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Domestic violence policy

Too late, 1oo

Anna Pha

The announcement of Rosie Batty as Aus-
tralian of the Year on January 26 should
have been front page news. But the woman
who is fighting so hard to end domestic
violence and support its victims was pushed
into the shade by the then Prime Minister
Tony Abbott. Abbott chose the same day to
declare that Prince Phillip would receive a
knighthood. The fear and suffering that so
many women and children are locked into
were apparently less “newsworthy” than
Abbott’s controversial stunt.

The death of Kiralee Dugo, a 37-year-old
pregnant woman, earlier this month was the
63rd from domestic violence in Australia this
year. Countless more women and children have
been assaulted, hospitalised and live on a day-
to-day basis in fear. Many are trapped with no
means of escape or live in hope that promises to
change will really occur. They rarely do.

Last week “new” Prime Minister Malcolm
Turnbull acknowledged that action is required
on domestic violence. He called for a “big cul-
tural shift” so that Australia becomes the coun-
try that respects women. He identified gender
inequality as at the heart of violence against
women.

Reflecting his more enlightened social
outlook and a large dose of political opportun-
ism, Turnbull appointed a Minister for Women,
Michaela Cash. Then on September 24, he
announced the allocation of $100 million in
federal funding to tackle the issue of domestic
violence.

Too little

The $100 million will be used to trial GPS
trackers for perpetrators, special safe phones
for victims, CCTV cameras to boost security at
home and other such measures. Various wom-
en’s organisations have welcomed the funding
while pointing out that it falls far short of what
is required if there is to be a cultural change
and women have access to the necessary sup-
port services, including crisis services, counsel-
ling and suitable accommodation (see Editorial
page 2).

It does not even begin to restore the wom-
en’s services that were forced to close by the
Abbott government when their funding was cut.
Funding is urgently required for women’s ref-
uges, rape crisis centres, legal centres, housing
and other services.

Domestic violence campaign group Fair
Agenda and the National Association for

Australian of the Year Rosie Batty.

Community Legal Centres pointed to the inad-
equacy of the funding allocated.

Homelessness Australia also criticised the
funding as inadequate, saying “that none of
this funding will address the immediate crisis
domestic violence victims face — safe, crisis
accommodation.” Around 2,800 women are
fleeing domestic violence a year.

“Homelessness services are essential for
ensuring the immediate and ongoing safety of
women and children who are experiencing or at
risk of, experiencing violence within the home.
They provide shelter, referrals to other services
as well as staff skilled in assessing and manag-
ing risk,” Homelessness Australia said.

History

Historically, under capitalism, women
have been treated as chattels belonging to men.
Fathers gave their daughters away in marriage
as property. Discrimination marginalising
women is embedded in the system. Married
women were not expected to enter the paid
workforce and if they did, they were not paid
a living wage. A “good” marriage was a pro-
moted as a vehicle to economic security.

The historic Harvester case in 1911 award-
ed women 54 percent of the male wage rate.
Sexism prevailed in the trade union movement
for much of the 20th century and has still not
been completely eliminated.
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As recently as the 1970s Murdoch’s Aus-
tralian newspaper accused working women of
taking the husband’s and son’s jobs.

Domestic and other violence towards
women was condoned. Rape was not consid-
ered a serious crime and it was extremely dif-
ficult to obtain a conviction.

The lack of respect for and recognition of
women’s rights in all spheres of life contributes
to the culture of violence towards women.

Progress

During the 1970s and ‘80s women made
gains towards pay equity and ending sex role
stereotyping in the workplace and education,
in particular under the Whitlam Labor govern-
ment. Childcare, abolition of university fees,
the development of TAFE and measures to sup-
port older women returning to study enabled
many women to gain a measure of dignity and
economic independence.

It was no longer acceptable to overtly dis-
criminate in job advertisements or appoint-
ments or to use women as sex objects in
advertising. Some sections of the church
were changing and the law was also making
advances but there was still a long way to go
in changing a culture that condoned domestic
violence.

Domestic violence still remained hidden
in the home, a taboo that brought shame on

the victim. Police were reluctant to intervene.
And where they did women had nowhere
to go, no way to escape the perpetrators of
violence.

Attitudes towards women took a nosedive
under the prime ministerships of John Howard
and Tony Abbott, and little was done to rectify
the deteriorating situation under the Rudd/Gil-
lard Labor governments.

With the lurch to the right in the political
climate came a marked attitudinal shift and
increase in violence towards women which
looks set to increase if the government does
not take serious measures to address it. “Politi-
cal correctness” was mocked.

It is criminal that $300 million is being
thrown away on a plebiscite on marriage
equality when it is clear that the overwhelming
majority of Australians support marriage equal-
ity. The government should get on with it and
put the legislation before Parliament.

Systemic change is fundamentally what is
required but it won’t happen under the likes
of the Abbotts, Shortens or Turnbulls. Mean-
while the money to be wasted on a marriage
equality plebiscite — and much more — should
be dedicated to providing services for the vic-
tims of domestic violence and their families
and to measures to bring about both objective
and attitudinal change. @&
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What’s lower than the gutter?

As of August 31, 2014, the NSW Baird government closed wom-
en’s refuges and Aboriginal-run homelessness services. Many other
women’s services now no longer operate as independent women-only
services for women and children fleeing domestic violence.

These losses were part of government cost-cutting across welfare
that introduced competitive tendering in the sector. The process
privileged the big NGOs, almost all of which are Christian. In NSW,
women are at least 2.5 times more likely to be killed by someone
with whom they are in a relationship.

The government’s claim that its government-owned properties
would remain open is an attempt at low deception. Any service that
goes from being independently run and specialist, to Christian run
and/or generalist is a closure. The same building being used doesn’t
equate to the same service. Some have changed from 24/7 services
to a minimal staffing level; 81 pre-existing community organisations
have lost their funding.

Evidence shows that women and kids escaping domestic violence
need a specialised service not a homelessness service.

In domestic violence situations, with reduced services to turn
to, women are either forced to stay at home or leave and be faced
with an increased risk of homelessness. That is the Baird govern-
ment’s message, “Go home, stay home”. It is also the message of
the Coalition federal government.

Despite the rapidly rising rate of violent incidents, the funding
cuts under the Abbott government forced many women’s shelters
into full or partial closure, and have crippled the operations of other
organisations dedicated to protecting women.

Community group Fair Agenda says that because of funding cuts
more than 400 people seeking shelter were turned away every night
in the 2013-14 financial year, and approximately 150,000 people were
denied help at community legal centres. The federal government
offered none of these organisations any help in this year’s budget.

Further, under the budget’s restrictions half the nation’s new
mothers will lose paid parental leave benefits, and access to childcare
benefits will be more restricted. This will add to the financial penal-
ties involved in leaving an abusive domestic environment.

Despite the Turnbull government’s lip service to addressing
domestic violence (that it is “un-Australian” to disrespect women),
under the situation arising out of the federal budget the outlook for
victims of domestic violence has become bleaker than ever.

Australian parliaments are big on symbolism and window-dress-
ing and short on action that goes to the core of issues. Australian
of the Year Rosie Batty, has been on the campaign trail for proper
recognition of the growing incidents of women being killed by a
partner or former partner.

In July she put things in focus: “We’re spending hundreds of
millions extra on the war on terrorism, but women who fear for
their safety are still being turned away from services because of
lack of funds.”

In a comment piece in the Sydney Morning Herald (September 26,
2015) Jenna Price, a lecturer at the University of Technology, Sydney,
nailed the evasion on funding: “There can be no argument about
the existence of these cuts. An examination of the figures provided
in the 2015 budget and the National Partnerships Agreement shows
funding disappearing in every state and territory on July 1, 2017.

“Politicians need to start answering honestly. Women’s lives
are in the balance.

“The Minister for Women, Michaelia Cash, said on radio that
she was concerned about ‘a false and misleading campaign of mis-
information in relation to the funding’, and that $1.3 billion had
been allocated to Legal Aid Commissions and other legal services.

“That’s precisely the answer [Attorney General] Brandis gave
when he was avoiding the question of whether community law
centres would be funded,” Price said.

“So the answer today is no. There will be no decent funding for
the community legal centres because then documents say there is
none. We can only hope for the sake of women in Australia that
the government changes its mind.”

We may hope in vain. When the Baird government was slashing
its funding, it threatened workers at the front line in the sector with
loss of their redundancy payments and entitlements if they spoke
out about what was taking place. Gutter politics? What’s lower
than the gutter? The sewer is lower than the gutter.
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According to the Bureau of Statistics, Australia’s current population
is almost 24,000,000. In August 11,775,800 people were employees.
However, 781,100 people, 6.2 percent of the entire labourforce, were
unemployed, and for every 100 people at work almost 7 people were
seeking a job. Many unemployed people have given up looking for
work, and many employees, like those in the automotive industry,
live in fear of losing their jobs. At the Guardian we’re determined to
cover these matters, but we’ve got our own problems with statistics,
particularly regarding the current Press Fund contribution rate.
Come on, everyone, we depend on your support to fund our
operations, so please send us something for our next edition — and
preferably make it a regular practice! Many thanks to this week’s
three contributors, as follows:

Mark Mannion $5, “Round Figure” $15, Eddie Seymour $5
This week’s total: $25 Progressive total: $5,075
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Show your solidarity
with sacked workers

At the stroke of midnight on August 5-6, inter-
national ports operator, Hutchinson Ports Hold-
ings, sacked 40 percent of its workforce in one
go. Workers at its Port Botany (Sydney) and
Brisbane terminals were notified by email not to
return to work (see Guardian August 19, 2015,

#1698).

Workers weren’t even allowed to pack up their
personal belongings, instead being told the content
of their lockers would be dumped in a box and cou-

riered to their homes.

And it didn’t stop there; the then Minister for
Employment Eric Abetz added fuel to the fire by
endorsing the company’s behaviour by saying it was
“appropriate” for workers to be dismissed by text

message or email.

The Abbott government was anti-worker and the
Turnbull government will be no different. Justice for
the Hutchinson workers can only be won through

struggle.

Show your support for the Hutchinson workers
by signing on the MUA website or if you can by

visiting the community picket.
www.mua.org.au

Visit o picket: CPA national president Vinnie Molina, MUA
Sydney secretary Paul McAleer, Guardian journalist Anna Pha
and Sandra Berger.

First refugee baby
born on Naurvu

A Rohingya baby became the first
baby born to a refugee family on
Nauru on Friday September 18.
The baby girl, Nourkayas, was 3
kilograms, and mother (Mama
Citi) and baby are reported to be
doing well. Nourkayas is the third
child for the Rohingya family that
already includes a 7 year-old boy
and a 3 year-old girl.

The baby was born on Nauru
after her mother refused to be trans-
ferred to Port Moresby for the birth.

“We are very happy that all has
gone well for mother and baby;
but it is a risky precedent. The fact
that refugees are sent to PNG and
asylum seeker mothers are sent to
Australia to have their babies says
that Australian authorities do not
believe that Nauru is safe,” said lan

Rintoul, spokesperson for the Refu-
gee Action Coalition.

