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The assault on democratic rights contin-
ues. Last week the Abbott government,
with the support of Labor gagged debate
and rushed through Parliament the For-
eign Fighters Bill (see page 3). This is the
second in a series of “counter-terrorism”
bills. The third bill on data retention was
introduced on October 30, with more legis-
lation foreshadowed.

In the same week the Victorian state Coa-
lition government released details of another
bill to set up a permanent police taskforce to
specifically police building workers and their
union. It includes giving police the power to
secretly enter and search people’s homes.

Forty-three groups have signed a letter to
Attorney-General George Brandis warning that
the case has not been made for the need for the
so-called Foreign Fighters Bill. They include
human rights, civil liberty, Muslim, refugee,
legal, privacy and women’s groups, and a
number of academics.

Apart from the parliamentary Labor Party,
there seems to be little support for this legis-
lation. Labor leader Bill Shorten has ignored
dissenters within Labor ranks, proving to ASIO
and the CIA that Labor poses no threat to their
operations or goals.

The Media, Entertainment and Arts Alli-
ance, whose journalist members face 10-year
jail sentences if they do their job, was a signa-
tory to the letter and is fighting the legislation.
The Australian Council of Trade Unions has so
far remained silent, even though the new laws
affect their members. Some of the definitions
are so broad that they could be applied to areas
well beyond terrorism.

For example, under the Foreign Fighters
Bill anyone who engages in a “hostile activity”
or “in subverting society” in a foreign coun-
try is considered to have committed a security
offence. This is regardless of intent and whether
the actual behaviour is connected to national
security or terrorism.

Manufacturing a crisis

Over the past four to six months the Abbott
government with the help of the media has
diverted public attention away from the horror
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budget to the supposed threat of terrorism and
domestic extremists. They have fostered fear
and hatred of Muslims and equated Islam with
terrorism in many people’s minds.

ASIO increased its security risk rating to
high, meaning that a terrorist attack was immi-
nent. The media (social and conventional) have
run with gratuitous images of blood and gore.
We are warned that terrorism is at our doorstep
with home-grown insurgents, and we must take
urgent action to keep the community safe.

The flood of propaganda has seen Muslim
women assaulted and many fearing to go out-
doors. There have been calls to ban head cov-
erings, and for a short period women wearing
them were to be segregated in a secure area in
Parliament House.

Along with the threat of the so-called
Islamic State, itself a product of the West and
reactionary Arab states, this propaganda drive
paved the way for the introduction of harsh,

anti-democratic legislation and the sending of
forces to Iraq.

The bills continue a pattern which emerged
in the former Howard government’s anti-terror
legislation when ASIO’s powers were extend-
ed. In fact they go further, in breaching funda-
mental legal principles and also raise questions
of constitutionality. This pattern includes:

« reversal of onus of proof

retrospective issuing of search warrants
bypassing the judicial system

curbing basic freedoms of association and
travel

arbitrary detention

no right of appeal

no public unaccountability

punishment far outweighs the nature of the
alleged offence.

Raft of legislation
The Senate passed the National Security
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Legislation Amendment Bill (No 1) 2014 on
September 25, with the full support of the
Labor Party and the Palmer United Party Sena-
tors. It became law on October 2. (See “ASIO
powers: Big Brother gets bigger”, Guardian, #
1658, 01-19-2014)

This was followed by the Counter-Terror-
ism Legislation Amendment (Foreign Fighters)
Bill 2014 which was introduced on September
29 and passed by both Houses by October 30.

The Counter-Terrorism Legislation Amend-
ment Bill (No. 1) 2014 was introduced to Par-
liament on October 29, and has been referred
to the Parliamentary Joint Committee on Intel-
ligence and Security for inquiry and report by
November 17.

Federal Communications Minister Mal-
colm Turnbull introduced the Telecommuni-
cations (Interception and Access) Amendment
(Data Retention) Bill 2014 on October 30.

Continued on page 2
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Taking Australia
down wrong path

On October 24, China and 20 other countries signed a memo-
randum of understanding for the establishment of the Asian
Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB), which is expected to be
up and running by the end of 2015. The bank will be based in
Shanghai and its members are India, Vietnam, Uzbekistan, Thailand,
Sri Lanka, Singapore, Qatar, Oman, the Philippines, Pakistan, Nepal,
Bangladesh, Brunei, Cambodia, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Lao PDR,
Malaysia, Mongolia, Myanmar and China. Japan, the US, South
Korea, European countries and Australia were also invited to become
founding members but have not joined.

The Australian government’s refusal to join is causing consterna-
tion in ruling class circles and within Labor Party ranks. It appeared
that Australia was going to join and play a role. Treasurer Joe Hockey
supported the move; his main focus is economics and big business
interests. Cabinet, according to media reports, backed him.

That was until some behind-the-scenes lobbying by the US and
Foreign Minister Julia Bishop’s meeting with Cabinet’s National
Security Committee which opposed joining on strategic grounds.
So Bishop, whose loyalty is first and foremost with US interests,
in particular, the US’s military “pivot” in Asia and its aggressive
war plans for China, advised Cabinet Australia should not join for
strategic reasons. Hockey was rolled to the horror of a number of
business leaders. The Australian government refused to sign, making
excuses about governance and lack of transparency. The US also
successfully lobbied Japan, Indonesia and South Korea.

The AIIB poses a serious challenge to the US’s plans for global
financial domination. China and India, in particular, over the de-
cades since the Bretton-Woods institutions were set up in 1944, have
increased their wealth considerably but like other “developing”
countries failed to get reforms and appropriate recognition at the
European and US dominated International Monetary Fund (IMF)
and World Bank. Likewise the Japanese-headed Asian Development
Bank needed reform. These banks attached political and economic
conditions to their loans, which increased poverty and often resulted
in economic failure, requiring more loans. The banks served the
interests of the US, Japanese and European corporations. The US
blocked reform.

It is not surprising that there have been a number of moves to
establish alternative international banks that operate on a more just
basis. In July, the month of the 70th anniversary of the World Bank
and IMF, the BRICS countries (Brazil, Russia, India, China and
South Africa) established the New Development Bank, also known as
the BRICS Bank. The BRICS Bank consists of two new institutions:
the New Development Bank, with US$50 billion in initial capital to
finance infrastructure and sustainable development projects, and
the Contingent Reserve Arrangement (CRA), with US$100 billion in
initial capital, to provide assistance to members in financial difficulty
(also the role of the IMF). Developing nations hope that BRICS Bank
may eventually challenge World Bank-IMF domination. The BRICS
Bank aims to make electricity, transport, telecommunications, and
water/sewage a priority.

On the Latin American continent work has been done to establish
the Bank of the South (Banco del Sur). The concept was first raised
by Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez, in 1998, who saw it as a
step towards Latin American integration and an alternative to the
clutches of the IMF and World Bank, lending money to nations in
the Americas for the construction of social programs and infrastruc-
ture. The bank also lends without conditions such as privatisation
or deregulation. Its founding members were Venezuela, Argentina,
Brazil, Paraguay, Uruguay, Ecuador, and Bolivia.

Australia is faced with a choice. It can continue as the US deputy
sheriff, spending big on armaments and undermining security in the
region or it can Kkick out the US bases, end the US Alliance and play
an important and constructive role in the region. The contradictions
posed by relying on Asia economically and following the US militarily
and politically will only deepen. The government’s decision not to join
the AIIB reflects US interests, not Australia’s. If Australia continues
down this path, we will wake up one day to find we have become
an isolated, depleted quarry and missed great opportunities to play
an important role in the development of the Asian/Pacific region.
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Last week a member of Labor’s current federal leadership

hinted that if the Indonesian government accepted the Abbott
government’s policy of turning back asylum seekers boats,

then Labor might also consider accepting it. Former Labor
leaders Herbert “Doc” Evatt, who organised production of the

UN Charter of Human Rights, and Edward Gough Whitlam,
whose government introduced multiculturalism, the Racial
Discrimination Act and special services for immigrants, would
surely have reacted with rage to any suggestion that Labor adopt
such a policy. You can help us campaign against the federal
government and opposition’s practice of denying asylum seekers
human rights by sending in a Press Fund contribution for the next
edition of the Guardian. Many thanks to the following contributors
for their generous support this week:

Gianni Dillura $5, D Humphries $30, MH $350, Noel Hazzard $40,
Mark Mannion $5, “Round Figure” $10.00

This week’s total: $440 Progressive total: $7,550
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Angry constituents booed the PM
and the Premier off stage during
last week’s Queensland People’s
Bill debate for their support of
rampant development of coal and
coal seam gas in this state.

An angry Parliamentary Speak-
er, Fiona Simpson, said this sort of
behaviour was exactly why she had
earlier banned the debate from being
held at State Parliament as it “is
inconsistent with the dignity of the
Parliament”.

The independent Speaker for
the debate - prominent barrister and
Senior Lecturer in Environmen-
tal Regulation at the University of
Queensland, Dr Chris McGrath —
quickly brought the House to Order.

He invited some of our “favour-
ite politicians” to speak including the
PM Tony Abbott (aka Bad Tony),
the Premier Campbell Newman (aka
Can’t Do Campbell), Deputy Premier
Jeff Seeney, Mines Minister Andrew
Cripes and the outraged Speaker,
Fiona Simpson (aka hand puppets).

Speakers against Queensland’s
political corruption, dodgy mining
statistics, lack of democracy, unre-
stricted mining and loss of clean air,
water and foodland included:

» Mark Ogge — The Australia
Institute

 Health expert, Dr Geralyn
McCarron

» Tourism small businessman, Innes
Larkin

» Beef farmer, Phil Laird

» Lock the Gate spokespeople Drew
Hutton and Vicki Perrin

* (And Dr McGrath may have
crossed the line of impartiality on
a few occasions.)

The debate continued at a Q&A
at The Old Museum on November
29 and a People’s Plebiscite will
take place at the next State Election.
The Bill heralds the beginning of a
campaign to restore common rights
to Queenslanders, thoroughly eroded
by the mining industry and its politi-
cal backers.

Queenslanders want to end the

corruption and cronyism of mining
and politics that dog this state, rob-
bing us of democracy and putting
our food, land, water and lifestyles
at risk.

This Bill sets a new agenda for
Queensland that restores balance and
challenges the LNP government’s
relentless changing of laws to aid and
abet mining industries at the expense
of townspeople, farmers, communi-
ties and our democratic rights.

The Bill establishes a framework
for the following basic elements:

1. The right to say “no” to mining

2. The right to our health,
livelihoods and the quiet
enjoyment of our homes

3. The right to be represented in
parliament

4. The right to our common
heritage — the land, water and
clean air

5. The right to object and have our
objections heard

6. The right to clean politics &

Continued from page 1

And there is more to come!

The assault is not confined to the
federal arena. The Victorian Coali-
tion government quietly released its
plans to increase police powers and
data collection of children as young
as 10 if re-elected in the state elec-
tions on November 29. Their finger-
prints would be stored on a national
database. The proposed powers
include covert search warrants for
indictable offences carrying a maxi-
mum penalty of 10 years imprison-
ment or more — this includes theft. At
present such extreme powers apply to
terrorism-related offences.

Media gagged

Under the National Security Act
anyone (whistle-blowers, journalists,
bloggers, etc) who “recklessly” dis-
closes “information ... [that] relates
to a special intelligence operation.”
faces 10 years jail. The Attorney-
General unilaterally, in secret deter-
mines what is a special operation.

“... journalists have rightly
said: ‘How do I know if I report on
something that I am not inadvertently
contravening this section?’ That
tells us two things: one is that
whistleblowers and journalists, who
now want to act in the public interest
and draw attention to failings or
mistakes by our security services,
face jail themselves for acting in the
public interest,” Greens MP Adam
Bandt said when speaking against
the Bill in the Lower House.

