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Climate:
Time for action”

Anna Pha

“Climate science paints a frightening pic-
ture — one that tells us that urgent and dra-
matic action is needed to have any chance at
stopping irreversible global warming. This
urgency is not just about the planet and
the environment; it is also about people,
and humanity’s capacity to secure safe and
dignified lives for all. The science is unam-
biguous: the next 10-15 years are critical
if the most dangerous effects of climate
change are to be avoided.” (Fair shares: a
civil society equity review of INDCS (Octo-
ber 2015, oxfam.org)

The Paris climate change meeting officially
opened November 30, with 150 government
leaders and heads of state delivering short key-
note statements on their intended actions. The
UN says the aim of the meeting is “to reach,
for the first time, a universal, legally binding
agreement that will enable us to combat cli-
mate change effectively and boost the transi-
tion towards resilient, low-carbon societies and
economies”.

The divide between rich and poor nations
was as evident as ever: the rich countries
shirking their responsibilities under the UN
Framework Convention on Climate Change
(UNFCCC) and the poor countries desperate
for the finance and technology for adaptation
and mitigation in the face of climate change.
They are the most vulnerable, in particular, the
small island states of the Pacific.

In the lead-up to the talks hundreds of
thousands of people, many of them youth, took
part in marches and other actions demanding
climate justice. In Paris, participants from
around the world attended the 11th Confer-
ence of Youth. Many painted a “0” around
their eyes to symbolise zero fossil fuels by
2050, which is necessary to keep warming
below 1.5°.

The 21st Conference of the Parties (COP21)
to the UNFCCC has two negotiating streams.
The first deals with pre-2020 actions and the
second has the aim of drafting the “legally
binding agreement”, possibly a new Protocol,
for adoption by the meeting.

In May 2015, the UN published a report
based on two years of dialogue between more
than 70 country representatives and scientists.
They concluded that the below 2° target was
inadequate, hence their adoption of 1.5°.

According to Saleemul Hugq, Director
of the International Centre for Climate and

Development, the difference between a tem-
perature increase of 1.5° and 2° “is roughly
1.5 million people who will fall through the
cracks and most of them will be in vulnerable
and developing countries.” (“Saudi Arabia the
big bad wolf of the Paris climate change talks”,
New Internationalist)

The temperature has already risen by 0.8°
Celcius above the pre-industrial era. Global
emissions are increasing by around 50 billion
tonnes a year. At the present rate the 2° limit
will be reached within 20-25 years.

Differentiated
responsibilities

The UNFCCC is based on principles of
equity and common but differentiated responsi-
bilities and respective capabilities. It recognis-
es the historical responsibility that developed
countries have — that is their cumulative con-
tribution to emissions over the years.

It also recognises that poverty eradica-
tion and the need for sustainable development
are the overriding priorities for developing
countries.

Hence there is an obligation on developed
countries to reduce emissions and provide poor

countries with the financial assistance and
access to technology required for their devel-
opment on a sustainable basis and for mitiga-
tion and adaptation to climate change.

Under the UNFCCC developing countries
were not required to make commitments to
emissions reductions, although some includ-
ing China and Brazil have done so.

Brazil’s President Dima Rousseff ham-
mered the necessity of a fair and effective
outcome. “The principle of common but dif-
ferentiated responsibility is the cornerstone
of the proposed agreement. Far from weak-
ening our efforts to tackle climate change,
differentiation is a condition to its global
effectiveness.

“The Paris agreement should therefore
provide the conditions that will ensure that
all developing countries can walk the path of
the low-carbon economy while overcoming
extreme poverty and reducing inequalities. It
is therefore very important for this conference
to provide unmistakable decisions on the rele-
vant means of implementation, The Paris treaty
must also deliver new and predicable finance,
technology transfer and capacity building,”
Rousseff said.

“With respect to finance we must be assured
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that the most vulnerable are at the top of the list
for funding. This means we need easy access
and less bureaucracy. Unfortunately, this is not
happening.”

A commitment was made at COP15 for
developed countries to make contributions
rising to $100 billion per annum by 2020. At
present they are far from that target.

Voluntary “commitments”

The negotiations around the Kyoto Proto-
col, were based on a target for reductions in
greenhouse gas emissions was taken into con-
sideration in determining each developed coun-
try’s legally binding commitment.

No such process exists for the Paris agree-
ment. Instead governments are making what are
described as Intended Nationally Determined
Contributions (INDCs). The term “intended”
signifies that governments are not even making
a commitment. The targets are voluntary and
non-binding “promises” of emission cuts.

So it is not surprising that the total of
INDC:s on offer by the developed countries falls
far short, in fact far less than half the reduc-
tions required to limit the rise in temperature
to 2° by 2030.

Continued on page 2

This is the final Guardian for 2015.
The next issue will be January 20.

The Guardian collective
wishes readers season’s greetings
and a peaceful new year.
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Playing
the race card

The federal government — supported by the Labor Party
— is introducing a “cashless debit” card for people on welfare
payments, starting in early 2016. The card will basically be the
electronic equivalent of a person getting their dole or pension
in food coupons.
The cashless card restricts all but 20 percent of a person’s
benefit (which is currently around $250 a fortnight, below the
poverty line, to being used only at approved outlets and for
certain expenditure items.
Welfare recipients will find their spending moves from small
businesses to big retail corporations. It removes choice from
those on the dole, pension or other welfare payments and imposes
ever greater control over the most vulnerable in our society.
The government is dressing this scheme up as the “Healthy
Welfare Card”. It says it is a pilot scheme for remote towns,
with largely Aboriginal populations. The government is playing
the race card, claiming it will help prevent drug, alcohol and
gambling abuse and implies Aboriginal people cannot handle
their money.
Also, far from being a pilot, Aboriginal peoples in the NT
have been forced onto such a “basics card” scheme since the
Howard government’s racist “intervention” in 2007, with no
discernable benefit, but with a great loss of power and self
management in their communities.
What is more, this manipulation and control will be targeted
at anyone of working age in Australia who is on any form of
welfare payment. It is an insidious plan to further disempower
those already among the most vulnerable in an increasingly
inequitable society.
The dismantling of the welfare system is already underway
with job placement and training handed over to charities, the
end game being self-provision in the “free market”.
The plan needs to be seen in the context of the bigger picture:
e punishment of the unemployed — fines for increasingly strict
non-compliance codes and enforced work for the dole

* increasing costs for students and apprentices in privatised
TAFE and university education

* removal of penalty rates for casual, part-time workers,
entrenching the working poor

* dismantling of workers’ rights and marginalisation of trade
unions

 criminalisation of the poor and growing numbers in a
private prison system

Related to these developments are ongoing privatisation, the
removal of the remaining levers of economic control from the
public domain into the hands of global corporations. Trade trea-
ties, such as the Trans Pacific Partnership and Trade in Services
Agreement, negotiated in secret and giving global corporations
more power and rights over sovereign nations and their people.
The growth of the police surveillance state.

We have to demand:

* NO to the new basics card
e cease attacks on the unemployed
¢ decent work for all, not work for the dole

We must defend the gains we have made and unite to resist
the relentless attack on our hard won rights.