“The Australian government has
a responsibility for all babies born
to asylum seeker and refugee fami-
lies; all pregnant women should be
brought to Australia to give birth.

“We wish the family well, but
we know the conditions on Nauru —
no education, and no resettlement —
puts a dark cloud over their future.”

The birth will also seriously add
to the family’s difficulties on Nauru.
In the Nibok camp, family housing
is stifling hot converted shipping
containers, with only a small fan for
ventilation.

The heat makes the accom-
modation unbearable; while the
frequent water and electricity short-
ages make the situation impossible.

“All the problems of looking
after a new baby are magnified.
Sterilising bottles for example could
become a nightmare,” said Rintoul.

“There needs to be consistent
policy from the government. All
mothers-to-be should be brought,
with their families, to Australia to
give birth, where there are proper
medical facilities to ensure the
health of mother and baby.

“Any birth is risky and Nauru
hospital has limited staff, limited
resources and no specialists. Any
complication would risk the well-
being of mother and baby. It is too
big a risk to take.

“If the government had the best
interests of mother and child at
heart, they would not be on Nauru
in the first place.” &

Lift the US blockade on Cuba!
Return Guantanamo Bay!

Vinnie Molina,

On Thursday September 17 Perth activists rallied
outside the US Consulate in Perth demanding the
lifting of the US blockade and the return of the
occupied Guantanamo Bay to Cuba.

This snap action was part of the international three
days of action called by the US groups that included
a protest outside the White House, a conference and
lobbying of US Congress men and women.

There is much more President Obama can do to
alleviate the economic pressure on the Cuban people
as well as the issue of compensation for damages
amounting to US$1.2 trillion. Activists also called on
the return of Guantdnamo Bay to Cuba, which has been
illegally occupied for more than 100 years. The final
decision has to be made by the US Congress. &
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Website and Computers Appeal

The CPA Special Appeal to buy two new computers and develop its website and social
media has raised a total of $5,030. We would like to thank everyone who
has contributed for their generous support.

Our warmest thanks to the following for their generous contributions this week:
Beloyiannis Branch $200, Donna $50, KM $10, Central $500.

This week’s Total: $760 Cumulative Total: $5,030.
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Shocking child abuse

Report slams NT treatment of juvenile prisoners

Rudi Maxwell

The Northern Territory Children’s
Commissioner has released a
shocking report detailing violent
abuse against Aboriginal children
in detention, including the use of
tear gas and hoods put over their
heads.

The report uncovered evidence
showing children were kept in soli-
tary confinement without water for
days at the Don Dale Detention
Centre, in breach of the NT’s laws.

The NT Children’s Commis-
sioner investigated the circumstances
leading up to, and after, the transfer
of six teenagers to an adult prison in
August last year following an inci-
dent at Don Dale.

Amnesty International Australia
Indigenous rights adviser Rodney
Dillon, a Palawa man, told the Koori
Mail that it was beyond comprehen-
sion that children could be treated so
badly at the hands of the state in this
day and age.

“The Children’s Commissioner
report has confirmed what was sus-
pected all along: The tear gassing of
juveniles at Don Dale was an over-
reach and overreaction,” he said.

“Adding to that is the news that
the teenagers who were transferred to
the adult prison, after being gassed,
were also hooded and taken to the
maximum security jail block by
force.

Blatant breach

“It’s not just international pro-
tocols that are being ignored in the
NT. The report documents how one
of the kids was only 14 years of age,
yet was still transferred to the adult
prison, which the Children’s Com-
missioner noted was a blatant breach
of the NT’s own Youth Justice Act.”

The Commissioner noted some
of the children had “spit hoods”
placed over their heads on arrival at
the adult prison.

The investigation found that two
of the children were not involved in
the incident and had been compliant
throughout the disturbance, yet were
still gassed, transferred and part of
the group who were punished.

“The report found, most disturb-
ingly, that claims from Corrections
that the detainees had ‘assaulted staff
with shards of glass, bricks and steel
poles’, were ‘inaccurate and mislead-
ing’,” Mr Dillon said.

In the lead-up to the incident, the
children had been held in confine-
ment for at least 22 hours a day with-
out access to outside light or drinking
water, for periods of between six to
17 days.

“I just don’t know where you
would start with treating people that
bad. I don’t know how the police
haven’t charged these people with
abuse of children,” Mr Dillon said.
“If anyone did anyone of those things
to children in their own home, it
would be classified as child abuse.”

High rate

The NT has the second highest
rate of Indigenous incarceration in
the country, following WA. Indige-
nous young people make up an aver-
age of 96 percent of all young people
in detention in the NT.

Mr Dillon said the abuse must
have “scared the living daylights” out
of other children in detention.

“I’d like to see the NT govern-
ment treat Aboriginal kids in prison
— all kids in prison — with some kind
of respect, provide a good education
system that works, and to bring in
policy that tries to reduce levels of
recidivism,” he said.

“Detention of children is sup-
posed to be about rehabilitation.

“It’s very sad that this is happen-
ing in Australia today. These prison
officers would nearly qualify for a
job at (notorious American detention
centre) Guantanamo Bay.

“I feel sick to my stomach as an
Aboriginal person that our kids are
being treated like that today.
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“There’s no excuse for the NT
government. They should hang their
heads in shame. Chief Minister Adam
Giles should go and have a talk with
his minister and they should both
have a look in the mirror and ask
whether they would like their chil-
dren to be treated like that.”
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Peace af The Block

Natalie Cromb

A bitter and protracted feud
between the NSW Aboriginal
Housing Corporation (AHC)
and the Redfern Aboriginal Tent
Embassy (RATE) looks to have
finally found some sort of reso-
lution after 15 months, thanks
to intervention by the federal
government.

RATE was concerned that
the AHC was failing to prioritise
affordable Indigenous housing
under the Pemulwuy Project devel-
opment and, conversely, AHC
argued that Indigenous housing
would not be viable until the com-
mercial development had first been
completed.

The AHC has planning approval
for student housing, a commercial
and retail space, and 62 low-cost

units and town houses for Aborigi-
nal families.

Wiradjuri Elder Jenny Munro,
who has lived in Redfern for 41
years, founded RATE on Sorry Day,
May 26, last year.The AHC subse-
quently brought proceedings against
Ms Munro in the Supreme Court,
alleging trespass.

This claim was vigorously
defended by Ms Munro and her bar-
rister Lisa DeLuca, who argued that
the principles of the AHC were not
being upheld with the gentrification
of Redfern, particularly with the
Pemulwuy Project.

In his judgment handed down
on Thursday, August 27, Justice
Robert Hulme stated RATE must
“be restrained from attempting to
interfere with the plaintiff’s posses-
sion of the land”.

Justice Hulme-disregarded

RATE’s sovereignty arguments,
which garnered criticism from NSW
Greens MP David Shoebridge, who
conceived such a disregard of native
title to be a “continuation of terra
nullius”.

The residents of RATE were
given seven days to vacate The
Block in order for the AHC to take
possession and start work on the
Pemulwuy Project.

Initially defiant in the face of
the judgment, Ms Munro confirmed
she would continue to resist until
affordable Indigenous housing
was made a priority. However, Ms
Munro was claiming a moral vic-
tory, despite the court loss after an
11 th-hour intervention by federal
Indigenous Affairs Minister Nigel
Scullion.

Senator Scullion arranged a $70
million deal — a $5 million grant

Pete’s Corner

and help to organise a $65 million
bank loan — that requires AHC to
build the Indigenous housing at
the same time as the commercial
development.

“That was always our battle
cry from day one — that afford-
able housing be built first for our
people,” Ms Munro said. “IT think
we can rightfully today claim that
victory.”

Senator Scullion said he had
made the decision to grant the
money after the “groundswell of
community feeling, including that
of the tent embassy”.

On September 1, AHC chief
executive Mick Mundine signed off
on the deal, which includes a RATE
Elder being appointed to the board.

Mr Mundine told NITV he was
glad the dispute had ended as it was
time to start looking at the future.

“The tent embassy might have had
a different way of looking at things,
but we all want affordable housing,”
he said.

“People have to realise this
is for our next generation of chil-
dren. My dream is to see children
laughing, playing in a good, safe
community.”

As the Koori Mail went to
press, residents of RATE were pre-
paring to vacate The Block.

“One thing I think we can say
after this is that the black heart of
the city is still beating,” Ms Munro
said.

“We’ll be packing up, but it
won’t have anything to do with
the Supreme Court telling us we
are trespassing ... we’ll do it at our
leisure and it will certainly be later
than Thursday.”
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CPA Port Jackson Branch
invites all interested people to join us for our

Tuesday October 6

Why is there an environmental crisis?

Tuesday October 20

Defending workers rights’

Tuesday November 3

What is happening in Syria?

Tuesday November 17

A new model for public and affordable housing

All classes

at 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills

Enquiries:

Support The Guardian by donating to Press Fund
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Taking Issue — Rob Gowland
Abbott, Turnbull an
the resurgence of
social democracy

The Liberal Party, trailing Labor in no less
than 30 consecutive opinion polls, has done
what opportunists always do: resorted to
changing their image! The arrogant reli-
gious crank Tony Abbott has been ousted
from the PM’s job in a palace coup and
replaced by the polished, suave Malcolm
Turnbull.

Instead of Abbott’s blatantly uncaring
ultra-conservatism we now have Turnbull’s
deceptive “conservatism with a human face”.
However, the changes are largely cosmetic: the
fundamentals remain the same.

The day after the Libs’ desperate dumping
of Abbott, Jon Queally wrote about it in the
on-line commentary Common Dreams, under
the perceptive headline: “Abbott Ousted But
Australian Progressives Declare: ‘Nothing
Has Changed’”. Mind you, by “progressives”
he means ALP politicians, but for once what
they’re saying is actually correct.

Queally noted that “Though a multi-
millionaire former banker and a prominent
member of Australia’s conservative establish-
ment, Turnbull’s ascent to leadership is seen
as a rejection of Abbott’s most reactionary and
far-right tendencies, especially on social issues,
human rights, and the need to act more boldly
on the impacts of human-caused global warm-
ing.” Abbott was most certainly a notorious
“climate sceptic” whom even British Tories
likened to a medieval “flat earther”.

News.com in Australia reported Malcolm
Turnbull’s “progressive” credentials thus:
“Unlike Mr Abbott, Mr Turnbull supports gay
marriage, wants Australia to replace the British
monarch with an Australian president as head
of state, and backs a policy of making polluters
pay for their carbon gas emissions.” All jolly
good.

However, with disarming honesty it went
on: “However, despite some of those tenden-
cies, Turnbull indicated in remarks delivered
after his victory that he would largely maintain
the party’s right-wing policy positions ahead of
next year’s national elections.”

George Wright, national campaign direc-
tor for the ALP was even more blunt about
Turnbull’s likely policies: “He’s told the
media that he’s not going to improve the

abysmal climate targets, despite what he’s
previously said. He’s not going to legislate
marriage equality. And he’s also backed all
the measures in the budget, that’s the GP tax,
$100,000 degrees, cuts to pensions, and cuts
to schools and hospitals.”

