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Imagine working weekends and night shifts 
without penalty rates, on a minimum wage 
that has been cut, with no access to unfair 
dismissal protection, and your union offi cial 
no right of entry. Awards have been abol-
ished, you are on an individual contract 
competing with an unrestricted infl ux of 
visa workers on $3 an hour for your job. 
This workers’ nightmare and employers’ 
paradise is not some fi gment of the imagi-
nation, but the goal of big business and its 
loyal servant Tony Abbott.

Towards these ends, the Abbott govern-
ment has commissioned an inquiry by the 
Productivity Commission into the present 
workplace relations system. All of these long 
held protections, rights and benefi ts and many 
more are now on the table, up for grabs by 
employers.

PM Tony Abbott came to offi ce with a 
plan to reshape Australia’s social and econom-
ic fabric in the interests of the big business. 
The Abbott government launched its attack on 
social security, Medicare, schools, universities, 
public servants and the public sector in its fi rst 
budget in May 2014. Then in December, after 
extensive consultations with employer groups, 
the government then asked the Productivity 
Commission to carry out a review of the indus-
trial relations framework.

On Friday January 23, the Commission 
released a set of fi ve issues papers and called 
for submissions responding to the questions 
raised in them. While these papers are not a 
set of recommendations, the agenda is clear 
from their focus and the underlying assump-
tions made.

It asks “whether the current system is well 
suited to contemporary (and evolving) work-
place needs for Australia in an increasingly 
globalised economy.” In other words are Aus-
tralian labour costs low enough to compete on 
global markets?

The fi rst issue paper states that the “gov-
ernment has requested the Commission to go 
beyond evaluating the current system to con-
sider the type of system that might best suit the 
Australian community over the longer term.”

The main areas of focus for change to the 
actual system are the future of awards and their 
content such as penalty rates; the minimum 

wage; and the National Employment Standards 
(leave, etc). These three elements underpin the 
whole system in setting a “safety net” for work-
ers lacking industrial muscle.

The Commission also considers “reforms” 
to different parts of the Fair Work Act such as 
unfair dismissal, enterprise bargaining and pro-
tected action.

Productivity Commission chairman Peter 
Harris described the inquiry as a “once-in-a-
generation opportunity”. And that is exactly 
what it is for the big end of town.

Minimum wage
The PC raises the question of whether the 

setting of a minimum wage targets poverty and 
inequality or increases inequality by lowering 
employment in low income households! This 
latter concept is a rewording of the old capital-
ist myth that one person’s wage rise is another 
person’s job. A higher minimum wage benefi ts 
the workers and the economy as it results in 
higher demand for goods and services.

The Commission fears that an increase 
in the minimum wage “may also raise wages 
that are already above the minimum wage”! 
That alone shows the class position of the 

Commission and where it is coming from. Cer-
tainly not the working class.

The Commission is asking for submis-
sions on questions ranging from; what is the 
rationale for a minimum wage, how effective 
is it, what would be the best process for setting 
a minimum wage and whether it should vary 
between states or regions. Clearly it is look-
ing to a model that deregulates the setting of a 
minimum wage.

This is consistent with an underlying theme 
of deregulation and government plans for states 
to be able to set their own employment stand-
ards and compete for foreign investment by 
offering the cheapest labour. It also lays the 
basis for states or regions to be designated as 
investment zones.

The aim is to reduce labour costs to increase 
profi ts.

National Employment 
Standards

The Fair Work Act provides a set of 
minimum standards known as the National 
Employment Standards (NES). These include 
leave (annual, sick, carers, parental, etc), 

maximum hours of work, and termination and 
redundancy pay. Terms in awards, enterprise 
agreements and employment contracts cannot 
exclude or provide a lower entitlement than 
the NES.

The Commission indicates that it will 
examine the provisions within the NES, but not 
the NES itself as part of a safety net.

Award system and flexibility
The Commission notes that “modern 

awards still spell out minimum wages and con-
ditions for a wide range of industries, occupa-
tions and skill levels”. (emphasis added) But 
for how much longer?

They underpin enterprise bargaining as a 
minimum standard.

The Commission notes that under the 
Act, “Modern awards must also include fl ex-
ibility clauses, which allow an employer and 
an employee to create an individual fl exibility 
arrangement (IFA) in which the parties agree 
to change (certain) award conditions if the 
employee is still better off.” It is known as the 
“better off overall test” or BOOT.

Continued on page 2
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PRESS FUND
Stung by accusations of corruption, the Liberals have denied 
that the big dinners they hold for business executives are fund 
raising events. They describe them as commercial “fee for service” 
transactions, in which corporate chiefs pay to be introduced to 
each other. That’s nonsense, but the “fee for service” term is 
accurate, because the entry charge is the fee the corporate leaders 
pay for the chance to persuade the minister associated with their 
area of business to serve their interests. In contrast, the Guardian 
merely asks ordinary working people, whose interests we intend to 
serve, to make a contribution to the Press Fund. So please, if you 
possibly can, how about sending us something for the next issue? 
Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
A Comrade $20, S Copper $25, Mark Mannion $5, “Round 
Figure” $10, E Seymour $50.
This week’s total: $110 Progressive total: $460

The unions and superannuation
The Abbott government has opened up another front in its war 

on workers and their trade unions. Union representation on the 
boards of not-for-profi t industry superannuation funds and the 
default selection of those funds in relevant enterprise agreements 
are under attack. “Choice”, “competition” and “independence” 
are the war cries of the marauders of fi nance capital. The business 
pages of the corporate press are rallying around federal Assistant 
Treasurer Josh Frydenberg, supporting the view that “unions simply 
have no business in the superannuation industry”, as an Australian 
Financial Review editorial put it recently.

The fl urry of comment comes in the wake of the release of the 
recommendations of the fi nancial system inquiry conducted by David 
Murray, a former chief executive of the Commonwealth Bank. The 
inquiry’s recommendations would bring the make-up of the boards 
of trustees of industry funds into line with those of the retail funds 
run by the big four banks and AMP. These board members would be 
“independent” of the interests of the unions and employers and, so 
the story goes, simply do their best to boost the retirement incomes 
of the fund’s contributors.

The would-be “reformers” of the system will have their work 
cut out selling the changes. Workers know that industry funds 
outperform retail ones year in and year out despite the alleged 
lack of expertise from union representatives. Indeed, their lack of 
“independence” from the interests of their members is a problem 
for speculators and profi teers who want greater access to the $1.9 
trillion held in Australian workers’ superannuation funds. This stack 
of money, a sizeable chunk of it workers’ compulsorily deferred 
wages and investment income generated from them, is set to grow 
to $6 billion by 2030 if current projections hold.

The scandal surrounding the Commonwealth Bank’s fi nancial 
advice and the compensation scheme subsequently put in place won’t 
help Abbott and Co’s agenda, either. Neither will the hash they 
are currently making of attempts to remove the requirement that 
fi nancial advisers act in the best interests of their clients under the 
slogan of slashing “red tape”. Workers would be well advised to 
defend their industry funds and the involvement of their unions. 
And we need to remind ourselves of the history of the current 
superannuation industry in this country.

Superannuation has existed in Australia for many decades, 
particularly in public sector employment but the notion of a national, 
compulsory scheme was fi rst fl oated at the time of the Hawke Labor 
government’s Prices and Incomes Accord in the early 1980s. The idea 
that the state could step away from some or all of its responsibility 
to look after citizens in their old age by forcing them into “self-
provisioning” came straight from the pages of the works of right 
wing economist Milton Friedman. It was fi rst established under the 
dictatorship of General Augusto Pinochet in Chile. Chief among 
the local “Chicago Boys” (as Friedman’s followers were called) was 
Chile’s minister for Labour and Social Security, José Piñera. A few 
decades later, whether by military dictatorship or tripartite union, 
employer and government collaboration, most OECD countries had 
Piñera-style retirement funds.

The Keating government introduced the “Superannuation 
Guarantee” in 1992. Unions agreed to forgo a national 3 percent 
pay-rise in exchange for the establishment of the scheme. This should 
have tipped workers off that the employer “contributions” to the 
scheme were actually foregone wages and conditions. Unfortunately, 
many union leaderships had got themselves caught up in the plans of 
globalised capitalism to wind up the welfare state established after 
World War II. Given the consolidation of the right-wing agenda in 
the country, these sam e planners no longer feel the need for trade 
union support to implement it. So now the knives are out in the 
superannuation industry.

Workers must struggle to safeguard the retirement savings locked 
up in super funds but they should be under no illusion that their 
best interests are served by amassing fortunes for corporations to 
speculate with. The Communist Party of Australia supports the 
establishment of a people’s bank and a national, publicly owned 
and run superannuation scheme that invests in socially useful and 
sustainable projects. Given the stink surrounding the corruption-
riddled fi nance sector, it is an idea whose time has come.

Anti-union wave coming

Greek elections

No historic 
or radical change
Steve Mavrantonis

The results of elections in Greece 
on Sunday January 25, that ele-
vated SYRIZA to the position of 
the fi rst party which will no doubt 
form a government with the sup-
port of minor social democratic 
parties, did not come as a surprise 
to most people. On the contrary 
they were more or less expected.

The fi nal count of votes gives 
SYRIZA 36.1% of the popular vote 
and 149 members of Parliament, two 
short of the number needed to form a 
government, the Communist Party of 
Greece 5.6% and 15 MPs, POTAMI 
(River) 6% and 16 MPs, Golden 
Down (neo-Nazi) 6.3 % and 17 MPs, 
ANEL (Independent Greeks) 4.7%.
and 13 MPs and PASOK 4.7% and 
13 MPs. It is worth noting that apart 
from SYRIZA the only Party that 
increased its vote compared with the 
last elections is the Communist Party 
of Greece (KKE).

It is certain SYRIZA will form a 
government with the support of some 
minor social democratic and possi-
bly right-wing parties. However the 
change of government in Greece will 
not bring a historic or radical change 
in the country’s political and eco-
nomic life, as some of the local and 
international media propagate.

The projection and promotion 
SYRIZA received during the pre-
election campaign by the media 
and other infl uential and powerful 

sections of the capitalist establish-
ment left no doubt about the inten-
sions of the Greek ruling class to 
prepare for a change of government 
and to send the message that the new 
party in government, not withstand-
ing its “radical” phraseology, would 
follow the road of capitalist devel-
opment with huge profits for the 
employers, the road of the European 
Union memorandums, the road of 
austerity for the people.

The Greek people, who were 
angered and disappointed by the 
severity of the austerity programs 
applied by the conservative govern-
ment of New Democracy, supported 
by PASOK [social democrats], were 
looking for a change, hoping that by 
replacing in government a bourgeois 
party by another, more “progres-
sive” and modern would alleviate 
their problems and would free them 
from the misery and poverty infl icted 
by previous governments under the 
directions of the EU and IMF.

Some of the media closely 
associated with the Greek govern-
ment promoted the idea that should 
SYRIZA win the elections Greece 
would leave the EU (the so-called 
Grexit theory) and the country would 
dive into uncertainty and economic 
disaster. This theory wins the minds 
of the more conservative voters but 
has nothing in common with reality. 

SYRIZA is not the kind of a party 
that would sever relations with the 
EU and follow a non-capitalist road 

of development. The party’s leader 
and incoming Prime Minister, Alexis 
Tsipras, stated in a TV interview in 
May 2014: “Greece belongs to the 
western framework, the EU and 
NATO”. He also stated in his vic-
tory speech shortly after the election 
results were known: “We will not 
go to a new catastrophic rift with 
Europe”.

SYRIZA’s electoral victory must 
not be regarded as “a victory of the 
left” as some people would have us 
believe. SYRIZA is no longer the 
party that broke away from the KKE 
and formed the “Coalition of Left 
and Progress”. It subsequently was 
merged with other groupings of a 
social democratic nature and became 
SYRIZA (Coalition of Radical Left). 
It is left in name only. Recently more 
than half of PASOK members and 
cadres joined SYRIZA and voted 
for it. According to election analysts 
even 12 percent of conservative 
voters who had previously voted 
for the right wing New Democracy, 
voted for SYRIZA on this occasion.

Despite the change of govern-
ment, therefore, and the rhetoric 
about a radical change and a new 
chapter in Greek history, the situa-
tion will remain basically the same. 
The economic and political structures 
will remain within the confi nes of 
the European Union and NATO and 
will continue to function within the 
sphere of interests of the powerful 
capitalist establishment. 