“But more worryingly, it is
going to have a chilling effect.
This provision, if it goes through,
will muzzle the media. It will have
a chilling effect, because every
journalist and every editor will now
be worried about whether or not they
are going to go to jail if they report
on an operation in connection with
the security services, and so they are
going to be less likely to do it.

“This bill also significantly
expands the ability of the government
agencies and of the government
itself to access people’s computers,
their mobiles and their tablets, even
where they are suspected of having
done nothing wrong. Even if you are

not a suspect, your computer can be
accessed and it can be modified. The
security services can put files onto
your computer simply because you
happen to be on the same network as
someone who is a suspect.

“Now, that is just wrong. If you
are not suspected of having done
anything wrong why should the
security services be able to access
your computer, phone or tablet?”,
Bandt asked.

Foreign Fighters Bill

The Senate was given less than
one day to discuss the Foreign
Fighters Bill, as Labor backed the
government to gag debate. The
legislation is far-reaching, going well
beyond the question of Australians
fighting for foreign forces or carrying
out terrorist activities.

The legislation expands the
definition of terrorist organisations,
lowers the threshold for arrest
without warrant for “terrorism
offences”, extends Customs powers
to detain someone and extends
existing measures that were due to
expire, including control orders,
preventative detention orders, federal
police stop, search and seizure
powers and ASIO questioning and
detention powers.

The Bill expands the collection
and use of personal identifiers
of citizens and non-citizens both
arriving and departing from Australia
and creates a new offence of entering
a declared area overseas where
terrorist organisations are active.

“The primary purpose of the
amendments is to better facilitate
... ASIS providing timely assistance
to the ADF in support of military
operations, and its co-operation with
the ADF on intelligence matters,”
the Counter Terrorism Bill’s
explanatory memorandum states.

Data Retention Bill

If passed, the legislation would
allow law enforcement agencies to
access two years’ worth of customer
metadata without a warrant.

“Data retention was rolled back
by the European Court of Justice
because it was found to violate

human rights and because it did not
affect authorities’ ability to do their
job,” the Australian Greens said.

“Data retention will also make a
mockery of the ability of journalists
to protect their sources. When the
government has access to a log of
every phone call made in Australia
and every email sent, the practice of
whistleblowing will cease to exist.”

Two years ago, Malcolm
Turnbull, who introduced the Bill
had “very grave misgivings” about
data retention, because it was
“heading in precisely the wrong
direction” and would create a
“chilling effect on free speech” as
well as invade privacy. He was right
then. But now in office, at the beck
and call of ASIO, his personal views
count for naught.

In Australia, Howard’s anti-terror
laws have been used as a model for
laws relating to trade unions, in
particular the Australian Building
and Construction Commission.

There is nothing prevent ASIO
and other agencies using these
new powers against communists,
trade unionists, student groups and
others, who might express dissent or
question the capitalist system. They
are wide open to abuse with potential
jail sentences for those who expose
such abuses.

Terrorism must be taken
seriously. Legislation such as the
above will do nothing to reduce
terrorist activity. The fostering of
hatred towards Muslims and Islam
and creating divisions in society
serves to drive some into the arms of
the extremists.

Likewise bombing Iraq and Syria
creates greater hostility towards the
US, Australia and other Western
powers. Cutting young people off
the dole, winding back Medicare,
increasing fees for education,
slashing wages, etc, will result in
alienation and more vulnerable and
disaffected youth.

The defeat of terrorism lies in
ending wars of aggression, foreign
occupations, the fostering of hatred
and fear and by improving social and
economic conditions. &



Guardian

Australia

Foreign Fighters Bill:
wide open to abuse

Anna Pha

The Counter-Terrorism Legislation
Amendment (Foreign Fighters)
Bill 2014 is expected to be given
Royal assent and become law this
week. “The rapid resurgence in
violent extremism and the par-
ticipation in overseas conflicts
by some Australians present new
and complex security challenges
for our nation,” Attorney General
George Brandis said in his Second
Reading speech.

“The ongoing conflicts in Syria
and Iraq are adding to this challenge
and the number of Australians who
have sought to take part, either by
directly participating in these con-
flicts or providing support for extrem-
ists fighting there, is unprecedented.”

But the provisions have far wider
scope than just dealing with foreign
fighters and violent extremism. They
amend 20 Acts including social
security.

In a submission to the Parliamen-
tary Joint Committee on Intelligence
and Security about the Counter-
Terrorism Legislation Amendment
(Foreign Fighters) Bill, the Austral-
ian Lawyers Alliance (ALA) said
that the new laws threaten the inde-
pendence of the judiciary, introduce
retrospective warrants and more than
triples the period an individual can
be detained without others being
notified.

“Fundamental to our rights as
citizens is the right to be free. The
power to detain without warrant,
without charge, without access to
legal advice is normally reserved for
dictators and tyrants. No free society
unnecessarily cedes to its govern-
ment powers of detention without
review,” their submission said.

The Bill broadens the criteria for
listing of terrorist organisations and
related offences. ... it is vital that
our laws target not only terrorist acts,
but also the organisations that plan,
finance and carry out such acts,”
Brandis said.

It provides for the continua-
tion for another ten years a number
of the Howard government’s “anti-
terrorism” measures including con-
trol orders; preventative detention
orders; police stop, search and sei-
zure powers; and ASIO questioning
and detention powers so that they

will continue to be available to rel-
evant authorities. These provisions
were due to expire under sunset
clauses. (See Australian Marxist
Review, “Fighting terrorism or fight-
ing democracy*, Issues43, January
2006, www.cpa.org.au/amr/43)

The Bill increases the powers
of law enforcement and security
agencies to monitor and investigate
individuals.

Delayed notification
search warrants

The Australian Federal Police
(AFP) will be able to covertly enter
and search premises without the
knowledge of the occupier of the
premises, and then seek a “delayed
notification search warrant” and
notify the person being investigated
at a later date.

“Under the legislation, judicial
officers will be able to issue ‘delayed
notification search warrants’, which
in effect are warrants that retrospec-
tively authorise the activity that the
police have already carried out.”

This is wide open to abuse by
police who if, for example, are con-
vinced of a person’s guilt but lack
the proof they require, may plant
“evidence”.

The Bill also amends the arrest
threshold for foreign incursion and
terrorism offences to allow the police
to arrest individuals on reasonable
suspicion, rather than reasonable
belief.

Currently an organisation can
be listed as a terrorist organisation
if it directly or indirectly counsels
or urges the doing of a terrorist
act, directly or indirectly provides
instruction on the doing of a terrorist
act, or directly praises the doing of a
terrorist act.

It introduces a new offence of
“advocating terrorism” which applies
to individuals “promoting terrorism”.
The offence carries a maximum pen-
alty of five years imprisonment.

“Declared area
offence”

The Bill creates a new offence of
“entering a declared area overseas”
where terrorist organisations are
active. The onus of proof is reversed
with the suspect required to prove

November 5, 2014 3

The independence of the judiciary, introduce
retrospective warrants and more than ftriples
the period an individual can be detained
without others being notified.

they had a legitimate reason for trav-
elling to the area. The offence carries
a life sentence.

Possible legitimate purposes
include providing aid of a humanitar-
ian nature, making “bona fide” visits
to family members, appearing before
a court or performing a domestic or
foreign government duty or a duty for
the United Nations.

The Minister determines which
areas are declared as no-go zones.

Customs’ detention powers will
be expanded where the officer has
reasonable grounds to suspect (not
believe) that the person is intending
to commit a Commonwealth offence,
or is a threat to national security or
the security of a foreign country.

The powers to collect and use
personal identifiers of citizens and
non-citizens both arriving and depart-
ing from Australia are also expanded.
The Bill allows for the collection of
biometric and other data of people
entering and leaving the country.

ASIO will also be able to recom-
mend the cancellation of a visa of a
person who is offshore, who ASIO
suspects might be a risk to security.
ASIO could also request suspension

of Australian passports and seize
foreign passports (the property of a
foreign government)!

People who are suspected of pre-
paring for or participating in a for-
eign incursion receive punishments
ranging from life imprisonment to
loss of social security benefits. This
is before a court has even upheld that
they are guilty of an offence.

... under this new legislation, an
individual could receive a life sen-
tence just for being associated with
another person or people planning to
fight overseas. They could be handed
a life sentence for attending a training
session or even for offering a room to
be used for a meeting,” ALA spokes-
person and barrister Greg Barns said.

“The Foreign Fighters Bill reduc-
es the role of judicial oversight and
approval of police warrants to that of
a rubber stamp.”

Barns warned that the Australian
Constitution and the doctrine of the
separation of powers, had previously
reserved punishment solely for the
courts.

“The new laws also give authori-
ties the power to cancel social secu-
rity entitlements for people suspected

of being associated with terrorist
activity,” Mr Barns said. “These are
people who have never been charged
with a crime, never been found guilty
and could be innocent.”

Unprecedented
surveillance

Under the legislation, the content
of every single phone call, every
single text message, email or online
communication will available to be
accessed by security agencies such
as ASIO or the Australian Federal
Police. Something which is already
occurring.

“The revelations following the
experience of whistle-blowers such
as Edward Snowden show us that our
data is routinely misused by security
agencies in the pursuit of their goals,”
Barns said.

Nothing that Brandis or other
government ministers have said
justifies such extreme, fascistic
laws. The new laws will not make
Australia a safer place or protect
national security and our civil and
democratic rights. &

Pete’s Corner

Sydney

Speakers:

Chair: Mehreen Faruqi, NSW MLC
Arab Council of Australia

Lydia Shelly, Islamophobia Register
Prof Wendy Bacon, Australian Centre for Independent Journalism, UTS
Stuart Rees, Founder of Sydney Peace Foundation

Stephen Blanks, President of NSW Council of Civil Liberties

Sunday 9 November

PUBLIC MEETING - ALL WELCOME

COMMUNITIES UNITED
AGAINST RACISM

3pm-5pm
UTS Tower Building Broadway

Join a community meeting
on why we should reject the
campaign of fear against
Muslims and unite against
racist attacks.
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Act Now! Stop closure of
women’s refuges

The actions of the NSW Baird
Liberal-National government in
closing scores of women’s refuges
are stirring widespread opposi-
tion among women in NSW. At
a time of increasing social stress,
women in NSW who flee domestic
violence, will have fewer and less
secure places to go.

A large crowd of women rallied
outside the NSW Parliament House
on the morning of Friday October 31,
calling on the NSW government to
restore funding to women’s refuges
and to stop the restructure of wel-
fare and healthcare in favour of big
business.

October 31 was the closing and
transfer date for many previously
independent women'’s only refuges.

The annual Reclaim the Night
rally that evening also attracted sev-
eral thousand, mainly women par-
ticipants. Speeches at this rally also
focused on the NSW government’s
attacks on the women’s refuges and
related women’s services.

Since the end of June women
only refuges, including special-
ist refuges for girls and Aboriginal
women and other minority groups,
have been gradually closed down,
or transferred to generalist services
run by big ‘not-for-profit’ business-
es, mainly owned by churches and
charities.

Substantial redundancies have
followed, as the small, independ-
ent, specialist, secular community-
based organisations have been closed
down, or taken over.

While a number of refuges have
been saved temporarily through com-
munity campaigning efforts, many
are in jeopardy, or already closed.
The fight is far from won!

Justice for women!

The NSW government is using
competitive tendering to impose
generic “economically run” services
— that is, services on the cheap run
by a few large, “not-for-profit” cor-
porations, that will have less staff,
reduced opening hours and will not

specifically cater to women fleeing
domestic violence.

Imagine a situation where women
with their children escaping violent
homes can only seek refuge in shel-
ters that also house large numbers of
men, many with their own problems
with alcohol and mental illness.

Services for women are not just
being degraded. Refuges are actually
closing down — meaning fewer beds
for women — and in many cases their
children — seeking shelter.

“Go Home,
Stay Home”

Closure of refuges, their absorp-
tion into generalised services con-
tracted out to large religion-based
corporations, suits the Liberal-
Nationals’ reactionary “Go Home,
Stay Home” philosophy towards
women.