Turnbull himself indulged in persiflage:
“Our values of free enterprise, of individual
initiative, of freedom, this is what you need to
be a successful, agile economy in 2015.” On
the other hand, Senator Richard Di Natale of
Victoria, leader of the Australian Greens, said
on Twitter, “It’s not just PM Abbott that’s the
problem. It’s the entire cruel, sold-out govern-
ment. Bring on the next election.”

Someone with the hashtag aligatorhardt
commented on social media: “Corporate spon-
sored leaders can be expected to cater to the
billionaires, but most voters are not served by
those efforts. The Greens are the best way to
bring government back to the people.”

The rejection of Abbott’s ultra-conserv-
ative agenda in opinion polls is not a purely
Australian phenomenon. Similar reactionary
anti-worker policies are being rejected by the
people in numerous capitalist countries. Evi-
dence for this may be found in the election of
Jeremy Corbyn as leader of the Labour Party in
Britain and the growth of support in the USA
for Bernie Sanders for the Democratic Party
nomination for President.

Hillary Clinton, previously seen as a shoo-
in for the Democratic nomination, has seen her
support drop dramatically as support for Sand-
ers, previously written off as having no hope,
has steadily gone up. Jeremy Corbyn was also
treated as a joke by the capitalist media and the
corporate establishment they support.

To their horror, he romped home in the first
round with 59 percent of the vote — the biggest
electoral mandate of any party leader in British
political history.

The respected “liberal” British Guardian
newspaper commented: “Whatever one thinks
of the wisdom of that choice, the transforma-
tional nature of it is beyond question. It has
revived debates about nationalisation, nucle-
ar deterrence and wealth redistribution and
returned the basis of internal Labour Party
divisions to politics rather than personality. It

Guardian

has energised the alienated and alienated the
establishment. ...

“He scraped on to the ballot with seconds
to spare with the help of MPs who didn’t sup-
port him but wanted to ensure the voice of the
Labour left could at least be heard — a tokenistic
gesture to demonstrate the party still had roots
even if they weren’t showing. ... His candidacy
was supposed to be decorative but never viable.

“From the moment it was clear that
assumption was flawed, the political and
media class shifted from disbelief to derision
to panic, apparently unaware that his growing
support was as much a repudiation of them as
an embrace of him. ... For the past couple of
decades the Labour leadership has looked upon
the various nascent social movements that have
emerged — against war, austerity, tuition fees,
racism and inequality — with at best indiffer-
ence and at times contempt. ...

“After almost a decade and a half of war,
crisis and austerity, left-wing social democrats
in all their various national guises are enjoy-
ing a revival as they seek to challenge the neo-
liberal consensus. In the US, the self-described

“democratic socialist” Bernie Sanders is out-
polling Hillary Clinton for the Democratic
nomination in key states. Podemos in Spain,
Syriza in Greece and Die Linke in Germany are
all posing significant challenges to mainstream
centre-left parties.”

And there’s the rub: the people may have
rejected neo-liberalism, but so far they are pin-
ning their hopes on social democracy. The prob-
lem is inherent in capitalism itself, and social
democratic parties will never challenge capital-
ism. The best they ever offer is to “manage it
better”. The historic role of social democratic
parties like the ALP is to divert angry workers
and other dissatisfied sections of the popula-
tion away from the upheaval of revolutionary
change towards cosmetic reforms.

The job of the revolutionary Left is to
expose the inherent weakness of social democ-
racy while attempting to win its followers over
to support a revolutionary agenda instead. For
only a revolutionary change to society will
liberate working people from oppression and
exploitation. &

Protect water and farmland
from Bylong Coal Project

The Environmental Impact
Statement for a major coal mine

He said that these lands were
supposed to have been made off

impact on water.

problems with the mine will be its

project in the picturesque Bylong
Valley in the upper reaches of the
Hunter catchment has been placed
on public exhibition, prompting
calls for the NSW government to
fix major gaps in mining and plan-
ning laws before more farmland
and water resources are perma-
nently lost to mining.

Lock the Gate Hunter region
coordinator Steve Phillips said:
“This project will potentially affect
440 hectare of mapped strategic
agricultural land, and permanently
remove 200 hectare of that land. A
further 117 hectare of equine critical
industry cluster land will be directly
affected by the mine.”

limits to coal mining years ago but
the Government has utterly failed to
deliver promises to protect farmland
from mining.

“The proponent’s own studies
indicate that this project will mean
the loss of $2.6 million in agricul-
tural productivity. Has the New
South Wales government learned
nothing from the backlash to the
Shenhua Watermark project?

How much more of our farmland
needs to be lost to coal mining
before the government gets off its
hands and creates the no-go zones
that the community expects and
demands?”

One of the most serious

The EIS reveals the dramatic
damage this mine would do to the
Bylong River and its productive
alluvial aquifer if it were allowed to
proceed. It appears that it will triple
water demand in the Bylong Valley,
and draw down the river’s alluvial
aquifer.

“NSW’s lack of clear legally
binding thresholds to prevent
damage and loss of this productive
groundwater is leading to long-term
damage and it needs to be addressed
before any more of these damaging
projects go through our very com-
promised planning process.” said
Phillips. &
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Film review by Eric A Gordon

Meet the Patels

It’s a well known piece of wisdom
in today’s America that young
people, especially men, have a
congenital inability to commit.
We are reminded of it in count-
less movies whose basic plot line
centres around his need to find
himself before he can settle down
either with a romantic partner or
with a fulfilling career choice. Part
of any “coming of age” story is to
identify what’s real and impor-
tant to the protagonist, which may
not be quite the same as what his
parents and family had in mind.
Every once in a while filmmak-
ers give us the female version of
this story (this year’s hit entry in
that category is Diary of a Teenage
Girl).

What started out as a little Patel
family project by sister Geeta, behind
the camera documenting her 29-year-
old brother Ravi’s year-long quest to
find the perfect wife (preferably also
a Patel — the huge extended Patel
family originates from the state of
Gujarat in India), has turned into
Meet the Patels, a major motion pic-
ture release riffing off of other similar
tales of disconnect between children
and parents (Meet the Fockers comes
to mind). There is also an endless
brood of My Big Fat [insert ethnicity
here] Wedding pictures that explore
similar territory.

Even at only 88 minutes, it feels
like there’s too much of everything:
driving around in cars, travelling to
cities across the North American con-
tinent, and back to the Indian source,
to meet available partners who are
listed in widely distributed books of
biodata, Patel family gatherings full
of gossip and matchmaker advice,
exuberant Indian parties, scenes of

close-knit Indian family life, effu-
sive Indian hospitality even from
total strangers (but who share the
name Patel!), Patel family matrimo-
nial conventions with all the silly
“icebreakers” that make such speed-
dating events so obnoxious in any
community.

What takes up so much time
could have been cut back while
other questions could have been
introduced. Parents lament how hard
it is on them when it seems like their
kids don’t even want to get married,
and many these days are still living
at home. But the deeper social issues
for these phenomena go unexplored.

What are prospects for marriage,
family life and raising children today
when for so many young people the
future looks so unpromising? Even
those with college degrees are look-
ing at unpaid “internships,” precari-
ous temporary work, maybe flipping
burgers at minimum wage, fast dis-
appearing job security, no pensions,
heavy student debt, outrageous rents,
and doubts about the political surviv-
al of Social Security and Medicare.

With such prospects of insecurity
about the future, it’s understandable
why “commitment” may well be a
rare-to-find commodity today (and I
do mean “commodity” in its Marx-
ian sense of something that has inher-
ent value and can be exchanged for
money).

In Ravi’s case, his class position
would seem to insulate him some-
what from these challenges, as his
immigrant parents came to America
in their 20s and made out well, now
inhabiting a million-dollar home and
funding a charity back home. They
gladly pay for all of Ravi’s trips so he
can find a wife. But what is the story
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In this scene Champa Patel tells her son, Ravi, “I will just love whoever you fall in love with”.

with all his friends and contempo-
raries who fill out the cast? Are they
all so immune to the issues young
people face today? Is romance truly
the only thing they think about?

It’s not even so true that Ravi
lacks commitment, but that his com-
mitment is divided: he is the servant
of two masters, the American identity
into which he was born and his tradi-
tional Indian family loyalty. This is,
of course, an old story in America,
which needs retelling in each genera-
tion and within each ethnic enclave.
He has to find his path toward being
honest to both parts of himself. Sort

Ten public service
agencies sirike

Tens of thousands of public sector
workers at key agencies including
Medicare, Centrelink and the Tax
Office took strike action around
the country last Thursday, adding
to the pressure on the government
as strike action continues at inter-
national airports.

The Community and Public
Sector Union (CPSU) advised that
services may have been disrupted
at customer service centres and call
centres when the half-day action
began at lunchtime, as workers
stepped up their fight against the
government’s attempts to cut their
rights, conditions and for many,
their take-home pay.

The half-day strike involved
workers from the departments of
Human Services, Employment,
Environment, Education, Agricul-
ture, Defence and Veteran Affairs,
along with the Tax Office, the
Bureau of Meteorology and the
Bureau of Statistics.

CPSU national secretary Nadine
Flood said: “These workers are
extremely frustrated with the gov-
ernment’s 18-month attack on their
rights and conditions. We are calling
on Prime Minister Malcolm Turn-
bull and Minister Michaelia Cash to
rethink this failed bargaining policy

and work with the union to find a
sensible way forward.

“This dispute was caused by
government policy requiring Com-
monwealth agencies to go to war
with their own workforce, to strip
important workplace rights and con-
ditions from enterprise agreements.”

Ms Flood noted that among
striking members, for example,
mums and dads working at Cen-
trelink and Medicare are deeply
worried about the loss of family-
friendly conditions.

“The previous Minister respon-
sible, Senator Eric Abetz, refused to
even meet with the union to discuss
these concerns since January 2014.

“New Minister Michaelia Cash
is being sent a clear message by the
strike, the ongoing airport action
by Immigration and Border Force
workers and by staff voting strongly
to reject these unfair agreements
when agencies have been forced to
put them to an all employee ballot.

“Minister Cash now has a clear
opportunity to move away from the
failed bargaining policy of her pred-
ecessor and instead take a modern,
productive approach to public sector
workplace relations.

“Prime Minister Malcolm Turn-
bull has clearly stated that he does

not want to wage war with workers
or unions. We are calling on the
government to change the way it
deals with its own workforce.”

More than 100 government
departments still do not have new
enterprise agreements, representing
96 percent of total public service
workforce.

Last week workers with the
Department of Immigration and
Border Protection became the latest
to emphatically reject the govern-
ment’s negotiating approach to date.

More than 91 percent or over
10,000 Immigration and Border
Protection staff voted No to the pro-
posed enterprise agreement, which
would cut the take-home pay of
many in the new Border Force by
$8,000 a year, with a record 82 per-
cent of all staff voting in the ballot.

Staff in many of the other
agencies striking have also voted
to reject these unacceptable deals,
including an 83 percent No vote
from the government’s largest
department, Human Services.