Continued from page 1
These individual fl exibility 

clauses are presented as helping 
individual employees so they can 
for example have family friendly 
working conditions. They are in fact 
a form of individual contract open 
to abuse by employers.

They have been used by 
employers to rob casual workers 
of their legal entitlement to a 25 
percent loading in lieu of leave and 
other entitlements permanent work-
ers receive.

The Commission is looking 
for greater fl exibility in wages and 
working conditions and increased 
usage of individual fl exibility claus-
es. It bemoans the fact that more 
than 90 percent of employers do not 
have any in place, not even for a 
single employee.

It provides a number of options 
for comment. These include further 
consolidation and simplifi cation 
of awards (gutting), changing how 
they are determined or just abolish-
ing them and relying instead on the 
minimum wage and the National 
Employment Standards.

The Commission adds that 
the choice of option “depends on 
the appropriate role of awards in 
a decentralised WR system that 
emphasises enterprise bargain-
ing and allows for individual 
arrangements.”

“Individual arrangements” is 
spin for individual contracts.

The Fair Work Act specifi es 
that modern awards must take “into 

account” the need for additional 
remuneration for people working 
overtime, shift work, weekends, 
public holidays and at “unsocial, 
irregular or unpredictable hours”.

Paid overtime, shift allow-
ances, penalty rates for weekend 
and night work, especially amongst 
low income workers in restaurants, 
hotels and retail could constitute up 
to 30 percent of their total wage. 
These workers could not survive 
without them.

Employers have been lobby-
ing hard to get rid of penalty rates, 
in particular in the hospitality and 
retail sectors. As work that was 
once confi ned to week days has 
spread to weekends and around the 
clock, they eye the extra profi ts that 
could be made if they did not have 
to pay penalty rates.

The Commission points to the 
recent reduction in penalty rates 
for casuals working in restaurants 
on Sundays. Amongst the options 
posed is one to deregulate penalty 
rates and leave it to employers and 
their employees to determine! No 
mention of trade unions.

Overview
The Commission deals with 

issues at two levels. The fi rst is the 
overall framework which provides 
a “safety net” for workers: essen-
tially awards, National Employ-
ment Standards and the minimum 
wage, which have been dealt with 
in this article.

The second level is the specifi c 

mechanisms and regulations such 
as enterprise bargaining, protected 
industrial action, etc. These include 
industrial action, enterprise bar-
gaining, secondary boycotts, alter-
native forms of employment, unfair 
dismissal, public sector workplace 
relations, sponsored foreign work-
ers, right of entry, transfer of 
business, long service leave and 
international labour standards. 
(These to be covered in future 
issues of the Guardian.)

There is an underlying thread 
of deregulation and undermin-
ing of the collective. There are 
numerous references to relations 
between employers and individuals 
carefully avoiding the term “indi-
vidual contracts” while discuss-
ing employment contracts with 
individuals.

Abbott has committed to taking 
the policies purporting to arise out 
of this inquiry and the trade union 
Royal Commission to the elector-
ate following the next federal elec-
tions, due in 2016. The Coalition 
must be defeated.

It is vital that no time be 
wasted in informing the commu-
nity and workers of the big busi-
ness/Abbott agenda and building 
a united movement to defeat the 
government and such policies and 
to elect a government prepared to 
put people’s interests fi rst.

Visit www.pc.gov.au for copies of 
the issue papers and how to make a 
submission.
Continued next week. 
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Rudi Maxwell 

The Abbott government is push-
ing ahead with investigations into 
a cashless welfare card, despite 
several of its own reports fi nding 
that compulsory income manage-
ment is ineffective and, in some 
cases, harmful.

In a joint statement, more than 
30 signatories including the Nation-
al Congress of Australia’s First 
Peoples, National Aboriginal Com-
munity Controlled Health Organi-
sation (NACCHO), Secretariat for 
National Aboriginal and Islander 
Child Care (SNAICC), and the Aus-
tralian Council of Social Services 
(ACOSS), called on the government 
to reject any expansion of income 
management. 

“We are united in our strong 
opposition to the proposal contained 
in the Andrew Forrest Review of 
Indigenous Training and Employ-
ment Programs for a ‘healthy wel-
fare’ card, which we believe would 
be demeaning, invasive, unworkable 
and bureaucratic, creating an entire 
sub-class of millions of people in the 
Australian community,” the state-
ment said.

A spokesperson for Social Serv-
ices Minister Scott Morrison said 
the government was evaluating 
income management and looking at 
options to “streamline the program 
and improve effectiveness, including 
opportunities provided by emerging 
card technologies”, including talks 
with the banking, fi nancial and retail 
industry.

“The government is committed 

to helping stabilise the lives of vul-
nerable families and reduce social 
dysfunction where it exists in some 
communities,” the spokesperson 
said.

“As part of this commitment, 
the government wants to ensure that 
income support payments are used in 
the way in which they are intended 
– to help meet life’s essentials. With 
income management, life essentials 
are the highest priority, and quar-
antined income support payments 
cannot be used for alcohol, tobacco, 
pornography or gambling.”

Congress co-chair Kirstie Parker 
said blanket income management was 
an “imposed punitive measure” with 
little evidence of its effectiveness. 

“In fact, the latest evaluation of 
income management in the Northern 

Territory shows quite the opposite so 
any reasonable person would have to 
ask why government seems hell-bent 
on expanding it,” she said.

“Common sense says that if you 
want people to act more responsibly 
and to make better choices, you do 
not reduce their capacity to do that 
– you support them to do it. Blanket 
income management is a short-term 
opportunistic and blunt approach that 
falls far short if weighed up against 
more meaningful measures.”

SNAICC chief executive Frank 
Hytten said the Basics Card – used 
as an income management tool in the 
NT and some other trial sites – had 
stigmatised people on welfare.

“Having a card that you have to 
produce tells the whole supermarket 
that you are someone who is not seen 
as competent, not seen as capable of 

managing money,” he said. “One of 
the most important things for human 
beings is to feel in charge of our own 
lives. This is a fundamental breach of 
human rights.”

However, Morrison’s spokesper-
son claimed the evidence showed that 
income management was “having a 
positive impact on helping vulner-
able people stabilise their lives”.

“Income management assists in 
housing stability; provides protec-
tion from fi nancial harassment and 
exploitation; and ensures that money 
is available for life’s essentials,” she 
said. “Income management assists 
each person to set their own budget 
more effectively. It assists them to 
make the choices which help them 
to provide for themselves and their 
families over the long term.”

But the spokesperson’s claims 
are entirely opposite to a report 
released by the Department of Social 
Services in December, looking at 
income management in the NT.

“There was no evidence of 
changes in spending patterns, includ-
ing food and alcohol sales, other than 
a slight possible improvement in the 
incidence of running out of money 
for food by those on Voluntary 
Income Management, but no change 
for those on compulsory income 
management. The data show that 
spending on Basics Card on fruit and 
vegetables is very low,” the govern-
ment commissioned study says.

Parker said the continual cherry 
picking from reports by successive 
governments was eroding trust in 
Indigenous communities.

“There’s been little acknowl-
edgement by government representa-
tives – ministers and the like – that 
income management and the stigma 
that goes with it have been detrimen-
tal in terms of our people’s sense of 
control, responsibility and self-worth 
– and that hurts,” she said.

Parker suggested that helping 
people access cheaper healthy food, 
creating better and more culturally 
inclusive school environments, and 
supporting community-driven alco-
hol initiatives would be more effec-
tive ways to support Indigenous 
people on welfare.
Koori Mail 

Pete’s Corner

Concern over 
welfare card

Australia

Something to say?
Write to the Editor.

email: tpearson@cpa.org.au

Uniting Church 
condemns 
strip searching 
of Christian 
protesters
In December the UCA issued the 
following statement

The Uniting Church in Australia 
(UCA) has condemned WA Police 
for strip searching Christian asy-
lum-seeker advocates involved in 
a protest in Perth.

Several ministers of religion and 
lay workers including two from the 
UCA were detained by police after 
a prayer vigil at Foreign Minister 
Julie Bishop’s offi ce in Subiaco. 
The protesters from the group Love 
Makes a Way were part of a national 
day of action in MPs’ offi ces call-
ing for all children in immigration 
detention to be released into the 
community.

After their arrest, one of the 
protesters involved said police at 
the Perth Watch House told them 
they would be forcibly stripped 
and searched for weapons or drugs 
if they refused a strip search order 
before being placed in a holding 
cell. A number of those searched 
were visibly distressed. 

Moderator of the UCA Synod 
of Western Australia Reverend 
Steve Francis said he’s appalled 
at the protesters’ treatment. “WA 
Police have deliberately humiliated 
people engaged in a peaceful act of 
civil disobedience,” said Reverend 
Francis. 

“Strip searching is an outra-
geous and offensive response to 
Christian concern for the vulner-
able, and I will be seeking an urgent 
explanation from the WA Police 
Commissioner.”

Reverend Francis says pasto-
ral care is being offered to church 
members who were detained. The 
Perth group had refused to end their 
vigil in Ms Bishop’s offi ce until 
they received assurances that 25 
babies born in Australia to asylum 
seeker families would not be trans-
ferred to the Nauru detention centre. 

The President of the Uniting 
Church in Australia, Reverend 
Professor Andrew Dutney, has also 
condemned WA police behaviour 
and re-stated the Church’s long-
standing opposition to offshore 
processing. 

“No Australian engaged in 
peaceful, non-violent protest should 
be subjected to this kind of treat-
ment,” said Reverend Dutney. 

“This kind of punitive treatment 
is a refl ection of the shameful state 
to which Australian refugee policy 
has now sunk, in which the govern-
ment of the day thinks it is accept-
able to send mothers and babies to 
a place where they will be at sig-
nifi cant risk of physical and mental 
harm and even abuse.” 

Amendments to the Migra-
tion Act passed by the Senate last 
week give unprecedented powers 
to the Minister for Immigration and 
Border Protection, placing the Min-
ister’s decisions out of reach of the 
courts and giving him permission to 
act contrary to international law.

Reverend Dutney has described 
their passage as “a day of great 
moral failure for Australia.” 

“Common sense says that if 
you want people to act more 
responsibly and to make better 
choices, you do not reduce 
their capacity to do that – you 
support them to do it.”
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The NSW Nurses and Midwives’ 
Association (NSWNMA), Save 
Medicare Sydney and the Doctors 
Reform Society have called on the 
Australian Labor Party to imme-
diately commit to overturning the 
Abbott government’s “Plan B”’ 
Medicare co-payment plans.

On January 19 the Abbott gov-
ernment’s changes to standard GP 
consultation rebates will come into 
effect, after they were introduced via 
regulation without input from health 
or industry professionals.

The regulatory changes will cut 
$20 from the Medicare rebate avail-
able to patients and bulk-billing GPs, 
which is expected to force many GPs 

to cease bulk-billing and will under-
mine universal access to healthcare 
in Australia. 

Despite the drastic Medicare 
rebate changes due to come into 
effect next week, acting general 
secretary of the NSWNMA, Judith 
Kiejda, said the Labor Party was yet 
to reveal its stance on the issue.

“While the Abbott government 
continues to take a back-of-the-axe 
approach to our Medicare system, we 
are collectively calling on Labor to 
commit to overturning these Medi-
care changes when federal Parlia-
ment resumes in February,” Ms 
Kiejda.

“As the major political party 

that fought to establish our univer-
sal health insurance scheme, what 
is Labor going to do to protect it on 
behalf of hard working Australians?”

The NSWNMA, Save Medicare 
Sydney and the Doctors Reform 
Society have urged the Labor Party 
to publicly outline its position on 
all three elements of the Medicare 
changes.

“During 2014, Labor stood with 
Save Medicare campaigners and we 
defeated Abbott’s ‘Plan A’ $7 co-pay-
ment,” said Jean Parker from Save 
Medicare Sydney.

“We are calling on them now 
to reject all three components 
of Abbott’s ‘Plan B’ attacks on 

Medicare. The changes that come 
into effect next week will shift hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in costs 
onto those who rely on Medicare 
bulk-billing the most – the poorest 
in our community.

“Abbott claims the rebate chang-
es will stop ‘six-minute medicine’, 
but the real impact will be to make 
bulk-billing less viable for GPs.” 

The Doctors Reform Society, 
along with the Royal Australian Col-
lege of General Practitioners and the 
Australian Medical Association, are 
deeply opposed to the consultation 
rebate changes.