The closure or transfer of ref-
uges out of the hands of the com-
munities that established them,
into the corporate sector is in itself
an assault on grass-roots democ-
racy and discourages communi-
ties from building institutions of
self-management.

The Baird government policy
forces women back into the very
same violent situations they have
tried to flee! This is in a society
where, on average, every week in
NSW a woman dies at the hands of a
violent partner.

Act now! Save
women'’s services!

On November 27 the NSW Par-
liament will be debating the govern-
ment’s “Go Home, Stay home” laws
and tendering processes.

Women involved in the defence
of women’s refuges are calling for a
“Convergence on NSW Parliament”
on that day to get the community’s
message to the politicians as they
debate the government’s reactionary
laws. Meantime, weekly meetings
and other events are happening to

The Baird government policy
forces women back into the
very same violent situations

they have tried to flee!

build the campaign. To find out more
see: noshelter.com.au

It is vital that the community
makes known to the politicians and
media its broadest and most intense
opposition to these anti-women and
anti-community laws.

Parliament must block the “Go
Home, Stay Home” laws and tender
processes and restore refuge fund-
ing to independent community
organisations!

If the government’s actions are
not stopped, then other governments
will likely copy them.

Our diverse and increasingly

stressed community needs inde-

pendent, community-run, specialised

women-only services! To maintain
these:

* Long term funding for
independent, women’s only
services must be guaranteed

* Competitive tendering for welfare
sector services that inevitably go
to giant “charity” organisations
must stop

Defending women’s refuges is
an immediate and urgent priority.

Yet it’s just one step in addressing

the violence, discrimination and

other forms of oppression toward

women that permeates a society
based on exploitation, violence and
war.

Women cannot gain full equal-
ity and respect unless we are full
economic citizens and can fully par-
ticipate in the workforce, with equal
pay and job opportunities and freely
available childcare, so we can go to
work.

Otherwise, women are a reserve
army of low paid workers in part-
time, vulnerable, jobs, depending
on a partner or social welfare for
the survival of our children and
ourselves. &

Golden Dawn does not reach
Avustralian shores = for now

The planned visit to Australia in October
of two Golden Dawn members of the Euro-
pean Parliament has fallen through - at
least for now.

Golden Dawn is an extreme right-wing
neo-fascist party in Greece that has used the
Global Financial Crisis and its aftermath, the
European Union-imposed austerity measures
that have disastrously affected many Greek
people and the party’s secret ties with Greek
plutocrats and state police and security agen-
cies, to rapidly become a significant political
force in Greece.

Its presence in Australia and recent
electoral success in Greece encourages
similar movements here to come out of the
woodwork.

This is evidenced by the solidarity protest
the Australia First Party organised in Brisbane
in May, to protest the “illegal imprisonment”
of Golden Dawn parliamentarians and to give
expression to “nationalists supporting nation-
alists (and) patriots helping patriots.”

On that occasion however, a much larger
community-union counter demonstration

successfully thwarted the Australian extreme
right’s organising effort and the rightists fled.

The most immediate cause for Golden
Dawn postponing its October visit in this
instance is probably its parliamentary group’s
preoccupation with an impending trial for a
raft of criminal offences for which it is cur-
rently being prosecuted — including murder,
weapons offences and attacks on immigrants,
left wing activists and gay people.

However the proposed Golden Dawn visit
generated fierce opposition throughout the
Greek community in Australia and guaranteed
that the Golden Dawn MPs would have had a
torrid reception on their arrival here — even if
the Abbott government had allowed the visit
— and this has also been a significant factor in
the cancellation of the Golden Dawn tour.

Within days of the visit being announced
in early September, leaders of the Greek com-
munity throughout Australia, along with the
Australian Council of Trade Unions and a
number of ethnic and religious peak organisa-
tions released a statement that called on all
Australians to unite to “demonstrate their

detestation of the message of hatred and the
violent politics being propagated by groups
like Golden Dawn”.

When the Greek media in Australia
exposed Golden Dawn’s use of (an unregis-
tered) charity to raise funds in Australia for
Golden Dawn in Greece — fund raising abroad
being a tactic Golden Dawn has resorted to as
its ability to raise funds in Greece has become
increasingly restricted — the Australian chap-
ter’s leader was forced to declare within a few
days of being outed that Golden Dawn had
stopped fund raising in Australia because of
the pressure of community opposition.

The Communist Party of Australia active-
ly worked to build opposition to the Golden
Dawn visit and its ongoing presence in Aus-
tralia. The CPA Secretariat declared that,
“The Australian people should never allow
our country to become the breeding ground
of violence, divisions and hatred” or “the
source of financial support for fascist activi-
ties abroad.” (see Guardian #1656 September
17,2014).

Greek CPA members especially, have

actively informed the Greek community of
the proposed visit and encouraged demonstra-
tions of opposition.

The CPA Secretariat statement was trans-
lated into Greek and widely circulated, by
email and in pamphlet form, while the Guard-
ian newspaper with the statement was also
widely circulated.

The effort of Golden Dawn to extend its
presence and resource itself from Australia
— and the reaction it stirred — shows we must
watch not only for the malevolent presence
of groups such as Golden Dawn entering
Australia, but for similar home-grown groups
building their influence among a dissatisfied
and disempowered electorate, using groups
like Golden Dawn as a precedent and a
support.

Above all, Communists must make all
effort to expose the true causes of the growing
crises within contemporary society and point
to the correct solutions to overcome them,
which are solutions in the interest of the great
majority of working humanity, that is, are
socialist solutions. &
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Questioning the value of
the Australia/US alliance

Nick Deane

The government is preparing the
2015 Defence White Paper. As
part of the process, the public was
invited to make submissions last
August. The consultation period
ended on Wednesday October 29.

The Marrickville Peace Group,
which wrote submissions to the 2009
and 2013 Defence White Papers, has
responded to the call for submissions
to the 2015 DWP with a 5,000-word
document.

A synopsis of MPG’s submis-
sion follows. The full text can be
read on the Department of Defence’s
website (www.defence.gov.au/Whitepaper/
ReadSubmissions.asp). It is number 71 on
the list.

“Questioning the value of the
Australia/US alliance” is the title of
a document the Marrickville Peace
Group has submitted as part of the
public consultation process in prepa-
ration for the 2015 Defence White
Paper.

In its submission, the group
points out that Australia’s defence
policy currently rests on the premise
that the US alliance is indispensa-
ble. The group questions this very
premise. It argues that the alliance,
so far from offering Australia protec-
tion or security, has needlessly led
the country into wars and actually
increases the chances of us becom-
ing involved in more conflicts.

The submission takes the inva-
sion of Iraq in 2003 as illustration
of a pattern followed in earlier wars,
in all of which Australia fought in
countries that posed it absolutely
no military threat. It characterises
the invasion as possibly contrary to
international law, and says that Aus-
tralia was led into it on the strength
of intelligence that was later found
to be false. It goes on to say that the
outcome of the Iraq war was the tur-
moil currently apparent in the Middle
East.

The submission states: “Getting
involved in war is as grave a step
for a country to take as any that can
be imagined. For a country to be led
into a futile war on the basis of false-
hoods, as Australia was, is a terribly
serious matter.”

According to the submission,
Australia’s experience in the Iraq
invasion (against the backdrop of
earlier wars) should have provoked
thinking people within the defence
establishment to question whether or
not the alliance works in Australia’s
best interests. (Clearly the authors
of the submission think that it does
not as they announce that they have
lost confidence in the wisdom of

the “defence establishment”.) The
Iraq war is portrayed as a conspicu-
ous failure of defence policy that
should have brought that policy into
question.

The submission then goes on to
argue that, rather than there being
any questioning of the basic premise
of reliance on the US alliance, the
process of further strengthening it
has proceeded without pause. To
illustrate this, a number of examples
are provided that indicate further
strengthening of the military ties
between Australia and the US — the
prime one being the stationing of US
marines in Darwin.

In this connection, the submis-
sion quotes questions asked in the
Senate by Senator Lee Rhiannon
and answers provide by the govern-
ment. The explanation provided in
this exchange does not satisfy the
authors, who see no strategic benefit
in the marines’ presence. The submis-
sion suggests that the benefits actu-
ally go to the US.

It says that the answers given
to Senator Rhiannon’s questions
are “devoid of logical substance”.
The submission indicates that the
marines could be used in some mili-
tary action without the prior approval
of the Australian government (there
being no assurance provided against
that possibility), a view it backs up
by reference to sources close to the
US government. It concludes that
the presence of the US marines
benefits the US and not Australia,
strategically.

The submission argues that,
rather than increasing stability in our
region, the US “pivot” to the Asia
Pacific is increasing tensions, espe-
cially between Japan and China. It
points out that the Abe government is
becoming more assertive and that the
US has stated its intention to support
Japan. It says that, should hostilities
ever break out between Japan and
China, Australia would automati-
cally become involved (as an enemy
of China) because of the closeness of
its alliance with the US.

The submission highlights the
role of Major General Richard Burr,
a senior Australian army officer,
who currently holds the position
of Deputy Commander of the US
Army in the Pacific. The general was
reportedly photographed in Mongolia
during joint US/Mongolian exercises,
wearing his Australian uniform.

Australia’s involvement in the
guidance of weaponised US drones
and the role of Pine Gap are also
raised — as is Australia’s connec-
tion with NATO and its purchase
of expensive (US-made) weapons

US President Barack Obama meets Australian troops at the conclusion of his visit to RAAF Base Darwin.

systems. Even Australia’s position
on nuclear arms is brought into
question, where it is argued that
Australia deliberately thwarted an
initiative calling for the elimination
of all nuclear weapons, because of
the alliance.

The authors of the submission
have clearly been influenced by
Malcolm Fraser and his book “Dan-
gerous Allies”. The arguments they
put forward run on parallel tracks to
those put forward by Mr Fraser and
his work is acknowledged through
several references.

The group concludes by express-
ing the view that the US alliance
compromises Australia’s independ-
ence and threatens regional stability,
whilst the “defence establishment”
can do nothing but make it tighter
and closer, as evidenced by each suc-
ceeding AUSMIN conference.

The submission ends with a
question that it says is more vital
than the alliance itself. Using and
old-fashioned term, it asks:

“Where is the wisdom in Aus-
tralia being so totally dependent on
the US and on US-made policy in the
matter of its strategic defence?”
marrickvillepeacegroup.org &
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Thousands of people in Australia are volunteers — it's part and
parcel of everyday life. Volunteers’ contribution to society is great
and much appreciated. However when Tony Abbott launched his
new “Prime Minister's Community Business Partnership” which is
supposed to bring together government, community and business
leaders to develop strategies to “foster a culture of philanthropy
and volunteering” the main thrust was not the interests of the com-
munity but rather how companies, trusts and foundations are not
to be “burdened” by obstacles and red tape. “What we need are
partnerships with the state and federal governments to be able
to scale successful programs up,” said Nicola Forrest, the wife
of Andrew “Twiggy” Forrest who thinks that people in this coun-
try are extremely “welfare dependent” and that their income should
be managed through use of a “health welfare card”. It means that
only certain products can be purchased if you are on welfare and
whatever is deemed “unnecessary” or “harmful” will be out of
reach. Everybody is entitled to his or her opinions on the matter.
But the fact that Minister for Social Services Kevin Andrews and
Parliamentary Secretary to the Prime Minister Josh Frydenberg
are among the members of this partnership panel raises the ques-
tion of undue influence of private philanthropists on public policies.