The capitalist system has no future. It is teetering on the
economic brink; the boom-bust cycle has come to an end; it is
dragging the world into a widening conflict; and is unable to
address the environmental catastrophe facing humanity.

PRESS FUND

It was the best of times, it was the worst of times. What a year!
The loathsome Tony Abbott was ejected from office, and the
Paris climate change conference, now running, will have a
major bearing on the future of the human race. We’ve had our
own struggles to contend with, because like every voluntary
organisation the Guardian team has to make ends meet,

and Press Fund contributions play a crucial role in funding
production of the paper. We offer our best wishes to all our
readers, and many thanks to everyone who supported us this
year — including, of course, all this week’s contributors, as
follows:

KM $50, Mark Mannion $5, RR $5, “Round Figure” $24,
NS $5, SS $11, B Treasure $100, Wrapper Club $110,
Gary Spiers $100, Mike Donaldson $20,

Christine, in memory of Ron Barrett $70

This week’s total: $500 Progressive total: $6,760

PS It’s not over yet, you can still make
a contribution over the summer break!
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This also raises questions about
the UN’s reference to a “legally bind-
ing agreement”, what will actually be
legally binding — just an “intention”?

“Together, the commitments cap-
tured in INDCs will not keep temper-
atures below 2°C, much less 1.5°C,
above pre-industrial levels. Even if
all countries meet their INDC com-
mitments, the world is likely to warm
by a devastating 3°C or more, with
a significant likelihood of tipping
the global climate system into cata-
strophic runaway warming,” the Fair
Shares report warns.

The US, the EU, Russia, Japan
and Australia all fall far short of the
contributions they should be making.

Australia
not a heavy lifter

The Australian government lived
up to its reputation of being a mouth-
piece for the fossil fuel sector. PM
Malcolm Turnbull in his contribution
referred to Australia’s commitment
to cut emissions by 5% below 2000
levels (equivalent to 13% below
2005 levels).

To arrive at these so-called cuts
he was doing some fancy account-
ing including a reduction in the rate
of deforestation — a rule the govern-
ment hopes to have cemented in the
Paris agreement. In reality that target
translates to an increase in industrial
emissions to about 11% above 2000
levels.

Emissions in Australia are still
rising. They have risen 3.5% in
the past 15 months. Likewise the
promised reduction of 26% to 28%
below 2005 levels by 2030 is just as
rubbery.

“The majority of developing
countries have made mitigation
pledges that exceed or broadly meet
their fair share, but they also have
mitigation potential that exceeds
their pledges and fair share,” Fair
Shares says.

Australia’s Fossil Fuel Minister
Greg Hunt has hypocritically come
on board offering to support the 1.5
percent “aspirational” goal of small
island nations. The issues facing
these nations are not about hopes,
they are about survival.

Question of survival

The Prime Minister of the small
island state of Tuvalu, Enele S Sopo-
aga, came straight to the point in his
contribution:

“For a country like Tuvalu, our
survival depends on the decisions
we take at this Conference. Let me
emphasise this point. Our survival as
a nation depends on the decisions we
take at this Conference .... We stand
on a cliff edge. Either we stand united
and agree to combat climate change
or we all stumble and fall and con-
demn humanity to a tragic future.

“The plight of refugees we see
today, and dare I add of increasing
terrorism and radicalism, represents
a small measure of what the world
will face if we do not tackle climate
change. We must urgently cut GHG,
and dramatically transform the global
economy to a fossil fuel free future.

“Let me repeat once more our
appeal .... No leader around this
room carries such a level of worry
and responsibility. Just imagine
you are in my shoes, what would
you do. We want to be assured that
our children and our grandchildren
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“This is a time
for human solidarity.

But this is also
a time for action.”

have a future,” the Tuvalu President
concluded.

He pleaded with the developed
countries to set a temperature goal
of below 1.5°, that such a goal was
critical for many Small Island Devel-
oping States, Least Developed Coun-
tries and many others.

President HE Christopher J
Loeak of the Marshall Islands pre-
sented a petition from 3.6 million
people from around the world, saying
“This is a time for human solidarity.
But this is also a time for action.”

Environmental justice

Raphael Correa, the president of
Ecuador, pointed to the undesirability
and impossibility of unlimited eco-
nomic growth. He pointed the finger
at greed and rich countries. “Technol-
ogy and efficiency expand limits but
do not eliminate them,” Correa said.

He also raised the need for “envi-
ronmental justice” and an Inter-
national Court for Environmental
Justice which should punish viola-
tions of the rights of nature and estab-
lish obligations in terms of ecological
debt and consumption of environ-
mental goods.

Correa said we have courts to
protect investments, to force the
payment of debts, but not to protect
nature or impose fines for violations
of the rights of nature.

Almost 80% of electricity in
New Zealand already comes from
renewable energy. Around half of the
country’s emissions are from agricul-
ture. They have set a target of 90%
by 2025.

New Zealand PM John Key
delivered the UNFCCC executive
secretary a message on behalf of
close to 40 nations calling for the
removal of fossil fuel subsidies.

In India, with a population of
1.25 billion, 300 million people are
still without electricity. Yet India was
able to announce an ambitious target
of a 33% reduction in emissions
by 2030 based on 2005 levels. PM
Narendra Modi also said India would
produce 40% of its power from non-
fossil fuels.

The Canadian government
boasted that it had one of the clean-
est electricity systems in the world,
with almost 80% of its electricity
supply already emitting no green-
house gases.

Socialist planning

Two contributions that stood out
were from Cuba and China. Neither
country is leaving it to the “markets”
to produce results. They are planning
and taking action.

China outlined a number of
measures it had already taken, dem-
onstrating it was well on the way to
reaching the target set in 2009 for
2020. It outlined new targets and
indicated these would be achieved by
planning, strengthening laws and reg-
ulations on climate change; and the

integration of climate-change-related
objectives into the national economic
and social development plans.

In 2009, China announced inter-
nationally that by 2020 it would
lower carbon dioxide emissions per
unit of GDP by 40% to 45% from the
2005 level, increase the share of non-
fossil fuels in primary energy con-
sumption to about 15% and increase
the forested area by 40 million hec-
tares and the forest stock volume by
1.3 billion cubic meters compared to
the 2005 levels.

President Xi Jinping reiterated
the point made by a number of devel-
oping countries, that climate finance
and transfer of technology are a cru-
cial aspect of the negotiations with
a view to the adoption of a global
agreement binding and applicable to
everyone in Paris.

Access to new and additional
financial resources and environmen-
tally sound technologies has been a
historical claim of the developing
countries to advance on the path of
sustainable development.

It is provided for under the
UNFCCC and Kyoto Protocol but
has yet to be delivered to anywhere
near the extent required or the targets
set.

As Cuban First Vice-President
of the Council of State and Minis-
ters Miguel Diaz-Canel Bermudez
told the meeting, it is essential to
the application of the principles of
common but differentiated responsi-
bilities, and equity.

He outlined some of the meas-
ures that Cuba has taken over recent
decades, despite the difficulties of
the illegal US blockade. For exam-
ple, in 2005 Cuba commenced the
replacement of incandescent light
bulbs — changing 9.4 million of them.
It changed 2.6 million refrigerators,
one million fans, and so on.