“Already, we are hearing from 
doctors threatening to walk away 

from Medicare bulk-billing,” said 
National President of the Doctors 
Reform Society and GP, Dr Con 
Costa.

“When doctors stop bulk-billing 
as a result of these rebate changes, 
many patients will be around $60 out 
of pocket for a common consultation.

“Many of our patients cannot 
afford these charges and some will 
simply with go without and could 
even die as a result.

“It is folly to keep people away 
from the low-cost end of the health 
system as Abbott’s changes will,” 
continued Dr Costa. 

Australia

A snap election poll has been called for Janu-
ary 31st in Queensland by the incumbent 
Campbell Newman government. The Newman 
government has distinguished itself by sack-
ing thousands of public servants, endanger-
ing the Barrier Reef, reversing sand mining 
decisions on Stradbroke Island (off Bris-
bane) and increasing the rights of gambling 
corporations.

The government has now announced that it 
will lease government assets as part of a means 
of putting electricity and other government assets 
further into private hands. Trade union rights 
have been further restricted with the outlawing of 
payroll deductions for Union dues, the 24 hours 
notice  for right of entry and the removal of redun-
dancy and contracting out provisions from enter-
prise agreements.

The Costello report commissioned by the 
Newman government from former federal treas-
urer Peter Costello recommended extensive pri-
vatisation of assets including the Brisbane City 
Council buses. The Liberal National Party gov-
ernment has committed to competitive tendering 
of bus routes in 2016. Along with these measures 
extensive freedom of association laws have been 
passed and no doubt will be used wider than the 
so called criminal motorcycle gangs which are not 
even mentioned in the legislation.

The trade union movement is leading a cam-
paign to remove the Newman government and 
should be supported in this endeavour. The main 
contender is the Labor Party with the Greens and 
Palmer United also involved in the elections.

The Labor Party is hampered in its campaign 
by the role of the previous government in priva-
tising the railways, ports, main roads and forests. 

The privatised ports are pivotal in that their devel-
opment in association with the coal industry has 
been one of the risks for the barrier reef.

This government, as with the previous gov-
ernment, are under the domination of the miners 
and the raising of funds through asset leasing 
(sales) is to fund developments in the Galilee 
Coal Basin which development was handed to 
the Indian mining giant Adani ( ahead of Palmer 
and others).

The Labor Party through leader Annastacia 
Palaszczuk has committed to opposing electricity 
privatisation and apologised for Labor getting it 
wrong in the last term of government.

Unemployment is a huge issue with youth 
unemployment reaching some 20 percent in dif-
ferent parts of the state on offi cial fi gures.

The state of Queensland has been subordi-
nated to the mining Industry for too long and 
faces incredible problems if new environmentally 
sustainable developments are not begun and the 
contradictions between mining companies and the 
environment are allowed to be decided in favour 
of the mining companies.

The removal of the workplace laws is also of 
importance to the working class movement. In 
these circumstances the right wing extreme par-
ties of the Liberal National, Palmer United and 
One Nation should be placed last and the Greens 
and other progressive parties placed fi rst and a 
preference to Labor to ensure the removal of the 
Newman government.

There is a need for support to the independ-
ent environmental movement and the trade union 
movement to rebuild civil liberties which are 
vital issues in Queensland, a state with a history 
of authoritarian governments. 

Queensland State Elections

Let’s dump the Newman govt

Labor urged to protect bulk-billing

Lock the Gate Alliance is calling 
for the Queensland government 
and New Hope Coal to come clean 
about the future of the Acland 
War Memorial and Tom Doherty 
Park. The Alliance has called on 
the government to prevent the 
public park containing the memo-
rial being sold off to New Hope 
Coal.

Tom Doherty Park is a state 
reserve located within the township 
of Acland. The park was planted 
by the community and the memo-
rial funded by the community, it is 
listed on the local heritage register 
and was central to Acland becom-
ing the fi rst Tidy Towns winner in 
Queensland.

Almost the entire village of 
Acland has now been purchased 
by New Hope Coal, except for the 
property of one landowner who 
refuses to sell, and the Park contain-
ing the War Memorial.

However, the status of the Park 
is shrouded in uncertainty. Local 
community members who have 
called various government depart-
ments this week have received a dif-
ferent answer from every one as to 
the ownership and current trustees 
of the Park and War Memorial.

In their Supplementary envi-
ronmental impact statement for 
the Acland Stage 3 project, New 
Hope Coal claim in one section that 
they have acquired the Park, and 

in another section that they will 
become the owners “if the revised 
project is approved and the relevant 
mining lease is approved”. New 
Hope also claims they are the cur-
rent trustees for the Park.

However, a land title search for 
the area lists the current owner as 
the crown and the current trustee as 
the Toowoomba Regional Council.

“We want to know who owns 
Tom Doherty Park and the Acland 
War Memorial,” said Drew Hutton, 
president of Lock the Gate Alliance.

“Has it been fl ogged off to New 
Hope Coal, letting them pilfer yet 
another irreplaceable part of our 
national heritage?

“If not, then why is it being 

offered for purchase? We shouldn’t 
be selling off our War Memorials 
and historic parklands to rapacious 
coal mining corporations.

“We’re calling on the Queens-
land government to come clean with 
all the information about the Park, 
including what, if any, agreements 
are in place and what, if any, money 
has changed hands.

“If this important site hasn’t 
yet been handed over to the coal 
miners, then we’re calling on the 
Queensland government to show 
some common decency and retain 
the War Memorial and Park in 
public hands.”

Even though New Hope Coal 
has been forced to exclude the 

township of Acland from their cur-
rent mining expansion, their interest 
in owning the Park and War Memo-
rial indicates they have future plans 
for the site, and that it will probably 
end up in a coal pit.

“The Queensland government 
is really scraping the bottom of 
the barrel here - if even our War 
Memorials aren’t off limits then 
there is nothing they won’t fl og off 
to appease their mining mates” he 
said.

The concerns about the future of 
the War Memorial and Tom Doherty 
Park follow new revelations last 
week about donations from New 
Hope Coal to the Queensland 
government. 

War memorial fl ogged off 
to New Hope Coal?
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A recent CSIRO report has raised 
questions about the nation’s abil-
ity to deal with biological threats 
to Australia’s security.

The report, Australia’s Biose-
curity Future, discusses biosecurity 
megatrends, i.e. signifi cant shifts in 
“social, environmental, economic, 
technological or geopolitical condi-
tions” with potential adverse impacts 
on industry and society.

The coincidence of two or 
more megatrends often creates 
megashocks, crises which may total-
ly overwhelm government emergen-
cy planning and resources. 

Supervised by the Department of 
Agriculture, Australia’s quarantine 
policy has to date been highly suc-
cessful in excluding hazardous plants 
and animals.

But according to the report over 
the next 30 years Australia may face 
incursions of noxious insects, viruses 
and destructive organisms, as well as 
a rapid spike in antibiotic resistance, 
all of which would have devastating 
effects on primary industry.

Quarantine is often controver-
sial, because of its impact on primary 
production and international trade. 
However, the report also mentions 
possible bioterrorist attack and out-
breaks of zoonotic diseases (transmit-
ted between humans and animals and 
possibly stemming from loss of bio-
diversity). These issues are far more 
politically-charged than quarantine.

The situation has become vola-
tile because the Immigration Depart-
ment’s militaristic border protection 
division may take over the nation’s 
biosecurity operations, under the 
direction of the aggressive, secretive 
and ruthless minister Scott Morrison.

The scope of 
the threats

The report warns our current 
practices are inadequate to deal 
with potential biosecurity threats. 
Impacting mega trends include cli-
mate change, global population 
growth (particularly in cities), global 
demand for food, decreasing natural 
resources, biodiversity pressures, 
pesticide resistance, water scarcity 

and increased global movement of 
goods and people.

In Australia marine and atmos-
pheric warming stemming from 
climate change will result in the 
southward movement of marine 
organisms and tropical diseases such 
as dengue fever. The impact of inter-
national trade agreements has been 
demonstrated by New Zealand’s 
appeal to the World Trade Organisa-
tion, which resulted in the Australian 
government abandoning quarantine 
prohibition of apples imported from 
New Zealand.

The Australian fruit industry is 
now threatened by fi re blight, a plant 

disease prevalent in New Zealand 
and regarded by many Australian 
orchardists as their primary biosecu-
rity hazard.

Can we rely on the 
government?

On its performance to date the 
government has not demonstrated 
reliability regarding biosecurity. 
One of its fi rst acts after taking offi ce 
was to eliminate the Department of 
Science.

Many CSIRO staff members are 
reaching retirement, and the intake 
of new personnel, has been inad-
equate for years. But in last May’s 
budget the government slashed the 
CSIRO’s four-year funding by $115 
million. As a result, staff now face 
redundancy, including scientist San 
Thang, who together with two other 
CSIRO scientists has been nominated 
for the Nobel prize.

The report recommends pro-
active off-shore biosecurity meas-
ures, but the Abbott government’s 
reaction to the recent Ebola crisis was 
slow, miserly and callous.

The report also stresses the 
importance of the rapidly developing 
“niche markets’ for Australian non-
genetically-modifi ed food, but the 
government has raised no objection 
to the sowing of genetically-modifi ed 
crops.

Bioterrorism attacks, highlighted 
in the report, are an enormous threat 
to national security, but Australia’s 
subservience to US interests in 
the Middle East has exponentially 
increased the risk of such an attack.

The 2008 Beale Review rec-
ommended the creation of two new 
bodies, the Biosecurity Commission 
and the Biosecurity Authority. But 
the government won’t have a bar of 
that; it is ideologically committed to 
privatising public authorities rather 
than creating new ones.

Instead, last month it proposed 
legislation to amend the Quarantine 
Act. The current situation is cer-
tainly far more complex than when 
the Act was introduced in 1908, but 
the new legislation has disturbing 
implications.

Under the bill the responsible 
minister could issue control orders 

for the sick, or order biosecurity 
offi cers to forcibly enter homes on 
the grounds of concern about the 
presence of hazardous material.

Many people would accept that 
as reasonable, if a major danger to 
public health existed. However, a 
raid by biosecurity officers on a 
Western Australia laboratory last year 
was a disaster for the fi rm, which col-
lapsed, and the warrant for the raid 
was subsequently deemed to have 
been unlawfully issued.

Moreover, as recent experience 
of raids in the Sydney suburb of 
Lakemba has shown, the possibility 
of a bioterrorist attack increases the 

likelihood of unjustifi ed forced entry 
by police.

And fi nally, the government has 
approved replacement of the precau-
tionary approach to biosecurity with 
“a risk-based approach …. by align-
ing the level of regulatory effort with 
the level of risk”, and the minister 
will make the decision on the appro-
priate level of protection.

That approach has already been 
criticised with regard to foot and 
mouth disease. The government 
considers the risk of contagion in 
Australia is very slight, and doesn’t 
justify the cost of inoculating cattle 
against the disease. However, an 
outbreak could cost $50 billion, 
ten times more than an inoculation 
program.

Quarantine 
the minister!

Morrison has enthusiastically 
enforced the cruel banishment of 
asylum seekers who arrive by boat 
from confl ict and impoverishment 
countries and the denial of citizen-
ship to any of their children born 
here. He has his eye on defence, and 
would like to take over biosecurity, a 
move the government has been seri-
ously considering.

However Minister for Agricul-
ture Barnaby Joyce has declared ada-
mantly that “Agriculture must retain 
biosecurity”. Morrison responded 
that “… in relation to agricultural 
biosecurity then of course that’s the 
proper domain of the Department of 
Agriculture”.

But he could still argue that deal-
ing with the arrival of bioterrorists or 
persons carrying zoonotic diseases is 
part of border protection, and should 
be handled by Immigration with 
the support of the military, just as 
the government has treated asylum 
seekers.

But transferring responsibility 
for biosecurity in whole or in part 
from Agriculture to Immigration 
border protection in the hands of the 
super-ambitious, control-obsessed 
Morrison is an appalling prospect.

The situation calls for Morrison 
and the Abbott government to be 
quarantined to the opposition bench-
es, and preferably banished from 
Parliament altogether, at the earliest 
possible opportunity. 

Which way is Australia’s 
biosecurity headed?