The High Court has ruled that BHP Coal was within its rights to
sack a worker who waved a “scab” placard. Henk Doevendans
who was a union delegate and a BHP employee for 24 years was
involved in a dispute at the Saraji mine in central Queensland
where he held a placard saying “No principles Scabs No guts” dur-
ing a strike in 2012. CFMEU mining and energy general secretary
Andrew Vickers said the decision was a “blow to workers’ rights,
freedom of expression and participation in lawful industrial activ-
ity. We maintain that industrial laws should protect workers acting
in the pursuit of fair work arrangements from being sacked. The
real story here is that mining multinationals like BHP are increas-
ingly ruthless in their treatment of workers. In this case they have
used the excuse of a code of conduct to put a worker out of a job”.
The High Court decision was not unanimous (it was split three-
two among the judges) and it is not likely to stop union activity.
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Nora Barrows-Friedman

The following is an edited excerpt from
The Electronic Intifada associate editor
Nora Barrows-Friedman’s new book

In Our Power: US Students Organise

for Justice in Palestine, which will be
published on November 4. Reprinted by
special permission of Just World Books.
All requests to reprint elsewhere should
be sent to rights-at-justworldbooks.com.

An important movement led by young
college students is taking shape across the
United States. In the great tradition of
other civil rights and human rights move-
ments, activists are standing up to univer-
sity administrations and the Israel-aligned
political organisations that routinely
repress student speech on Palestine. In the
face of significant intimidation, students
have become powerful organisers in the
Palestinian-led boycott, divestment and
sanctions (BDS) movement. They challenge
themselves and each other on the defini-
tion of solidarity, and they educate their
campuses about one of the most important
human rights issues of our time.

This grassroots movement is building
from campus to campus, and each year there
are more chapters of Students for Justice in
Palestine, one of the major Palestine solidarity
coalitions. The growth of this student move-
ment underscores that a strong paradigm shift is
taking place: Palestine solidarity activism is no
longer limited to an isolated pocket of far-left
political organising.

Perhaps it’s because Israel’s political
intransigence and its reputation as a rogue
occupier state have turned it into a pariah on
the world stage. Perhaps it’s because people
are seeking out unfettered international news
via the Internet and social media as opposed to
corporate-controlled media.

Or perhaps it is because civil society has
come to recognise that decades of oppression,
forced displacement and apartheid is a univer-
sal issue of justice and human rights.

Whatever the constellation of reasons, the
conversation about Palestine is changing.

Rapid expansion

Between 2004 and 2011, I regularly trav-
elled to Palestine as a reporter, first as a radio
broadcaster for the historic Pacifica Network
and later as a contributor to independent and
international print publications. But my work
at home as a staff editor and reporter for The
Electronic Intifada compelled me to focus on
the rapid expansion of student solidarity organ-
ising in California and across the United States.

When Helena Cobban of Just World Books
approached me to write this book, she and I
were both adamant that it not be yet another
analytical, scholarly book written about a
movement by an outside narrator, but rather
a lively, introspective document that heavily
incorporates the voices of the students who are
involved in the movement at this moment.

As a journalist covering Palestine for
nearly 12 years, amplifying the voices of the
silenced and underrepresented is paramount to
me. There are, plainly, far too many activists,
reporters, writers, non-governmental organisa-
tions and scholars who speak for the Palestin-
ian people instead of supporting Palestinians so
they can speak for themselves.

This was the same idea I had for this book;
I believe it is important, and more appropriate,
that students, especially Palestinian-American
students, speak for themselves about their
experiences as organisers and human rights
defenders.

With that in mind, from April 2013 to Janu-
ary 2014, I travelled as much as I could. In the
end, I gathered 63 interviews with students
representing 30 different universities, private
colleges and community colleges in 22 cities
across 11 states. I started by emailing about a
dozen individual students and organisers in dif-
ferent corners of the country, and told them I
was eager to visit and conduct interviews.

Responses immediately poured in from
activists who were excited to tell their story.
Some students I reached out to were hesitant to

speak with me, for fear of threatened reprisals
by Zionist family members or Islamophobic
hate groups, or because of the very real fear of
compromising their ability to cross borders into
their homeland, as Israel keeps tabs on human
rights activists and Palestinian organisers.

But for the most part, students conveyed to
me that they wanted their voices amplified, they
wanted to be included in a document that holds
this riveting movement and their accomplish-
ments in a moment in time.

Building coalitions

One of the most significant themes within
Palestine solidarity organising is that of cross-
movement building — creating coalitions
within the historical and current intersections
of different struggles. Discussions about anti-
racism, anti-sexism, immigrant justice and
oppressed peoples’ liberation struggles are
all amplified within the Palestine solidarity
movement. As Hoda Mitwally of CUNY Law
in New York City so poignantly said, “Our
work has no value or purpose if we’re not con-
necting it to other struggles.”

Students involved with Palestine solidar-
ity organising are fully aware, and outraged,
at the heavily-financed military partnership
between Israel and the United States, as
the Obama administration’s deportations of
undocumented persons reach record levels,
as the border becomes a cash cow for weap-
ons dealers and military contractors and as
social services, health care and education are
left to waste, impacting the most vulnerable
communities.

“I think it’s really important as solidar-
ity activists to look in our own communities
and see that what we’re fighting against far
away in Palestine is also targeting our com-
munities here, and our neighbours and family
members,” said Gabriel Schivone, a longtime
SJP activist at the University of Arizona and a
member of the national organising committee.

Schivone has taken part in countless pro-
tests over the years, including an important
direct action in October 2013 against the
Obama administration’s rampant detention
and deportation of undocumented persons.
Immigrant rights activists and members of
Students for Justice in Palestine barricaded
themselves at the entrance to a federal court-
house in Tucson, Arizona, where buses car-
rying migrant detainees pull up. Others,
including Schivone and other SJP and immi-
grant justice activists, locked their bodies to
the buses themselves.

Students for Justice in Palestine stated
that the coordinated action was called to stop
Operation Streamline — “the mass prosecution
program that criminalises, en masse, on aver-
age 80 (mostly Mexican and Central Ameri-
can) migrant detainees each day in Tucson.”

President Barack Obama has refused
to halt the mass arrests and deportations of
undocumented persons. In fact, under his term,
the United States “has been deporting more
than 1,000 people a day, and nearly 410,000
[in 2012], a record number,” according to The
Washington Post.

Danya Mustafa with the SJP chapter at the
University of New Mexico told me by phone
on the day of the lockdown that “this is an
important action to show solidarity with our
brothers and sisters who are struggling here,
whose families are being torn apart, whose
livelihoods are being taken away from them.”

What is happening to immigrants and
undocumented persons in the United States
under the Obama administration and the Ari-
zona state government “is an injustice,” Mus-
tafa added. “At SJP we know that injustice all
too well, especially as Palestinians. We need
to keep our families together. Community sup-
port is important. This is a direct action based
on the needs of the community, and mothers,
brothers, sisters and fathers are coming out to
support this action. We support it one hundred
percent. We want to show solidarity with those
who have shown solidarity with us.”

Embodiment

Schivone’s work in documenting the
impact of US-Mexico border policy has led
him to uncover not just the political connec-
tions between the struggles of Indigenous and

migrant peoples in the United States and Pal-
estine, but the classist, militarist and capitalist
connections as well. He started off by explain-
ing that he sees the intersection in himself,
personally.

“I’m an embodiment of it,” he added. “My
father came from a white settler background,
a European immigrant from Italy. And my
mother was born in Sonora, in Mexico. And
when they married, my mom moved in with
my dad and they got a house out of the El
Hoya, which is a Chicana, Mexican-Ameri-
can neighbourhood, or barrio, in Tucson. It
was during ‘white flight,” and they went to
a sprawling urban new white development
neighbourhood. I lost half of myself through
that process. I would grow up in public school
not wanting to learn the language [Spanish]
and rejecting half of myself.”

It took some time, but with guidance from
an older, politically radical sister, Schivone
embraced his identity. “For a while, when I
started working with the migrant rights group
No Mas Muertes [No More Deaths], that per-
spective on my family background became a
[pillar of] my political life. But then I started,
unconsciously, perhaps, dividing my time
between both concerns — Palestine, SJP, stu-
dent organising on the one hand, and humani-
tarian aid and human rights work at the border
on the other hand.”

But he realised that there is no reason why
they should be divided when there are fun-
damental ways that they’re connected. “So I
started connecting them,” he said, “looking at
ways that they’re connected analytically and
more deeply in structural forms.”

One of the clearest ways the United States
and Israel exemplify their shared values begins
with the walls both countries have constructed
to keep others out. At the US-Mexico border,
which stretches from California to Texas,
the US government’s expanding practices of
border militarisation have reached unprece-
dented levels, and Israel has stepped in to not
just share the technology it has field-tested
on Palestinians, but to profit from this project
as well.

In March 2013, one of the two leading
contractors for Israel’s wall in the West Bank,
an Israeli company named Elbit Systems, won
its second contract — worth US$145 million
— to provide surveillance systems for the US
Department of Homeland Security. Elbit’s first
contract with the US government provided
450 unmanned drones to the Arizona Border
Patrol in 2004.

“Seeing it first hand”

In 2011, Schivone started organising tours
to the border wall with other students from
Palestinian, Jewish, white European and Chi-
cano backgrounds, “just observing, seeing it
first hand,” he said. “And then talking about
it, taking it in, discussing it, putting on con-
ferences with students and speakers from
all over the country from Palestine-oriented
activism and from Chicano and human rights
and border work. We put it all together and
learned about each others’ struggles.”

Denise Rebeil works with UNIDOS
(United Non-Discriminatory Individuals
Demanding Our Studies) on issues related
to a ban on ethnic studies in Arizona. She
attended the 2013 National SJP conference at
Stanford University, and was eager to plug
deeper into the Palestine solidarity community
around the United States. She said she quickly
realised the stark similarities between the two
struggles.

“Both people had their lands ripped from
them,” Rebeil remarked. “Both have to deal
with white supremacy. And they always have
to be on the defence. I realised those connec-
tions, which are really important.”

On April 26, 2011, during a Tucson school
board meeting at which members would vote
to dismantle ethnic studies classes, Rebeil and
other students chained themselves to the board
members’ chairs in a powerful, inspiring direct
action that forced the vote to be postponed.
The ban on ethnic studies ended up passing
during the next school board meeting, but
the motivation to keep pursuing educational
justice for communities of colour couldn’t be
quelled.

Less than a year later, the largest Chicano
student organisation in the United States,
Movimiento Estudiantil Chican@ de Aztlan
(MEChA), adopted the Palestinian call for
BDS during its 19th annual conference. The
conference coincided with international
observances of both Cesar Chavez Day, hon-
ouring the migrant workers’ rights leader, and
Land Day, when Palestinians commemorate
the six Palestinian citizens of Israel who were
killed by Israeli forces during protests of
ongoing land theft and settler-colonisation in
historic Palestine.

MEChHA’s alliance with SJP chapters all
over the country has been vital to both com-
munities. Students have long supported each
other’s events, marched alongside each other
in protest of racist and unjust policies, and,
like Schivone, have worked for justice seam-
lessly within both organising spheres.

Students involved with SJP linked up with
MEChA to protest SB1070, Arizona’s racial
profiling law that was signed in 2010, and
have collaborated in leading sustained pro-
tests in California against the 2013 appoint-
ment of Janet Napolitano as the president of
the University of California. In her former
role as the US secretary of homeland security,
Napolitano implemented the Obama admin-
istration’s expanded deportation policies of
undocumented persons.

Rich history of resistance

In New Mexico, Ruben Pacheco, an eco-
nomics and political science graduate at the
University of New Mexico and an active
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member of both SJP and other social justice
organisations, explained his involvement in
the Palestine solidarity movement in the con-
text of the rich history of resistance to coloni-
alism in the state. In order to understand the
struggle for Palestinians today, Pacheco said
it was important to understand the resistance
of Indigenous peoples on the land he stands
now, dating back to 1680 when the Pueblo
Indians first revolted against the Spaniard
colonists “and effectively kicked them out of
New Mexico for 12 years.”