It has installed 200,000 m? of
solar water heaters in residential and
industrial sectors, solar pumps in
agriculture, uses organic waster for
biogas production, etc.

As the Guardian goes to print the
meeting is still in progress, but there
is little evidence that the representa-
tives of the developed countries have
listened to the pleas of the poorer,
vulnerable nations. The fossil fuel
corporates sitting around the table
appear to have the upper hand and
are not concerned about destroying
the earth’s ecosystems, the basis of
human survival.

The PM of Tuvalu aptly con-
cluded his statement: “Let’s do it for
Tuvalu. For if we save Tuvalu we
save the world.”

Speeches by leaders:

unfcce.int/meetings/

paris_nov_2015/items/9331 .php

www4 .unfccc.int/submissions,/
indc/Submission%20Pages,/submis-

sions.aspx &
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Sharks feeding on VET funds

Bob Briton

The federal and state govern-
ments ignored warnings about
their privatising “reform” of
vocational training and now the
results are in. The nobbling of
TAFE and the encouragement of
private operators in the vocational
education and training “market”
has led to a blow-out of the VET
FEE HELP scheme and a long
string of stories in the press about
shonky colleges and their meth-
ods for enrolling students who,
quite often, never attend classes
or obtain qualifications.

The Australian Skills Quality
Authority has revealed that 15 private
colleges in breach of government
regulations have syphoned more than
$1 billion in taxpayer funds.

The introduction of the VET FEE
HELP scheme, which runs along the
same lines as the scheme for univer-
sity students, has opened the flood-
gates for dubious operators. Students
are required to start repayments for
expensive courses only when their
income exceeds $54,000 per annum.
Students can access up to $100,000
in loans for courses. For people
trapped in low-paid jobs or long-term
unemployment, that commencement
date for repayments might seem a
long way off, allowing high pressure,
third party sales persons to promote
the courses as “free”.

Non-completion and non-attend-
ance rates are high. One college, the
Empower Institute, has received $40
million under the VET FEE HELP

scheme this year and $46 million last
year, during which period it gradu-
ated a grand total of five students out
of 4,000 enrolments.

Melbourne’s Phoenix Institute
allegedly paid an unemployed Indig-
enous man $100 for help in enroll-
ing other tenants living on a public
housing estate. It has also enrolled
people for expensive courses with the
incentive of a laptop computer, deliv-
ered on-the-spot to people signing up
for tuition. Fairfax media investigat-
ed the case of the Lutanichi family,
one of the many drawn in by the VET
sales frenzy.

“For 10 people in my family
there is something like $400,000
of debt that I feel responsible for,
because I got them to sign up,” she
told The Sydney Morning Herald.
“Now, that’s not fair on my children
or me. | feel terrible about that.”

Sales people going after their
chop out of the $4 billion of taxpay-
er VET funds are coaching appli-
cants through the enrolment process.
Nevertheless, of the 55,000 applica-
tions for enrolment received from
sales agents for Phoenix, only 23,000
survived confirmation checks.

The Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission (ACCC)
has launched action in the Federal
Court against Phoenix. The Com-
mission recommends the College
repay the $106 million in Common-
wealth funding this year. The College
is owned by the Australian Careers
Network, whose chairman is Steve
Williams — retired lawyer and chair
of the Sydney Church of England
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Grammar School. Former education
minister in the Napthine government,
Peter Hall, is on its quality oversight
committee.

“Phoenix enrolled students in
courses for its own financial gain,
knowing that few if any of them
would actually commence the course,
or take steps to withdraw from the
course before incurring the debt,” the
ACCC'’s claim said. “Phoenix would
therefore receive VET FEE HELP
payments for each student without,

in most cases, having to provide any
teaching services.”

The Coalition and Labor are
trying to hang the blame for the she-
mozzle on each other. But they’re
both to blame. Labor is calling for
the establishment of an ombudsman
to oversee the sector. This may help
to process the mountain of legal work
generated by profiteers moving in on
education funding but the problem at
the core is left untouched.

The real issue is the provision

of education for private profit. No
amount of regulation (and remember
we’re in the era of removing “red
tape”), oversight or reviewing will
fix this flaw. Free, universally acces-
sible, secular education at all levels
of study is what is required. The
market-obsessed arguments about
savings, excellence and competition
flowing from private provision have
collapsed. Their proponents should
never have been let near education
policy or the education system. &

o
Bigger classes, longer hours

Australian teachers have been
working longer hours with bigger
classes than the OECD average,
according to new research. The
OECD’s 2015 Education at a
Glance Report — a comparison of
OECD nations — also found that
Australia’s schools were under-
funded by governments in the
years before the Gonski reforms.

While Australian teachers are
better paid than the OECD average,
they are earning their money by
dealing with the larger classes and
bigger workloads in the Australian
system.

In 2013 Australia had higher
than average class sizes for Primary

Schools — 24 students versus OECD
average of 21. Average class sizes
for Secondary Schools were 24, the
OECD average.

Teaching hours were also
longer. Australian teachers in Pri-
mary Schools worked 879 hours per
year compared to the OECD aver-
age of 772, Lower Secondary 821
versus 694, and Upper Secondary
812 versus 643.

For the first time the OECD
has acknowledged for the first
time the link between bigger
classes and behavioural issues.

It states that: “Larger classes are
correlated with less time spent on
teaching and learning, and more

time spent on keeping order in the
classroom.”

The report found that one addi-
tional student added to an average-
size class is associated with a 0.5
percentage-point decrease in time
spent on teaching and learning
activities.

Contrary to some claims, Aus-
tralia’s school system actually
received less government funding
than the OECD average in the lead-
up to Gonski.

In 2012, combined Australian
government spending on schools
was 3.4% of GDP, below the 3.5%
OECD average.

The research shows that the
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Australian education system was
heavily reliant on private fund-
ing (0.6% of GDP versus the 0.2%
OECD average) in 2013.

Australian Education Union
federal president Correna Haythorpe
said that the report reinforced the
Gonski Review’s recommendations
for needs-based funding of Austral-
ian schools.

“In the years leading up to the
Gonski agreements Australia was
spending less on government fund-
ing to schools than the OECD aver-
age, and this led to bigger class
sizes and higher workloads for
teachers,” Ms Haythorpe said.

“Our sector-based funding

Sydney
Vigil demanding that
the USA stop the

policies and heavy reliance on pri-
vate funding also worsened inequity
in our schools.

“Australian teachers are doing
more face-to-face teaching than the
OECD average, and teaching bigger
classes, because our school system
is under-resourced.”

Australian teachers are earning
more than the OECD average and
have seen their wages rise faster
in recent years. But the increase of
6.1% over three years is in line with
inflation, and is being compared
against countries hard hit by the
global financial crisis and govern-
ment austerity policies which have
seen cuts to teachers’ salaries. &

blockade on Cuba

Thursday December 17, 2015 at 5:30 pm
Outside the US Consulate in Martin Place

Sunday January 17, 2016 at 12:30 pm
Sydney Town Hall

Also to stop the subversion funds against Cuba &
to return Guanténamo to its rightful owners - the Cuban people.