Australia

Hundreds of military veterans denied compensation for injury 
or illness may take legal action against the federal government 
because the government quietly stopped using a private research 
company to investigate veterans’ cases. The company, Writeway 
Research Service, received nearly $1 million to produce hun-
dreds of “research reports” on veterans since the late 1990s. The 
Department of Veterans’ Affairs relied on the reports provided by 
the company to either grant or deny compensation to the veterans. 
It turned out that some of the information provided by the compa-
ny was fraudulent. As Rod Thompson, a veterans’ advocate said: 
“There is literally hundreds if not thousands of Writeway reports 
that have impacted on the way decisions are made. I think if it is 
found Writeway have been fraudulent … there has to be some sort 
of compensation. You can’t use these reports and if they are found 
to be fl awed, you can’t just get away with saying sorry”. Millions 
of dollars are being spent on waging wars, buying equipment, 
etc. Money has never been a problem when it comes to military 
expenditure. Unless it is for those who actually are damaged and 
need help – and then they have to jump through hoops to get it.

Treasurer Joe Hockey must have had a nice holiday. In his fi rst 
interview after the holiday break he announced that the babies 
born today are likely to live to 150 years and that’s why his budget 
has to be passed (at long last). According to Hockey such a bright 
longevity prospect should fi ll everybody with joy and gratitude and 
accept cuts to government benefi ts and pay a greater share of their 
health bills. It is not clear how limiting access to health care to only 
those who can pay for it will contribute to overall health and longev-
ity of the population. Perhaps Hockey should stop smoking cigars 
with his Finance Minister and cease making ridiculous statements.

The Australian Theatre for Young People (ATYP) has been a pro-
found infl uence on a number of leading actors. Now the youth arts 
sector is fearful of its future following policy changes and funding 
cuts. Several small youth theatre companies have already closed; 
Young People in Arts Australia has been defunded and is now 
supported by volunteers. ATYP is Australia’s largest youth thea-
tre company but it receives less than 13 percent of its $2 million 
budget from public funding. “While most professional artists have 
either developed their skills in youth theatres or gained employ-
ment as professional artists sharing their skills with young people 
at youth theatres, that resource is no longer guaranteed,” said 
ATYP artistic director Fraser Corfi eld. “If we do not pay attention to 
the sector and the range of benefi ts it delivers, there is a chance it 
may signifi cantly diminish over the coming decade,” Corfi eld said.

Over the next 30 years 
Australia may face incursions 
of noxious insects, viruses and 
destructive organisms, as well 
as a rapid spike in antibiotic 
resistance.
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The principal Nazi ideological prop that 
secured massive fi nancial and political sup-
port from Germany’s leading industrialists 
was the Communist and Soviet threat. The 
main Nazi military drive, absorbing two-
thirds of its best troops, was directed east-
ward at conquering and destroying Russia.

The “Russian Threat” justifi ed Nazi Ger-
many’s conquest and occupation of  Ukraine, 
the Balkans, Eastern Europe and the Baltic 
states, with the aid of a substantial proportion 
of local Nazi collaborators.

After Germany’s defeat, division and dis-
armament, and with the extension of Soviet 
power, the US reinstated the Nazi industrial and 
banking giants, offi cials and intelligence opera-
tives. At fi rst they were engaged in rebuilding 
their domestic economy and consolidating 
political power, in collaboration with the US 
military occupation forces.

By the late 1960s Germany regained eco-
nomic primacy in Europe and was at the fore-
front of European “integration”, in association 
with France and England. It soon came to domi-
nate the principal decision – making institutions 
of the European Union (EU). The EU served as 
Germany’s instrument for conquest by stealth. 
Year by year, through “aid” and low interest 
loans, the EU facilitated German capitalists’ 
market penetration and fi nancial expansion, 
throughout south and central Europe. Germa-
ny set the agenda for Western Europe, gaining 
economic dominance while benefi ting from US 
subversion and encirclement of Eastern Europe, 
Russia and the Baltic and Balkan states.

Projection of power
Germany’s projection of power on a world 

scale would never have occurred if it had 
not annexed East Germany. Despite the West 
German claims of benefi cence and “aid” to the 
East, the Bonn regime secured several million 
skilled engineers, workers and technicians, the 
takeover of factories, productive farms and, 
most important, the Eastern European and Rus-
sian markets for industrial goods, worth billions 
of dollars. Germany was transformed from an 
emerging infl uential EU partner, into the most 
dynamic expansionist power in Europe, espe-
cially in the former Warsaw Pact economies.

The annexation of East Germany and the 
overthrow of the Communist governments in 
the East allowed German capitalists to domin-
ate markets in the former Eastern bloc. As the 
major trading partner, it seized control of major 
industrial enterprises via corrupt privatisations 
decreed by the newly installed pro-capitalist 
client regimes. As the Czech Republic, Poland, 
Slovakia, Hungary, Bulgaria, the Baltic States 
“privatised” and “de-nationalised” strategic 
economic, trade, media and social service sec-
tors, “unifi ed” Germany was able to resume a 
privileged place. As Russia fell into the hands 
of gangsters, emerging oligarchs and political 
proxies of Western capitalists, its entire indus-
trial infrastructure was decimated and Russia 
was converted into a giant raw-material export 
region.

Germany converted its trade relations with 
Russia from one between equals into a “colo-
nial” pattern: Germany exported high value 
industrial products and imported gas, oil and 
raw materials from Russia.

German power expanded exponentially, 
with the annexation of the “other Germany”, 
the restoration of capitalism in Eastern Europe 

and the ascendancy of client regimes eager and 
willing to submit to a German dominated Euro-
pean Union and a US-directed NATO military 
command.

German political-economic expansion via 
“popular uprisings”, controlled by local politi-
cal clients, was soon accompanied by a US 
led military offensive – sparked by separatist 
movements. Germany intervened in Yugosla-
via, aiding and abetting separatists in Slovenia 
and Croatia. It backed the US-NATO bombing 
of Serbia and supported the far-right, self-styled 
Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA), engaged in a 
terrorist war in Kosovo. Belgrade was defeated 
and regime change led to a neo-liberal client 
state. The US built the largest military base in 
Europe in Kosovo. Montenegro and Macedonia 
became EU satellites.

While NATO expanded and enhanced the 
US military presence up to Russia’s borders, 
Germany became the continent’s pre-eminent 
economic power.

New World Order
While Presidents Bush and Clinton were 

heralding a “new world order”, based on uni-
polar military supremacy, Germany advanced 
its new imperial order by exercising its political 
and economic levers. Each of the two power 
centres, Germany and the US, shared the 
common quest of rapidly incorporating the new 
capitalist regimes into their regional organisa-
tions – the EU and NATO – and extending their 
reach globally. Given the reactionary origins 
and trajectory into vassalage of the Eastern, 
Baltic and Balkan regimes, and given their 
political fears of a popular reaction to the loss 
of employment, welfare and independence 
resulting from their implementation of savage 
neo-liberal “shock policies”, the client rulers 
immediately “applied” for membership as sub-
ordinate members of the EU and NATO.

They traded sovereignty, markets and 
national ownership of the means of production 
for economic handouts and the “free” move-
ment of labour, an escape valve for the millions 
of newly unemployed workers. German and 
English capital got millions of skilled immi-
grant workers at below labour market wages, 
and unimpeded access to markets and resourc-
es. The US secured NATO military bases, and 
recruited military forces for its Middle East and 
South Asian imperial wars.

US-German military and economic domi-
nance in Europe was premised on retaining 
Russia as a weak quasi vassal state, and on the 
continued economic growth of their economies 
beyond the initial pillage of the ex-communist 
economies.

For the US, uncontested military suprema-
cy throughout Europe was the springboard for 
near-time imperial expansion in the Middle 
East, South Asia, Africa and Latin America. 
NATO was ‘internationalised’ into an offen-
sive global military alliance: fi rst in Soma-
lia, Afghanistan then Iraq, Libya, Syria and 
Ukraine.

New Cold War
During the “decade of infamy” (1991-2000) 

extreme privatisation measures by the client 
rulers in Russia on behalf of EU and US inves-
tors and gangster oligarchs, added up to vast 
pillage of the entire economy, public treasury 
and national patrimony. The image and reality 
of a giant prostrate vassal state unable to pursue 
an independent foreign policy, and incapable of 
providing the minimum semblance of a modern 

functioning economy and maintaining the rule 
of law, became the defi ning view of Russia by 
the EU and the USA. Post-communist Russia, 
a failed state by any measure, was dubbed a 
“liberal democracy” by every Western capital-
ist politician and so it was repeated by all their 
mass media acolytes.

The fortuitous rise of Vladimir Putin and 
the gradual replacement of some of the most 
egregious “sell-out” neo-liberal offi cials, and 
most important, the reconstruction of the Rus-
sian state with a proper budget and functioning 
national institutions, was immediately per-
ceived as a threat to US military supremacy 
and German economic expansion.

Russia’s transition from Western vassalage 
to regaining its status as a sovereign independ-
ent state set in motion, an aggressive coun-
ter-offensive by the US-EU. They fi nanced a 
neo-liberal-oligarchy backed political opposi-
tion in an attempt to restore Russia to vassalage 
via street demonstrations and elections. Their 
efforts to oust Putin and re-establish Western 
vassal state failed. What worked in 1991 with 
Yeltsin’s power grab against Gorbachev was 
ineffective against Putin. The vast majority of 
Russians did not want a return to the decade 
of infamy.

In the beginning of the new century, Putin 
and his team set new ground-rules, in which 
oligarchs could retain their illicit wealth and 
conglomerates, providing they didn’t use their 
economic levers to seize state power. Secondly, 
Putin revived and restored the scientifi c tech-
nical, military, industrial and cultural insti-
tutions and centralised trade and investment 
decisions within a wide circle of public and 
private decision-makers not beholden to West-
ern policymakers. Thirdly, he began to assess 
and rectify the breakdown of Russian security 
agencies particularly with regard to the threats 
emanating from Western sponsored “separa-
tist” movements in the Caucuses, especially, in 
Chechnya, and the onset of US backed “colour 
revolutions” in the Ukraine and Georgia.

At fi rst, Putin optimistically assumed that, 
Russia being a capitalist state, and without 
any competing ideology, the normalisation 
and stabilisation of the Russian state would 
be welcomed by the US and the EU. He even 
envisioned that they would accept Russia as 
an economic, political, and even NATO part-
ner. Putin even made overtures to join and co-
operate with NATO and the EU. The West did 
not try to dissuade Putin of his illusions. In fact 
they encouraged him, even as they escalated 
their backing for Putin’s internal opposition and 
prepared a series of imperial wars and sanctions 
in the Middle East, targeting traditional Russian 
allies in Iraq, Syria and Libya.

As the internal subversive strategy failed to 
dislodge President Putin, and the Russian state 
prevailed over the neo-vassals, the demonisa-
tion of Putin became constant and shrill. The 
West moved decisively to an “outsider strat-
egy”, to isolate, encircle and undermine the 
Russian state by undermining allies, and trad-
ing partners

“Russian threat”
Russia was enticed to support US and 

NATO wars in Iraq, Afghanistan and Libya in 
exchange for the promise of deeper integration 
into Western markets. The US and EU accepted 
Russian cooperation, including military supply 
routes and bases, for their invasion and occupa-
tion of Afghanistan. The NATO powers secured 
Russian support of sanctions against Iran. They 

exploited Russia’s naïve support of a “no fl y 
zone” over Libya to launch a full scale aerial 
war.

Germany spearheaded the European impe-
rial advance in the Balkans and Moldavia, 
countries with strong economic ties to Russia. 
High German offi cials “visited” the Balkans 
to bolster their ties with vassal regimes in 
Slovenia, Bulgaria, Slovakia and Croatia. 
Under German direction, the European Union 
ordered the vassal Bulgarian regime of Boyko 
“the booby” Borisov to block the passage 
of Russian owned South Stream pipeline to 
Serbia, Hungary, Slovenia and beyond. The 
Bulgarian state lost US$400 million in annual 
revenue. Germany and the US bankrolled pro-
NATO and EU client politicians in Moldavia 
– securing the election of Iurie Leanca as 
Prime Minister. As a result of Leanca’s slav-
ish pursuit of EU vassalage, Moldavia lost 
US$150 million in exports to Russia. Lean-
ca’s pro-EU policies go counter to the views 
of most Moldavians – 57% see Russia as the 
country’s most important economic partner. 
Nearly 40% of the Moldavian working age 
population works in Russia and 25% of the 
Moldavians’ US$8 billion GDP is accounted 
for by overseas remittances.

