenes move 
and accumulate  in wild and landrace 
varieties.”

The international ETC Group 
warns that technical approaches 
as proposed by industry and some 
governments will not bring any 
solutions: “GURTs (genetic use 
restriction technologies, also  known 
as “Terminator”), are a set of 
engineering technologies to make 
seeds sterile in the second  generation 
and are proposed by the biotech 
industry as an answer to “biosafety”, 
but in reality they  only serve to stop 
farmers from reproducing seeds.

There are scientific reports 
indicating that  GURTS will not 
function as predicted and implicate 
new and additional risks. These 
technologies  are under a moratorium 
at the CBD because of the risks they 
present to biodiversity, indigenous 
and  local communities, but despite 
the moratorium some countries are 
discussing their release”, says  Silvia 
Ribeiro, ETC Group Latin America 
Director.

The organisations signing up to 
the call are aiming to mobilise further 
support from civil society  and will 
bring the issue to the meetings of the 
Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on 
Biosafety and the  Convention on 
Biological Diversity, in September/
October 2014 in South Korea.
Further Information: 
stop-the-spread-of-transgenes.org 

Call to stop spread 
of genetically 
engineered 
organisms
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What people think seemingly 
has little effect on ending what 
Cubans say is the longest and 
cruellest economic blockade 
in human history. Polls show 
overall US disapproval, Cuban-
Americans included. The UN 
General Assembly has repeatedly 
and overwhelmingly rejected 
the blockade. The prestigious 
Atlantic Council NGO recently 
disapproved. Former high-profi le 
blockade defenders in Florida, 
notably gubernatorial candidate 
Charley Crist and Cuban-
American sugar baron Alfonso 
Fajul, changed their thinking. 
US food producers, Illinois 
corn producers most recently, 
have called for new regulatory 
arrangements allowing exports to 
expand.

Even Pres ident  Obama, 
fundraising in Miami in November 
2013, lectured Cuba’s enemies. 
“[T]he notion that the same policies 
that we put in place in 1961 would 
somehow still be as effective as 
they are today ... doesn’t make 
sense.” Yet those in charge don’t 
budge.

Nevertheless, Josefina Vidal, 
head of the Cuban Foreign Ministry’s 
US department, was in Washington 
on May 16 to discuss unspecifi ed 
topics with Roberta Jacobson, the 
US Assistant Secretary of State for 
Western Hemisphere Affairs. French 
news agency Agence France-Presse 
(AFP) noted that previous bi-national 
contacts, technically oriented, “are 
not comparable to Vidal’s visit to 
Washington, which constitutes high-
level diplomatic dialogue.”

Then a real breakthrough seemed 
to materialise. According to a report, 
“44 former high US government 
offi cials on May 19 ... sent an open 
letter to President Barack Obama 
asking for an improvement in 
Washington’s relations with Cuba.” 
They included John Negroponte, 

former Director of National 
Intelligence, Deputy Secretary of 
State, and veteran ambassador, 
including at the United Nations.

Joining him were five former 
deputy or assistant secretaries of 
state, two former heads of the US 
Interests Section in Havana, a 
former NATO supreme commander 
who once headed the US Southern 
Command, an ex-US ambassador to 
the Organisation of American States, 
three former cabinet members, 
several former ambassadors, and 
David Rockefeller. Financiers, 
businesspersons, and NGO heads 
signed on.

In fact, the letter conveyed 
interventionist recommendations as 
to new ways to make the blockade 
effective. “Now more than ever,” 
it claimed, “the United States can 
help the Cuban people determine 
their own destiny by building on 
the US policy reforms that have 
already been started” by the Obama 
administration. The United States 
should “deepen contacts between 
the US and Cuban society [and] 
help Cubans increase their self-
reliance and independence.” “[T]
his window of opportunity may not 
remain open indefi nitely,” the letter 
cautioned. Now “public opinion 
on Cuba policy has shifted toward 
greater engagement with the Cuban 
people.” And, “the US is fi nding itself 
increasingly isolated internationally 
in its Cuba policy.”

Rather than engage with Cubans 
through ending the blockade, 
or bow to international opinion, 
the signatories remain faithful 
to old US purposes. They urged 
the president to take executive 
actions, because “In the current 
political climate little can be done 
legislatively.” The 1996 Helms 
Burton Act did leave the fate of the 
blockade up to Congress.

The president is urged to “Expand 
and safeguard travel to Cuba for all 
Americans,” specifi cally “licensed 
travel to include exchanges by 

professional organisations including 
those specialising in law, real estate 
and land titling, [also] financial 
services and credit.” “NGOs and 
academic institutions” having gained 
“expanded travel” could “open 
Cuban bank accounts with funds to 
support their educational programs 
in Cuba.” Travel suggestions are 
lacking for other Americans.

Obama should ,  “Al low 
unlimited remittances to non-
family members for the purpose 
of supporting independent activity 
in Cuba,” also grant “new licenses 
for the provision of professional 
services to independent Cuban 
entrepreneurs.”

The long list of recommendations 
includes: US loans “directly to small 
farmers, cooperatives, self-employed 
individuals, and micro-enterprises in 

Cuba,” sales of “telecommunications 
hardware,” and scholarships for 
“exceptional Cuban students.”

The president should authorise 
“the import and export of certain 
goods and services between the 
US private sector and independent 
Cuban entrepreneurs.” Presidential 
discretion would be used for 
implementing this far-reaching 
proposal that presumably would 
exempt it from congressional 
authority.