Members in the ACT did not
take part in the strike action on
September 24 because they took
successful action September 15. &

of like what they tell us in yoga:
“Find the effort and the ease in the
pose.”

Barely touching on the issue of
class, Meet the Patels strikes a single
thematic note almost ad absurdam.
Its unidirectional drive, without
subplots or the twists and turns of
a good story, makes it too predict-
able, although viewers will certainly
laugh and enjoy themselves along
the way and respond warmly to the
strong but good-natured characters
in Ravi’s family, who are ultimately
far more open to adaptation than he
suspects. The film feels like a writer’s
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first novel, overly autobiographical,
something he needed to get out of
his system before moving on to more
serious work.

Viewers will enjoy the sound-
track, which is an appropriate com-
bination of American popular and
Indo-American beat music (think
Bollywood disco), and little tradi-
tional Indian music. The animation,
used to relate the back story to what
Geeta is filming in real-time, is cute
and clever (again, like Diary of a
Teenage Girl), but there is a lot of it.
People’s World &

stop the blockade
on Cuba

Saturday October 17 at 12.30 pm Town Hall

Also to stop the subversion funds against Cuba &
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US-China

Pentagon vs high

James Petras

Step by step, Washington is inexorably set-
ting up a major provocation against China.
Until now, the Obama regime tightened a
military encirclement of China, expanding
its armed forces agreements with Japan, the
Philippines and Australia. In addition, it
has promoted the Trans Pacific Partnership
Agreement (TPP), a regional trade agree-
ment which openly excludes China. Obama
has ordered a major naval build-up in the
South China Sea and embarked on exten-
sive cyber-espionage of Chinese industries
and the government via major US high-tech
companies, as revealed by Edward Snowden
in his release of confidential NSA documents.

As President Xi Jinping prepares for his
first US visit as China’s leader on September
25, with the aim of extending economic ties
between Chinese and US business (especially
with the high tech corporations in Seattle and
Silicon Valley), the Obama regime has threat-
ened to impose a series of punitive sanctions
against Chinese companies and individuals
for”‘cyber-espionage”, essentially undermin-
ing the purpose of his trip.

Characterising the Chinese as “cyber-
thieves” and imposing sanctions on Chinese
businesses on the eve of Xi’s visit will be jus-
tifiably seen as a deliberate humiliation and a
provocation, designed to treat China as a mere
vassal state of Washington.

This will force the Chinese government to
retaliate on behalf of Chinese businesses — and
President Xi is fully capable of imposing retali-
atory sanctions against multi-billion dollar high
tech US corporations, which had been flourish-
ing — up to now — in China.

Obama’s decision to provoke China on
multiple fronts reflects the overwhelming influ-
ence of the militarist power configurations in
Washington: the Pentagon, the NSA and the
Zionist—militarist ideologues.

In contrast to Washington’s aggressive
policy, the major US high tech corporations
are almost unanimous in their opposition to
Obama’s “military pivot” and are appalled by
the threat of cyber sanctions, rightly calling
them a “needless provocation”.

For its part, Wall Street has taken an inter-
mediary position — hoping Washington will
coerce China into “opening” its protected
financial markets to the big US banks. It doesn’t
necessarily support aggressive sanctions, which
could provoke a response from China closing
off lucrative opportunities in the world’s big-
gest financial market.

Background

China’s growth and overseas economic
expansion has increasingly challenged US
market supremacy in Asia, Africa and Latin
America.

China’s relationship with the US, EU
and Japanese multinational corporations
has changed due to its recent technological
advances in its manufacturing and service sec-
tors moving its production up the value chain.
Increasingly, the Chinese have been demanding
technology transfers from their multinational
partners and an increasing use of locally manu-
factured parts in their assembly plants.

China’s economic expansion and industri-
al maturation has evoked divergent responses
from the elites in Washington, Silicon Valley
and Wall Street.

US elites diverge

The Pentagon and the White House devel-
oped the “military pivot” to deal with China’s
ascendency as an economic world power. This
is essentially a policy of strategic confronta-
tions, including military encirclement through
regional base agreements, deliberate economic
exclusion through regional trade agreements
and political provocation through threatened
sanctions. US military bases have expanded
and a huge naval armada patrols China’s mari-
time frontier. There are US fighter planes flying
over Beijing’s reclaimed island installations
while the US State Department goads China’s
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neighbours to stake their own territorial claims
in the South China Sea.

The White House and its highly militarised
State Department have launched a full-scale
propaganda campaign through the US mass
media, criminalising China with unsubstanti-
ated charges of espionage. The range, intensity
and frequency of these accusations indicate that
this campaign is not some clever diplomatic
ploy intended to squeeze out concessions in
an otherwise peaceful relation. Rather Wash-
ington’s criminalisation of China is meant to
provoke a full rupture in diplomatic, political
and economic relations and prepare for harsh
military confrontations.

Hysterical claims

Washington’s campaign to criminalise
China includes the hysterical claims that China
has engaged in the long-term, large scale theft
of US intellectual property rights. By falsely
attributing China’s technological advances to
“theft” Washington denigrates China’s endog-
enous scientific and technological achieve-
ments as well as criminalising the Beijing and
Chinese companies.

In the last few years, the US arrested sev-
eral Chinese scientists and issued warrants for
others, publicly accusing them of spying on
US companies. The charges against several
of the scientists were later quietly dropped by
the FBI for lack of evidence but not before the
scientists had seen their careers destroyed. The
negative propaganda impact on the US public
was successful — Chinese scholars and scien-
tists were depicted as spies. Whistleblower
Edward Snowden’s revelations of National
Security Agency’s documents clearly show that
it was the US which was engaged in large-scale
spying on Beijing, using major US IT corpora-
tions operating in China as a principal vehicle
for data theft.

The US has accused China of violating
international norms regarding the governance
of the internet — claiming that Chinese authori-
ties exercise censorship and control over US IT
companies as well as its own citizens. In other
words, Washington denies Chinese sovereignty
by claiming extra-territorial jurisdiction over
the internet! Along the same lines, Washing-
ton asserts that China has blocked US market
access by insisting that public agencies rely on
Chinese suppliers and that US firms store their
data in China.

China’s new policies developed after they
discovered that US multinational corporations
were working hand-in-glove with the NSA and
other US intelligence agencies. Is it any wonder
that China sought to protect its industrial and
trade secrets, as well as national security, by
limiting access for US IT corporations?

Wars over markets

Washington’s provocative campaign to
criminalise China and Chinese industries has
been amplified in the financial pages of the
respectable US and British press. The degree
to which the leading Anglo-American financial
newspapers, the Wall Street Journal and the
Financial Times, have become rabid advocates
of Obama’s militarist confrontational policy
instead of serving the business community’s
market interests, evaluating the impact of sanc-
tions on US high tech multinationals and pre-
senting the much more moderate position of
the major high-tech multinationals is striking.

The financial press’s shrill campaign is
designed to paint China as a corporate criminal
and ignores major US corporate opposition to
any rash military actions. This propaganda cam-
paign is warning the US IT elite of an imminent
barrage of economic sanctions against China’s
burgeoning cyber industries. These Sanctions
could be announced even during President Xi
Jinping’s visit to the US — if the militarists have
their way.

White House sanctions

Despite White House rhetoric and anti-
China hysteria, most US IT corporations have
reaped huge profits from their sales and busi-
ness arrangements with the Chinese state and
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Chinese businesses. According to one execu-
tive, “Apple is the standout success story, with
sales of the iPhone rising 75 percent in China
over the past year (2014)”.

Senior IT executives have expressed their
willingness to accommodate China’s demands
to a change in the way they do business,
including technology transfers, because they
see “huge opportunities (for profit) in the near
term”. The last thing Silicon Valley wants is for
Washington to provoke hostile retaliation from
China if Obama imposes sanctions: That would
entail the loss of hundreds of billions of dollars!

In the highly militarised-“Zionized”
Obama administration, immersed in the politics
of provocation and war, the multinationals do
not have the final say.

China’s maturing capitalism

China’s maturing capitalism has been
accompanied by significant changes. And in
2006, the Chinese leadership announced a new
policy promoting “indigenous innovation”. The
purpose of the policy was two-fold: to become
less dependent on foreign technology and to
combat the growing threat of Washington’s
espionage via US high tech corporations oper-
ating in China.

In line with these strategic goals, in 2009
China ruled that only companies with locally
developed technology would be allowed to bid
for public procurement contracts.

In 2010, Google’s operations in China
were shut down when it was revealed that the
company had acted as a “transmission belt”
transferring sensitive Chinese data to the NSA.
Washington immediately denounced China for
what it termed “censorship” of Google.

As the endogenous innovation policy
gained momentum, the US multinational cor-
poration monopoly of China’s high tech market
was undermined. The MNCs called for Wash-
ington to intervene and force China to “open”
its markets to US dominance.

In strategic terms, the tie-in between the US
IT MNCs and Washington boomeranged: While
spying for NSA may have gained short-term
favours for the high tech sector, it undermined
strategic relations with China and its lucrative
market. The IT moguls re-thought the strategy
and sought greater autonomy from the NSA to
regain China’s trust and re-enter its market.

High tech diplomacy

The high tech multinational corporations
are eager to welcome China’s President Xi on
his visit, viewing it as an opportunity to mend
and expand relations. The US high tech elite
are aware that American IT companies must
accommodate China’s demands to transfer
and share technology. They have adopted a
realistic perspective that if they do not share

markets, technology and sales — they can lose
out entirely.

Apple, IBM, CISCO, Qualcomm have
declared that they would rather cooperate with
China’s indigenous innovations policy than
face big losses or total exclusion from the Chi-
nese market.

Even Google, which served as the NSA’s
willing accomplice and was expelled for espio-
nage against China, is now seeking approval for
a limited re-entry.

Wall Street diplomacy

The big Wall Street bankers, on the other
hand, want the White House to pressure China
to de-regulate its financial markets. They want
China to allow American hedge funds and
speculators to sell short and artificially drive
down the value of Chinese stocks, increasing
volatility and discouraging investors.

It is questionable whether Wall Street’s idea
of US “pressure” extends to applying punitive
economic sanctions. After all, limited financial
access under present circumstances is still far
more lucrative than total exclusion which could
result from Chinese retaliation in response to
White House sanctions.

Conclusion

The divergent interests and approaches
among US imperial elites, between high pow-
ered IT corporate CEO’s and Pentagon and
White House militarists is evident in two par-
allel meetings taking place during President
Xi’s visit.

During his visit to the US, Xi will stop
over in Seattle to confer with top IT execu-
tives, coinciding with the US-China Internet
Industry Forum. The timing and location (Seat-
tle) of the Forum is not coincidental. Its timing
was planned by the Chinese and reflects their
influence and capacity to play-off powerful US
economic elites against Washington’s war mon-
gers and Pentagon militarists.