German and the US empire-builders steam-
roll over dissenting voices in Hungary, Serbia 
and Slovenia, as well as Moldova and Bul-
garia, whose economy and population suffer 
from the impositions of the blockade of the 
Russian gas and oil pipeline. But Germany’s, 
all out economic warfare against Russia takes 
precedent over the interests of its vassal states: 
it’s theirs to sacrifi ce for the “Greater Good” 
of the emerging German economic empire and 
the US–NATO military encirclement of Russia.

The extremely crude dictates of German 
imperial interests articulated through the EU, 
and the willingness of Balkan and Baltic 
regimes to sacrifi ce fundamental economic 
interests, are the best indicators of the emerg-
ing German empire in Europe.

Parallel to Germany’s rabid anti-Russian 
economic campaign, the US via NATO is 
engaged in a vast military build-up along the 
length and breadth of Russia’s frontier. The US 
stooge, NATO chief Jens Stoltenberg, boasts 
that over the current year, NATO has increased 
fi ve-fold the warplanes and bombers patrolling 
Russian maritime and land frontiers, carried out 
military exercises every two days and vastly 
increased the number of war ships in the Baltic 
and Black Sea.

Magazine

The rise of German imperialism

The fortuitous rise of Vladimir Putin was perceived as a thre

The strategic goal is to reduce the 
Russian population to poverty and to 
re-activate the quasi-moribund opposition 
to overthrow the Putin government and 
return Russia to permanent vassalage.
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Conclusion
What is absolutely clear is that the US and 

Germany want to return Russia to the vassalage 
status of the 1990s. They do not want “normal 
relations”. From the moment Putin moved to 
restore the Russian state and economy, the 
Western powers have engaged in a series of 
political and military interventions, eliminating 
Russian allies, trading partners and independ-
ent states.

The emergent of extremist, visceral anti-
Russian regimes in Poland, Latvia, Estonia 
and Lithuania served as the forward shield for 
NATO advancement and German economic 
encroachment. Hitler’s “dream” of realising 
the conquest of the East via unilateral military 
conquest has now under Prime Minister Merkel 
taken the form of conquest by stealth in North-
ern and Central Europe, by economic black-
mail in the Balkans, and by violent putsches in  
Ukraine and Georgia.

The German economic ruling class is 
divided between the dominant pro-US sector 
that is willing to sacrifi ce lucrative trade with 
Russia today in hopes of dominating and pillag-
ing the entire economy in a post-Putin Russia 
(dominated by “reborn Yeltsin clones”); and a 
minority industrial sector, which wants to end 
sanctions and return to normal economic rela-
tions with Russia.

Germany is fearful that its client rulers 
in the East, especially in the Balkans are vul-
nerable to a popular upheaval due to the eco-
nomic sacrifi ces they impose on the population. 
Hence, Germany is wholly in favour of the 
new NATO rapid deployment force, ostensibly 
designed to counter a non-existent “Russian 
threat” but in reality to prop up faltering vassal 
regimes.

The “Russian threat”, the ideology driv-
ing the US and German offensive throughout 
Europe and the Caucuses, is a replay of the 
same doctrine which Hitler used to secure 
support from domestic industrial bankers, 
conservatives and right-wing overseas collabo-
rators among extremists in Ukraine, Hungary, 
Romania and Bulgaria.

The US-EU seizure of power via vassal 
political clients backed by corrupt oligarchs 
and Nazi street fi ghters in Ukraine detonat-
ed the current crisis. A Ukraine power grab 
posed a top security threat to the very exist-
ence of Russia as an independent state. After 
the Kiev take-over, NATO moved its stooge 
regime in Kiev forward to militarily eliminate 

the independent regions in the Southeast and 
seize Crimea, thus totally eliminating Rus-
sia’s strategic position in the Black Sea.
Russia, the target of the NATO power grab was 
labelled the “aggressor”. The entire offi cialdom 
and mass media echoed the Big Lie.

Two decades of US-NATO military 
advances on Russia’s borders and German-
EU economic expansion into Russian markets 
were obfuscated. Ukraine is the most impor-
tant strategic military platform from which the 
US-NATO can launch an attack on the Russian 
heartland and the single largest market for Ger-
many since the annexation of East Germany.

The US and Germany see the Ukraine con-
quest as of extreme value in itself but also as the 
key to launching an all-out offensive to strangle 
Russia’s economy via sanctions and dumping 
oil and to militarily threaten Russia. The strate-
gic goal is to reduce the Russian population to 
poverty and to re-activate the quasi-moribund 
opposition to overthrow the Putin government 
and return Russia to permanent vassalage.

The US and German imperial elite, look-
ing beyond Russia, believe that if they control 
Russia, they can encircle, isolate and attack 
China from the West as well as the East.

Wild-eyed fanatics they are not. But as 
rabid proponents of a permanent war to end 
Russia’s presence in Europe and to undermine 
China’s emergence as a world power, they are 
willing to go to the brink of a nuclear war.

The ideological centrepiece of US-German 
imperial expansion and conquest in Europe 
and the Caucuses is the “Russian Threat”. It is 
the touchstone defi ning adversaries and allies. 
Countries that do not uphold sanctions are tar-
geted. The mass media repeat the lie.

The “Russian Threat” has become the war 
cry for cringing vassals – the phoney justifi ca-
tion for imposing frightful sacrifi ces to serve 
their imperial “padrones” in Berlin and Wash-
ington – fearing the rebellion of the “sacrifi ced” 
population. No doubt, under siege, Russia will 
be forced to make sacrifi ces. 

The oligarchs will fl ee westward; the liber-
als will crawl under their beds. But just as the 
Soviets turned the tide of war in Stalingrad, 
the Russian people, past the fi rst two years of 
a bootstrap operation will survive, thrive and 
become once again a beacon of hope to all 
people looking to get from under the tyranny 
of US-NATO militarism and German-EU eco-
nomic dictates. 

Magazine

Wayne Sonter

It is an act of such outrageous hypocrisy 
and fabricated outrage that the whole 
world – except the mainstream Western 
media – can see it for what it is, a vicious, 
farcical production by the USA’s degener-
ate warmongering rulers to target another 
country for regime change.

US president Obama has declared that the 
United States – the world’s biggest commu-
nications hacker and secret, illegal electronic 
surveillance operator – may place the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) 
back on the state terror list for the “cybervan-
dalism” of an about to be released “assassina-
tion comedy” called The Invitation, featuring 
DPRK leader Kim Jong-un as the target.

US court clown, Republican Senator John 
McCain has joined in the chorus – stating the 
hacking of the fi lm is more than vandalism – 
it is a new form of warfare and USA should 
respond more “robustly”.

North Korea denies it had anything to do 
with the hacking of the fi lm, a production by 
the US studio of Japanese multinational Sony, 
though it has strongly opposed its release.

When news of the hacking broke and 
the US administration immediately blamed 
North Korea, the DPRK government actually 
demanded a joint investigation with the USA 
of the matter.

The United States is instead, trying to get 
a “please explain” from China and a commit-
ment to block North Korea’s ability to launch 
cyber-attacks and conduct the cyber-warfare 
operations of which it is being accused.

This is mainly to have a go at China 
through North Korea. The DPRK’s telecom-
munications run through Chinese-operated 
networks. China and the United States howev-
er, are already at a stand-off over “extremely 
ridiculous” allegations the US has previously 
made against China over cybersecurity.

Demanding action from China can 
only worsen already deteriorating relations 
between the two powers.

Even worse, this campaign of smear and 
unsubstantiated charges and pending penal-
ties against the DPRK is being generated 
despite a claim from an anonymous group 
from within Sony’s own studio division, call-
ing itself the Guardians of Peace. The group 
claims it hacked the fi lm with the intention of 
halting its release, which was due for release 
on – wait for it – Christmas Day! Ha! Ha! Ha! 
A bit of light assassination comedy for post-
pudding Christmas fare!

However the whole affair is more insidi-
ous than that – in that the fi lm’s production 
and intended release has been a stage man-
aged production from the start, intended to 
both provoke the DPRK and to incite ele-
ments within North Korea to undertake a 
“copycat” assassination.

The DPRK characterisation of the United 
States as the planet’s “cesspool of terrorism” 
has unfortunately and repeatedly been proven 
to be true.

“ ... evidence continues to surface that the 
entire Sony Pictures affair, going back to the 
original decision by the studio to make a fi lm 
depicting the murder of Kim Jong-un, was 
a provocation inspired by the US military-
intelligence apparatus ... “

It transpires that Sony Pictures co-chair-
man Michael Lynton is on the board of trus-
tees of the Rand Corporation, a regular CIA/
Pentagon contract consultant; Rand’s North 
Korea specialist, Bruce Bennett, pushed hard 
for the fi lm, originally to be set in a fi ctitious 
country with a fi ctitious ruler, to specifi -
cally make it a fi lm on Kim Jong-un and the 
DPRK; and that Bennett – and a number 
of State Department offi cials – view “the 
assassination of Kim Jong Un (as) the most 
likely path to a collapse of the North Korean 
government”. 

m Terrorism 
classifi cation 
and CIA 
assassination 
“comedy”

eat to US supremacy and German economic expansion.
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Victor Grossman

BERLIN: All autumn we watched 
the upward swing of PEGIDA, 
“Patriotic Europeans against 
Islamization of the West,” most 
rapidly but not only in Saxony’s 
capital Dresden. Its main features 
were a fast-talking, shady leader 
with some eerie charisma, plus 
foggy dissatisfaction with just 
about everyone and everything: 
most politicians, the media, but 
especially poor job, rent and pen-
sion situations and fears for the 
future, plus, most dangerously, the 
channelling of such fears and wor-
ries into a dull hatred of anything 
and anyone “foreign,” especially 
the often arbitrary placement of 
newly-arrived Syrian and Iraqi 
refugees into their hitherto close 
communities.

PEGIDA’s Monday “walks”, 
though ambling and non-violent, 
recalled disturbingly the murder-
ous stamp of booted, brown-shirted 
marchers of a previous generation. 
And some gimlet-eyed neo-Nazis 
reinforced such recollections.

But soon more and more thou-
sands demonstrated against the 
hatred crowd, welcoming asylum-
seekers and reassuring peaceful 
Muslim families long resident in 
Germany. They greatly outnumbered 
and at times blocked the path of the 
PEGIDA people – everywhere but in 
Dresden. In Leipzig, Dresden’s rival 
in Saxony and with a very different 
heritage, never a royal court but open 
trade fairs since 1165 and book fairs 
since the 17th century, PEGIDA ral-
lied 4,800 marchers in early January 
– but its opponents 30,000.

Then came the “Charlie Hebdo” 
murders. Would narrow, blind dis-
trust of “those Muslims,” dormant 
but present among about half the 
population, witness a new, upward 
PEGIDA thrust? 

It did – but only in Dresden. 
Five days after the murders 

in the rue Nicolas-Appert 25,000 
marched in the city on the Elbe but 
everywhere else they were a small 
minority; at the far-off mouth of the 
Elbe, in Hamburg, only opponents of 
racism demonstrated. 

Leaders from almost all parties 
joined at Berlin’s Brandenburg Gate 
with organisations of Turks in Ger-
many to oppose both bloody violence 
and murder but also Muslimophobia. 
Even Angela Merkel spoke up, stat-
ing surprisingly that “Islam belongs 
to Germany” – almost a heresy only 
a few years earlier.

I was inspired once again by 
Oskar Lafontaine, a key founder of 
the Die Linke (Left) party, largely in 
the background now. At the annual 
Rosa Luxemburg Conference in 
Berlin, attended by leftists from all 
Germany and beyond (and always 
featuring Mumia Abu-Jamal in a 
taped message), Oskar hit out again:

“Unless we ask whether our 
allegedly so good West also bears 
responsibility for terrorist attacks ... 
then we cannot conduct a meaning-
ful debate or achieve any results. 
For years I asked the chancellor in 
the Bundestag what terrorism was. 
‘Unless you tell us what it is how can 
we really fi ght it?’

“She never answered, for good 
reason. But some offi cial framed a 
so-called ‘Anti-Terror Law’ which 
stated – now listen carefully – ‘Ter-
rorism is the unlawful use of violence 
to achieve political goals.’ ... I read 
that aloud in the Bundestag and said, 
‘Do you know what you have just 
agreed on? You have just decided 
... that Bush, Blair and all the others 
who supported the Iraq War are ter-
rorists.’ ... Until we grasp that, in the 
Arab world at least, Bush is viewed 
as a major terrorist because hundreds 
of thousands were killed due to his 
wrong decision, we in the West will 
never be able to conduct a genuine 
discussion on how to fi ght terrorism 
in the world.”