Miami-area Congressperson Joe 
Garcia, former head of the counter-
revolutionary Cuban American 
National Foundation, commented. 
“The president’s policy of allowing 
more travel and remittances to 
Cuba,” he said, “has produced more 
change in Cuba in the last fi ve years 
than the previous 50 years.” He thus 

articulated the establishment notion 
evident in this letter that a dependent 
Cuban people aren’t capable of 
shaping their own destiny, and 
shouldn’t have tried.

Former high officials of the 
national government fashioned 
the letter. They were reacting, one 
assumes, to the threat of a near-by 
social revolution, one reverberating 
through the centres of US power 
for half a century. The list of names 
below the letter documents where 
parties primarily responsible for 
US counter-revolutionary policies 
may be found. That would be in 
and around Washington, not in 
southern Florida where Cuban exiles, 
who supplied the proxy warriors, 
often take most of the heat for the 
blockade’s long duration.
People’s World 

Photo: Greg Kahn

Fixing US intervention 
capabilities in Cuba

Carnage in Turkey mine accident
IndustriALL Global Union and 
its worldwide family mourn 
the deaths of hundreds of 
mineworkers in Soma, Manisa 
province in Western Turkey. As 
of the time of writing, 205 [fi nal 
count 301] miners are dead and 
more than 80 are hospitalised. 
Rescue efforts continue to 
safeguard hundreds more miners 
trapped underground. Oxygen is 
still being pumped into the mine, 
however hopes are diminishing.

Belonging to a private 
company, the mine is organised by 
IndustriALL’s affi liate Maden-İş, 
Mineworkers’ Union of Turkey. 
Around 800 miners were in and 
around the mine when an electrical 
fault triggered a transformer to 
explode causing a large fi re around 
noon time on Tuesday May 13. The 
fi re caused a power cut in the mine 
rendering mine cages unusable and 
the majority of workers trapped 
2 kilometres underground and 4 
kilometres from the exit. Rescue 
efforts have continued through the 
night while families of the over 200 
unaccounted for miners wait at the 

mine’s entrance and in the local 
hospital.

Turkey’s record on mine safety 
is poor, and IndustriALL labels the 
deaths of mineworkers as carnage. 
Every death in a mine is avoidable 
and IndustriALL’s campaign for 
ratifi cation of the ILO Convention 
176 will continue in Turkey and 
elsewhere. Pressure is already 
building on Turkey’s government, 
criticised for ignoring safety 
warnings while workers pay with 
their lives.

Nurettin Akçul, general 
president and Vedat Ünal, general 
secretary of Maden-İş report that 
the blast occurred at the time of 
a shift change, making it more 
diffi cult to know how many miners 
are still trapped underground. The 
Maden-İş leaders report that: “The 
mine is registered with necessary 
legal certifi cation, all workers are 
covered by social security. The local 
union reps confi rm that all workers 
are equipped with oxygen masks 
underground, but nobody knows 
how long the masks can keep them 
alive in this situation.”

The survival rate for coal 
miners following explosions or fi res 
is extremely low, as compared to 
accidents in mines for hard rock 
or metal. The rescue must happen 
as quickly as possible following 
an explosion in a coal mine if 
those trapped are to be brought out 
alive. IndustriALL and everybody 
watching hopes that this case 
will be the exception to the rule. 
Carbon monoxide poisoning is the 
biggest threat to those still trapped 
underground.

IndustriALL Global Union 
wrote to Maden-İş:

This tragedy must rank as the 
worst mining tragedy in recent 
memory, and is made all the more 
tragic by the seemingly uncaring 
attitude of the government and 
mining companies. This attitude 
is unacceptable and must come to 
an end. It is intolerable that mine 
workers in Turkey are denied their 
basic human right to work in an 
environment that guarantees their 
safety, and that instead they are 
expected to go to work to die.

The number of mineworkers 

involved in the fatal accident is 
mind-boggling and staggering. 
We call upon the private company 
operating the mine and the 
government of Turkey to ensure that 
as many miners as possible of the 
400 still remaining in the mine pit 
be rescued.

Turkey has possibly the worst 
safety record in terms of mining 
accidents and explosions in Europe 
and the third worst one in the world. 
As recently as January 7, 2013, 
eight mine workers lost their lives 
in another mine-related accident, 
which the president of your sister 
organisation Genel Maden-Is 
correctly labelled as “killing” of 
mine workers.

As a matter of urgency, 
IndustriALL Global Union calls 
upon the Turkish government to 
immediately ratify and implement 
ILO’s Convention 176 on Safety 
and Health in Mines to save 
the lives of mine workers. The 
“killing” must stop. IndustriALL 
Global Union will do everything 
in their power to ensure that the 
Turkish government act responsibly 

and ratify Convention 176. We 
once again call upon the political 
authorities to take the lives of 
mineworkers seriously and to place 
it above profi t.

“Turkish government and 
employers have responsibility for 
this carnage,” said Kemal Özkan, 
IndustriALL Global Union’s 
assistant general secretary. “When 
governments fail to protect 
their citizens, it is not merely 
irresponsible; it is a breach of one 
of the most fundamental duties 
entrusted to any government. 
Turkey aspires to greatness, and it 
can achieve it: but not at the cost of 
workers’ lives.”

According to the offi cial 
records, in 73 years more than 3,000 
miners have been killed in Turkey. 
We are watching in trepidation 
knowing that this accident has 
the potential to become the worst. 
Enough is enough, Turkey’s 
government must act now; my 
country’s miners cannot continue 
to pay with their lives for their 
inaction in dangerous mines. 
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Felicity Arbuthnot

It is impossible not to gain the 
impression that the criteria 
for being awarded prestigious 
honours for services to “peace”, 
“humanity” or “distinguished 
public service” is a candidate 
who is duplicitous, vicious, stone 
hearted and above all prepared 
to kill, plan killings or rejoice in 
killing on an industrial scale as 
brutally as can be devised.