The White House has been pushing for a
fight with China ever since Obama announced
his so-called “pivot to Asia”. The sabre rattling
has escalated over the past two years, aided
and abetted by an all-out propaganda cam-
paign denigrating China’s scientific and eco-
nomic performance and exaggerating fears of
its defence modernisation programs. When one
reads the Wall Street Journal or the Financial
Times, one would think the Chinese economy
is on the verge of collapse. They describe the
drop in China’s projected annual growth from
7.3% to 7% as “catastrophic”! If the EU and
US grew at half that rate, the financial scribes
would claim an “economic miracle”!

The denigration of the Chinese economy
with screeds and characterisations of the Chi-
nese as industrial thieves engaged in spying
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and criminal behaviour and the wild paranoid
warnings about the growing “Chinese military
threat” are part of a systematic build-up to
counter lucrative economic relations between
China and IT corporations and other leading
US economic sectors.

Washington’s projected sanctions on China
will be many times more costly to US MNCs
than its current sanctions on Russia. White
House sanctions on Moscow mainly damaged
European-based industries and businesses.
However sanctions against China will have a
massive impact on the US economy.

“Yellow peril”

The White House’s version of the “yellow
peril” has no redeeming features for any sector
of the US economy. It is the purest expres-
sion of militarism run amok. It over-rides any
rational economic interest in pursuit of unadul-
terated geo-political military supremacy. Even
on its own terms military supremacy is unat-
tainable as Washington will soon discover, as
China deepens its military ties with Russia!

If and when Washington raises the spectre
of sanctions against China, (with the accom-
panying gratuitous insults and unsubstantiated
accusations of state sponsored “cyber theft”)
the Chinese government will respond.

President Xi will take reprisals as he has
done before, faced with lesser threats. And he
will have the support of the vast majority of
Chinese from all regions and classes.

US IT corporations are aware of this poten-
tial debacle and have openly and forcefully
conveyed their views to Washington. For them,
the so-called “cyber theft” is a minor issue
compared to the lucrative long term strategic
opportunities in working with China.

So far the militarists in the Obama White
House have commanded US-China policy. Up
to now they have disregarded corporate Ameri-
can interests; whether it is US oil interests in
Iraq and Libya, or IT corporations in China.

If Zionist officials in the Executive influ-
ence the militarists on Middle East policy, the
hard core militarists influence the Zionists in
the Far East.

If the US military-driven Middle East
policy has been a failure, a similar policy
toward China will be catastrophic.

US sanctions and humiliation against
China and the consequent falling out of rela-
tions will play out in slow motion. Beginning
with the precipitous decline of joint ventures
and exports, it will lead to lifeless cranes in
empty Pacific coast ports and rusting container
ships; profit losses and vacant country clubs in
Silicon Valley and lost sales for US auto com-
panies. The list is endless but the consequences
are clear.
globalresearch.ca @&
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Felicity Arbuthnot

“All victims of human rights abuses should
be able to look to the Human Rights Council
as a forum and a springboard for action.”

Ban Ki-moon, UN Secretary-General,
12 March 2007, Opening of the
4th Human Rights Council Session.

Article 55 of United Nations Charter
includes: “Universal respect for and observ-
ance of human rights and fundamental
freedoms for all, without distinction as to
race, sex, language or religion.”

In diametrical opposition to these fine
founding aspirations, the UN has appointed
Saudi Arabia’s envoy to the United Nations
Human Rights Council to head (or should that
be “behead”) an influential human rights panel.
The appointment was seemingly made in June,
but only came to light on September 17, due to
documents obtained by UN Watch.

... Mr Faisal Bin Hassan Trad, Saudi
Arabia’s Ambassador at the UN in
Geneva, was elected as Chair of a panel
of independent experts on the UN Human
Rights Council.

“As head of a five-strong group of diplomats,
the influential role would give Mr Trad the
power to select applicants from around the
world for scores of expert roles in countries
where the UN has a mandate on human
rights.”

Such experts are often described as the
“crown jewels” of the HRC, according to UN
Watch.

The “crown jewels” have been handed to
a country with one of the worst human rights
records in the world. Saudi Arabia will head
a Consultative Group of five Ambassadors
empowered to select applicants globally for
more than 77 positions to deal with human
rights violations and mandates.

In a spectacular new low for even a UN
whose former Secretary General, Kofi Annan,
took 18 months to admit publicly that the 2003
invasion of, bombardment and near destruction
of Iraq was illegal, UN Watch points out that
the UN has chosen “a country that has behead-
ed more people this year than ISIS to be head
of a key Human Rights panel ...”

In May, just prior to the appointment, the
Saudi government advertised for eight extra
executioners to: ““ ... carry out an increasing
number of death sentences, which are usually
beheadings, carried out in public”.

Seemingly: “no special qualifications are
needed.” The main function would be execut-
ing, but job description: “also involves per-
forming amputations ...”

The advert was posted on the website of
the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia Ministry of the
Civil Service.

By June 15 this year executions reached
100 “far exceeding last year’s tally and putting
(the country) on course for a new record”
according to The Independent (June 15.) The
paper adds that the Kingdom is set to beat its
own grisly, primitive record of 192 executions
in 1995.

The paper notes that: “ ...the rise in execu-
tions can be directly linked to the new King
Salman and his recently-appointed inner circle

In August 2014, Human Rights Watch
reported 19 executions in 17 days — including
one for “sorcery.” Adultery and apostasy can
also be punished by death.

In a supreme irony, on the death of King
Salman’s head chopping predecessor, Salman’s
half bother King Abdullah in January (still
current decapitation record holder) UK Prime
Minister David Cameron ordered flags flown

Saudi Arabia’s Crown Prince Salman bin Abdulaziz Al Saud, escorts President Obama fo his
meeting with Saudi King Abdullah at Rawdat Khuraim, Saudi Arabia, last year.

at half mast, including at the Houses of Parlia-
ment and Westminster Abbey, leading one MP
to question: “On the day that flags at Whitehall
are flying at half-mast for King Abdullah, how
many public executions will there be?”

Cameron apparently had not read his own
Foreign and Commonwealth Office Report
citing Saudi as “a country of concern”.

Reacting to a swathe of criticism, a spokes-
person for Westminster Abbey responded: “For
us not to fly at half-mast would be to make a
noticeably aggressive comment on the death of
the King of a country to which the UK is allied
in the fight against Islamic terrorism.”

The Abbey’s representative appears to have
been either breathtakingly ignorant or stun-
ningly uninformed. In December 2009 in a US
Embassy cable the then US Secretary of State,
Hillary Clinton wrote that:

“While the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
(KSA) takes seriously the threat of terrorism
within Saudi Arabia, it has been an ongoing
challenge to persuade Saudi officials to treat
terrorist financing emanating from Saudi Arabia
as a strategic priority.”

Moreover:

“... donors in Saudi Arabia constitute

the most significant source of funding

to Sunni terrorist groups worldwide ...
engagement is needed to ... encourage the
Saudi government to take more steps to
stem the flow of funds from Saudi Arabia-
based sources to terrorists and extremists
worldwide.”

At home women are forbidden: “from
obtaining a passport, marrying, travelling,
accessing higher education without the approv-
al of a male guardian.” (HRW Report, 2014.)
Saudi is also of course, the only country in the
world where women are forbidden to drive.

The country is currently preparing to
behead 21-year-old Ali Mohammed al-Nimr.
He was arrested aged 17 for participating in
anti-government protests and possessing fire-
arms — the latter charge has been consistently
denied. Human rights groups are appalled at the
sentence and the flimsy case against him, but
pointing out that neither “factors are unusual
in today’s Saudi Arabia.”

Following the beheading, al-Nimr’s head-
less body will be allegedly mounted: “on to a
crucifix for public viewing.”

What was that mantra issued unceasingly
from US and UK government Departments
in justification for blitzkriegs, invasions and
slaughters in countries who “kill their own
people”™?

Numerous reports cite torture as being
widespread, despite Saudi having subscribed
to the UN Convention Against Torture.

There are protests at Saudi embassies

across the world highlighting the case of blog-
ger Raif Badawi, sentenced to 1,000 lashes — 50
lashes a week after Friday prayers — and ten
years in prison for blogging about free speech.

Since March, Saudi Arabia has been bomb-
ing Yemen — with no UN mandate — destroy-
ing schools, hospitals, homes, a hotel, public
buildings, an Internally Displaced Persons
camp, historical jewels, generating “a trail of
civilian death and destruction” which may have
amounted to war crimes, according to Amnesty
International. “Unlawful airstrikes™ have failed
to distinguish between military targets and
civilian objects. “Nowhere safe for civilians”,
states Amnesty.

Further, “the conflict ... has killed close
to 4,000 people, half of them civilians includ-
ing hundreds of children, and displaced over
one million since March 25, 2015.” There has
been “ ... a flagrant disregard for civilian lives
and fundamental principles of international
humanitarian law (killing and injuring) hun-
dreds of civilians not involved in the conflict,
many of them children and women, in unlawful
(disproportionate and indiscriminate) ground
and air attacks.”

It is alleged that US-supplied cluster bombs
have also been used. 117 States have joined the
Convention to ban these lethal, indiscriminate
munitions since December 2008. Saudi Arabia,
of course, is not amongst them.

Saudi was also one of the countries which
bombed Iraq in 2003, an action now widely
accepted as illegal. It is perhaps indicative of
their closeness to the US that the bombardment
of Yemen is mirror-named from the Pentagon
Silly Titles for Killing People lexicon: “Opera-
tion Decisive Storm.” Iraq 1991 was of course:
“Operation Desert Storm”.

Saudi is also ranked 164th out of 180 coun-
tries in the 2015 Reporters Without Borders
press freedom index. All in all Saudi leading
the Human Rights Council at the UN is straight
out of another of George Orwell’s most night-
marish political fantasies.

Oh, and of course we are told that 19 of the
hijackers of the plane that hit the World Trade
Centre were Saudis — for which swathes from
Afghanistan, Middle East and North Africa are
still paying the bloodiest, genocidal price for
the “War on Terror”— whilst Saudi’s representa-
tives stroll in to the sunlight of the UN Human
Rights body.

On the UN Human Right’s Council’s
website is stated: “The Office of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
(OHCHR) represents the world’s commitment
to universal ideals of human dignity. We have a
unique mandate from the international commu-
nity to promote and protect all human rights.”

Way to go, folks.
globalresearch.ca @&
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International

Moving forward

as a movement

Jake Burns

BRITAIN: Today (September 23) marks
the launch of Trade Union Futures, a new
resource for the union left, run by support-
ers of the Morning Star newspaper.

Britain’s trade unions have a proud history
of leading the fight for progressive social, eco-
nomic and political change and although much
has changed, trade unions still have this role.
But we face immense challenges.

Trade Union Futures is an online resource
centre for union activists. The site combines
educational materials, longer articles by aca-
demics and labour movement experts and
blogs commenting on the major issues of the
moment. There is a huge wealth of experience
and a rich heritage of analysis in our movement
that we need to unlock and disseminate.

And there are big questions that we need
to discuss. Trade Union Futures aims to be part
of that process.

Readers of the Morning Star are unlikely
to need convincing that the current capitalist
crisis has provided the cover for an ideological,
political and material attack on working people.