Support The Guardian by donating to Press Fund
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Vow fo
fight mine

Rudi Maxwell

Wangan and Jagalingou (W&J)
traditional owners were blind-
sided last week by revelations that
Queensland Coordinator-General
Barry Broe was proposing to
extinguish native title on parts
of their traditional lands in the
Galilee Basin in order to enable
Indian company Adani to develop
infrastructure for its $16.5 billion
Carmichael coal mine.

The day after the W&J Tradition-
al Owners’ Council began making its
case in the Federal Court last week
against the mine, the ABC revealed
documents detailing the plan to
acquire part of W&J’s land and con-
vert it to freehold title.

W&IJ Traditional Owners Coun-
cil spokesperson Adrian Burragubba
said the first he had heard of the pro-
posal was a phone call from an ABC
reporter.

He called on Premier Annastacia
Palaszczuk to immediately rule out
compulsorily acquiring their land.

“It is beyond comprehension that
the government would consider such

a shameful and absurd proposal in an
era when our rights are sanctioned
under international law and when
we are already in the Federal Court
contesting the state government and
Adani’s attempts to override our
rights,” Burragubba said.

“I assure the Premier she will be
bringing on one of the biggest human
rights battles we’ve seen in Queens-
land in a long time. If destroying
our rights and handing our lands to
a foreign mining company is on her
agenda, she had better think again.”

Burragubba vowed to fight any
proposal to extinguish native title on
the W&J people’s land. “This pro-
posal won’t stand,” he said. “Not
here, not now, not this time. We will
fight this all the way to the High
Court if need be.

“Never have,
never will”

“We do not consent to Car-
michael mine, and we never will.

“We have twice rejected an Indig-
enous Land Use Agreement (ILUA)
with Adani. This week, we took on

Arrest laws

upheld

The High Court has upheld the
Northern Territory’s controver-
sial paperless arrest laws. The
laws allow police to arrest and
hold for four hours, or longer if
intoxicated, a person they see or
suspect of committing a minor
crime, such as making a public
disturbance or swearing.

Those crimes don’t carry a jail
term and people can’t access bail
or a lawyer while detained. The
North Australian Aboriginal Justice
Agency (NAAJA) and the Human
Rights Law Centre in Darwin chal-
lenged the laws, saying they gave
police unprecedented and unneces-
sary powers which have been used
disproportionately against Aborigi-
nal people.

But the High Court found by
majority that the laws were valid.

“The powers it confers on mem-
bers of the police force are not penal
or punitive in character and do not
impair, undermine or detract from
the institutional integrity of the
Northern Territory courts,” a sum-
mation of the ruling found.

NAAJA principal legal officer
Jonathon Hunyor said they were
disappointed that the court hadn’t
ruled the laws invalid, but pleased
that their operation will be signifi-
cantly narrowed. “The High Court’s
decision reins in an otherwise bad
law,” he said. “The NT govern-
ment tried to introduce a law to give
police very broad powers to lock
people up for minor offences. The
High Court has made it clear that
the operation of the law is very dif-
ferent in practice.

“Locking people up for minor
offending is not the answer. Arrest
and detention should only ever be
used as a last resort.”

In their first eight months of
operation, the paperless arrest laws
have been used more than 2,000
times. The laws disproportionately
impact on Aboriginal people, with
approximately 80 percent of people
detained being Aboriginal.

In investigating the tragic death
of Kumanjayi Langdon, who died
in June after being detained under
the laws for drinking in a public
park, independent NT Coroner Greg
Cavanagh made the extraordinary
call for the laws to be repealed,
saying they were likely to lead to
an increase in Aboriginal deaths in
custody.

“A fundamental lesson of the
Royal Commission into Aborigi-
nal Deaths in Custody was that we
should not be locking up Aboriginal
people for trivial offences,” Hunyor
said. “The NT government needs
to learn that lesson at last and get
serious about reducing the risks of
more Aboriginal people dying in
custody.”

Amnesty International’s Indig-
enous Rights campaigner Julian
Cleary said the NT government
should “do the right thing” and
repeal the laws. “If the NT is
unwilling to adequately address the
Coroner’s recommendations, then
it’s incumbent on the federal gov-
ernment to take responsibility,” he
said.

An on line petition by Amnesty
International calling for NT Attor-
ney General John Elferink to repeal
the laws has attracted more than
12,000 signatures.

Go to www.omnesf\/.org.ou/
action/action/37819
Koori Mail &

Australia
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“We do not consent to Carmichael mine, and we never will”

Adani and the Queensland govern-
ment in the Federal Court, and our
case resumes in February. It would
be pre-empting the outcome of those
proceedings for the government to
attempt to compulsorily acquire our
native title.

“It would be a shocking prec-
edent for a government in Australia
to extinguish title over land against
the express opposition of traditional
owners, and to hand that land to a pri-
vate business interest — in this case
a massive foreign miner with a dis-
graceful record of destroying envi-
ronments and disrupting traditional
communities overseas.”

Burragubba said that all native
title holders should be aware of
the implications if the Queensland
government decided to follow the
proposal.

“These revelations that our rights
in land could be stolen away from us
by Mines Minister Anthony Lynham
and the Queensland government are

an ugly new low in violating the
rights of Indigenous peoples of this
country,” he said.

“I’'m very taken aback, gob-
smacked. The things happening to
Wangan and Jagalingou people are
unbelievable and the process is caus-
ing a lot of lateral violence.

“Adani’s disastrous mega-mine
threatens to devastate my people’s
lands and waters. It will annihilate
the ancient, spiritual connection to
country that makes us who we are.
Its scale and impacts mean our coun-
try would literally disappear.

“My people’s future is in self-
determination without dependency
on mining. Let us be clear again:
When we refuse our consent, no
means no.”

Earlier in the week, W&J laid out
their case in the Federal Court for a
judicial review of a decision by the
Native Title Tribunal. Lawyer Antho-
ny Esposito said their case relied on
several arguments, including that

Adani had put information in front
of the tribunal, which it relied upon,
that was misleading.

Two sets of numbers

“We’re basically saying that
Adani had a whole lot of new infor-
mation regarding the numbers of
jobs that the mine would create that
it chose not to give the tribunal,” he
said.

“And we know that because of
expert evidence in the Queensland
Land Court revealed exaggeration of
numbers and showed there were at
least two sets.

“There’s an issue of conduct
because the information that the tri-
bunal relied on exaggerated the ben-
efits of the mine, therefore the public
interest overriding the rights of tra-
ditional owners is also misleading.”

The case will continue in
February.

Koori Mail &

Open letter

The spirit of intolerance

I write in response to the arti-
cle carried in The Australian of
December 2 by Jennifer Oriel
under the heading “Malcolm
Turnbull must take note of the
Menzies strategy”. The proselyt-
ising piece rehashed many of the
biases held by the political right
regarding international relations
and jihadism and so came as no
surprise. But the suggestion that
“Menzies fought communism by
preparing the Communist Party
Dissolution Act in 1950,” was an
unusual and ugly blast from the
past.