Moments after being informed 
of the horrific death of Libyan 
Leader Colonel Muammar Gaddafi  
in October 2011, then Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton said “Wow!” 
then unforgettably and chillingly 
laughed telling a television crew: 
“We came, we saw, he died.” Asked 
if her recent visit to Libya might have 
had anything to do with his death, 
she: “… rolled her eyes” and said: 
“I’m sure it did.”

Six months later, in April 2012, 
Clinton received the Woodrow 
Wilson Award for Public Service. 
The following month she received 
the Champions for Change Award 
for Leadership and in May 2013, the 
inaugural Warren Christopher Public 
Service Award.

Now President Obama who, 
as Sherwood Ross has written 
“has already bombed six countries 
(Libya, Yemen, Somalia, Pakistan, 
Afghanistan, and Iraq) is risking a 
possible escalation of the Ukraine 
crisis he nurtured, into World War 
III against Russia”, was, on May 
7, awarded the 2014 Ambassador 
for Humanity Award by the Shoah 
Foundation.

The Shoah Foundation was 
established by Steven Spielberg 
to document the Holocaust, but 
has since expanded to document 
other modern genocides. Their new 
Ambassador’s actions should keep 
them occupied for a good while.

“President Obama’s commitment 
to democracy and human rights has 
long been felt,” Spielberg said in 
a statement. “As a constitutional 
scholar and as President, his interest 
in expanding justice and opportunity 
and all is remarkably evident.”

The timing of the Award may 
outdo even the other more farcical 
honours, since, as Ross points 
out, according to Russian expert, 
Professor Francis Boyle of the 
University of Illinois:

“Obama now has broken the 
promise President George HW Bush 
gave to Soviet President Mikhail 
Gorbachev that if he agreed to the 
reunification of Germany, NATO 
would move no farther east, toward 
Russia’s boundaries. The Obama 
administration and NATO are 
manoeuvring humanity into a reverse 
Cuban Missile Crisis right on the 
borders of Russia. Can World War 
III be far behind?”

Further, NATO is planning larger 
number of combat forces in Eastern 
Europe, thus: “The dreaded Cold 
War, with all its staggering cost, with 
all its immeasurable weight of fear, 
begins again.”

But even the fi rst year of the 
Obama Presidency marked a year 
zero for many. In 2009 at least seven 

hundred Pakistani civilians were 
obliterated in drone strikes. Those 
also killed, accused of terrorism, had 
no trial, no lawyer, no right of reply. 
They were simply executed under the 
US Commander in Chief’s personal 
policy.

According to the Bureau of 
Investigative Journalism to January 
this year:

“Since Obama’s inauguration 
in 2009, the CIA has launched 330 
strikes on Pakistan – his predecessor, 
President George Bush, conducted 51 
strikes in four years. And in Yemen, 
Obama has opened a new front in the 
secret drone war.”

Further: “Across Pakistan, 
Yemen and Somalia, the Obama 
administration has launched more 
than 390 drone strikes (since January 
23, 2009) eight times as many as 
were launched in the entire Bush 
presidency. These strikes have killed 
more than 2,400 people …”

In Yemen, under US drones: 
“Last year saw the highest civilian 
casualty rate since Obama fi rst hit the 
country in 2009.”

It is not alone drones. For 
example, a week to the day after 
Barack Obama was awarded the 
Nobel Peace Prize: “On December 
17 2009, a US Navy submarine 
launched a cluster bomb-laden cruise 
missile at a suspected militant camp 
in al Majala, southern Yemen.”

The missile hit a hamlet inhabited 
by “one of the poorest tribes in 
Yemen. Shrapnel and fi re left at least 
41 civilians dead, including at least 
21 children and 12 women – fi ve of 
whom were pregnant.”

In his Nobel acceptance speech 
he defended the use of force as 
“not only necessary, but morally 
justifi ed.” A constitutional lawyer 
who has fi guratively, burned his law 
books.

But the President started as he 
continues. Three days after becoming 
Ambassador for Humanity, the 
US announced a “pilot program” 
which is sending anti-tank weapons 
to terrorists in Syria. Lest it be 
forgotten, these groups have been 
videoing themselves crucifying, 
beheading, removing and eating the 

organs of victims, chopping off hands 
and dragging people behind moving 
vehicles. Under the Commander in 
Chief aka Ambassador for Humanity, 
the “pilot project” is an experiment 
trying to establish whether the 
weapons will “fall in to the wrong 
hands.” Nauseatingly farcical.

Gulag Guantanamo is still open 
with the untried condemned to 
incarceration until time unknown 
and legally unaccounted for, another 
pre-2009 election pledge condemned 
to the trash bin of history.

Iraq’s citizens continue to be 
bombed with US missiles, under the 
US proxy Prime Minister.

At home, under this Presidency, 
the US has the highest first day 
of life infant mortality rate in the 
industrialised world, a survey 
released this week has found.

The US is in the top fi ve countries 
with the world’s highest execution 
rates.

In 2011 Pew Research found 
that: “the median black household 
had about seven percent of the wealth 
of its white counterpart, down from 
nine percent in 1984, when a Census 
survey fi rst began tracking this sort 
of data.”Change we can believe in?”