Last week’s paper was replete with reports
from the TUC (Trade Union Congress), where
trade unionists debated the latest challenges
posed to British trade unions. The anger of
delegates at the attack on our movement was
palpable: strong and determined speeches were
made. But if we are honest, we know that once
the speeches have died down, we have a mas-
sive task ahead of us.

What was noticeable about this year’s TUC
is that around the fringes more serious debates
were taking place among progressive left trade
unionists. The discussion located the Trade
Union Bill in its proper historical and politi-
cal context, within capital’s ongoing push back
against working people and their capacity to
organise around their labour power. Seen from
this perspective, the Bill is just the latest move
in a carefully thought-out strategy to enable fur-
ther reshaping of labour markets by reducing
the power of organised labour.

We in the labour movement need to have a
similarly thought-out and strategic approach.
The TUC should be central to the process of
developing our own movement’s response to
this attack. However, let us not avoid difficult
questions facing our movement.

We cannot ignore the fact that union mem-
bership has been falling steadily from its zenith
in the late 1970s. Members are now heavily
concentrated in the public sector (hence the
additional focus on the public sector in the
Trade Union Bill). In the private sector, fewer
workers than at any point in the 20th century
are covered by collective bargaining agree-
ments. Entire sectors of the economy in the
private sector are not unionised.

Large enterprises in both sectors continue
to restructure their workforces using lean man-
agement and flexible, casual labour, increas-
ing the numbers of vulnerable and precarious
workers. We are also facing political attacks
and a crisis of representation. The dominant
political response to capitalist crisis has been a
consensus around austerity policies that drive
forward the dismantling of the public sector
and consolidate falling standards of living for
working people.

(Labour Party leader) Jeremy Corbyn’s
victory represents a significant opportunity for
the working-class movement, but we have to
recognise that the structural ties between par-
liamentary representatives and the trade union
movement have weakened. For all the excite-
ment and fine speeches, there remains an urgent
need to conduct a focused and honest discus-
sion of these developments.

We in the union movement are still
hugely significant in people’s everyday strug-
gles. But if Britain’s trade unions are to gain
more power to defend our class and to lead
the fight for real political change then we
need leaders at all levels, from the workplace
rep to the official and the general secretaries
who can:

» Understand the distinctive role that trade
unions play in economic struggles and
influencing political change

Guardian

1

British trade unions in the 1950s.

Understand the key power relations and

dominant forces that shape our society

* Reach out to those in social movements
who share our desire to change society

but have not been immersed in political

education through workplace struggle
 Develop strategies to make concrete gains
for their members and rebuild organisation
and
Build broad-based left leadership in the
trade union movement.

The last time the trade union movement in
Britain successfully exercised its muscles was
the *70s. But the power called on at that time
had been built on years of strategic economic
struggles that meant the political value of the
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movement was apparent to tens of thousands
of shop stewards. We need a new generation
of shop stewards, reps and activists schooled
in a new generation of collective struggles and
armed with a strategic vision of the movement’s
purpose.

Trade Union Futures has been set up to pro-
vide a focus for discussion over strategy in the
movement and a resource for a new generation
of reps and shop stewards.

We want to be part of the British trade
unions’ process of self-examination and part of
the process of developing a strategic response
to capital’s great offensive — of which the Trade
Union Bill is simply one part.

Morning Star @&

Veolia sells off Israeli operations

The Boycott, Divestment and

tenders due to its involvement in

human rights violations. This is a

Sanctions (BDS) movement and
its worldwide partners are cel-
ebrating the withdrawal of the
huge French corporation Veolia
from the Jerusalem Light Rail
(JLR), an illegal rail system built
to facilitate the growth and expan-
sion of Israeli colonial settlements
on occupied Palestinian territory.

The sale of its stake in the JLR
project ends all of Veolia’s involve-
ment in the Israeli market, including
all projects that violate international
law and the human rights of the Pal-
estinian people.

The sale follows an extensive
seven-year boycott campaign
against Veolia, due to its complic-
ity in the Israeli occupation, which
cost it tenders around the world
estimated to be worth over US$20
billion.

Veolia sold nearly all of its busi-
ness operations in Israel in April
2015 but had until now remained a
five percent shareholder in the JLR
project. The human rights research
group Who Profits has reported that
Veolia had liquidated its five per-
cent share in the JLR project.

Under BDS pressure, Veolia
has failed to win massive con-
tracts with local authorities across
Europe, the US and Kuwait. City
councils across Europe have passed
resolutions excluding the firm from

Israeli human rights violations.

Following Israel’s massacre
in Gaza in the summer of 2014,
for instance, Kuwait’s city council
excluded Veolia from a tender for
the treatment of solid waste worth
US$750 million.

Veolia executives have admit-
ted that the campaign has cost the
company “important contracts”, and
financial analysts have repeatedly
spoken about the financial cost of
the campaign to Veolia.

By the end of 2013, Veolia’s
investment rating was reduced
to “junk” status as a result of its
reported massive debt of over
US$20 billion — almost equal to the
total value of tenders lost by Veolia
by then.

The Palestinian BDS National
Committee (BNC) General Coor-
dinator, Mahmoud Nawajaa,
described Veolia’s complete with-
drawal from illegal Israeli projects
as a victory for all human rights
campaigners who have pressured
the company:

“Strategic and dedicated cam-
paigning by the BDS movement
has forced one of Europe’s biggest
companies to abandon the Israeli
market.

“Veolia’s withdrawal from
Israel sets an example to all com-
panies that are complicit in Israel’s

victory for the BDS movement and
all our partners from other rights
movements who have helped in
pressuring the company.”

Nawajaa added, “We call for
legal action, by specialised organi-
sations, against Veolia to compel it
to pay reparations to the Palestinian
communities adversely affected by
its infringements of international
law.”

The JLR is considered one of
the most infamous colonial Israeli
attempts to normalise and strength-
en Israel’s hold on occupied East
Jerusalem and tie the city’s settle-
ments even more firmly into the
state of Israel. The United Nations
Human Rights Council considered
the project a service to Israel’s ille-
gal colonies in the OPT. Veolia’s
involvement in it, among other
similarly illegal Israeli operations,
had rendered the company complicit
in Israel’s violations of international
law.

The BDS campaign against
Veolia was launched in Bilbao, the
Basque region, in November 2008,
to pressure the company to end its
involvement in Israeli violations of
Palestinian human rights.

In 2007, French solidarity group
AFPS and the Palestine Liberation
Organisation took the company to
court in France to compel it to end

its complicity in Israel’s violations
of international law.

As well as its involvement in
the JLR, Veolia had also been tar-
geted for its role in waste, water and
bus services for illegal Israeli set-
tlements. Veolia transferred control
of these projects to other companies
as the campaign pressure on it
mounted.

Riya Hassan, the BNC’s Europe
coordinator, said, “Veolia is still a

target for union activists, environ-
mentalists and anti-privatisation
campaigners, due to its record of
anti-labour policies and involve-
ment in the privatisation of public
water. All those still being affected
by Veolia’s policies and struggling
for accountability and reparations
can continue to count on our soli-
darity. The BDS movement takes
cross-struggle solidarity to heart.”
Occupied Palestine &
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Mexico

Rossana Cambron

Many of us in the US have won-
dered what is going on in Mexico;
we first began to see the bodies
of those the cartels were sup-
posed to have Killed. Then we
heard rumours that there were
suspicions of government involve-
ment and connections with drug
trafficking.

Several years later and now
under a new presidency, on Sep-
tember 26, 2014, students were
violently attacked as they attempted
to commandeer buses to take them
to a demonstration being held in
Mexico City. What had been an
accepted practice of taking busses
now was dangerous and deadly.
Three students were killed and 43
disappeared.

One mother reports that she sat
all day at a curbside in her village
waiting for her son to return with
others began coming home, but he
never did.

Many have dedicated their time
to search and demand that their
sons be returned alive. “They were
taken alive, we want them returned
alive” is the call of families and their
supporters.

The recent report by a team of
five international experts, brought
in by the Inter-American Commis-
sion on Human Rights (IACHR)
to examine the case, has cleared up
some speculation and disproved sev-
eral versions that were being used to
explain such an unexpected violent
turn of events.

The official government version
was announced by the then attorney
general, Murillo Karam, who stated
that the investigations had found
the students were kidnapped by the
police and had been turned over to
“Guerreros Unidos” a local cartel,
that killed them and burned their
bodies, throwing the remains into a
river in trash bags.

Another version circulated soon
after the incident was that the Mayor
of Iguala, Mexico, had ordered the
police to stop the students because he
did not want them to disrupt an event
that his wife was holding. This was

disproven by the many testimonies of
surviving students.

The IACHR panel theorises,
based on an analysis of the written
and oral evidence presented to them,
that the students may have unknow-
ingly commandeered buses carrying
heroin or drug money. They site that a
fifth bus was not analysed and barely
mentioned in reports. When the com-
mission requested more informa-
tion they found many discrepancies
causing speculation that a cover-up
had taken place. The IACHR panel,
when it tried to investigate further,
was given pictures of a bus that did
not coincide with eyewitness descrip-
tions and video footage of the bus on
the day it left the station.

A clear conclusion of this inves-
tigation is that the police are not
professionally trained to do a proper
investigation. In addition to discrep-
ancies a great deal of information
was never analysed and key witness-
es where never interviewed. Some
people said they had been tortured
to collaborate with the government
version and officials never looked at
other evidence which clearly contra-
dicted some of those claims.

The government claimed that
there were no military police present.
It is clear, however, that the military
did know of the violent attack and
the detaining of the students but did
nothing about it.

According to the Huffington Post
“several members of the 27th battal-
ion told prosecutors in depositions
that they were patrolling the streets
of Iguala the night of the attacks
and that they began tracking the
students hours before the first shots
were fired. The reporters obtained the
depositions using Mexican transpar-
ency laws after a months-long legal
battle. The attorney general’s office
redacted nearly all of the names of
the interviewed military members.” A
communication system used on that
night, called C4, used to monitor the
students throughout the nine violent
events taking place on September 26,
2014, also proves that the military
was present.

Lastly, the investigation showed
that the 43 students were not burned
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in the dumps at the city of Cocula.
The fire and smoke that such a burn-
ing would have caused could not
have gone unnoticed.

These 43 students are not the
only ones that have disappeared;
there are over 25,000 others, accord-
ing to Mexican government reports.
Over 100 bodies have been found
in clandestine graves in and around
Iguala. One would think that it was
the effort of the Mexican Justice
Department that found these bodies
but in fact most have been located by
family members, who were inspired
by the parents of the 43 missing stu-
dents, to brave the daily task of look-
ing for their children, some who have
been missing since 2006.

They call their group the Com-
mittee of the Other Disappeared, they
point to the hills calling them “the
hills of cemeteries.”

The TACHR has asked to be
allowed to continue their investiga-
tion for another six months with no
word yet whether the Mexican gov-
ernment will agree.

There remain many unanswered
questions; why were the students so
brutally attacked when they were
involved in an accepted practice, over
many years, of taking buses to trans-
port them to events/actions? What has
happened to them? Where are they?
Who has killed those that have been
found in the clandestine graves since
the attack? Why does Mexico have
over 25,000 missing citizens?