In 1967, Pacheco added, the same week
that Israel waged war on Indigenous Pales-
tinians and Syrians, and began its occupation
of the West Bank, Gaza Strip and the Syrian
Golan Heights, “a group of land grant activ-
ists attempted to reclaim ancestral land grants
that were converted to national forest land in
New Mexico. As Israeli tanks were advanc-
ing during the Six-Day War, national guard
tanks were rolling through the mountains of
northern New Mexico to prevent the Chica-
no activists from reclaiming their ancestral
homelands.”

Pacheco’s voice softened. “We always talk
about the different names that were given to
Palestinian villages that were destroyed by
Israel. Names of places have a historical con-
nection to a people and their language. Chang-
ing a name is traumatising to people. It erases
memory. In New Mexico, the injustice runs
thick, and both the Chicano and the American
Indian populations have endured this type of
historical trauma.”
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Germany continues

along austerity track

Victor Grossman

BERLIN: A long, warm, coatless autumn
made some wonder whether climate change
might cancel winter this year in a reverse of
the cancelled summer two centuries ago in a
year called “1800-and-froze-to-death.” But
no, I now read that the weather will change
after all. Northern blasts may soon be here.

Perhaps economically as well? Two French
economy ministers clearly felt the chill when
visiting Berlin on October 20, hoping to thaw
out Angela Merkel’s icy “austerity policy”.
Burdened with a 4.3 percent French budget
deficit, above the European Union’s 3 percent
limit, and with President Hollande’s popular-
ity nearing the freezing point, these politicians
called for a deal: If Germany would invest 50
billion Euros in projects to relieve Europe’s
sagging economy, France would cut its budget
by 50 billion Euros.

But German leaders slapped down such
a trade-off, tightly clutching their austerity
policies. Sigmar Gabriel, Merkel’s Minister
of Economics (but, at least according to his
membership card, also a Social Democrat),
said more private investments by France in
areas like research were better than “flash-in-
the-pan schemes.” France should rather see
about cutting its deficit, say by slicing up more
labour laws. Noting who held the better cards,
Monsieur le ministre soon ate crow: “I wasn’t
demanding anything,” he whined. “It was just
a suggestion.”

For Sahra Wagenknecht, however, vice-
chair of the Left Party in the Bundestag, it was
truly tragic “when it doesn’t even occur to a
Social Democratic economics minister that
sorely-needed investments in infrastructure
and education could be made if only taxes on
the upper class were increased.” That could be
a more promising way to head off a threatening
downturn with a further growth of poverty in
Europe, even in relatively prosperous Germany.

But back to the subject of crow. I’'m not
referring here to the giant swarms of rooks, a
European species of crow, which always spend
autumns and winters in Germany (it’s the South
to them) and every evening soar dramatically
to night-time roosting areas in the big Tiergar-
ten Park, then spread out in the morning to dig
for food on every larger lawn. Hitchcock fans
and many others fear or hate the dark-feathered
birds. I welcome them here and am reminded
of the many thousands of human migrants, flee-
ing from barren or bloody homelands (often in
northern Africa or the Near East), hoping to
find food and shelter here, at least temporarily,
but also feared or hated by the ignorant.

Tough politics

But “eating crow” has nothing to do with
these tough rooks, but rather with tough poli-
tics in the east German state of Thuringia. In
September elections there, right-wing Chris-
tian Democrats came in first (33.5 percent),
as every time since GDR rule ended in 1990.
For the past five years they shared power with
the Social Democrats (SPD) as junior partners.
But for the latter, alas, the partnership was very
unlucky, costing them a third of their voters and
the bitter result, a paltry 12.4 percent, offered
good grounds for divorce. They could renew
this deal with just a one-seat majority, but did
not like the idea.

Pushing well ahead, in second place, was
the LEFT party with 28.2 percent. Now if the
Social Democrats and the little Greens party
(with 5.7 percent) joined hands with the LEFT
they could also win a majority of exactly one
seat in the legislature, here again just enough to
rule the roost. Was that a “lesser evil”?

Where does eating crow come in? Twice on
this menu. There have been several coalitions
between SPD and the LEFT, always in eastern
Germany and always with the SPD stronger
and the LEFT as junior partner; one such in
Brandenburg is currently being renewed. But
this time, for the very first time, the LEFT
would be on top so the minister-president
would be their man, Bodo Ramelow, 58, a West

German labour official who moved eastwards
after the Wall came down.

Thus the despised, castigated, reviled
LEFT party would finally be represented right
up there in the Upper House in Berlin (Bun-
desrat) with the 15 other state bosses. Could
the SPD and the Greens swallow leadership
from this “offspring of the party which once
ruled East Germany”? Some people objected
loudly; most angrily the Christian Democratic
woman who has ruled the roost till now and
would thus be degraded, with her fellow CDU
deputies, to the chillier seats in the opposition
section of the legislature (and right next to the
even further rightist deputies of the new “Alter-
native for Germany” party, whose campaign,
aimed at “those foreigners”, at gays and at one
another, had won 10.6 percent of the voters and
11 seats. But they were still pariahs and care-
fully avoided).

Would the SPD agree to be a junior partner
of the LEFT? The same Minister Gabriel who
had said “Non” to the French now said “oui” to
his party people in Thuringia; each state must
decide for itself. On October 21 the SPD leader-
ship council in Thuringia voted to give it a try,
unanimously! They have now put it to the entire
party membership to decide — by November 4.
It looks as if they and the Greens will say Yes;
the new table for three seems likely to set an
historic precedent in Germany.

Eating crow again

But here comes a dish of crow again, a
rather different species, but for some just as
hard to eat! The SPD and Greens, though in
the minority, have insisted on conditions for
providing the LEFT such a chance. The Greens,
for example, demand at least two cabinet seats.
Far more controversially, they insist that in the
coalition’s program preamble the LEFT must
agree that the GDR was an “Unrechtsstaat”,
which translates as “unjust state” or “unlawful
state”. Otherwise they won’t play!

For most LEFT leaders in Thuringia this
is no big problem. They want to lead a state
government, and promise many improvements
like doing away with a traditional West German
“tracking system” separating “better pupils”
planning on college from “weaker pupils”
who aren’t — mostly from working-class and
immigrant families. They hope to do more for
those with low-paid, precarious and temp jobs
— or no jobs. Like the Greens they want eco-
logical improvements. Ramelow, knowing the
prejudices of fellow West Germans against the
LEFT, hopes to “move a step further in disman-
tling Cold War thinking.”” So most now agree to
an official rejection of the GDR in a coalition
program.

But to some in the LEFT party this is
“eating crow” and hardly digestible. Almost
no one denies that there was plenty of injustice
in the GDR. Elections were surely a farce; cen-
sorship prevailed in the media and to a varying
degree in films and books. There was certainly
repression. But public policy in almost every
field of everyday life aimed at improving the
lives of working people, students, children and
pensioners, with special attention to women’s

rights. These humane policies, in contrast with
West Germany then and all Germany today,
make any sharp categorisation as “just” or
“unjust” very relative and very complex.

After all, West Germany outlawed the
Communist Party and left-wing organisations;
it spied on their members, dragged them to
court, jailed some and barred thousands from
their jobs. Its ruling class, in contrast with
the GDR, was filled to the brim with Nazis in
every field, even presidents and a chancellor,
and it supported fascist governments in Spain
and Chile and apartheid in southern Africa —
also with weapons. After the GDR was gone it
shipped its tanks and other weapons to Turkey
to help kill Kurds (whom it now supports —
unless they are left-wing Kurds living in Ger-
many). It tolerates a situation where millions
are jobless, thousands homeless, and 2.4 mil-
lion children are affected by or threatened with
poverty. It has bombed children and other civil-
ians in Yugoslavia and Afghanistan. And war
criminal corporations and banks which built
up Hitler and made billions from war and slave
labour — Krupp, BASF, Daimler, the Deutsche
Bank — are so close to Merkel’s government
that it does their bidding; squeezing the poor in
Spain, forcing unneeded tanks and submarines
onto impoverished Greece, diluting plans to
reduce carbon emissions.

Just and unjust

Where are the lines between “just states”
and “unjust states”? Opponents of such termi-
nology warn that whenever leaders of the LEFT
do eat crow new demands are made to grovel
even lower and swallow even more. They insist
that the entire exercise, stressed most by the
once rebellious Greens, really aims at equat-
ing the GDR with the Nazi state and discredit-
ing its main feature which, however twisted
or mismanaged in many ways, was basically
an attempt to abolish war, exploitation and
poverty, to build socialism. This explains the
many attacks against the LEFT party; these
should remain its basic goals. And, these mili-
tants insist, one compromise can easily lead to
another and yet another, just as it once did with
the Greens and, a long, long time ago, with the
SPD.

Are these critics too fearful, too radical?
Isn’t it worth taking a chance with this new
alliance, balancing delicately on a single seat
majority in the legislature, hence always threat-
ened by blackmail attempts, but with hopes of
demonstrating what the LEFT can do when it
leads in at least one of Germany’s 16 states?
The future is not now full of sunshine; two big
strikes — airline pilots and railroad engineers —
have rocked the country.

Is militancy rising? Can the LEFT join — or
even lead it? A large leftist party in Germany is
a source of badly needed strength and inspira-
tion all over Europe — if it defies the dangers
and remains a fighting party. At the moment it
looks as if a risk will be taken. Will it succeed?
Will it be possible, in 2015, to avoid ending in
a political year that “froze to death”?

People’s World &
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Again, UN General Assembly
rejects anti-Cuban blockade

WT Whitney

The United Nations General
Assembly voted on October 28
for the 23rd consecutive year on a
Cuba resolution calling upon the
United States to end its economic
blockade against the island. The
results highlight US isolation in
the diplomatic community; 188
UN nations voted “Yes,” and
only two, the United States and
Israel, rejected the resolution.
The Marshall Islands, Palau, and
Micronesia, island-nations in the
Pacific allied to the United States,
abstained.

The tally was similar to that of
2013. Since 1994, over 100 nations
have supported the resolution, with
180 or more nations doing so since
2005. Beginning in 1998, only Israel,
the United States, and at times one of
the Pacific island-nations have voted
“No”.

Before and after the vote, 39
delegates representing individual
nations or regional groups spoke
before the Assembly. Multinational

alliances represented in the debate
included: the CARICOM group of
Caribbean nations, the South Ameri-
can trade association Mercosur, the
Western Hemisphere (minus Canada
and the United States) CELAC alli-
ance, the Non-Aligned Group of
Nations, the G77 nations (134 nations
in all), and the African Union. Both
the United Nations and TeleSur news
service communicated the proceed-
ings worldwide live via the Internet.
Speakers emphasised themes that
Cuban Foreign Minister Bruno Rod-
riguez also covered. Among them
were: freedom for the three Cuban
Five prisoners still in US jails, Cuba’s
international humanitarian outreach,
US violations of international law,
and Cuba’s inclusion on the US list
of state sponsors of terrorism.
Addressing the Assembly, Minis-
ter Rodriguez began by insisting that
the “world community” pay attention
because the vote “concerns Interna-
tional Law that protects big and little
states, rich and poor, and guarantees
independence for all of them.”
Rodriguez characterised the

Blacklisted
workers won’t
back down

Conrad Landin & Luke James

BRITAIN: Anti-blacklisting cam-
paigners hit the streets of Wol-
verhampton last week to demand
an apology from a notorious
blacklister, who denied work to
a pipefitter because he had given
the Morning Star a quote 22 years
previously.

Carillion head of employment
relations Liz Keates is the target of
the third day of a “Crocodile Tears
Tour” of notorious blacklisting
managers organised by trade union
GMB, which represents construc-
tion workers among other trades.

She has been named in Parlia-
ment as a blacklister — and the
database which revealed the extent
of the practice in the building trade
names her as complicit in blacklist-
ing a whopping 139 workers.

In a shocking assault on free-
dom of expression, Keates kept an
Essex-based pipefitter out of work
simply because he had spoken to a
journalist from the people’s paper.
He was blacklisted in 1980, when
the lists were being maintained by
the shady Economic League and
denied jobs in 1996 and 2002.