The claims that “The Act aimed
at thwarting the communist threat
to Australia’s sovereignty by block-
ing its path to political legitimacy”,
“Menzies identified communist ide-
ology with the intent to ‘assist or
accelerate the coming of a revolu-
tionary situation’ by subverting the
state’s security apparatus, defence
capabilities and vital industries”
and that “He rightly classified the
subversive strategy as treason,” are
nasty and inaccurate pieces of vilifi-
cation that deserve examination and
condemnation.

Firstly, Menzies did try to ban
the CPA in 1950 with the above-
mentioned Act but it was soon
struck down by the High Court as

unconstitutional. Undaunted, “Pig
Iron Bob” held a referendum in
1951 to remove the legal obstacles
to banning the Party. The people
of Australia voted the reactionary
power grab down.

On the question of “subvert-
ing” industry, etc, there was a Royal
Commission held in Victoria in
1949-50 into the activities of the
Communist Party. The Commis-
sioner, Sir Charles John, found that
trade union officials from the CPA
were elected because of their stren-
uous efforts in defence of workers’
rights, pay and conditions and that
no strategy to bring forward the col-
lapse of the economy and, thereby a
revolutionary situation, existed.

It is true that the Party’s General
Secretary of the time, Lance Shar-
key, was jailed for sedition for com-
ments reported in the media. These
are the words that put him behind
bars as a lesson to others:

“If Soviet forces in pursuit of
aggressors entered Australia, Aus-
tralian workers would welcome
them. Australian workers would
welcome Soviet forces pursuing
aggressors as the workers welcomed
them throughout Europe when the
Red troops liberated the people
from the power of the Nazis.

“Invasion of Australia by forces

of the Soviet Union seems very
remote and hypothetical to me. I
believe the Soviet Union will only
go to war if she is attacked and if
she is attacked I cannot see Austral-
ia being invaded by Soviet troops.
The job of Communists is to strug-
gle to prevent war and to educate
the mass of people against the idea
of war.

“The Communist Party also
wants to bring the working class to
power, but if fascists in Australia
use force to prevent workers gain-
ing that power, Communists will
advise workers to meet force with
force.”

Rather than learning history’s
actual lessons and condemning
Menzies’ baseless smearing of Aus-
tralian Communists, Jennifer Oriel
has suggested his spirit of intoler-
ance should be resurrected. Unfor-
tunately for us, that spirit never
went away and it is evident with the
attacks currently levelled against
trade unions and the Australian
Muslim community. Thankfully,
most Australians aren’t buying the
snake oil. Like the CPA, they sup-
port multiculturalism and reject
these attempts to divide us.

Bob Briton
General Secretary
Communist Party of Australia



Guardian

Australia

Fightback against

December 9,2015 B

Peter Mac

The 30-year rise in the rate of
gambling on poker machines,
sports betting, lotteries, Keno
and casino games is likely to con-
tinue with the arrival of overseas
sports betting firms like William
Hill and Sportsbet, and new casi-
nos like the proposed monstros-
ity at Barangaroo in Sydney. The
incidence of family breakdown,
divorce, homelessness and suicide
will doubtless rise in proportion.

Poker machines pose a particular
menace to ordinary working families.
In 2003 gambling firm Tattersalls
noted regarding poker machines:
“We derive enormous value, 57 per-
cent, from a very small group of cus-
tomers, 15 percent, that is, [of] those
who spend $100 plus per visit.”
The Productivity Commission says
15 percent of regular players are in
effect addicted to the machines.

Last year gamblers in Vic-
toria lost $5.8 billion. Losses on
poker machines rose to $2.57 bil-
lion, including $141 million in Mel-
bourne’s disadvantaged Brimbank
Council area. NSW poker machine
gamblers lost $7.3 billion, with a
staggering $760 million loss in Fair-
field, Sydney’s most disadvantaged
district, giving local operators a $300
million profit.

Since 2011 the amount fed into
NSW poker machines has risen $7
billion per annum. One third came
from five Sydney local government
areas, four of which are the most
disadvantaged in the state. Profits
increased by $415 million (12.5 per-
cent), $160 million of which came
from those five areas.

The vampire zone

The gambling industry is Aus-
tralia’s fourth largest advertiser,
seeking a market audience of young
men aged 18 to 25 who watch sport-
ing activities. Last year’s Big Bash
cricket league series attracted $2.2
billion in bets.

Some 50 percent of sporting bets
are now made by phone. The gam-
bling industry also wants the feder-
al government to allow online live
sporting match betting, which would
increase the betting market, with a
proportionate rise in social trauma.

And the industry hates criticism.
Federal MP Andrew Wilkie may face
court because he described as brib-
ery an attempt by a gambling indus-
try representative to make an illicit
payment to former MP Peter Garret.

The poker machine industry,
which refers to gambling as “enter-
tainment” and to betting as “wager-
ing”, is particularly concerned about
its image.

It should be. Lawyer Jacob
Varghese commented: “...what
is coming more to light through

neuroscience is that players are
helpless because of the design of the
machines.” The longer the gambler
plays the poker machine, the more
profit the operators make, and the
machines are designed to make the
player stay as long as possible.

Journalist Jonathan Holmes
noted: “...‘problem gamblers’ are
people who play the pokies in pre-
cisely the way they are designed to
be played... Pokies are designed to
be addictive; the music, the flashing
lights, the number of enticing ‘near
misses’, above all the tiny injections
of dopamine produced by the ‘wins’
the machines pay out every few sec-
onds — all are precisely calibrated
to produce the trance-like state that
addicts call ‘the zone’”.

Poker machine rooms typically
have no windows or clocks, and one
player interviewed by Holmes com-
mented: “You don’t know if it’s day
or night. Nothing, absolutely noth-
ing exists except that machine and
the button you’re pushing.”

When the machines pay out they
play bright graphics and emit soft
jubilant beeps, even if the payment
is much smaller than the bet. Monash
University public health professor
Charles Livingstone says this simu-
lates reward. Players in “the zone”
register the moment as a win, or close
to a win, encouraging them to keep
playing.

Since the 1980s NSW clubs have
also raised the rate of return in the
form of winnings. Rather than lower-
ing profits, the extra temptation made
gamblers stay longer at the machines,
and profits increased.

Some clubs have even offered
to bring food and drink to play-
ers so they won’t cease playing the
machines. The operators’ tactics have
been so successful that some gam-
blers are said to have remained play-
ing until they lost control of their
bodily functions.

However, the introduction of
anti-smoking laws alarmed the oper-
ators. A Tattersalls report noted:
“Smoking is a powerful reinforce-
ment for the trance-inducing ritu-
als associated with gambling”, but
patrons forced to go outside to smoke
would exit the “zone” and probably
cease playing.

Profits fell after the introduction
of the laws, but the clubs then created
special partially-enclosed “outdoor”
poker machine areas, and the profit
rate rose once more.

Hooking
the government

In a tactic that bears a bizarre
resemblance to bribery, the gambling
industry repeatedly reminds state and
federal governments not only of the
tax it pays but also of the tax it would
pay if its operations expanded.

Pete Andrew Revisited

the Guardian press fund.