It has to be wondered whether 
President Obama pondered on this 
as he headed to California and his 
Award ceremony in Air Force One, 
costing US$228,288 per hour.

The prison population of 
America, at 2.4 million (2013 
fi gures) is just the top of the iceberg, 
including: “around 3,000 children 
locked up for things that aren’t 
crimes for adults, ‘such as running 
away, truancy and incorrigibility.’“

As this is fi nished news comes 
in of “Obama left alone as agents 
moonlight” Shock, horror. Who 
protects the villagers of Pakistan, 
Afghanistan, Yemen, Somalia from 
the Ambassador for Humanity’s 
drones?

Perhaps the Nobel Committee 
could lead the way in ending these 
outrageous Awards by starting with 
rescinding a few of their own. It 
would be a start.
globalresearch.ca 

International

On May 20, the Thai military declared martial law to “preserve 
law and order”. Roads in Bangkok were blocked. Soldiers 
took over main government buildings, TV and radio stations. 
The military has ordered media censorship under the name 
of “protecting national security”. Two days later, Army Chief 
Prayuth Chan-Ocha announced the military coup on TV, saying 
the military had taken control of government and suspended 
the constitution. Since the end of Thailand’s absolute monarchy 
system in 1932, there have been at least 12 army-lead coups.

On May 20, China’s State Internet Information Offi ce 
spokesperson published the latest data regarding US cyber 
attacks, in response the US’s fi ling of charges against fi ve 
Chinese military offi cers for allegedly hacking US companies’ 
trade secrets. The US is the world’s biggest cyber bully, 
conducting surveillances all over the world. It has little credibility 
left when it comes to accusing others of cyber espionage. The 
US doubled its cyberspace force budget to US$447 million 
this year. Its cyber force will expand from 1,800 people to 
more than 6,000 by the end of 2016. Documents leaked by 
Former CIA contractor Edward Snowden showed that 120 
world leaders have been under the US’s surveillance since 
2009. From March 19 to May 18, according to data from 
China’s State Internet Information Offi ce the US-based host 
computers carried 563 phishing pages targeting Chinese 
websites, and it led to 14,000 phishing operations. Two thousand 
and sixteen US IP addresses implanted 1,754 backdoors 
on Chinese websites leading to 57,000 backdoor attacks.

Twenty three Cambodian labour activists were put on trial on 
May 20 after two adjournments. They face up to fi ve years 
imprisonment if they are convicted. Three hundred protestors 
gathered in front of Phnom Penh Municipal Court demanding 
the court drop the charges against them. The 23 have been 
detained for four months and are charged with conducting 
violence and destroying property in January’s violent protest 
which led to the death of four people. The activists were 
arrested during the protest and street demonstrations in the 
capital. Trade unions organised 120,000 Cambodian garment 
workers to participate in January’s protest, demanding the 
government increase the monthly wage from US$100 to US$160.

Chairman of the National Committee of the Chinese People’s 
Political Consultative Conference, Yu ZhengSheng, visited 
local Tibetan communities and families on May 20. He chatted 
with local people and listened to their comments on pensions, 
employment, health insurance and security. He said the 
Communist Party of China (CPC) was implementing decisions 
to improve people’s lives and promote social development and 
long-term prosperity and stability in the Tibetan areas. More funds 
and projects will be invested in farming and husbandry to benefi t 
grassroots people. He added that government offi cials should 
unite religious followers, respect their beliefs, understand their 
customs and protect their legitimate rights. He called on Tibetan 
Buddhists to oppose all acts and attempts to sabotage the 
CPC’s leadership and socialist system, urging them to safeguard 
national and ethnic unity, as well as social stability and harmony.

Region Briefs

President Obama 
receives Ambassador 
for Humanity Award

Steven Spielberg presents the foundation's award to President Obama.
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On nationalisation

I liked Bill Shorten’s spirited 
criticism of the Budget. The 
media reaction to it was also quite 
predictable. However as is usual 
with the ALP, spirited criticism is 
one thing, action is quite another.

As good as his statement was, 
it did not get to the real issue of the 
necessity to tax the rich to increase 
Government revenue. The so called 
deficit levy is not a real tax, it’s 
just a con job to make it appear 
that the pain is being shared. The 
mining super profi ts tax that Rudd 
proposed before he was struck down 
by Labor’s faceless men would have 
been a real impost on big business.

But we need to go further than 

that. Now the ALP, the Greens and 
the trade unions must start talking 
seriously about nationalisation. I 
know the Constitution is always 
brought up when nationalisation is 
talked about. But in the fi nal analysis, 
the Constitution is only words on 
paper, it’s action that is required.

A few facts come to mind 
immediately, nationalising the 
major banks would bring in some 
$20 billion dollars, nationalising 
the mining industry would bring in 
many more billions. Renationalising 
Qantas would save jobs and money. 
If the auto industry was publicly 
owned jobs could be saved. However 
the fi rst priority is to get rid of the 
Abbott government.

Ron Barrett
Sydney

Two examples
Unions are constantly being 
attacked for their rightful 
activities which essentially make 
sure that work is done safely 
and paid for fairly and defend 
the rights of members. Just two 
examples of this reactionary 

attack on organised labour under 
the current reactionary federal 
government.

Last year a deadly wall collapse 
in Melbourne killed three innocent 
people who just happened to be next 
to it.

Virulent anti-union construction 
giant Grocon failed to provide key 
safety checks. There was no building 
permit, no detailed design and no risk 
assessment.

Secondly, ACT director of the 
Professionals Australia union David 
Smith was not impressed with the 
comments about public servants in 
the defence force and demanded 
an apology from Defence Minister 
David Johnston.