A second worker was added
to the list for giving a quote to
Morning Star reporter Peter Bird
for the same article, and the league
compiled an astonishingly detailed
dossier of his activities in the Com-
munist Party and trade union move-
ment. When the league disbanded
in 1993 its dossiers ended up in the
hands of the Consulting Associa-
tion, a new body set up with the
help of building giant Sir Robert
McAlpine.

Keates checked records on
the database and refused work
to 64 applicants who were union

reps or considered political
troublemakers.

And she was responsible for
putting 75 other workers on the list
while they were working for her
employers Crown House Engineer-
ing, Carillion and Tarmac.

A Manchester-based electrician
was blacklisted for being “mixed
up with a left-wing organisation,”
according to the database, and was
denied work by Keates as late as
2003.

And Keates added a welder to
the list for being a “main agitator”
and he was subsequently denied
employment twice by another firm.

GMB national officer Justin
Bowden slammed blacklisters for
using the “Nuremberg defence” in
saying they were following orders
from superiors.

“These so-called HR profes-
sionals who ran the blacklists for
the construction companies knew
exactly what they were doing,” he
said.

Protesters congregated outside
Carillion’s Birch Street HQ in the
city centre. They will be joined by
workers employed by a company at
a part-privatised Swindon hospital,
where 52 staff are taking claims for
workplace horrors to an employ-
ment tribunal.

Carillion did not respond to a
request for comment.

Labour MP Dave Anderson
pressed David Cameron yesterday
to release secret papers relating to
the imprisonment of Ricky Tomlin-
son and five more Shrewsbury pick-
ets “jailed and fitted up” in 1973.

Shockingly, the Prime Minister
claimed he wasn’t aware of the case
— one of the most high-profile scan-
dals in trade union history.
Morning Star &

present era as “unprecedented” with
its “old and new problems tending
to make human life unsustainable.”
And, “none are solvable if our atti-
tude does not change for the sake of
genuine cooperation,[specifically]
the way we face and deal with
reality.”

He accused the United States
of having intensified its economic
blockade, which “presents serious
obstacles for the economic develop-
ment of Cuba. Cuba has never been
a threat to US national security,” he
declared, and in fact “the US and
Cuban peoples have always had deep
ties.”

Rodriguez reported that “diverse
tendencies” and experts in the United
States “recognise that these policies
have failed and don’t respond to the
national interests of that power.

“It’s enough to read the New York
Times editorials of recent weeks,” he
explained. And besides, “Cuba will
never renounce its sovereignty or the
road its people freely chose to build a
more just and efficient, more prosper-
ous and sustainable, socialism.”

Juan Carlos Mendoza, speak-
ing on behalf of the Group of 77
countries, stated, “Human lives are
threatened and public health is debili-
tated due to the blockade, same with
education, culture, sports, finance,
banking, external commerce, [and]
foreign investment.”

Poland’s UN delegate represent-
ing EU member states conveyed EU
“rejection of all unilateral measures
directed against Cuba which nega-
tively affect third parties’ interests
and thereby violate commonly
accepted rules of international trade.”

Once more Ronald Godard, listed

as “US Senior Area Adviser for West-
ern Hemisphere Affairs,” took on the
annual task of explaining US policies
before the United Nations. His nation
is attending to “national interests and
its principles,” he declared. At issue
are “human rights and fundamental
freedoms” for the Cuban people.

“[TThe Cuban economy will not
thrive until [Cuba] opens its state
monopolies to private competition
and adopts the sound macro-econom-
ic policies that have contributed to
the success of Cuba’s neighbours in
Latin America.”

So Mr Godard seems to be dis-
counting that sentiment in the US
Declaration of Independence paying
honour to “a decent respect to the
opinions of mankind.”

Godard called upon Cuba to free
jailed US contractor Alan Gross.
After all, he stated, Gross was only
“facilitating Internet access for
Cuba’s small Jewish community.”

Nevertheless, according to both the
NACLA organisation and Tracy
Eaton’s report, Gross’ larger task was
anti-government subversion.

Paradoxically, despite all the
fuss, both the United States and Israel
do engage commercially with Cuba.
Pressure from US agricultural and
food processing businesses induced
Congress in 2000 to authorise cash-
only food sales to Cuba. Their yield
since then has ascended into the bil-
lions of dollars.

The Israeli-financed Grupo BM
company, headquartered now in
Panama, years ago undertook joint-
venture projects with Cuban partners.
Its “Jagiiey Grande” citrus planta-
tion in Matanzas province became
an export powerhouse for Cuban
agriculture. And rental income from
office buildings of its “Miramar
Trade Centre” presumably still flows
to Israeli investors.

People’s World &

China launches new
World Bank rival

China and India are backing a
21 country US$100 billion Asian
Infrastructure Investment Bank
(AIIB) as a challenge to the World
Bank and Asian Development
Bank.

A memorandum of understand-
ing was signed with 21 Asian
countries in Beijing last week. Aus-
tralia, Indonesia and South Korea
were absent following hidden
pressure from Washington. The
development bank was proposed a
year ago by Chinese President Xi
Jinping, and is to offer financing
for infrastructure projects in under-
developed Asian countries.

Headquartered in Beijing,
former chairman of the China
International Capital Corp invest-
ment bank Jim Liqun, is expected
to take a leading role.

The bank will initially be capi-
talised with US$50 billion, most
of it contributed by China. The
country is planning to increase
authorised capital to US$100 bil-
lion. With that amount the AIIB
would be two-thirds the size of the
USS$175 billion Asian Development
Bank.

India will be the second largest
bank shareholder though Kuwait,
Qatar, Mongolia, Kazakhstan,
Pakistan, Nepal, Oman, and all
the countries of the Association of

Southeast Asia, except Indonesia
are involved.

Australia, Indonesia and South
Korea did not participate following
US claims of “concerns” about a
rival to Western-dominated multilat-
eral lenders.

Japan, China’s main rival in
Asia, which dominates the Asian
Development Bank along with the
United States, did not attend but had
not been expected to do so.

Indonesia refused to participate
claiming it needs time to discuss
China’s proposal.

The Australian Financial Review
said US Secretary of State John
Kerry had personally asked Austral-
ian Prime Minister Tony Abbott to
“steer clear” from joining AIIB.

“Australia has been under pres-
sure from the US for some time to
not become a founding member of
the bank and it is understood Mr
Kerry put the case directly to the
prime minister when the pair met in
Jakarta on following the inaugura-
tion of Indonesian President Joko
Widodo,” the paper said.

South Korea, one of America’s
closest allies in Asia, is also pre-
varicating. Its finance ministry said
it spoke with China to request more
time to consider details such as the
AIIB’s governance and operational
principles.

US officials have said they do
not want to support an initiative
Washington thinks is unlikely to
promote good environmental, pro-
curement and human rights stand-
ards in the way the World Bank
and ADB are required to do.

But Chinese officials are con-
vinced the American opposition
is an attempt to contain the global
rise of China and its ambition to
remain the dominant power in
Asia.

“You could think of this as a
basketball game in which the US
wants to set the duration of the
game, the size of the court, the
height of the basket and everything
else to suit itself,” Wei Jianguo, a
former Chinese commerce minis-
ter, told the Financial Times.

Matthew Goodman, scholar at
the Centre for Strategic and Inter-
national Studies in Washington DC
believes the initiatives of a BRICS
Bank and AIIB “represent the first
serious institutional challenge to
the global economic order.”

Chinese Finance Minister Lou
Jiwei said the AIIB will set high
standards, safeguard policies and
improve on bureaucratic, unrealis-
tic and irrelevant policies, accord-
ing to the Xinhua news agency.
RT &
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of police violence

Tony Pecinovsky

ST LOUIS: It has been roughly 80
days since the tragic and criminal
killing of Mike Brown, an Afri-
can American teenager who had
recently graduated from high
school and was about to start col-
lege. Brown was shot to death by
Darren Wilson, a white Ferguson,
Missouri police officer, while — as
eye witnesses claim — attempting
to surrender with his hands up.

Since Mike Brown’s killing on
August 9, thousands of protesters —
local, regional, and national — have
shined a much-needed spotlight on
the life and death consequences of
police brutality and violence directed
largely at men of colour.

Protesters have also brought to
the foreground the militarisation of
our neighbourhoods and the unwar-
ranted, unjustified misuse of police
force that has literally taken aim at
our constitutional right to peacefully
assemble. Furthermore, the use of
rubber bullets, tear gas, percussion
grenades, pepper-spray and police
batons specifically and overwhelm-
ingly in communities of colour has
only served to dramatically dem-
onstrate the racist nature of police
repression.

Undoubtedly, the multi-racial sol-
idarity exemplified during the numer-
ous peaceful protests when compared
to the Ferguson police force visually
serve as a stark reminder of the very
real racial disparities in a city that is
nearly 70 percent African American.
The Ferguson police consist of 50
white and three Black officers.

Obviously, we should not assume
—and I am not arguing — that every
white police officer in Ferguson is
racist. I don’t think it is helpful to
speculate on the motivations of rank-
and-file officers regarding race and
racism.

Nor do I think we should ignore
the working-class character of a very
difficult and dangerous profession, or
the stresses and frustrations inherent
in it.

AFL-CIO President Richard
Trumka remarked to the Missouri
AFL-CIO, “We should not deny
officer Darren Wilson or any other
police officer his or her rights on
the job or in the courts.” However,
he added, “Racism, unfortunately,
is part of our inheritance as Ameri-
cans ...” and played a role in Brown’s
killing.

1 do not envy the work of police
officers — like other public servants,
they are underpaid, over-worked

and as union members they struggle
collectively to win decent benefits,
health care and pensions.

Additionally, they face the daily
possibility of violent confrontation
and potential death.

For this reason, police offic-
ers are usually given considerable
leniency when it comes to the use
of force, which makes the circum-
stances surrounding Mike Brown’s
death and the possible prosecution
of Darren Wilson much more than a
local police concern. It is a national,
public concern.

In fact, understanding the com-
plex circumstances that led to
Brown’s death should help us better
understand the use of deadly force
— in general — as a pernicious and
vile form of institutional racism that
transcends individual motivation or
intent.

For regardless of Darren Wil-
son’s personal motivations and fears,
the institutional racism that effective-
ly barred African Americans from the
police force in Ferguson, as well as
the fact that police officers are sta-
tistically more likely to use deadly
force against African Americans than
against white suspects inevitably led
to the racist, inappropriate use of
deadly force and the murder of Mike
Brown.

This tragic scenario is unfortu-
nately repeated in countless commu-
nities across our country, often with
the same tragic and criminal results.

Police training is another issue of
concern, as officers should be taught
to employ any and all means — short
of endangering themselves or others
— to de-escalate potentially violent
situations.

Mike Brown’s killing isn’t just a
local tragedy. It is symptomatic of a
larger, on-going disease that infects
our society at large, and is therefore
a national tragedy.

Furthermore, the taking of Mike
Brown’s life shouldn’t be seen as just
a local crime. It has national implica-
tions, as this specific, unjustified use
of deadly force wounds and crimi-
nalises people of colour generally.
Therefore, it is a national crime.

We should purposefully and
intentionally highlight institutional
racism at work — racism that has in
its local incarnation created a deep
chasm between a majority Afri-
can American community and a
majority white police force — and
organise to create institutional mech-
anisms by which this racist dispar-
ity can be rectified immediately and
democratically.

Institutional mechanisms, like
a civilian review board with power,
could have a huge impact on the
inappropriate use of force, as it will
bring public pressure to bear in an
institutional capacity and hold police
publicly accountable. Additionally,
the mandatory use of police cameras
will serve to protect both civilians
and officers.

Undoubtedly, the solutions to the
crime of institutional racism within
the police are multifaceted and com-
plex. Officers’ rights to union and/or
legal counsel, as well as grievance
procedures designed to protect them
as workers are contractually bind-
ing and must be taken into account,
protected and extended. To be clear,
solutions that weaken police officers’
capacity to collectively bargain not
only endangers officers’ lives, but
also endangers the people they are
supposed to serve and protect.