There is speculation that the stu-
dents were attacked in an attempt to
stop them from speaking out against
the government, because accord-
ing to Vidulfo Rosales, a human
rights activist and lawyer for the
Ayotzinapa families, these students
have been seriously questioning the
government’s structural reforms.
They would have become teachers
and would have had direct connec-
tion with the community, educating
people about how to defend them-
selves against injustice.

Cities throughout the world will
be holding one-year anniversary
events to continue the pressure for
answers.
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Questions remain about
the missing

ABEL GARCIA
HERNAN
[l w3

According to the China Food and Drug Administration (CFDA),
China’s new Food Safety Law will come into force on October 1.
The tough new law was adopted by the Standing Committee of
China’s National People’s Congress (NPC) in April. Offenders and
their supervisors will receive the heaviest criminal, administra-
tive and civil penalties if they break the law. Twenty-one provincial
public security departments have set up and trained specialised
police for food crime. Some selected food crimes will be broad-
cast on TV, promoting public awareness on food security and
the law. Companies that violate the law will face further restric-
tions on land use and loans, as well as paying more taxation.

China recently published a white paper on gender equality, pro-
viding a comprehensive review of the country’s policy on women.
The paper said that equality between women and men has always
been a constitutional principle, and China has already developed
policies, laws and regulations to ensure it. The country fully pro-
tects women’s economic interests and employment opportunities,
implementing policies to support female officials, professionals,
and technicians, as well as improving women’s social security
in areas of industrial injury insurance, medical care and mater-
nity. One quarter of Chinese entrepreneurs are female and over
55 percent of Internet businesses are owned by females. Over
70 percent of women took major family decisions with their hus-
bands, while increasing numbers of men share housework with
women. This shortens the housework time gap between the
two genders from 150 minutes 10 years ago to 74 minutes now.

Four hundred and fifty Vietham People’s Army (VPA) delegates
recently attended the 10th VPA Party Congress in Hanoi, review-
ing the outcome of the 9th congress and determining related
goals and missions for the VPA party organisations during the
period from 2015 to 2020. The 10th congress discussed draft
documents for the upcoming 12th National Party Congress next
year and gave feedback to the Party Central Committee. The
Party and the Central Military Commission General Secretary,
Nguyen Phu Trong, praised the VPA party organisations and their
achievements in the past five years, and said that the VPA must
firmly safeguard the country’s independence, territory and sov-
ereignty, protecting the Party, state, people and socialist regime.

A gas cylinder exploded, killing four union workers and injur-
ing another four at the Shital shipbreaking yard in Bangladesh.
The accident occurred when two ships were being disman-
tled, and four workers suffered severe life threatening burns.
The Bangladesh Metalworkers’ Federation held several pro-
tests, demanding safety protection for the workers in the industry
and compensation for the families of the dead and injured
workers. Twelve workers were killed and another 17 severe-
ly injured while working at the country’s shipyard in 2015.
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More must be done

Australian Red Cross has been
heartened by the outpouring of
concern for the plight of hundreds
of thousands of desperate people
seeking safety in Europe from
war, violence and persecution and
says all of us have a capacity to do
more to help.

We’re calling on all Australians
and governments to do as much
as possible to address this critical
humanitarian need and ensure people
seeking protection have a safe place
to go. This is not just a European

issue; it’s a global crisis with many
countries adjoining areas of conflict
carrying the heaviest burdens.
Those of us who can help, have an
opportunity to do so.

We know the heartbreaking sto-
ries of desperation coming out of
Europe in recent days have deeply
affected many people who are look-
ing for tangible ways to help.

Australians have a proud history
of rallying around when people are in
desperate need.

With millions of people around
the world forced from their homes
in search of safety and a future for
their children, we are facing a crisis
that needs a generous and compas-
sionate response from us all. Austral-
ian governments and the Australian
people all have an important role to
play, and while we already do a lot to
support asylum seekers and refugees
the need is so great we can and must
continue to expand and deepen our
contributions.

Red Cross helps refugees
and people seeking asylum based
on need and regardless of how

Letters / Culture & Life

they arrived in Australia, or their
visa status. We believe everyone
deserves to be treated with respect
and dignity. Red Cross operates
on the principle of neutrality and
has been working with vulnerable
migrants for 100 years.
Michael Raper
Australian Red Cross

Spotlight on
oral health

A new research report just
released by the Royal Flying
Doctor Service shines a spotlight
on oral health for country Aus-
tralians. Oral health and dental
care access disparities between the
city and the bush include:

Childhood cavities are 55%
higher for remote area children
than children in major cities, and
the number of filled teeth in remote
area children is double that of city
children.

A quarter (23%) of adults in
major cities have untreated tooth

decay, but this rises to one third
(37%) of remote area residents;

More than half (57%) of Indig-
enous Australians have one or more
teeth affected by decay;

Six in ten (63%) major city adults
visited a dentist in a year, compared
to little more than four in ten (45%)
visiting a dentist in remote areas;

One in three (33%) remote area
residents had a tooth extraction in
a year compared to little more than
one in ten (12%) people from major
cities;

Cities have three times as many
working dentists than country areas,
with 72 dentists for every 100,000
people in cities compared to only
22 for every 100,000 people in the
country.

Royal Flying Doctor Service of
Australia CEO Martin Laverty: “No
one will be surprised there are more
dentists in cities than in the bush.
However, a consequence is greater
decay in mouths of country people,
particularly children. This decay is
entirely preventable, and it’s making
people sick.”

Guardian

President of the National
Farmers’ Federation, Mr Brett
Finlay: “Thousands of farmer fami-
lies like mine live and work in rural
Australia. We sacrifice and miss out
on the comforts that people in the city
take for granted. There are a few ser-
vices that country residents can’t do
without. Access to schooling is one.
Access to health and dental care is
another.”

Dr Michael Foley, Director of the
Brisbane Dental Hospital: “Austral-
ians living regionally and remotely
are more likely to experience adverse
health outcomes than Australians
living in capital cities. Oral health
is no exception. Many factors con-
tribute to poorer oral health, and lack
of easy access to treatment and pre-
ventive services exacerbates health
inequities. I commend the Royal
Flying Doctor Service for raising
awareness of these issues and offer-
ing solutions.”

The RFDS provided dental treat-
ment to 11,519 country residents in
the 2013/14 financial year.

Cult

by
Rob Gow

Despite Turnbull’s various cosmetic changes the essence of his government is the same: the interests of big business.

Patience, Turnbull and cosmetic change

They say patience is a virtue, so Malcolm
Turnbull must be feeling particularly vir-
tuous right now. He patiently waited out
Tony Abbott as PM, serving dutifully as
a relatively junior Minister while Abbott
(helped by Joe Hockey) repeatedly shot
himself in the foot with displays of unfeeling
arrogance calculated to alienate everybody
except the very rich.

Then, when the opinion polls indicated the
time was finally right, he very efficiently knifed
Abbott in the back and took his job. The PM
changed, a large part of the Cabinet changed,
even some government policies changed, and
the people, the electorate, had no say in the
matter. It’s called “Parliamentary democracy”.
Isn’t it grand?

In an opinion piece in the business pages
of The Sydney Morning Herald on Septem-
ber 18, William Pesek ran an article setting
out Turnbull’s immediate tasks, at least as far
as business is concerned, under the headline:
“Turnbull must rage against smugness.” Three
days later, the Herald’s front page featured a
photo of the smuggest-looking Turnbull you
have ever seen (and as a wealthy banker he is a
past master at smugness).

Turnbull’s photo accompanied a report
of his new Ministry, a bunch of appointments
intended to not only shore up Turnbull’s posi-
tion within the Liberal Party but to win votes
from those voters who sadly put their faith in
cosmetic changes. Thus, top of the list was the

appointment of our “first female Defence Min-
ister” (Marise Payne). Now, her appointment
is clearly meant to aid in winning the women’s
vote. It would be truly significant and meaning-
ful if it indicated a change in policy from our
present slavish following of the USA in prepar-
ing for a war with China. But it doesn’t. It is
purely a cosmetic vote catcher.

The hugely unpopular Joe Hockey has been
dropped, but there were moves within the Lib-
eral Party to get Abbott to do that some months
ago. Turnbull is just recognising that Hockey
was a real electoral liability.

Pesek’s business advice to Turnbull’s
government represents the views of Austral-
ian capitalists outside Tony Abbott’s favoured
mining sector. “During the past two years, nei-
ther Tony Abbott nor his Treasurer Joe Hockey
implemented the structural reforms needed to
increase incomes and boost competitiveness.

“Rather than invest in education, training
and infrastructure and tweak taxes to empow-
er small business, Abbott’s team protected
mining billionaires (by scrapping carbon tax
policies).”

Pesek is not talking about increasing work-
ers’ incomes, of course. That he means business
incomes becomes crystal clear a paragraph or
so further down when he says “Business leaders
complained, rightly, about a lack of resolve [on
the part of the Abbott government] to overhaul
an outdated labour market.” That’s business-
speak for rendering trade unions impotent,

placing working conditions and wages entirely
at employers’ discretion.

In class terms, Pesek (like The Sydney
Morning Herald itself) is speaking for our
national bourgeoisie who have viewed the
de-industrialising of Australia under Howard
and Abbott — and the Labor governments in
between — with dismay. “The new govern-
ment”, he warns Turnbull, “must be less ideo-
logical about attaining budget surpluses and
more attuned to how Australia risks getting left
behind by globalisation.”

How does he propose that Turnbull’s gov-
ernment prevent that unhappy outcome? “It
must invest more in human capital to increase
productivity and in physical hardware — better
roads, ports, power grids and telecommunica-
tions systems.” All aids to boosting industry
profits, and all, you’ll notice, paid for from the
public purse. The next might be a bit hard for
Turnbull to pull off, however: “Turnbull needs
to create new jobs to mitigate the hollowing out
of industries, including manufacturing.”

Creating jobs, real jobs, not Mcjobs, is not
something that capitalism is very good at these
days. I wonder how — or even if — Turnbull will
try to tackle that one?

Despite inroads made into it in recent dec-
ades, Australia still has a progressive taxation
system, that is, the rate of tax goes up as your
income goes up, so that people on high incomes
pay a higher rate of tax than people on low
incomes. Capitalists hate that. They think rich

people should be able to pay tax at the same
rate as poor people. After, all that’s only fair,
isn’t it? (Well, no, it isn’t, but they never seem
to be able to see that!)

Pesek thinks that way too, and says that
Turnbull “must overhaul an antiquated tax
system to encourage the nation’s best and
brightest to create a home-grown Apple or
Google,” and he admiringly quotes Turnbull
— “as far back as 2002” — saying that Austral-
ia’s tax system was “totally uncompetitive”.
By which Pesek and Turnbull both mean that
gung-go business types can’t make the profits
they would like to make because if they did
they would be kicked up to a higher tax brack-
et, and there is nothing your business person
hates more than paying tax to the government.
(Although, without taxes, one wonders how
Pesek expects a Turnbull government to build
all those “roads, ports, power grids and tele-
communications systems” that we need to be
“competitive”.)