Speaking on ABC Radio 
Riverina after the federal budget 
was announced Johnson said “we’ve 
currently got 20,500 public servants 
running about 56,000 uniforms, 
now I think that’s a little bit fat and 
happy”. Those 20,500 people will be 
sacked – almost twice as many as 
had been widely reported before the 
budget.

T Southern
Brisbane
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May this year was the 60th anniversary of 
the defeat of the French colonial empire 
at Dien Bien Phu. The anniversary was 
celebrated with a long holiday in Vietnam, 
but passed without notice from the 
Australian media. This is oddly perverse, 
because the Australian capitalist press 
is always keen to tell us how Australian 
military forces “defeated” a North 
Vietnamese army at the Battle of Long Tan, 
despite the fact that that particular battle 
was neither decisive nor even indicative, 
since the Vietnamese went on to very 
decisively win the war.

No matter how hard the bourgeois 
Australian media tries, nothing can change 
the fact that in the Vietnam War we were not 
only on the immoral and unpopular side, it was 
also the losing side. The heroism, ingenuity, 
extraordinary hard work determination and 
sacrifi ce of the Vietnamese people brought 
them victory over the world’s most aggressive 
and most heavily armed imperialist state.

Dien Bien Phu, in which they delivered 
a crushing defeat to imperial France and its 
vaunted Foreign Legion, was the pointer for 
that ultimate victory, but US imperialism 
refused to heed the warning. After all, how 
could an impoverished country of Asian 
peasants even dare to challenge the might of 
the bastion of global capitalism, the USA? It 
was unthinkable.

The escalation of the war, once the 
USA took over from France as the colonial 
aggressor, inflicted colossal horror on the 
people of Vietnam, but simultaneously also 
saw the growth of an active, organised anti-war 

movement in the USA and around the world. 
Particularly galling to US authorities was the 
sight of large numbers of returned US military 
personnel who had served in Vietnam taking 
part in these anti-war marches. 

They had been (and still are) hailed as 
heroes in the capitalist media, but the real 
heroes were those who refused to go and also 
those who – once sent there by an uncaring 
draft board – responded by waging a guerrilla 
war against their own offi cers (the infamous 
tactic of “fragging” – rolling a fragmentation 
grenade into a sleeping offi cer’s tent).

Nearly 102 million working-age Americans 
have no job. Despite that, US authorities 
have been trumpeting a drop in the offi cial 
unemployment rate (to 6.3 percent), but US 
trade unions point out that fi gure was achieved 
by shifting a huge number of people (almost 
a million, in fact) to the “not participating in 
the labour force” column. These are the many 
disillusioned Americans whose unsuccessful 
search for work has caused them to simply give 
up, and opt out of the hassle of fronting job 
agencies that have no jobs.

The ABC program Foreign Correspondent 
the other night showed footage from Ukraine 
showing “pro-Russian” demonstrators 
hitting and kicking an anti-Russian counter-
demonstrator. Signifi cantly, for the ABC the 
demonstrators divide into “pro or anti Russian” 
factions. Never pro or anti Fascist, you will 
notice. And yet that is the key question for the 

population in Eastern and Southern Ukraine, 
even more than the question of preserving their 
Russian ethnicity.

And tensions over the question of stopping 
the spread of fascism and its accompanying 
violence are very high now, especially since 
the events of May 2. On that day, a rally in 
Odessa by anti-fascist protesters was attacked 
by Kiev-aligned neo-Nazi gangs. The anti-
fascists took refuge in the House of Trade 
Unions, which was then besieged. The fascists 
locked the doors of the building and then set 
fi re to it. Those inside had no chance.

“Some were burnt alive or suffocated in 
toxic smoke; others jumped to their deaths out 
of the [upper] windows of the burning building 
or were shot dead by the fascist mob which 
then looted the bodies for trophies.” – The New 
Worker.

Even the EU-backed fascist junta in Kiev, 
anxious as they are to down-play the death toll, 
puts it at 46. The Odessa anti-fascist resistance 
claim at least 116 died and many more were 
injured. There can be little doubt any more 
about who is causing the violence in Ukraine.

Do you think Tony Abbott would see 
anything wrong with this? I quote from a 
news report from Britain: “A Scunthorpe 
man has received a 40 percent cut in benefi ts 
after he was diagnosed with cancer, leaving 
him in serious financial distress.” When 
Peter Woodcock was diagnosed with cancer 
he needed to stop attending his jobs club 
equivalent of Centrelink and also cut back on 
his previous 40 hours per week volunteering in 

his community, “to accommodate his treatment 
and necessary respite”.

In the typical inhuman way of such 
institutions, the Department of Work and 
Pensions told him he could return to his 
previous level of benefi ts if he gave up his 
cancer treatment.

With the Abbott government’s budget 
signalling a massive attack on the poor, the 
sick, the disabled and indeed everyone who is 
not well-off, we can expect to see a surge in 
the number of homeless people sleeping rough 
on our streets. This is a growing phenomenon 
across the capitalist world. Once upon a 
time (not all that long ago), a worker’s wage 
allowed him to pay his rent and at the same 
time to feed, clothe and educate his family. Not 
any more!

Now, even people with full-time jobs are 
to be found living in their cars, or grateful to 
fi nd a place in a caravan park. In the US city 
of Portland, Oregon, an estimated 4,000 people 
sleep on the streets on any given night. And 
Oregon is not noted for its pleasant climate. 
Shelter is a basic human right, but it is denied 
to a huge – and growing – number of people 
under capitalism. Curiously, the outfi ts that 
used to make a song and dance about the 
“denial of human rights” in socialist countries 
rarely say a word about this denial in capitalist 
countries.