Since 2011 NSW poker machine
taxes have risen 8.5 percent. The
Victorian government gained $1.6
billion from gambling last financial
year.

In return for a $5 million pay-
ment now, $272 million by 2022, and
construction projects in Brisbane, the
Queensland government has offered
Star Entertainment a 20 percent tax
on casino tables, compared to Syd-
ney’s 29 percent.

The NSW government has,
admittedly, placed notices outside
gambling establishments about the
miniscule chance of beating the
poker machines, and has reduced
the state’s number of machines. The
Victorian government also wants to
link the state’s gaming machines and
allow gamblers to pre-set loss limits.

But it’s not enough. Taxation
payments and political campaign
contributions have dissuaded the
major parties from curbing the poker
machine industry’s rapacious growth.

But that can change. The Alliance
for Gambling Reform will soon com-
mence court proceedings against the
gambling industry, arguing that poker
machines’ operations are deceptive,
misleading and breach consumer
laws, and are therefore illegal.

And there are other means
of struggle. Australia has already
reduced the number of smoking
addicts by banning cigarette adver-
tising and smoking in offices and
public places, and by introducing
plain packaging laws for cigarettes.

We could dramatically reduce
the amount lost in poker machines
by banning the use of trance-induc-
ing music, sounds and graphics. But
to achieve that we have to place irre-
sistible pressure on state and federal
governments and vote for left-wing
and progressive parties pledged to
rein in the gambling industry.

It can and must be done. &

Pete Andrew Revisited

Peter Andrew’s artistic skills in portraying political leaders match
those of any professional cartoonist. His politics are sharp and
penetrating and humour at times merciless. The Guardian has
produced a booklet, Pete Andrew Revisited.
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The CFMEU has called for an end to the politicisation of the
Australian Federal Police (AFP) following a victory for the union
in the ACT Supreme Court. A Supreme Court judge has ruled that
the AFP breached legal requirements during its raid on the ACT
CFMEU union office in August 2015. The AFP was ordered to pay
the CFMEU’s legal costs. ACT CFMEU secretary Dean Hall hailed
the decision as a win for workers, the union and civil liberties. “We
value the work done by the Australian Federal Police, but they
have to act within the law. The officers attached to the Trade Union
Royal Commission taskforce have clearly broken the law,” Mr Hall
said. He added that the CFMEU had complied with every request
to produce documents for the Royal Commission. National CFMEU
Construction secretary Dave Noonan welcomed the judgement,
but expressed concern with the way the Federal Police was being
used by the federal government. “| think the community should be
concerned that the police are being tied up to further the anti-union
agenda that is the legacy of Tony Abbott, when there are more
pressing, serious crimes that need their attention,” said Mr Noonan.

And talking of Tony Abbott’s legacy — even losing his position
does not deter the ex-prime minister from making a fool of him-
self. Abbott was delighted to receive a Freedom Award from the
Australian Federation of Ukrainian Organisations. Leaving aside
the dubious decision to accept an award for supporting a coup in
a foreign country, Abbott again distinguished himself by praising
his contribution to Australia and the wider world. “In particular”,
Abbott said, it had been an honour “to assert the universal decen-
cy of mankind against their violators, whether that be a terrorist
caliphate or a Russian president that needed shirt-fronting”. He still
does not get what an embarrassment he has been to the country.

Coal, oil and gas investments are under the spotlight. Some local
councils are considering selling their investments in coal, oil and
gas shares. Most councils in Australia cannot invest in shares but
have exposure to fossil fuels through term deposits with the big
four Australian banks, which lend to resource companies. So far
15 councils are divesting. At the end of last year there were only
two councils committed to divest. We are not talking about a huge
shift in policies here. After all, there are 565 local councils which
are not divesting. But there is a certain trend which will grow with
time. It is worth noting that about 495 institutions globally have
committed to divest, including the Rockefeller Brothers Fund,
Allianz, one of the world’s largest insurance companies, and the
Norwegian Sovereign Wealth Fund. Minerals Council of Australia
chief executive Brendan Pearson is sure that investors will con-
tinue to support the industry as independent forecasters project
that Australian coal exports will grow by 37 per cent by 2040.
Well, it remains to be seen how things will change and develop.
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the United Nations after 70 ye«

Marjorie Cohn

Although President Barack Obama said
he opposes “endless war” and “America’s
combat mission in Afghanistan may be
over”, he announced that the 9,800 US
troops presently there will remain. Obama
had previously stated that he would cut
the US force in half, but he has decided to
maintain the current troop level until 2017.
Seventy years after the founding of the
United Nations, armed conflict, especially US
wars that violate the UN Charter, continues to
plague the world. In 1945, the UN Charter was
created “to save succeeding generations from
the scourge of war.” It forbids the use of mili-
tary force except in self-defence after an armed
attack by another state or when approved by the
Security Council. Yet the three most recent US
presidents have violated that command.

Bush, Clinton, Obama

In October 2001, George W Bush led the
US to attack Afghanistan, even though Afghan-
istan had not attacked the United States on 9/11.
Nineteen men, 15 of whom came from Saudi
Arabia, committed a crime against humanity.
Bush’s invasion of Afghanistan did not consti-
tute lawful self-defence and the Security Coun-
cil did not approve the use of force. The US
war on Afghanistan has replaced Vietnam as
America’s longest war.

Two years later, before he invaded Iraq
and changed its regime, Bush tried mightily
to secure the imprimatur of the Security Coun-
cil. Although the Council refused to author-
ise “Operation Iraqi Freedom,” Bush cobbled
together prior Security Council resolutions
from the first Gulf War in an attempt to legiti-
mise his illegitimate war. Bush’s war on Iraq
was a disastrous gift that keeps on giving. It has
resulted in hundreds of thousands of deaths, led
to the rise of ISIS, and dangerously destabilised
the region.

John Bolton, Bush’s temporary UN ambas-
sador (a recess appointment since the Senate
would never have confirmed him) infamously
declared, “There is no United Nations. There
is an international community that occasion-
ally can be led by the only real power left in
the world, and that is the United States, when
it suits our interest, and when we can get others
to go along.” Bolton added, “When the United
States leads, the United Nations will follow.
When it suits our interest to do so, we will do
so.”

Indeed, Bush’s predecessor could have
helped prevent the genocide in Rwanda. But
instead, Bill Clinton prevented the United
Nations from acting to stop the killing of
800,000 people in that country. Clinton’s sec-
retary of state, Madeline Albright, called the
UN “a tool of American foreign policy.”

Barack Obama and his counterparts in
France and Britain secured a resolution from
the Security Council approving a no-fly-zone
over Libya in 2011. But the three powers
engaged in forcible regime change, ousting
Libyan president Muammar Qaddafi. This went
far beyond what the resolution authorised. That
action has also contributed mightily to the cur-
rent instability in the region.