The murder of 
Khaled Idris Bahray

On January 13, terror did hit 
again. Not the kind loudly denounced 
in Paris, Brussels, Berlin or Wash-
ington, but in Dresden. Khaled Idris 
Bahray, only 20, was found dead 
near the door to the building where 
he and other Eritrean asylum-seekers 
had been given a few rooms. For 30 
long hours, crucial in fi nding clues 
and a murderer, the police called it 
“an accident,” somehow failing to 
notice the bloody gashes in his chest 
and neck. 

Nor had they been worried about 
swastikas painted on the building, 
even on the victim’s door, nor the 
fears of his dark-skinned group to 

even go outdoors. It seems that some 
policemen can suffer under disturb-
ing eye-sight problems (not only in 
Dresden). Khaled had simply gone 
shopping; on a PEGIDA Monday that 
was evidently a fatal mistake!

Lutz Bachmann’s 
“joke” 

A day before the big event a Face-
book “selfi e” of PEGIDA leader Lutz 
Bachman was unearthed showing 
him mustached, combed and leering 
uncannily like Hitler. “Only a joke,” 
he explained. Even less a joke were 
his Facebook references to refugees 
as “a dirty mob,” “trash,” and “ani-
mals.” Due in part to these discov-
eries, but also because his numbers 
were an empty boast, an estimated 
10,000 to 15,000 bigots and unhappy 
fools showed up in Leipzig. 

Though protected by the police 

they were met at every turn by at 
least 20,000 counter-demonstrators. 
Then, in the evening of the eventful 
day, Bachmann found it necessary to 
quit his leadership job. The problems 
and the poison were not gone, but the 
future of PEGIDA, LEGIDA and its 
offshoots (even some in Denmark) 
remained very uncertain.

Thus 2015 began in Germany 
with many protests and counter-
protests, often centring on the fates 
of a flow of war-weary refugees, 
few of whom could understand the 

language, nasty or friendly, which 
circled over their heads and the pro-
visional housing where they were 
lodged.

TTIP 
A very different protest, this time 

larger than expected, moved through 
central Berlin on January 17. Organ-
ised by over 120 environmental, 
consumer and political groups, it 
denounced the planned giant trade 
agreements European Union, CETA 
with Canada and, with the USA, the 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership or TTIP. 

The police counted 25,000, the 
organisers 50,000, but either way it 
was impressive, and 80 farm tractors 
rolling through town were loud and 
more easily counted.

Scheduled during the annual 
Food and Agriculture Week, the pro-
testers rejected everything from cruel 

stock-farm practices to American-
style genetic modifi cation, frequent 
antibiotic injections for animals, and 
chemical meat treatment. 

A main organizer, Jochen Fritz, 
said: “The TTIP serves only the 
global concerns and will take away 
the means of existence from many 
farms here and across the world.” 
Countless signs and big puppets said, 
“We are sick of agribusiness,” others 
lambasted Monsanto or demanded 
a global right to food and bans on 
genetic engineering.

US and European politicians 
and big-business big shots have 
been secretly negotiating for over 
two years but as more facts leaked 
out, growing pressure from an angry 
public was fi nally forcing Sigmar 
Gabriel, Economics Minister and 
Social Democratic Party head, to 
waver a bit in his all-out pro-TTIP 
stance, at least in public. Even 
Merkel became slightly defensive. 

An online petition against TTIP 
in the European Union now has over 
a million signatures, a large number 
from Germany. “This is especially 
embarrassing for the European Com-
mission,” said John Hilary, a member 
of the anti-TTIP coalition, “since it 
has repeatedly tried to block any citi-
zen’s involvement.”

Both PEDIGA and TTIP are 
very important. But the most basic 
question is war or peace. Sending 
fi rst weapons, then military advisers 

to “aid Iraq,” billed as humanitar-
ian aid, reminded older critics of a 
similar escalation in Vietnam. Even 
more worrisome is the escalation in 
the Ukraine and support for the unsa-
voury government in Kiev, with the 
incessant media beating of Germa-
ny’s belligerent anti-Russian drums 
containing as many echoes of past 
tragedy as the marching racists. 

While Foreign Minister Stein-
meier vainly bargains about a 
cease-fire, Merkel and her crew, 
disregarding both the profi t interests 
of companies dealing with Russia 
and widespread, majority hopes for 
peace, slide ever more to the other 
side of this menacing see-saw, join-
ing bellicose fl ag-wavers like Presi-
dent Gauck and Defence Minister 
von der Leyen.

Last fall Germany sent Phantoms 
and other fi ghter planes with the tra-
ditional “iron cross” markings to 
Baltic countries adjacent to Russia – 
for the sixth time since 2004. A gov-
ernment bulletin proudly headlined 
its note on these incendiary actions 
with the all-too-true words: “Long-
standing German experience.”

Frightening 
candidness

Such experience was also 
recalled in naïve but frightening 
candidness by Ukrainian premier 
Yatsenyuk. During a warmly smil-
ing visit to Merkel to beg money, 
weapons or both, he said, “All of us 
clearly remember the Soviet invasion 
of Ukraine and Germany. That has 
to be avoided. Nobody has the right 
to rewrite the results of the Second 
World War. And that is exactly what 
Russia’s President Putin is trying to 
do.” 

His words leave few doubts as 
to which side Yatsenyuk would have 
chosen in during that war – and still 
seems attached to. Neither Merkel 
nor the mass media took exception 
to his historic analysis and he will 
indeed receive more assistance from 
Berlin. The peace movement against 
the resulting menace is active but still 
far from being united or powerful.
Abridged
People’s World 

Germany

Challenging 
new right extremists

PEGIDA’s Monday “walks”, 
though ambling and non-

violent, recalled disturbingly the 
murderous stamp of booted, 
brown-shirted marchers of a 

previous generation. 
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There has been “a struggle going 
on for several years over the 
narrative of WW2 and the Holo-
caust”, chief of the Nazi-hunting 
Simon Wiesenthal centre, Efraim 
Zuroff, told Russia Today.

Zuroff says it is strange that a 
large majority of countries who suf-
fered at the hands of Hitler choose 
to freely carry on naming streets 
after Nazis, erecting monuments in 
their honour and allowing neo-Nazi 
marches to take place. 

“In many countries … that were 
under the Soviet Union or commu-
nists, there’s an effort now to rewrite 
the history of that period in order 
to do several things: one reason 
is to hide or minimise the role of 
local Nazi collaborators. Because 
in eastern Europe – unlike outside 
eastern Europe – collaboration with 
the Nazis in many countries meant 
active participation in mass murder 
– in Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, 
Ukraine, Belarus, Croatia.”

In 2013 Estonia was bitterly 
criticised when its Defence Minis-
ter’s address to Estonian-born war-
time veterans of the Waffen SS was 
criticised for saying that Soviets and 
Nazis were basically the same thing.

Apart from outright disbelief, 
the Russians found it strange that 
in the 20 years since the break-up 
of the USSR not once had Estonian 
authorities shown any respect for 
their own Rifl e Corps attached to 
the Red Army, which would at least 
have been fair, given how “equal” 
the Nazis and communists were sup-
posed to be.

A similar narrative can be traced 
to Latvia – a country that to this day 
does not shy away from unambigu-
ously glorifying fascist ideology.

In 2012, a video was released 
of two men in Waffen SS uniforms 
conducting a kindergarten lesson, 
complete with handouts, grenades 
and pistols. The lesson took place on 
March 16, the day commemorating 
the joining of hundreds of Latvians 
with the Waffen SS to fi ght against 
the Soviet Union. 

Moscow has repeatedly 
expressed outrage over such ceremo-
nies celebrating the Nazi past. The 
EU has also voiced concern.

The second point Zuroff makes 
is that “these countries are trying to 
divert attention from their collabora-
tion with the Nazis and emphasise 
their victim-hood … under the com-
munist regime. The idea is to try to 

create a false symmetry between 
communist crimes and Nazi crimes, 
in order to try and free themselves 
from their guilt [and] get the sym-
pathy compensation that comes 
to victims … but that’s not what 
happened.”

He believes this to be a scary 
distinction to make, because in the 
tendency for false oppositions, ideo-
logical differences between commu-
nists and Nazis are forgotten.

“It’s basically part of an attempt 
to undermine the uniqueness of the 
Holocaust to try and claim that [it] 
is no different from the communist 
crimes, which might even be worse 
… but that is of course not the truth: 
the Holocaust is a unique tragedy 
because of the fanatic ideology 
of the Nazis, who sought to abso-
lutely annihilate an entire people – 
which was never the case with the 
Soviet Union or the communists 
– and industrialize mass murder … 
it’s never been replicated in any 
tragedy.”

What Zuroff is saying may well 
apply to Poland. 

Although the EU has long con-
demned the communist past, no one 
went quite as far as Poland, although 
the country had suffered under the 
Nazis, including the Ukrainian 
national Stepan Bandera, who mur-
dered tens of thousands of Poles. In 
2010 the country passed a law pro-
hibiting the purchase of any commu-
nist symbols or memorabilia. This 
includes Che Guevara posters and 
T-shirts.

There is much confusion now 
over President Vladimir Putin’s 
attendance at the upcoming com-
memoration of the liberation of 
Auschwitz. Initial rumours had it 
that invitations were being sent out, 
but that the Russian president wasn’t 
on the list. This created a media 
fl urry of comments for and against 
Putin’s right to be present at a cer-
emony, which essentially owes its 
existence to Soviet efforts.

It later transpired that the duty of 
sending invitations was taken over 
by the Auschwitz museum – and not 
the government, like before. This 
created confusion, as invitations 
were swapped for informal notices, 
according to Polish media. Some 
have said this was a way to avoid the 
Russian head’s presence, as Moscow 
chose not to clarify whether Putin 
was indeed invited. The Russian 
ambassador will come in his stead. 

However, the president’s office 
pointed out that Putin takes any such 
ceremonies with the utmost serious-
ness, but had scheduling confl icts. It 
is also no secret that many who will 
be present take issue with Russia 
over Ukraine.

As for Ukraine, which many 
are using as a catalyst for Russia’s 
post-Soviet expansionism, Russia’s 
permanent representative to the UN 
Vitaly Churkin had this to say: “It 
is deeply disturbing that the follow-
ers of [Stepan] Bandera are openly 
marching these days in Ukraine, 
displaying his portraits and fascist 
insignia, and are wielding consider-
able political power in Kiev.”

Attempts to whitewash them 
“are not only morally repulsive, they 
amount to encouraging nationalist 
ideology, extremism and intoler-
ance,” Churkin stated. 

Of note here is that recently the 
US, Canada and Ukraine refused 
to sign a Russian-backed resolu-
tion against the glorification of 
Nazi ideology. Many experts noted 
that their logic seemed to compare 
a non-existent Soviet Union with 
quite real and tangible expressions of 
Nazism in Ukraine, for which there 
is demonstrable evidence.

Analysts went further to stress 
that this refusal to sign a document 
that even Germany approved of is a 
refl ection of political interests that 
these states would go very far to 
preserve.
RT 

International

On January 18, top leaders of China and Vietnam exchanged 
joint congratulatory messages to mark the 65th anniversary of the 
establishment of formal diplomatic ties. Both sides agreed that con-
tinuing to develop friendship and cooperation, maintain peace and 
regional stability were in the long-term interest of the two Parties, 
people and states. They believed that with mutual trust, respect 
and collaboration, the friendship would keep bringing prosperity 
and happiness to both countries and their people. China was the 
fi rst nation to establish formal diplomatic ties with Vietnam in 1950.

South Korea’s Defence Ministry on January 19 confi rmed that the 
country would carry out its plan to hold joint annual military exer-
cises (fi eld training and computer-assisted simulation) with the US 
in March. The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) had 
made a peaceful proposal earlier, offering to temporarily suspend 
nuclear tests if the US cancelled the exercises, but the US reject-
ed the offer. South Korean President Park Geun-hye stressed 
the country’s need to expand its military capability and maintain 
a close military alliance with the US. In recent years, South Korea 
increased its hostility towards the DPRK, building new battleships 
and developing new weapons systems such as laser weapons and 
high-power microwave bombs that are intended to destroy all elec-
tronic devices within its bombing range, including civilian facilities.