Not that Tony Abbott or Joe Hockey would 
give a tinker’s for the homeless: most of them 
can’t vote (no permanent address) and those 
who can wouldn’t be likely to vote Liberal in 
a fi t! 

Vo Nguyen Giap, the self-taught Vietnamese general who masterminded the defeats of France and the United States, 
salutes his fallen comrades at a shrine of the Dien Bien Phu's war cemetery in Dien Bien Phu, Vietnam.
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SUPPORT THE CUBAN 5
Support event outside US Consulate

5pm Thursday June 5

Martin Place Sydney

Come and support the Five.
Organised by Sydney Central Branch, CPA

Further info Maria 0431 275 434
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When the many problems 
associated with life under 

capitalism become too much for 
people, they often feel betrayed, “let 
down by society”, angry at author-
ity and also at anybody who seems 
oblivious to their pain. In the USA, 
where there are more guns than 
people, these unhappy young people 
for whom existence itself has become 
meaningless, often take a selection 
of guns to their school or local shop-
ping mall and indiscriminately shoot 
everyone in sight before topping 
themselves or being “taken out” by 
the police.

Last year the USA lost 30 people 
a day to gun violence. In 2002, after 
the massacre at Columbine school, 
Michael Moore followed up the 
success of his fi rst fi lm, Roger And 
Me, about General Motors’ callous 
destruction of the once-thriving 
auto-manufacturing city of Flint, 
Michigan, with an investigation of 
America’s love affair with guns. He 
called it Bowling For Columbine 
(ABC2 Sunday June 1 at 8.30pm) 
and it won the Oscar the following 
year for Best Documentary.

Moore wanted to know why so 
many Americans felt the need to 
have a gun (or several guns). After 
looking at all the usual reasons that 
are given (the “frontier tradition”, 
etc) and after comparing the very 
different gun profi le of the USA and 
its neighbour Canada despite their 
similar backgrounds and culture, 
Moore concluded that the main factor 
driving US gun culture was paranoia, 
a paranoia cultivated and maintained 

by the gun lobby and a government 
that fi nds it a convenient tool.

Made in Moore’s now-familiar 
deceptively casual style, Bowling 
For Columbine is a signifi cant study 
of the heartland of capitalism and 
well worth watching.

Gun culture of a different sort 
is the subject of the two-

part documentary series Trigger 
Point (ABC1 Sundays from June 
1 at 9.30pm). In many parts of the 
world, but especially in South and 
Central America, police often formed 
Death Squads, to eliminate criminals 
against whom they were having dif-
fi culty getting suffi cient evidence 
for conviction. It was a short step 
from that unlawful behaviour to the 
same police squads killing foes of 
the regime or even members of rival 
criminal gangs, anybody in fact pro-
viding the reason (or the price) was 
acceptable.

In the late 1980s, the Armed 
Robbery Squad in Victoria developed 
a reputation, possibly undeserved, 
that they were engaged on a similar 
“death squad” agenda towards 
violent criminals. Certainly, their 
methods were violent enough: at its 
worst, Victorian police were shooting 
a citizen every six weeks. The 
underworld hit back, with a policy 
of killing two police for every crim 
that died.

Public and political disquiet 
about the shootings boiled over. 
The police were forced to change 
their approach. Six thousand fi ve 
hundred police were re-trained to 
defuse potentially violent situations 
without fi rearms. (Prior to 1980, 
police in Australia had often gone 
about their duties unarmed, in the 
manner of the English police.) The 
number of police shooting deaths 
fell dramatically and the Victoria 
Police Force was internationally 
applauded as a model of operational 
excellence.

Yet a sidearm is still an integral 
part of the uniform of every working 
policeman or woman. And the stark 
fact remains: if you carry a gun you 
must be prepared to use it.

Presented by crime writer and 
journalist John Silvester, Trigger 
Point is an often fascinating 
examination of the experiences of 
ordinary police whose lives were 

changed forever when a split second 
and a loaded gun led to deadly 
consequences.

Over the past decade, every 
forested continent has seen 

an alarming surge in large, uncontrol-
lable fi res. We live in a time when 
fires are reshaping landscapes in 
ways unprecedented in human his-
tory. Even iconic forests especially 
adapted to burns – such as the Aus-
tralian eucalyptus forests which 
actually depend on fi re for their seed 
germination – are being destroyed.

In Earth On Fire a one-hour 
Catalyst special (ABC1 Tuesday 
June 3 at 8.00pm) reporters Anja 
Taylor and Mark Horstman travel to 
opposite sides of the planet, Mark 
in Tasmania and Anja in America, 
to fi nd out more. What they learn 
is rather alarming, but one thing 
emerges clearly: the policy of trying 
to prevent all fires is having the 
opposite effect to that desired.

Whether in the US or Australia, 
our forests evolved to coexist with 

fi re. They need to burn on a regular 
basis. Those burns are smaller, 
more manageable and much more 
survivable (for the trees) than 
the huge fires that result from 
accumulated unburnt forest litter.

There needs to be much greater 
attention and resources devoted to 
what are currently called “hazard 
reduction burns”.

When a major American 
bank issued a report warn-

ing the food industry that a govern-
ment report into the relationship 
between junk food and obesity would 
probably mean government moves to 
regulate the food industry, that indus-
try went to war. Suddenly, food pack-
aging emphasised how “healthy” the 
previously unhealthy food was, how 
“organic” it was, how much fruit it 
supposedly contained, etc.