No-matter what the forensic
evidence from Wilson’s car tells us,
no-matter what the grand jury may
eventually decide, no-matter how
long the protests continue — in Fergu-
son and elsewhere — one basic, funda-
mental question regarding the killing
of Mike Brown has to be addressed:
Was the use of deadly force by officer
Darren Wilson justified?

Collective faith in our most
sacred civil liberties and civil rights
hinges on the answer to this question.

As far as I am concerned, accord-
ing to the available facts and eye wit-
ness accounts, deadly force was not
justified.

Mike Brown was unarmed and
in-retreat with his hands-up. Officer
Wilson’s life was not in imminent
danger, nor were the lives of bystand-
ers. Regardless of any other facts that
may serve to muddy this discussion,
these facts are clear.

Should one police officer have
the right to act as judge, jury and
executioner?

Darren Wilson should be pros-
ecuted to the full extent of the law.

We should frame Mike Brown’s
murder as both tragic and criminal.

In short, all of these issues — and
others — have coalesced to turn Fer-
guson into the epicentre of a peo-
ple’s earthquake with the potential
to shake our national understanding
of race, racism and racist repression
to its core.

If the recent protests in Ferguson
and St Louis are any indication, a
new civil rights movement is emerg-
ing. Our hearts and prayers go out to
the family of Mike Brown.
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Region Briefs

On October 20, the annual conference of the Eastern Regional
Organisation for Public Administration (EROPA) was held in
Hanoi, under the theme of “public administration and governance
in the context of regional and global integration”. At the meeting,
Viethamese Prime Minister Nguyen Tan Dung announced that
institutional reform would be a priority of Vietnam’s socio-econom-
ic development till the year 2020. He said that civil servants were
the key to increasing efficiency of the state administrative system,
along with ensuring accountability of finances and transparency.
He added that Vietham now was developing a healthy and effec-
tive state administrative system through the process of reform.

On October 21, two Japanese Liberal Democratic Party (LDP)
ministers, Industry Minister Obuchi Yuko and Justice Minister
Matsushima Midori resigned due to misusing political funds
and receiving gifts from voters. This phenomenon is very com-
mon in the LDP, its Defence Minister Eto Akinori, Agriculture
Minister Nishikawa Koya and Welfare Minister Shiozaki Yasuhisa
have all been involved in similar scandals in the past two years.

Sixty-nine domestic and foreign coffee companies and 178 cof-
fee agents attended Laos’ first Coffee Festival in Chanpassak
province. The coffee sector made a vital contribution to Lao
economy; the promotion of growing and exporting coffee beans
is one of the government strategies that is set to reduce pover-
ty. In 2013, according to Lao Coffee Association, Laos exported
30,000 tones of coffee beans worth more than A$73 million.

On October 29, more than one milion Hong Kong people
signed a petition, supporting police action for restoring social
order that had been undermined by Occupy Central. According
to the Alliance for Peace and Democracy, 1,097,176 signa-
tures had been collected, 829,032 were from streets and the
rest were from the internet. The alliance spokesman, Robert
Chow, demanded Occupy Central return roads to the people,
obey laws and resume order. He said that “this (the massive
support for the petition) proves that more and more Hong
Kong people have begun to fight against Occupy Central.”

On October 29, China vowed to reduce air pollution by strengthen-
ing government control. A new air quality standard was submitted
to the National People’s Congress Standing Committee. The gov-
ernment has toughened its standard restriction on high-polluting
industries. The main air pollution, PM2.5 density dropped by 7.9
percent in 74 Chinese major cities in the first six months of 2014
compared to the same period last year. Since June, Beijing has
shut down its inefficient power plants, 300 polluting factories and
destroyed energy-inefficient old vehicles. It has started to use
more clean energy and upgraded technology to reduce emissions.
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Sheer hypocrisy

Question: Which politician is the
following quote from in his maiden
speech in Canberra in 2008.

“From my faith I derive the
values of loving kindness, justice and
righteousness, to act with compas-
sion and kindness, acknowledging
our common humanity and to con-
sider the welfare of others; to fight
for a fair go for everyone to fulfill
their human potential and to remove
whatever unjust obstacles stand in
their way ... Desmond Tutu put it
this way: ‘“We expect Christians ...
to stand up for the truth, to stand up
for justice, to stand on the side of the
poor and the hungry, the homeless
and the naked, and when that hap-
pens, then Christians will be trust-
worthy believable witnesses.” These
are my principles”.

Answer: Our very own Minister
for Kindness and Compassion — Scott
Morrison (otherwise known as the
Minister for Immigration and Border
Protection)

T Southern
Brisbane

Stop illegal fishing

We need your help to stop stolen
seafood from entering the US mar-
ketplace. Stolen seafood makes its
way to the US because of illegal
fishing practices occurring around
the world.

In June, we spoke out and told
President Obama he must give our
oceans the attention they deserve. He
listened and created the US Presiden-
tial Task Force to help address how
we can combat illegal fishing.

The Task Force will submit rec-
ommendations to President Obama in
December that outline a way the US
can track where seafood comes from
and how it is caught so that we can
eliminate the sale of stolen seafood
in US markets.

‘We must make sure the right rec-
ommendations are made for a new
regulation in the US that helps stop
this global problem as this will be the

Letters / Culture & Life

basis for the President’s decision on
how to implement the solution.
lllegal fishing is very harmful for
many reasons. It’s one of the main
causes of over-fishing. It threatens
marine ecosystems. It puts food secu-
rity and regional stability at risk. And
it’s linked to major human rights vio-
lations and even organised crime.
By speaking up, you will help
bring attention to an important issue.
You will also be a part of a solution
to stop illegally caught seafood from
entering the US. If we are to help the
oceans, we must move toward a fully
traceable seafood supply chain.
Michele Kuruc
World Wildlife Fund

Gasfield-free
Northern Rivers

A Northern Rivers region free of
unconventional gas mining has
moved one step closer as the NSW
Labor Party extends its policy to
ban gas mining in the region to
cover the Clarence electorate.

This is a very important policy
step by the NSW Labor Party, and
we commend John Robertson for his
announcement.

We’re very pleased that the Labor
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Party has listened to the community
and acted. It is a wise policy that rec-
ognises the risks that unconventional
gas mining poses to land, water and
communities.

This commitment brings a Gas-
field-free Northern Rivers one step
closer to becoming a reality.

With both the Labor Party and
the Greens now committed to pro-
tecting the region from invasive
gasfields, all eyes are turning to the
National Party.

Will they continue to ignore
the overwhelming wishes of the

community and allow unaccountable
mining companies to undermine our
democracy?

We’re calling on them to wake up
and take urgent action to cancel the
gas licences in the Northern Rivers
region.

The voters of the region are
demanding action, and it is time that
the National Party acted to defend
our health and our communities —
for good.

Georgina Wood
Lock the Gate Alliance

Cult

by
Rob Gow

Rewriting

history
again

History is not kind to capitalism. That’s
real, genuine history I’m talking about,
a scientific analysis of facts including
economic factors, social movements and
political ideas. Not the sort that credits all
advances to a few powerful individuals.

Capitalism, as I say, doesn’t come off too
well in any objective consideration of history
in the last 200 years, so the people whose job it
is to promote the system simply rewrite history
to make the outcome more favourable to them.
It’s an old dodge and capitalism’s apologists
have been applying it with unashamed gusto,
especially in the 90-odd years since the October
Revolution changed the relationship of global
class forces forever.

The post-war period usually identified
as the Cold War saw the rewriting of history
reach new heights as it became important to
denigrate or outright deny the achievements
of socialism, especially its role in the defeat of
Fascism. With the overthrow of socialism in
Russia, in 1989, the floodgates were opened:
it became important once again to rewrite the
history of the Revolution, of Collectivisation,
of the struggle against imperialist espionage
and sabotage before WW2.

In Australia, our history has been rewritten
time and again as right-wing academics and
“think-tanks” strive to overturn the pro-people
position that developed in the 19th century
with the strong support of the “bushman’s
bible”, The Bulletin. The history of the convict
system, the activities of the bushrangers, the
struggles on the gold-fields and the anti-
squatter struggles of the free selectors have
all been rewritten. Even more rewriting
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Communist Party members and sympathisers taking part in unity procession — 1951.

has been done to 20th century history, with
major targets for revision being the response
to WW1, the anti-conscription campaigns,
the Great Depression, the development of
unionism and the fight against Fascism in this
country before WW2, Australian participation
in the International Brigade in Spain, and of
course, Australian capitalism’s sorry record in
the post-war period.

The single figure who encapsulates that
sorry record has to be Pig Iron Bob Menzies,
founder of the Liberal Party and the man who
tried to make membership in the Communist
Party a criminal offence. The Murdoch press,
radio jocks and reactionary politicians have all
combined recently to push the line that Menzies
was “the greatest Prime Minister we ever had”,
a statement of such gross historical inaccuracy
it beggars belief that any responsible person
could actually say it.

Menzies spent the 1930s praising “Mr
Hitler’s” actions in Germany “on behalf of the
German people”. Fiercely anti-Communist, he
was committed to the same policy towards the
Axis powers as Britain’s notorious appeasers.
After Japan invaded China, waterside workers
refused to load pig iron for shipment to
Japan (where it would have been made into
armaments for use against the Chinese people).
Menzies enacted special legislation to force
the wharfies to load the iron, an act of such
extraordinarily reactionary political bias (not
to mention appalling short-sightedness) that it
earned him the nick-name “Pig Iron Bob” for
ever after.

Described by at least one Labor
politician of the time as, essentially “a Nazi”,

Menzies wholeheartedly supported Britain’s
Chamberlain government and its policy of
appeasement, of trying to get Nazi Germany
and militarist Japan to eliminate the Bolshevik
scourge once and for all by invading the USSR
from both directions. When Hitler invaded
Poland and Britain had to at least appear to
defend that country, to which it had treaty
obligations, Britain declared war on Germany
as appeasement was abandoned in favour of
the “phoney war” tactic. Australia followed
suit.

As Attorney General, Menzies’ chief
contribution to the war effort was to use
wartime powers to declare the Communist Party
illegal on June 15, 1940. Eventually declared
unconstitutional, the ban was not lifted until
the beginning of 1942, by which time Menzies
and his mates were long out of office, replaced
by the Curtin Labor government.

Menzies did not get back into government
until 1949, when the Libs used a lying scare
campaign to grossly misrepresent Labor’s
bank-nationalisation policy as an attempt to
appropriate people’s savings. Once back in
power, this time as PM, Menzies used dirty
tricks such as spy scares, along with help from
the ultra-reactionary Catholic political party the
DLP, to keep himself in office. His very right-
wing agenda, of course, also ensured that he
had the whole-hearted support of the capitalist
media,

When Menzies came to government in 1949,
the Australian people owned all sorts of public
enterprises. These restricted profiteering in and
gave stability to a diverse range of industries.
The government owned airlines, petroleum
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refining companies, engineering companies, all
manner of manufacturing enterprises as well as
having a dominant position in the electronics
field. Menzies however hated the very concept
of public enterprises and went out of his way
to destroy them.

When the private airline company ANA
(owned by a consortium of ship-owners)
failed to compete successfully against the
government-owned TAA, it was bought by
trucking magnate Reg Ansett, a close friend of
Menzies. The latter promptly introduced a rule
that all federal government departments had
to share their use of planes for passengers and
freight equally between the government’s own
airline and Ansett’s.

A committed imperialist and royalist,
Menzies embarrassed even other royalists by
his gross sycophancy towards Queen Elizabeth
with his “T only saw her passing by” speech.
Royals however like that kind of stuff, and
Menzies was duly rewarded with the Order of
the Garter and the title Warden of the Cinque
Ports. The title was a historical relic, harking
back to England’s imperial past when she
still controlled a chunk of the Continent. But
just as the title was now an outdated fossil,
so also was Menzies, the personification of
reactionary politics, despising workers and
their organisations, and quite content to send
young Australians to war for monarch and
empire.