Takenaka Heizo, a professor at Keio University who also serves 
on an advisory body to the Japanese government, the Industrial 
Competitiveness Council, recently in a TV broadcast shocked 
the public by saying, “let us eliminate full-time jobs in the 
country”. He argued: “Japanese permanent workers are over-
protected by the government, if compared to other countries.” In 
reality, Japan in 2013 was ranked 24th out of 34 member coun-
tries in terms of job protection according to a survey by the 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development. His 
fabricated claim was intended to provide a so-called expert opin-
ion in support of large corporations and the government making 
further cuts in labour costs at the expense of the working people.

In order to examine the implementation of “building a new-style 
rural area” program, Vietnamese President Truong Tan Sang 
recently visited three role-model communes in Tuyen Quang prov-
ince. The policy was initiated in 2010, and was intended to increase 
socio-economic development and maintain political stability in rural 
areas. It listed 19 criteria, covering production capacity, infrastruc-
ture development, environmental protection. The President praised 
the policy and the communes’ achievement in satisfying all criteria.

According to China’s National Bureau of Statistics, 13.22 mil-
lion new jobs were created in China and the income gap was 
reduced. This achievement affi rms China’s successful econom-
ic and pension reform. Disposable per capita incomes also rose 
quickly. The disposable income of rural residents increased by 
9.2 percent compared to urban residents’ 6.8 percent in 2014.

Region Briefs

Ex-Nazi collaborators 
equating USSR with fascists

“Nazis 
step down!” 

“Enough!”. Shouts 
rang out again and 

again in Budapest, as 
thousands gathered 

in front of Parliament 
in reaction to 

comments made by 
right-wing politicians 

that called for all 
Jews to be listed as 
“threats to national 

security.“

Cuba
Call for the 10th International May Day Brigade

April 27 to May 10, 2015
The Cuban Institute of Friendship with the Peoples and its travel Agency Amistur Cuba S.A, 
invites you to participate in the 10th edition of the international brigade, on the occasion of 

the international workers’ day.
In addition to the voluntary work, participants will visit places of historical and social 

interest, receive lectures about our reality, and will have the possibility to exchange with 
representatives of different social and political organizations, they may exchange with 

Cuban workers and unionists and visit Playa Giron, where for the fi rst time in Latin America 
imperialism received its fi rst defeat in less than 72 hours.

The Brigade will take place in the provinces of Havana, Artemisa and Matanzas (Playa 
Giron). The same will lead the participants a better understanding of the current Cuban 

reality, in the midst of transformations that are carried out in Cuba, as part of the update of 
the economic model of our Socialist project.

For full program see www.cpa.org.au/whats-on
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Flinders Street Station 
heritage
I am very pleased to hear that the 
redevelopment of Flinders Street 
Station is not now going ahead; as 
such works would have ruined the 
heritage and architectural beauty 
of this wonderful Melbourne icon.

Flinders Street Station is best left 
alone from such “modernisation” and 
if there are monies to be spent on it, 
this would be most useful in restora-
tion work and repairing any damage 
and deterioration to the building’s 
fi ne structure.

Also from my experience, 
the men’s toilets (and perhaps the 
women’s toilets?) are in dire need of 
renewal. It is bad enough us locals 
using these disgusting facilities, but 
I cringe with embarrassment when I 
see people from interstate and over-
seas entering them.

The condition of these amenities 
is not good enough for our premier 
railway station and tourist attraction. 
Apart from these necessary works, 
of course the actual fi nancial need is 
in the public transport system which 
requires more trains, tracks and better 
service, not expensive changes to 
destroy the splendour and loveliness 
of Flinders Street Station. 

Steven Katsineris
Vic

Remembering 
Comrade Ron
Comrade Ron Barrett and I were 
for a time members of the same 
SPA Party Branch. Later we both 

served on the Sydney District 
Committee of the SPA and then 
(after the name-change) the CPA.

Ron was a worker (a skilled 
craftsman in working with timber) 
and he knew where his class alle-
giances lay. He was never overawed 
by “better educated” Comrades and 
always joined in all discussions.

He was an exemplary Party 
member, attending every Branch 
meeting, class, rally and function that 
he possibly could. Even near the end 
of his life, when he could only walk 
with diffi culty, he manfully strug-
gled to attend the October Revolu-
tion function in the Party building 
last year.

He set us all an example in his 
zeal for writing letters to the Guard-
ian. His letters were pithy, succinct 
and apposite, and always worth 
reading.

The Communist Party was not 
just the most important thing in Ron 
Barrett’s life: it was his life.

Vale Comrade Ron.
Rob Gowland

Let’s get one thing clear: the Cold War 
never ended. It never even went away. It 
just changed tactics for a while. With Gor-
bachev doing their job for them, the USA 
and the other imperialist countries could 
afford to pose as peace-loving champions 
of friendly relations between all countries.

Meanwhile Gorbachev dissolved the USSR 
(despite a plebiscite specifi cally rejecting that 
proposal) while every self-seeking opportunist 
in a position of power or infl uence seized public 
property as their own personal possession, 
whether it was a large chunk of the USSR’s oil 
industry or – in Gorbachev’s case – the Lenin 
Institute (to Gorby’s chagrin, they made him 
give that back).

But Gorby wasn’t the only thief with a 
big appetite determined to loot the USSR of 
its publicly-owned assets. By the time they 
had fi nished, and Gorby’s successor the venal 
Boris Yeltsin and his cohorts had been shown 
the door, the country had lost more wealth 
than had been lost to the ravages of the Nazi 
invasion in WW2!

The Western imperialist powers were 
heavily involved in this wholesale looting of 
the assets built up in Russia and Eastern Europe 
under Socialism. Inventions and patents, 
scientifi c discoveries, entire research units 
were taken abroad to be exploited for profi t. 
This too was a stage of the Cold War, a form of 
aggression without an actual invasion.

The change from Yeltsin to Putin and 
Medvedev did not disturb the Western powers 
at fi rst. They thought it would be business as 
usual, but it was not long before they were 
disabused of that notion. The former KGB 
offi cer fi lled his cabinet with other former KGB 
offi cers, revived Soviet symbols and emblems, 
and took action against some of the oligarchs 
to recover the assets they’d looted.

Before long, Putin himself had become a 
new front in the renewed Cold War. Lampooned 
and ridiculed for his muscular athleticism, he is 
simultaneously attacked for displaying what 
Western propaganda calls “Soviet nostalgia”. 
He is clearly well aware that Russia, shorn of 

several former Soviet republics as well as all 
the stolen assets referred to previously, is not 
the Superpower the USSR was.

Nevertheless, he has linked Russia with 
the other Cold War target, China, in a number 
of regional and international agreements that 
directly challenge imperialist domination of 
the global economy: chief among these is the 
BRICS trade grouping that brings together the 
economies of Brazil, Russia, India, China and 
South Africa.

While the US and its NATO allies are busy 
moving their military right up to the borders 
of Russia – into Moldova, Ukraine, Poland, 
Romania – they are also striving to surround 
China, from Afghanistan to South Korea 
to Japan. The latter country is encouraged 
to engage in sabre-rattling against China 
over some tiny insignifi cant islands, while 
steadfastly refusing to acknowledge its wartime 
atrocities against the Chinese people.

In a typical Cold War tactic, prominent US 
think-tank publications run provocative feature 
articles on “Why the US will have to fi ght 
China”, and Western media constantly plugs the 
line that the US must prepare to meet the rising 
“threat” from China. Chinese investment in the 
US is frequently blocked by the US Congress 
even as US businesses have become heavily 
dependent on Chinese production.

Russia, China and the other BRICS 
countries are not just passively enduring this 
renewed Cold War: they are actively defying 
the US and its European partners. They have 
set up their own bank to support global trade, 
as an alternative to the World Bank and the 
IMF, which institutions function all too often 
as tools (or blunt instruments) of Western 
imperialism.

Australia’s economy is heavily dependent 
on our trade with China, but Australian 
imperialism is nevertheless eagerly backing 
America’s preparations for war with the 
Asian powerhouse. The Australian military 
trains regularly with its US equivalent 
rehearsing amphibious landings on the coast 
of China, rehearsing for actual war with 

China. Meanwhile, they prepare the public 
for a war by constantly harping on Cold War 
propaganda.

The Australian Financial Review on January 
5, 2015 featured a substantial contribution to 
this renewed Cold War. Sourced from the USA 
(where else?), it was ostensibly a book review, 
of a new book, China 1945: Mao’s Revolution 
and America’s Fateful Choice, by a former 
Time journalist, Richard Bernstein. However, 
Bernstein’s hostility towards his subject is so 
extreme the book smacks of the worst excesses 
of the Cold War propaganda dished out in the 
1950s.

Such crudities as “Mao and Stalin, two 
of the greatest masters of deception that the 
world has ever known”. China’s exceptional 
Premier, Zhou Enlai, also cops a serve: “Zhou 
cut his teeth in the late 1920s … as the head of a 
Communist hit squad.” Pardon? A Communist 
what? This clown has our movement confused 
with Al Capone – or possibly with the regime 
of Barack Obama.

The review makes the insulting assertion 
that “it was Zhou’s peculiar mix of treachery 
and charm that makes him such an enthralling 

character”.  The review also manages to call 
Russia’s President Putin “a thug”.

Apart from name-calling, the main thrust 
of the article is to depict US-China relations 
as “souring”, claiming that “Polling by the 
Pew Research Centre shows a signifi cant dip 
in Americans’ ‘favourable’ opinions towards 
China. … American businesses, long the 
bulwark of warm feelings for the authoritarian 
government across the Pacifi c, are souring on 
China too, as the Chinese government and its 
agents pilfer United States technology and use 
a variety of tactics – some of them sleazy – to 
out-compete US fi rms.”

The refusal of the US to sell technology to 
China (the way they used to refuse to sell it to 
the USSR) is itself a Cold War tactic.

Cold War actions – whether blockades or 
lying propaganda – are designed to provoke 
people to hate and fear the people and especially 
the government in the target country. Their 
leaders are demonised, their culture derided, 
their achievements belittled.

And the horrifying aim is to prepare the 
people to accept the prospect of all-out war 
against US imperialism’s main rivals. 

Rob Gowland

The Cold War 
renewed

Something to say?
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It is clear that my aversion to the 
appropriation of the quintes-

sential late-19th century cerebral and 
scientifi c sleuth Sherlock Holmes for 
reincarnation as a 21st century super-
hero is not shared by everybody. The 
series has actually won major awards 
although awards do not necessarily 
equate with excellence.

This week’s episode of Sher-
lock (ABC Sunday February 1 at 
8:40 pm) has the temerity to “update” 
Conan Doyle’s most famous tale of 
Sherlock Holmes, namely The Hound 
of the Baskervilles, rechristened for 
this program The Hounds of Bask-
erville. (Clever, eh?) The story of 
course now bears little resemblance 
to the original, being now concerned 
with the activities of an ultra-secret 
army base that looms over Dartmoor.

In the 1940s there was a series of 
feature fi lms with Basil Rathbone as 
Holmes which were similarly updat-
ed so Holmes could battle Nazi spies 
and the like. Doyle and Holmes sur-
vived that all right so I suppose they 
will survive this latest assault too.

Interestingly, I learn from Wiki-
pedia, that because the original story 
was so famous, scriptwriter Mark 
Gatiss “felt a greater responsibility 
to include familiar elements of the 
story than he does when adapting the 
lesser-known stories”. Big of him.

Robert Townsend was a black 
American actor who had the 

weird experience of being told he 
was “not black enough” to be cast 
in a Hollywood movie as a Black. 
Apparently he did not meet a white 
stereotype of what a Black man 
should look like. Hollywood Shuf-
fl e (NITV Sunday February 1 at 
9:30 pm) which he wrote, produced 
and directed in 1987, is a satirical 
comedy based on his experiences.

The fi lm is replete with fanta-
sies and dream sequences, involv-
ing an escape of black slaves, a 
Stepin Fetchit impression, a “Black 
Acting School” where aspiring, dark-
skinned actors can learn how to get 
roles as pimps, muggers, and street 
punks, a nightmare in which the 
hero, Bobby, starts to turn into Eddie 
Murphy, and another in which the 
fi lm he has been signed to star in is 
picketed by the National Association 
for the Advancement of Coloured 
People (NAACP).

Cynicism, not unnaturally, 
abounds. “It’s not about art, it’s about 

the sequel.” There is even a TV series 
called There’s a Bat in My House 
which poses the question “Can a 
black bat fi nd happiness living in a 
white household?”.

Hollywood Shuffl e highlights the 
lack of substantial roles for black 
actors and the misrepresentation of 
people of colour in US fi lms and tel-
evision. The fi lm uses negative stere-
otypes put out by the mass media and 
turns them against Hollywood.