Despite Turnbull’s various cosmetic chang-
es, such as including three more women in the
Cabinet than Abbott had, the essence of his
government is the same: the interests of big
business will always come first. And even if the
different sectors of the capitalist establishment
argue among themselves over who should have
priority, we know that the interest of ordinary
working people will most certainly come last.

Clearly, under capitalism, the more things
change, the more they stay the same. @&
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ental illness affects an enor-

mous number of people at
some time in their life. I can attest
to the truth of this just within my
own circle of relatives and friends. A
half-brother, an uncle and three close
friends all spent time in mental hospi-
tals, one other friend committed sui-
cide (as did the uncle when released
from hospital, allegedly cured) and
another friend attempted suicide. It
can of course be hard to diagnose
(one of the friends referred to above
underwent psychiatric care for a very
long time before it was found that she
did not have a mental illness at all but
a purely physical bug that caused her
symptoms!).

I have had occasion to visit
patients in psychiatric wards at four
different hospitals. Two of my rela-
tives and my next-door neighbour
work as psychiatric nurses. In other
words, mental illness is common-
place, no longer something to be
hidden away.

However, when it impairs a
patient’s judgement so that they
become violent, they may have to be
confined in a secure facility, for their
own and the community’s safety. The
most notorious such facility in Brit-
ain is Broadmoor. The documentary
series Broadmoor (ABC2 Tuesday
October 6 at 9.40pm) for the first
time gives an inside look at life for
patients and staff within this hospital

where violence is an ever-present
possibility.

Broadmoor’s high profile
inmates, like Ronnie Kray and Peter
Sutcliffe declined to take part in the
filming. The others talk frankly but
their faces are digitally blurred. This
is a hospital where even opening the
door of a patient’s room can require
the presence of a team of six burly
male and female nurses. During
instances requiring violent restraint
of a patient, the documentary team
were required to cease filming and
leave the ward. These occasions are
dangerous and traumatic for the staff,
and after each such intervention there
is a debriefing session for the whole
team.

The patients in Broadmoor are
very disturbed and many are there
for life, but people do get cured
and released too. That, I suspect,
is down to the dedication and pro-
fessionalism of the nursing staff as
much as it is to the doctors. Frank-
ly, for all the authorities’ efforts
to make it patient-friendly, Broad-
moor remains an horrific place and
to be confined there (assuming you
are conscious of your surround-
ings) must be horrible and very
scary.

he first series of the docu-

mentary skein Changing
Minds The Inside Story was very
well received by the critics. The
Sydney Morning Herald said it was
“Surely one of the most important
programs in Australian television
history”. Praise indeed. Now we
have series two (ABC over three
consecutive nights — Tues 6 Oct
8.30pm, Wed 7 Oct 9.35pm, Thurs
8 Oct 8.35pm). [ have not been able
to see it, but it should be just as
watchable.

As the publicity material says:
“This second series emphasises the
plight of younger patients, aged
18 and over, who are most at risk
of developing mental illness. ...
The three-part series is an intimate
observation of daily life in the locked
mental health units of Sydney’s
Campbelltown Hospital and in the

Broadmoor (ABC2 Tuesdoy October 6at9. AOpm)
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Joel and Taileah — Changing Minds — The Inside Story (ABC over three consecutive nights — October 6 - 8).

homes of patients cared for by com-
munity mental health teams.

“The series follows ten charac-
ters whose mental illnesses do not
discriminate in age or social stand-
ing. They include Nicholas (aged 18),
a bullied schoolboy who relieves his
anxiety by self-harming; Daniel (20)
whose cannabis addiction is mask-
ing psychotic symptoms; Taileah
(20), a recently graduated nurse
whose stress manifests in distress-
ing auditory hallucinations; Nathan
(24) whose schizophrenia allows him
to chat with Hitler and Muhammad
Ali; Joel (18), a rebellious teenager
struggling with a tragic past; Fabrice
(36), a barrister’s son with persecu-
tory delusions about demons and
devils; and David (47) who believes
he’s Elvis Presley.

“The patients agreed to be filmed
while unwell, and formally consent-
ed again when recovered, with the
discretion and agreement of their
psychiatrists.” &
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Adelaide Eureka Dinner
Saturday November 28

6:30pmstart 7pm meal 8pm speakers

Australian Education Union premises
163 Greenhill Road, Parkside, Adelaide

Cuisine: Veg & Non-Veg dishes

Bookings: soeurekasa@gmail.com or 0412 652 227
Payment: $25 waged $15 unwaged

Sydney

IN THE PUB

BREAKING OUT OF AUSTRALIA’S NEO-LIBERAL
STRAITJACKET: THE PEOPLE’S ECONOMIC
ALTERNATIVE PROJECT

Frank Stilwell, Emeritus Professor, University of Sydney
Tom Skladzien, Dr, Research Officer AMWU;

October 8
FROM THE WIKILEAKS FILES: INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE,
DIPLOMACY AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Jake Lynch, Associate Professor, Director of the Centre for Peace
and Conflict Studies, Sydney University;

Linda Pearson, Contributing author, The Wikileaks Files: The World
According to US Empire;

October 15
GREECE BAILOUT: WHAT WILL BE THE CONSEQUENCES
FOR GREECE & EUROPE?

Satyajit Das, Economist, ABC Commentator and author of new book
Banquet of Consequences;

October 22
HIDING CHILD ABUSE IN DETENTION CENTRES:
THE HEALTH, MORAL AND LEGAL RAMIFICATIONS

David Issacs, Prof, Paediatrician, Health Assessment for Refugee
Kids, Westmead Children’s Hospital;

Ebony Birchall, Lawyer in the Medical Law Practice Group of Slater
and Gordon, Sydney;

Every Thursday 6:30 pm ’til 8:15pm
Harold Park Hotel

Cnr Wigram Rd & Ross St Glebe

Charles Bradley 02 9692 0005
odl_bradley@pacific.net.au
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The lesser of two evils

Greek voters angry, disillusioned

Steve Mavrantonis

The results of the snap elections in Greece,
held on Sunday September 20, 2015, con-
firmed what had become obvious during
the short pre-election period that the people
being tired, dissatisfied, confused and disillu-
sioned opted for “the lesser of the two evils”.

What had transpired since the last elections,
in January this year, was an initial general public
euphoria based on the false hope and expec-
tation that the then new SYRIZA government
would change the intolerable situation in the
country that had existed for the last five years.
It was hoped that some of the acute problems
would be alleviated by taking measures to sat-
isfy some of the demands of the popular masses.

One of the major demands by the people
was to do away with the tight grip on the coun-
try’s economy by the creditors and the Europe-
an Union institutions. Instead of that however,
the economic controls and demands by the
EU and the IMF became more suffocating,
pensions and wages levels were not restored,
as promised, further cuts were initiated and
unemployment levels reached unprecedented
heights.

The accumulated anger led the people to
reject the new agreement offered by the credi-
tors with a resounding NO in the referendum
organised by the government last July.

What followed the referendum was almost
beyond description. Instead of the government
honouring the people’s will and rejecting the

new agreement (memorandum) it completely
capitulated to the demands of the leading EU
forces and signed a new memorandum, much
worse than the previous two.

The Greek people saw their hopes and
expectations disappear fast and became frus-
trated, disillusioned and confused. SYRIZA
was promising the people that their left gov-
ernment would change things. All of a sudden
people realised that not even a left government
can bring about a change.

This concept of hopelessness was a major
factor in alienating a high percentage of people
from the election process and in shaping the
election result. Hopelessness and the fear that
the others might be worse, determined the out-
come of the elections that returned SYRIZA to
government with 35 percent of the votes and
145 members of Parliament. It will be a coali-
tion government again with the Independent
Greeks who managed to elect 10 members.

In the atmosphere of uncertainty and confu-
sion the neo-fascist Golden Down managed to
poll 7% and will now be the third party in par-
liamentary strength. PASOK, which contested
the elections in coalition of the Democratic Left
and some other groupings, managed only 6%,
confirming the prevailing view that this party
which ruled Greece for 25 years has been politi-
cally annihilated.

The Communist Party of Greece (KKE)
scored 5.6% of the votes the same as in the
January elections and had the same number of
deputies elected (15).

Guardian

These elections demonstrated an alarming
fact which will no doubt adversely affect the
political developments in the near future. The
fact that SYRIZA, masquerading as a left force,
has done the greatest disservice to the work-
ing class movement for progressive change by
conditioning people’s minds that there is no
alternative, that they are all the same, that there
is no way of getting rid of capitalism and its
barbarity.

This negative frame of mind is now the
most serious problem the working class move-
ment in Greece faces; that the KKE and all
other class oriented forces have to struggle
against and defeat. The sooner this poison-
ous trend is overcome, the sooner the working
class movement is free of illusions and does
not seek salvation by means of a “more effi-
cient management” of capitalism, the sooner
the mass struggles of workers will be developed
and strengthened and challenge the power of

capitalist domination, in favour of a socialist
society.

For this to happen however, parliamentary
processes are not enough. For the working
class movement to acquire the determination
to seriously challenge the ruling class it must
participate in daily struggles in places of work,
in the localities, in schools and universities, to
face the forces of oppression, to put forward
advanced demands for a life worth living.

Only through the road of determined mass
struggle will the workers be fully emancipated
and acquire the level of social consciousness
that will prevent their systematic brain washing
and stop the neutralisation of their collective
power.

This of course is not an easy process, but
is the only way forward to a brighter future for
the Greek people and indeed for any people in
the world. &

= Allis full

My heart is imploding ...

- .~ Mycapacity is completed
) ; = Other space for a mass of grief is not in me
: * Notin my heart
-, = Andnotin the mind .

“~  Distress hangs on my bones
Just like passengers and the bars old double-decker buses

Or like the new metro

| want to be a bird
The earth is too dirty

| like sky

Or none wherein one, nowhere

My heart is imploding, your heart too...
We, People of Middle East

Middle East

The smell of religion

The smell of superstition

The smell of poverty

The smell of death of young people
The smell of destruction of happiness
The smell of elimination of wishes

My heart is imploding ...

Setareh Tehran (Ashraf Alikhani)
September 18, 2015

Legacy of Empire

You were born, where? Into unemployment, uncertainty?
You ask your God, how, why? They wooed you into
camouflage and moulded you from the rawest material:
there are Hollywood aspirations and shards of brutality
embedded in your dreams.

Now you are here, gloating over my body, even as they are taking
some of you home in body bags: delivering to your frightened nation
its sons and daughters dressed up in draped coffins.

All the waste — not only the present, but the past and future.

When you leave you think you have left me behind. But you

do not return alone. | am with you. We are chained together

and now you must pull me with you, a part of the cradle of civilisation
in your land of Princeton poets.

[ will remain like the heavy drag of the wind, my heavy resistance
dragging through the rooms of your homes, into your fields of grain;
you will feel my weight along the valleys of your beloved country,
across its whipped deserts.

This is your terrible legacy, that | am always with you,
you who are a prisoner in your own land

Tom Pearson
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