The Libya resolution mentioned the emerg-
ing doctrine of “Responsibility to Protect.” This
doctrine is contained in the General Assem-
bly’s Outcome Document of the 2005 World
Summit. It is neither enshrined in an interna-
tional treaty nor has it ripened into a norm of
customary international law. Paragraph 138 of

that document says each individual state has
the responsibility to protect its populations
from genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing
and crimes against humanity. Paragraph 139
adds that the international community, through
the United Nations, also has “the responsibil-
ity to use appropriate diplomatic, humanitarian
and other peaceful means, in accordance with
Chapters VI and VIII of the UN Charter, to help
protect populations from genocide, war crimes,
ethnic cleansing and crimes against humanity.”
But the United States and its allies have not
utilised the Responsibility to Protect doctrine to
protect the people of Gaza from massacres by
Israel, most recently in the summer of 2014.

Maintaining status quo

The objective of the victorious powers of
World War II in creating the UN system was
to make sure they would continue to control
post-war international relations. The League
of Nations, which the US had refused to join,
had failed to prevent fascism and the Second
World War.

In 1942, the United States, the Soviet
Union, Britain, and China — four of the per-
manent members of the Security Council (later
joined by France) — had met at Dumbarton
Oaks, near Washington DC. They hammered
out the framework for the UN. A few months
before the founding UN conference, the US,
Britain and the Soviet Union met at Yalta in
the Crimea and made important decisions about
the post-war world, including the structure of
the UN.

The United States made certain that the
founding conference would be held on US soil,
and it took place in San Francisco. In order to
ensure that the US choreographed the meeting,
the FBI spied on foreign emissaries and even
on the US delegates themselves.

Stephen Schlesinger noted, “The US appar-
ently used its surveillance reports to set the
agenda of the UN, to control the debate, to
pressure nations to agree to its positions and to
write the UN Charter mostly according to its
own blueprint.”

George Kennan, architect of the US con-
tainment strategy against the Soviet Union,
didn’t pull any punches: “We have 50% of the
world’s wealth, but only 6.3% of its popula-
tion ... Our real task in the coming period is
to devise a pattern of relationships which will
allow us to maintain this position of disparity
... We should cease to talk about the raising of
the living standards and democratisation. The
day is not far off when we are going to have to
deal in straight power concepts.”

The veto power

Without the power to veto decisions of
the Security Council, the US and the Soviet
Union would not have joined the UN. One of
the major sticking points during the confer-
ence was the scope of the veto power. Austral-
ian foreign minister Gareth Evans described the
motivation behind giving the permanent mem-
bers the power to veto decisions of the Security
Council. He stated, “to convince the permanent
members that they should adhere to the Charter
and the collective security framework embod-
ied therein, a deliberate decision was taken to
establish a collective security system which
could not be applied to the permanent mem-
bers themselves.”

The Security Council has 15 members —
five permanent members and 10 non-permanent
members. The Soviet Union wanted the per-
manent members to have veto power over all

The Headquarters of the United Nations is in Manhattan, New York City.

decisions of the Security Council, which would
have allowed them to prevent discussion about
the peaceful settlement of disputes in which
they were involved. A compromise was reached
that gives the permanent members a veto only
over “substantive” matters; the peaceful settle-
ment of disputes is considered a “procedural”
matter.

Religious groups feared the veto would
permit the big powers to use their mili-
tary might against the small nations without
accountability. A group of prominent Protestant
ministers called it “a mere camouflage for the
continuation of imperialistic policies and the
exercise of arbitrary power for the domination
of other nations.”

Smaller countries, including Chile, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Switzerland, Italy and the Vatican
felt the proposed voting structure was not con-
sistent with the sovereign equality of states and
would place the permanent members above the
law.

Interestingly, the word “veto” does not
appear in the UN Charter. Article 27 says
that decisions on procedural matters “shall be
made by an affirmative vote of nine members
including the concurring votes of the perma-
nent members.” One permanent member can
therefore exercise veto power by withholding
a concurring vote.

Tensions with
Latin American countries

The US, Great Britain, the Soviet Union
and China, as the sponsoring powers of the con-
ference, issued formal invitations. Fifty coun-
tries, primarily from the industrialised North,
were represented at San Francisco. They com-
prised fewer than one-quarter of the countries
of the world. About 35 were aligned with the
US, five were allied with the Soviet Union,

The objective of the victorious powers of
World War Il in creating the UN system was
to make sure they would continue fo control

post-war international relations.

and 10 were non-aligned. At the time, most
of the developing countries were colonies or
semi-colonies.

During the conference, conflicts erupted
between the big powers and countries in the
South. The Latin American contingent was
made up of 19 countries that had been non-
belligerents during the War. But since they had
declared war on the Axis countries by the dead-
line, they were allowed to join the UN.

President Franklin D Roosevelt had a warm
relationship with Latin America, stemming
from his Good Neighbour Policy in the 1930s.
It provided for non-intervention and non-inter-
ference in the domestic affairs of the countries
of Latin America. In return, the United States
expected sweet trade agreements and the reas-
sertion of US influence in the region. Roosevelt
died 13 days before the San Francisco confer-
ence, leaving Harry Truman to represent the US
in negotiations over the UN Charter.

Although the Latin American countries
proposed the inclusion of Brazil as the sixth
permanent Security Council member, the US
successfully prevented it.

The Latin bloc sought to establish its own
regional security system apart from the UN.
The Act of Chapultepec, which was devel-
oped at a prior inter-American conference in
Mexico City, said that an attack on one state in
the region was an attack on all, which would
result in immediate collective consultation and
possible military action.

Objecting to a provision in the UN Charter
that would give the permanent members the
power to veto any action by a regional organi-
sation, the Latin countries advocated the prin-
ciples of Chapultepec. The final draft of Article
51 of the UN Charter protects “the inherent
right of individual or collective self-defence.”
In deference to the Latin bloc, “collective” is a
reference to Chapultepec.

US opposes
“International Law”

Article 2 provides, “Nothing contained in
the present Charter shall authorise the United
Nations to intervene in matters which are essen-
tially within the domestic jurisdiction of any
state.”

The original proposal stated that interna-
tional law would determine what is “solely
within the domestic jurisdiction” of a state.
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When the US Congress demanded that the
words “international law” be removed, they
were deleted.

Since then, not surprisingly, the United
States has repeatedly violated international
law in both the use of armed force and the
killing of civilians, most recently in Obama’s
drone war.

The UN Charter established the Interna-
tional Court of Justice, or the World Court, as
the judicial arm of the UN system. Would states
have to submit to its jurisdiction? Truman said
that if “we are going to have a court, it ought
to be a court that would work with compul-
sory jurisdiction.” But after Secretary of State
Edward Stettinius convinced Truman that the
US Senate would never ratify an Internation-
al Court of Justice statute with that provision,
Truman relented. The court only has conten-
tious jurisdiction over states that consent to its
jurisdiction.

Indeed, when the International Court of
Justice ruled in 1986 that the US had violated
international law by mining Nicaragua’s har-
bours and supporting the Contras in their insur-
rection against the Nicaraguan government, the
US thumbed its nose at the court, saying it was
not bound by the ruling.

Whither the UN Charter?

For 45 years during the Cold War, the veto
power paralysed the Security Council. But after
the dissolution of the Soviet Union in 1991,
the veto ironically turned the Security Council
into a countervailing power to the US, as the
council is the only international body that can
legitimately authorise the use of military force.

And, as stated above, Clinton, Bush, and
Obama have circumvented or manipulated
the Security Council, in violation of the UN
Charter.