He was a fossil however whose backers
had deep pockets and powerful media interests,
and they kept him in the top job for many
years. No wonder he was contemptuous of
democracy.
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raining captive wild animals

to do tricks, whether by using
food rewards or harsher methods, is
frowned on nowadays, so much so
that any form of animal training for
circus acts is viewed with suspicion.
Which is a pity, for not all animal acts
were cruel, by any means. But if get-
ting elephants to behave unnaturally
by standing on their heads and doing
other undignified things is no longer
socially acceptable, keeping sea
mammals imprisoned in a tank and
making them perform for the amuse-
ment of paying customers is still OK.

Dolphins, killer whales and simi-
lar cetaceans evolved to swim, hunt
and breed in the open ocean. Yet they
are routinely captured and impris-
oned in relatively tiny pools where
they have to perform tricks to enter-
tain the customers of the multi-billion
dollar sea-park industry. Everyone
knows that dolphins are intelligent
animals. So too are so-called Killer
Whales, with the added cachet that
seeing a killer whale perform is like
watching a modern type of “lion
taming” act.

Blackfish (ABC2 Sunday
November 9 at 8.30pm) uses the
case of “notorious” killer whale
Tilikum to question the whole idea
of keeping such intelligent and sen-
tient creatures in captivity. Tilikum
has been responsible for the deaths
of three people, including a “top
killer whale trainer”. The program
shows the pressures brought to bear

by the big business nature of “marine
parks”.

ontrary to the line assiduous-

ly trumpeted by the mouth-
pieces of capitalism, the Berlin Wall
was not built to keep the people of
East Germany prisoners of the dread-
ed Communists. It was built to keep
Western intelligence services out.
Prior to building the Wall, Western
agents had free access to East Berlin
and hence to East Germany. Every
step the GDR government took to
develop the economy of the East was
immediately met with a plan of eco-
nomic sabotage. If the GDR decided
to develop the chemical industry
in their next five-year plan, every
chemical expert and academic in the
country would be sent letters, posted
in the East, offering them very well-
paid jobs plus house and car in the
West if they would just go to a certain
address in West Berlin.

There were also many West Ber-
liners who took advantage of the very
low rents in the East while working
in the high-paid West. The Wall put
a stop to that little rort too. Capitalist
journalists however prefer to see it as
the evil Communists up to their usual
tricks. That’s certainly how Berlin
Wall: The Night The Iron Curtain
Closed (SBS ONE Sunday Novem-
ber 9 at 8.30pm) sees it.

Every year 65 billion animals

are raised and slaughtered
for their meat. That’s nine animals
for every person on Earth. In this
eye-opening documentary Michael
Mosley reveals the damage live-
stock farming is doing to the planet.
Livestock have a massive impact
on the environment. Nearly a third
of the planet’s ice-free land surface
is devoted to raising the animals we
either eat or milk. Thirty percent of
the crops we grow are fed to animals.
The latest UN Food and Agriculture
Organisation (UN FAO) estimates
suggest that livestock are responsi-
ble for 14.5 percent of man-made
greenhouse gas emissions — the
same amount produced by the entire
world’s cars, planes, trains and boats
put together.

In Michael Mosley: The
Truth About Meat (SBS ONE
Monday, November 10 at 7.35pm)

Worth Watching
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Twilight — New Moon (ABC2 Wednesday, November 12 at 8.30pm).

British television journalist Dr
Michael Mosley investigates what
sort of meat we should be eating and
whether there is an eco-friendly way
to raise it.

ummit Entertainment, pro-

ducers of the Twilight films,
did not agree with the vision of the
second film in the series put forward
by Catherine Hardwicke, director
of the original Twilight movie, so
they replaced her with Chris Weitz,
who had directed the first film in the
projected Golden Compass fantasy
saga. Ironically, Phillip Pullman’s
book and its film version ran into
fierce criticism from Christian groups
angered by Pullman’s opposition to
established religion. No second film
was made. Weitz was not given the
job of directing any of the later Twi-
light films either.

The second Twilight film is New
Moon (ABC2 Wednesday, Novem-
ber 12 at 8.30pm). Trying to pro-
tect Bella from his vampire family,
Edward persuades the Cullens to
abruptly and mysteriously leave

Forks. Bella is devastated and lapses
into deep depression. She is eventu-
ally rescued from this state by Jacob,
her Quileute Indian friend, but he is
guarding another secret regarding
“mythical” creatures in Forks, and
his behaviour causes Bella almost as
much angst as Edward’s.

Eventually, a massive misunder-
standing (partly caused by Jacob)
results in Edward going to Italy to
let the Volturi vampire clan kill him,
while Bella and his sister race to
rescue him.

New Moon has a much brighter
colour palette than the predomi-
nant blue-green of the original
Twilight. Like the first film it was
shot with film cameras instead of
the now fashionable digital movie
cameras. Nevertheless, for many
scenes, especially those involving
fast-moving vampires and the giant
wolves, computer-generated special
effects were required, overseen by
Susan MacLeod who had previously
worked with Weitz on The Golden
Compass. MacLeod enlisted Tippett

Studio to create the computer-gener-
ated wolves, while Prime Focus of
Vancouver handled the effects of the
vampires.

Nowhere is as ravaged by fire

as Australia. More than a
million Australians have built homes
in fire zone areas. To live in Australia
is to experience the devastating fury
of bushfires. Australia has the largest
firefighting force in the world with
a volunteer army of over 200,000 —
double that of the military.

The second episode of Bush-
fires — Inside The Inferno (SBS
ONE Wednesday, November 12
at 8.30pm) deals with the way that
in recent years fire-fighting has
been revolutionised with an array of
technology, much of it making the
transition from war zone to the fire
zone. This two-part series is the most
comprehensive examination ever
attempted of the science of Austral-
ian bushfires. It draws heavily on the
front line heroes of the NSW Rural
Fire Service and Victoria’s Country
Fire Authority. &
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The October Revolution
was part of a process

Rob Gowland

The October Revolution was not in any way
an isolated event. It was at all times part of
a continuum, part of a process. Its origins
can be traced back to the ferment of ideas
thrown up by the American and French
Bourgeois Revolutions. In the decades that
followed those two signal events, there
were more uprisings and revolts, notably
in France and Britain in the 1830s. In 1831,
a strike by iron workers in Merthyr Tydfil,
against redundancies, rising prices and
bailiffs, led to several thousand workers
demonstrating and — for the first time in
Britain — marching behind the Red Flag.

In the following decade — in 1848 — there
was revolution all over Europe. Two years
later, the diggers at Ballarat revolted against the
harsh and repressive regime imposed on them
by British officialdom and colonial bigwigs.
The diggers built a stockade at Eureka and
declared their intention to defend their rights.
The colonial ruling class crushed the revolt,
but the people sided with the diggers and it was
not long before they had won almost all their
demands.

Meanwhile, imperialism was not sitting
idle either. Britain and Russia fought a war in
the Crimea for control of the Black Sea and
Russia’s lucrative trade in raw materials.

A few years later, and the capitalist North
of the USA fought a major war with the com-
fortably feudal South, because the relations of
production in the slave-owning South were
holding back the economic development of the
whole country.

All around the world, capitalism was enter-
ing its imperialist phase, when the opportunities

for investing profits at home were no longer
sufficient, requiring surplus capital to be sent
abroad — exported — if it was to be invested.
The colonial possessions that the Great
Powers had seized all over the “undeveloped”
world in the previous 200 years now assumed
even greater importance: as sources of raw
materials for the colonial powers’ industries and
as markets for the products of those industries.
However, Germany and Austria-Hunga-
ry were short of colonies while Britain and
France, the two largest colonial empires, were
disinclined to share. In 1905, Japan attempted
to establish an eastern empire by seizing part
of Russia’s Siberian possessions. The Tsar’s
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government sent a large fleet from the Baltic
and the Black Sea half way round the world to
engage the Japanese at Port Arthur. Ill-led and
ill-equipped, the Tsar’s navy suffered a devas-
tating defeat.

Shock at the magnitude of the defeat and
the loss of life sparked a revolution within the
Russian Empire. It was mostly short-lived,
however — except in the South where Stalin
managed to maintain a resistance against the
Tsarist regime for the next two years.

During the period of imperial expansion,
its outspoken opponent the socialist movement
also grew. The socialist or social-democratic
parties, all of which claimed in one form or
another to follow the teachings of Marx, were
grouped in the Second International. They were
vehement in their expressed opposition to war
for capitalist profits.

Nevertheless, as the empires took sides in
readiness for a war to redistribute the world’s
colonies and markets, the various European
socialist parties were found wanting. When war
ultimately broke out, most of these supposedly
socialist parties abandoned their previous posi-
tions and joined in the chorus of patriotic shout-
ing, enthusiastically voting war credits for their
various imperialist governments.

Only two parties held out: Lenin’s Bolshe-
viks in Russia and Karl Liebknecht’s Spartacus
League in Germany. Lenin was so disgusted
by the ideological betrayal by the leaders of
the various social-democratic parties that he
declared that in future he would no longer iden-
tify himself as a social-democrat but instead
would be known as a Communist.

The Great War destroyed a generation and
reached all parts of the globe. Popular opposi-
tion to a war for markets manifested itself very
early, in the famous — and spontaneous — Christ-
mas Truce. Later it was seen in the frequent
mutinies among French troops on the Western
Front and the repeated defeats in Australia of
attempts to introduce conscription.

But only the Bolsheviks seriously under-
took to try to turn the war from an imperialist
war into a war against imperialism. By 1917,
the disasters that had befallen the hapless
armies of the Tsar and his aristocratic generals,
combined with the timely and well-organised
propaganda of the Reds had made mass oppo-
sition to the war into a tangible, even potent,
force.

Soldiers’ committees were springing up

Lenin leading

the Revolution

— painting by

| Vladimir Kholuyev,
Soldiers of the
Revolution (1964).
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every where; troops were deserting the front in
droves and heading either home to their farms
or to Petrograd to demand that something be
done to end the war. The ruling class tried com-
promise and lies, ditching the Tsar and install-
ing a capitalist government, telling the people
that everything would be all right now that they
had “democracy”.

The Bolsheviks saw through this ruse and
the ruling class then tried to crush them. Lenin
had to go into hiding. However, the revolu-
tionary process continued to develop and by
November (October in the old calendar) Lenin
judged that it was now or never. The Provision-
al Government, still intent on fighting the war
against Germany, was arrested and the workers
took control of Petrograd.

The Revolution quickly spread to other
Russian cities and towns. Unlike in Petrograd,
where it had been largely bloodless, the revolu-
tion in Moscow was hard fought and bloody.

The Revolution also spread quickly to
other countries. During 1918, it broke out in
Germany and Hungary. The Kaiser fled to Hol-
land, the emperor Franz Josef was deposed. The
German troops occupying parts of Russia tied
red ribbons to their caps, slung their rifles over
their shoulders with the barrels pointing to the
ground and began heading home. In Hunga-
ry, the Communist Bela Kun established the
Republic of Councils [i.e. Soviets], and in
France mutinies mushroomed.

A badly frightened imperialism, anxious to
have loyal troops to send against “the scourge
of Bolshevism”, moved abruptly to stop the
world war. A hasty armistice was agreed to so
that troops could be freed to crush the revo-
lutions in Hungary, Germany and Russia. All
three were invaded, but Russia — helped by its
sheer size — was able to hold out and eventually
defeat the Intervention.

But it was already too late for imperialism.
The genie of revolution was out of the bottle.
The power of the people had been demonstrated
as never before. Soon, a new society was being
successfully tried out.

Imperialism has ever since been trying to
convince us that socialism failed. It did not.
The fact that the Revolution succeeded and
Socialism succeeded is why imperialism is at
such pains to convince the world’s people that
both failed.

For the imperialists know that socialism is
the future. &
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