The fi lm’s plot revolves around 
the hidden racism behind the 
camera that forces black actors to 
take demeaning roles for money 
and a chance at stardom. The script 
also levels some criticism towards 
black actors who are willing to take 
demeaning roles. 

This is highlighted when an 
NAACP spokesman (played by Paul 
Mooney) states at a press conference, 
“They’ll never play the Rambos until 
they stop playing the Sambos.” Wiki-
pedia also notes: “The fi lm also offers 
an authentic glimpse into the lives of 
real middle-class African Americans 
in stark contrast to the roles they are 
offered in the fi lm industry”.

While on the subject of stere-
otyping, we have the new 

Australian “family drama series”, 
Hiding (ABC Thursdays from 
February 5 at 8:30 pm). More 
melodrama than drama, it is about 
crime (yawn), drugs (yawn), violence 
(more yawns) and at that point I gave 
up on it. Why does Australian drama 
always equate with crime?

Sons Of Liberty (SBS ONE 
Thursday, February 5 at 

9:30 pm) is a new six-part drama 
series that purports to follow a defi -
ant and radical group of young men 
– Sam Adams, John Adams, Paul 
Revere, John Hancock and Dr Joseph 
Warren – as they “band together in 
secrecy to change the course of his-
tory and make America a nation”. To 
say that this offering from US cable 
outfi t The History Channel simpli-
fi es American history would be an 
understatement.

And, as Variety’s review (by 
Brian Lowry) points out, it also fal-
sifi es history to make a better story. 
“The founding fathers receive the 
Vikings treatment in Sons of Liber-
ty, a six-hour miniseries … clearly 
intended to bring history to life, but 
sometimes at the cost of feeling a bit 
too much like a beer commercial. 
Although generally interesting and 
handsomely done, the program isn’t 
without its excesses, and some of the 
liberties taken here, creatively and 
historically, have little to do with the 
price of tea.”

The producers try to evade 
responsibility with a caveat that the 
series is a “dramatic interpretation of 
events,” which really tells you all the 
serious scholar needs to know. This 
is not how the American Revolution 
came about, nor are these the forces 
that brought it into being.

“Directed by Kari Skogland from 
a script by David C White and Kirk 
Ellis, Sons of Liberty is an uneven 
affair”, says Variety. “In his efforts 

to portray British General Gage in a 
manner that’s appropriately villain-
ous, for example, Marton Csokas is 
menacing and ruthless, yes, but at 
times seems to be channelling Boris 
Karloff. That includes ordering a 
fl ogging that’s delivered in slow-
motion for a duration that would 
be blessed by The Passion of the 
Christ.”

The project was shot in Romania. 
Hardly authentic but no doubt free of 
advertising.

Stand-up comedy is tremen-
dously popular in the UK and 

the new series Live At The Apollo 
(ABC2 Saturdays from February 
7 at 9:15 pm) testifi es to that. The 
Apollo is a big theatre to be fi lled for 
three stand-up acts, even good ones 
as here.

The gimmick with the program is 
that each week there is a guest comic 
who does his or her own act (two 
sets) and then introduces two other 
acts. The fi rst episode is hosted by 
Eddie Izzard, who is not only funny 
but progressive, plus the very clever 
Josh Widdicombe and a comic I have 
not seen before Trevor Noah.

All in all, it is good fun and good 
viewing. 
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“We have broken the great con-
versation,” wrote Thomas Berry 
in his 1991 book Befriending the 
Earth. “We are talking only to 
ourselves. We are not talking to 
the rivers, we are not listening to 
the wind and stars.”

Were he alive, Berry would no 
doubt have joined Margaret Atwood, 
Michael Morpurgo and other writers 
whose recent letter to Oxford Univer-
sity Press protested the removal of 
nature-related words from the Oxford 
Junior Dictionary. Words such as 
“acorn” and “catkin” have been 
dropped to make room for the likes 
of “broadband” and “cut and paste”.

From the Romantic poets, who 
considered writing a “reconciler of 
nature and man”, to the great Ameri-
can authors Leopold, Thoreau and 
Emerson, the popularity of what is 
loosely called nature writing has 
ebbed and fl owed through modern 
history. Now, seemingly inevitable 
ecological collapse has prompted a 
surge of renewed interest in the fi eld.

Authors, publishers, photogra-
phers and documentary-makers are 
grappling with everything from the 
deepest grief at the violence human-
ity has enacted on the planet, to the 
transcendental sense of magic and 
enchantment in the natural world. 
Crucially devoid of sentimentalism 
or self-satisfaction, this is urgent 
and strong: language for a “planet in 
crisis”, as the editor of EarthLines 
magazine, Dr Sharon Blackie, puts it.

Her publication publishes a range 
of content from writers and artists, 
focusing on real and deep connection 
to land and place, telling stories about 
the human and non-human inhabit-
ants of these spaces. She co-founded 
EarthLines two years ago to fi ll what 
she noticed as a gap in the media 
landscape. Readers were hanke ring, 
she sensed, for writing which nur-
tured a sense of being inspired by the 
natural world but without an excess 
of feel-good.

“The environmental crisis really 
doesn’t fit with all that stuff, if 
you’re switched on,” Blackie notes. 
Instead, her vision was to publish 
pieces with “good measure of grit 
and groundedness”

“The language we use is strong 

because the planet is in crisis: there’s 
no room for platitudes. Or for nostal-
gia. We’re not trying to create activ-
ists in the usual sense of the word, 
but we want people to know what’s 
at stake.”

Sifting the sediment
The Dark Mountain Project also 

takes grief and mourning as starting 
points. Writers, artists and thinkers, 
led by the project’s founders Paul 
Kingsnorth and Dougald Hine, have 
now contributed to six books and a 
seventh is in progress. Deliberately 
holding a space for words forged in 
the darkness, for the unwritten story, 
Dark Mountain has been greeted by 
an unexpected surge of interest.

Words then, can help to sift and 
cleanse the sediment of natural and 
cultural loss which lies inside so 
many of us. But at such a poignant 
juncture in ecological time, don’t we 
need action, rather than more, albeit 
fresh, voices? Can changing the way 
we write and talk about the natural 
world achieve anything?

For Dominick Tyler, photogra-
pher and founder of the Landreader 
project, there is a direct correlation 
between the richness of vocabulary 
and intimacy of knowledge. Know-
ing the “right”word for something 
in nature re-emphasises its value, 
he believes, and therefore fosters a 
desire to protect it.

Tyler was fulfi lling a commission 
on wild swimming when he real-
ised that his vocabulary to describe 
the landscapes he was photograph-
ing was woefully inadequate. He 
began collecting words: forgotten 
gems such as jackstraw, zawn, clit-
ter and cowbelly, which sparked an 
impulse to create a glossary of the 
British landscape. The Landreader 
project has swelled to become a stir-
ring synthesis of people and place: 
about vernacular and lore as much 
as geology, ecology or topography. 
Already, more than 2,000 terms and 
words have been gathered, including 
hundreds of submissions from mem-
bers of the public.

“We currently use very few of 
the words that were historically 
available to describe and denote the 
landscape,” says Tyler. “In general 

we no longer need to be able to do 
this with precision, but where a spe-
cifi c need remains, for example in 
mountaineers, coastal fi shermen or 
wetland farmers, pockets of language 
persist.”

For him, our growing estrange-
ment from the landscape mirrors 
our growing unease with the natural 
world.

“The outside, the countryside, 
has become the unfamiliar ‘other’, 
a threat to be overcome and domi-
nated, not understood and enjoyed,” 
he says.

“Might this partly be because we 
feel uncomfortable with things for 
which we have no name? Perhaps 
we have chosen to render the land-
scape in such broad, bland terms in 
order to insulate ourselves from the 
loss of it?”

As well as a step toward revers-
ing this trend, The Landreader is 
about rootedness: a searing desire 
for intimate knowledge of place in 
response to the homogeny which 
creeps with horrifying replication 
into all corners of our lives. We can 
gather purpose and strength, it sug-
gests, in not ignoring but engaging 
with this most diffi cult time, this 
place of breakthrough or breakdown.

“There is a difference between 
engaging through the written word 
and through direct experience,” Tyler 
explains, “but I would say that the 
ability to fl uently and evocatively 
communicate about that experience 
is a kind of power-sharing.”

This is about, he says, providing 
the tools for a “detailed, complex and 
intimate conversation about land-
scape in its broadest terms”.

Depleted 
understanding

Tyler has been working with 
established nature writer Robert 
Macfarlane, author of The Wild 
Places and The Old Ways, and master 
of writing on our imaginative rela-
tionships with landscape and place. 
Macfarlane too has been collecting 
landscape terms and words, more 
than 3,500 so far, some of which are 
explored in his new book Landmarks. 

“Language-deficit leads to 
attention-deficit,” writes Macfar-
lane in Landmarks. “As we further 
deplete our ability to name, describe 
and fi gure particular aspects of our 
places, our competence for under-
standing and imagining possible 

relationships with nonhuman nature 
is correspondingly depleted.”

While journeying, Macfarlane 
has “hit buried treasure” in the form 
of vernacular dictionaries or extraor-
dinary people, “troves that have held 
gleaming handfuls of coinages,” he 
says.

He has received thousands of 
place-terms over the years, some 
arriving by letter, email, telephone, 
others “scribbled on postcards or yel-
lowed pre-war foolscap, transcribed 
from cassette recordings of Suffolk 
longshoremen made half a century 
ago, or taken from hand-drawn maps 
of hill country and coastline; and 
delved with delight from lexicons 
and archives around the country and 
the web.”

“Perhaps we have chosen to 
render the landscape in such broad, 
bland terms in order to insulate our-
selves from the loss of it?”

Macfarlane mentions the Ice-
landic novelist Jón Kalman Stefans-
son writing of fi shing communities 
speaking “coddish” far out into the 
North Atlantic; the miners working 
the Great Northern Coalfi eld in Eng-
land’s north-east developing a dialect 
known as “Pitmatical” or “yakka”. It 
was “so dense it proved incompre-
hensible to Victorian parliamentary 
commissioners seeking to improve 
conditions in the mines in the 1840s,” 
he writes.

And he recounts stumbling 
across a peat glossary, divulged to 
him on the moors of the Outer Heb-
ridean island of Lewis in 2007, which 
included hundreds of Gaelic terms 
for the moorland there. A linguistic 
collection as rich as the peat itself.

“The same year,” he writes, “I 
fi rst saw the Peat Glossary, a new edi-
tion of the Oxford Junior Dictionary 

was published. A sharp-eyed reader 
noticed that there had been a culling 
of words concerning nature.”

This shocked and disturbed 
him deeply. Words including acorn, 
catkin, kingfi sher, pasture and willow 
had been removed, being deemed 
no longer relevant to a modern-
day childhood, while bullet-point, 
celebrity and MP3 player had been 
introduced. Where blackberry was 
omitted, Blackberry was added.

“And what is lost along with this 
literacy is something precious: a kind 
of word-magic,” writes Macfarlane, 
“the power that certain terms possess 
to enchant our relations with nature 
and place. Landmarks is a celebration 
and defence of such language.”

The defence may, of course, be 
in the celebration. Macfarlane also 
quotes US essayist Wendell Berry, 
who wrote: “People exploit what 
they have merely concluded to be 
of value, but they defend what they 
love, and to defend what we love we 
need a particularizing language, for 
we love what we particularly know.”

From a multitude of roots today’s 
nature writing inspires as much as it 
chills. Crucially, this is nature not at 
arms-length or separate from people, 
remote and wild, but attuned to 
humanised landscapes too.

This is language which is not 
nostalgic or passive, but urgent and 
heartfelt, responding to the turmoil 
we face. At a time when systems and 
values crumble before us, using lan-
guage to help craft a new story could 
be crucial. Words which stimulate 
and enrich. Our humiliated, hopeful 
humanness laid bare to the page.
Landmarks by Robert Macfarlane 
will be published in March 2015 
by Hamish Hamilton.
New Internationalist 

Nature writer Robert Macfarlane.

An honest conversation 
with Earth

“Perhaps we have chosen to render 
the landscape in such broad, bland terms in 
order to insulate ourselves from the loss of it?”

Language is being called upon to help reinvigorate humanity’s 
beleaguered relationship with nature. From old wisdom, to “tooling 
up” for the job with words, Lucy Purdy explores the writers and 
publications establishing new dialogues with the natural world.