The changes were only cosmetic. 
The food industry still pedalled 
junk food, because it was the most 
profi table, but they wanted people to 
think that they didn’t. They still do.

The fi nal episode of The Men 
Who Made Us Fat (ABC1 Thursday 
June 5 at 9.30pm) is devoted to the 
marketing strategies (aka lies and 
dirty tricks) of the food industry 
designed to keep consumers buying 
its most profitable lines, despite 
medical concerns about diabetes and 
similar plagues. His interview with 
the British government Minister 
responsible for food is a study 
of a wily politician aggressively 
defending her position in the face of 
common sense and logic.

For a quick look at just how 
decadent capitalist society 

can be, check out Webcam Girls 
(ABC2 Friday, June 6 at 9.30pm). 
Jeeez! The so-called “adult” enter-
tainment industry is worth many mil-
lions of dollars and the authorities 
have no problem with young women 
fi lming themselves being covered in 
baked beans while some male voyeur 
gets his kicks. It’s business, and they 
are being “enterprising”. 
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Bowling For Columbine is a signifi cant study of the heartland of capitalism and well worth watching. 
(ABC2 Sunday June 1 at 8.30pm).

Fremantle

Celebrate with us ...

Vic Williams’ 100th anniversary

Born 28th June 1914

3 pm 
Saturday June 28
Maritime Union of Australia
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Guest Speaker : 
Dr Hannah Middleton

Long time campaigner for peace and 
former CPA General Secretary

More info 0421 113 343 or 
cpaperth@gmail.com

Organised by 
the Communist Party of Australia, 

WA Branch

Join us in a celebrating a life well lived.

Vic was a man true to his working class beliefs; 
a fi ghter for a better world, a thinker and a 
writer. Among his literary works are Harvest 
Time; Hammer and Seagulls; The Years of Big Jim; 
Along the Waterfront; Three Golden Giants; and 
Volcano on our Doorstep.
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10 reasons to be 
worried about 
the trojan 
treaties
Hazel Healy

Critics have labelled them “a huge 
corporate wish-list” and a “blank cheque 
for US companies”. Under the guise of 
restarting the lagging world economy, two 
sweeping free-trade treaties are under 
negotiation that, if agreed, would swing the 
power balance away from states in favour 
of big business.

Led by the US, 12 governments in Asia, 
Oceania and the Americas have spent the 
past four years mulling over the Trans-Pacifi c 
Partnership (TPP). The 11 other potential 
signatories are Canada, Australia, New 
Zealand/Aotearoa, Japan, Malaysia, Vietnam, 
Brunei, Singapore, Chile, Mexico and Peru.

TPP is mirrored by the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership (TTIP), which 
the US and European Union (EU) have been 
negotiating since July 2013. Talks are expected 
to continue for the next two years.

If signed, both deals would be binding. 
Terms could only be altered by a consensus of 
all signatory nations.

1. Public in the dark 
These deals are being negotiated in extreme 

secrecy. Elected officials worldwide have 
complained about being locked out of talks.

Public knowledge of the contents is thanks 
only to leaks by concerned representatives party 
to the drafts, such as German MEPs [Members 
of European Parliament] in the case of TTIP.

Repeated calls for the text to be released 
have been ignored. WikiLeaks – which has 
disseminated leaks of TPP to date – is offering a 
crowd-sourced reward for any new information.

By contrast, the US trade delegations 
have more than 600 corporate advisers with 
unlimited access to drafts and preparatory texts.

The democratic defi cit is not accidental. 
The negotiations would be unlikely to survive 
the glare of public scrutiny.

2. Beefed up IP 
The TPP’s leaked “Intellectual Property” 

(IP) chapter revealed that big digital-content 
companies are pushing for restrictive controls 
on the internet, and hefty copyright fi nes.

Firms want “harmonisation” with laxer 
US privacy laws to get hold of EU citizens’ 
personal data, while pharmaceutical companies 
are trying to block access to generic drugs.

3. Want some hormones 
with that? 

TTIP may jeopardise food-safety regula-
tions – “barriers” to trade that incur costs 
and delays. We may see delicacies such as 
hormone-treated US beef and chlorine-dipped 
chicken go on sale in Europe, whose stricter 
laws on animal welfare and pesticides may 
also be eroded. Biotech fi rms in the US, where 
genetically modifi ed (GM) foods are widely 

grown, want to do away with GM food-
labelling laws in the EU.

4. Regulate me? 
I’ll sue your ass 

This one could really upset the apple 
cart. Both treaties are thought to include 
overweening investor protection clauses, which 
would allow corporations to sue governments 
for domestic laws that dent their profi ts – 
including future profi ts.

Companies pleading losses to public-
interest policies such as environmental 
protection or anti-pollution laws could bring 
claims to special international tribunals.

Run by corporate lawyers, their decision 
could override a nation’s highest court, order 
trade sanctions and compensation – with no 
upper limit.

This is not entirely new. Companies are 
already suing states under clauses written 
into country deals called Bilateral Investment 
Treaties (BITs), with around 500 cases fi led 
every year. Tobacco giant Philip Morris, which 
is using BITs to seek billions of dollars in 
comp en sation from Australia and Uruguay for 
anti-smoking laws, is a taste of what’s to come.

TPP and TTIP would take investor-state 
disputes to a new extreme. TTIP alone would 
allow 75,000 new companies in the US and the 
EU to sue governments.

At a minimum cost to governments of 
nearly US$8 million in tribunal fees and legal 
bills, what  ever the outcome, fear of arbitration 
would have a “chilling effect” on attempts at 
regulation, and leave states powerless when 
new risks present.

5. More work for 
firms like Serco 

Under the treaties, governments may be 
obliged to open up public services such as health 
and education to transnational corporations.

People campaigning to keep Britain’s 
National Health Service (NHS) public are 
especially concerned that TTIP will help big 
US health transnationals break in, buy up and 
stay in (and Australia’s Medicare).

The tribunals (see Point 4) would make 
privatisation nigh on irreversible, as well as 
making it harder to defend quality in public 
services. Canada fell foul of this when the 
trojans’ free-trade predecessor, the North 
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), 
enabled contractors to sue governments for 
the imposition of environmental duties and 
performance standards.

US companies will be able to compete for 
public contracts on an equal footing with local 
suppliers, or social enterprises which already 
struggle to compete. It would open the fi eld 
to market dominance by a few transnationals, 
such as G4S and Serco, which have cornered 
security and some transport services.

6. Labour rights nosedive

Europe’s labour laws are seen as a block 
on US investment, and an inconvenience in 
austerity-hit Europe. Unions fear TTIP will see 
European labour law reformed in line with US 
standards, and European workers losing the 
right to organise.

Critics of TPP have yet to establish whether 
standards based on International Labour 
Organisation conventions will be included, and 
if so, how they will be enforced.

7. Enchanté, les frackeurs 
Companies are using TTIP to push for 

“regulatory convergence” around the lowest 
standards of environmental protection. So 
while EU food exporters are targeting US 
marine mammal protection legislation, US 
Airlines for America would like to dismantle 
the EU emissions trading scheme for posing 
“unfair” barriers to trade; standards governing 
chemicals and toxins could also be driven 
down.

Special tribunals (Point 4 again) mean 
states moving to limit environmental damage 
will be more likely to be sued. This may lead to 
more cases like that of Costa Rica, which thanks 
to a BIT is facing a claim from a Canadian 
mining fi rm. Infi nito Gold wants US$1 billion 
in compensation for “lost income” after courts 
rejected its plans for an open-cast goldmine 
in a rainforest when 75 percent of the public 
opposed it. Or the claim by Swedish energy 
giant Vattenfall, currently suing Germany – 
under the Energy Charter Treaty – for €700 
million for introducing regulations that would 
have made its planned coal-fi red power plant 
“uneconomical”.

And under our old friend NAFTA, a 
company is suing Canada for US$250 million 
after Quebec province banned fracking.

8. (Even) less 
regulation of finance

Finance powerhouse the City of London 
is one of the strongest lobbyists for TTIP. It’s 
hoping to reverse regulatory reforms such as 
the US Dodd-Frank Act and the EU’s limits 
on food commodity speculation. And you 
can forget about the Tobin Tax on fi nancial 
transactions while you’re at it.

9. False promises 
Both treaties are being sold as the silver 

bullet that will reinvigorate the world economy. 
But the gains – projected at over US$100 billion 
for the EU, US$5.6 billion for New Zealand – 
are highly disputed. The vast majority of these 
upbeat predictions fl ow from pro-free trade 
institutions and business organisations. In 
contrast, an independent study by academics at 
Manchester University described this predicted 
cash bonanza as “vastly overblown and deeply 
fl awed”, while the European Commission has 

suggested TTIP will cause “job losses and 
entrench European inequality”.

Previous agreements such as NAFTA cost 
870,000 US jobs when it was supposed to 
generate 200,000. (The TPP has been described 
as ‘NAFTA on steroids’.)

These big packages are really about fi nding 
a new way to push the pro-market agenda since 
negotiations at the World Trade Organisation 
got deadlocked.

10. Blueprint for the world 
The trojans are being hailed as the new 

“gold standard” for all future trade agreements; 
TPP is being described as a “docking station” 
for other nations in Asia and the Pacifi c.

Post-ratifi cation, it will be near impossible 
for countries in the Global South to insist on 
a different, more sustainable development 
model without losing trade from the US, EU 
and others.

Take action
The treaties pose a threat that is easy to 

rally round. Everyone from organic farmers in 
Germany to public-sector unions in Malaysia 
is pissed off. These things can be stopped. 
A similar treaty called the Multilateral 
Agreement on Investment (MAI) was derailed 
by a wave of protest back in 1996. The EU is 
already backtracking on TTIP; Pacifi c states’ 
negotiations are bogged down.

There is still time. Let your representatives 
know that you oppose this deal, spread the 
word.

Read up 
• Jane Kelsey, Hidden Agendas. What We 

Need to Know about the TPPA. Bridget 
Williams Books, 2013.

• Michael Goodwin, Comic Guide to TPP, 
2014. 

• Unfair, unsustainable and under the radar, 
Democracy Centre, 2013.

• A brave new transatlantic partnership, 
Corporate Europe, October 2013.

• Lori M Wallach, The Corporation invasion, 
Le Monde Diplomatique, December 2013.

Link up 
• Australian Fair Trade and Investment 

network (AUS) aftinet.org.au
• Its Our Future (NZ/Aotearoa) itsourfuture.org.nz
• World Development Movement (Britain) 

wdm.org.uk
• Trade Justice Movement (Britain) tjm.org.uk
• Corporate Europe Observatory (EU) 

corporateeurope.org
• Alternative Trade Mandate Alliance (EU) 

alternativetrademandate.org
• Citizens Trade Campaign (US) 

citizenstrade.org/ctc
• Council of Canadians TPP (CAN) 

canadians.org/tpp
New Internationalist 