The United Nations has succeeded in some
instances in slowing down an immediate resort
to military force, although it has failed to broker
a solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict or
develop a treaty to outlaw nuclear weapons.

Nevertheless, the US government feels
compelled to try to obtain the Security Coun-
cil’s blessing for its military interventions. And
although the US often uses armed force without
Security Council approval, it is increasingly
apparent to the countries of the world that the
United States is a notorious lawbreaker.
Information Clearing House &
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Taking Issue — PPSH Bear
Why France?

A series of brutal massacres have claimed
hundreds of innocent lives from 26 coun-
tries on November 13, 2015. It seems terror-
ist attacks have become France’s nightmare
throughout the entire 2015; other major
attacks include the Charlie Hebdo office
attack in January and the Thalys train
attack in August.

ISIS terrorists launched the attacks (by
mass shooting and suicide bombing) almost
synchronously in several of Paris’ most
crowded districts (District Ten and Eleven),
attacking restaurants, a music venue and a
sport stadium. One hundred and twenty nine
civilians were killed and another 433 were
badly injured. Seven terrorists were dead on
site and another one was arrested the fol-
lowing day in Belgium. Mainstream West-
ern media claim the attacks were executed
by Islamic extremists, but in fact, evidence
shows that the suicide bomber is not a devout
religious person, but a girl who likes drinking
and partying.

Sympathy should be given for the loss of
lives in the attacks, and any violent attack tar-
geting innocent people should be condemned.
The Paris attack has proven once again that
violence can never solve conflicts, other-
wise, terrorist attacks that happened in the
past would prevent similar attacks happening
again.

Unlike what most mainstream Western
media — that keep readers’ interest in follow-
ing countless information and avoiding to
provide a deeper analysis — no background
information on the attacks will be enumerated
further in this article. Instead, it will analyse
presumptions of why terrorist attacks have
kept happening in France this year, hoping to
encourage readers to think independently and
critically in a bigger political picture.

Why France?

People around the world are asking the
same question: why was France attacked
again and again? Is it just a coincidence?
Modern materialists do not believe in coin-
cidence or fate. They believe that everything
has explanations and consequences.

Sensible people should agree that the ter-
rorist attacks that happened in France this
year are not coincidences. There must be rea-
sons behind the attacks that could provide
better and more logical explanations. The fol-
lowing are some presumptions and analysis.

Is it possible that the French police and
intelligence service are idle and incapa-
ble of detecting and preventing any terrorist
attack, one after another? If this presump-
tion is true, it can only prove that the French
law enforcement system has lost one of its
most fundamental functions, that it is unable
to continually ensure public safety and main-
tain social order. This indicates the fact that
France, as a capitalist state, has failed to
even provide a basic need for supporting its
modern society, failing to respond to new
security threats.

ITronically, France, one of the US’s close
allies, fits perfectly the category of Failed
State, “Failed State” being a term that west-
ern scholars use to call a hostile state in a civil
war. The French people should realise that
their state is driven by a capitalist political,
and economic and social system which is no
longer able to protect them.

However, people may argue that France
still has a well-trained, strong military force
armed with nuclear weapons. The physical
military might at least shows that France is
capable of protecting itself, but why does the
reality tell a different story?

One explanation is that neither the French
police nor the government care for the lives
and the safety of the working people; the
French military is used only to maintain capi-
talists’ interest and their political order.

A western liberal democratic state, such
as France, has no interest in the safety and
well being of the working people, otherwise,
it would lose its last remaining legitimacy that
keeps the people from overthrowing the capi-
talist regime. And that is why western liberal
democratic states in particular view legiti-
macy as a cornerstone. To secure legitimacy
they ceaselessly promote capitalism’s justice,
freedom and equality to deceive and in some
instances buy off the working people.
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However, with the growth of productive
forces, in Karl Marx’s terms, the working
class has gradually become more political-
ly mature, concerning itself and with social
problems and questioning policy and political
decisions. For instance, the working people in
Europe have shown enormous empathy and
sympathy in solidarity with immigrants from
the Middle East.

Hence the ruling capitalist class now has
to work harder, covering its political purpose
to dupe the working people.

French President Hollande declared
“France is at war with ISIS” right after the
attacks, and his claim received no political
opposition in parliament. The President sent
France’s only nuclear-powered aircraft car-
rier Charles De Gaulle to Syria for retaliation
against ISIS.

In fact, the attacks give France an excuse
to join the US’s military operations in Syria,
supporting any military force to undermine
the strength of the Syrian government and
contain Russia’s counter-terrorist missions in
Syria. Evidence includes: the sophisticated
US army “wrongly” air dropped weapons to
ISIS. And the US Congress has agreed to sus-
pend its plan for taking 100,000 Syrian refu-
gees into the country.

Imperialism has been using this kind of
“opportunity” for a long time. Looking back
to history, the Nazis concocted the Reichstag
Fire in 1933, and blamed communists for set-
ting the parliament on fire. The people must
understand that kind of opportunity is often
used for instigating public hatred and launch-
ing long-lasting wars that serve the ruling
capitalists’ interests.

The US and its western allies promote
their version of democracy and human rights
and then exaggerate how cultural and reli-
gious difference produce “threats”.

Acts like those in Paris are a real danger
that cultivates hatred and is the seed of terror-
ism, benefiting the ruling class at the expense
of the working people. The oppressed classes
around the world need to unite in solidarity
and respect for one another. &

New plan

Let's start a fresh life in a new plan
Let's change the world

Forget the old ideas

It s to action, not in word

[ am not Mr Barack Obama

| want real change from the roofs
All we are equal humans

We aren't robots

I'm looking to happiness among misery
All things seen by my eyes —

| don't find it in the Middle East

Then | ask myself: Why?

All we suffer from the suffering of others,

Our happiness depends on the happiness of others
Can we find sweet confection in a bitter land?

Can we be happy with these severest of bothers?

| believe over the centuries

Capitalism is trying every way:

Only the hold of a foolish mind on earth
Only to keep fossilized ideas always

The earth has room for everyone

And the best will come gloriously,

If we expand our perception, our wisdom
And put love in gleaming laws

Accumulation of capital means great harm
Stair fo stair for keeping power

From siress, fear, lies, indemency

Till cruelty and crime cover all

Setareh Tehran
(Ashraf Alikhani)

21 November 2015
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Cameron’s new Cold War

David Morgan

BRITAIN: Every state that ever
existed in world history has
sought to justify its actions abroad
by claiming that it has the moral
right and justice on its side.

Only fundamentalist regimes or
non-state actors such as ISIS today
still insist that “God is on their side,”
but as recently as the first world war
of 1914-18, both contending sets of
imperial powers insisted that they
had divine approval.

Today modern states such as
Britain seek to justify their foreign
policy on the basis of defending the
national interest, upholding human
rights and supporting their allies.

In its Strategic Defence and
Security Review 2015, published a
week ago, the British government has
added an additional argument to sup-
port its foreign policy aims, which is
the defence of “economic security”.

In fact, Prime Minister David
Cameron states in his introduction to
the policy paper that “national secu-
rity depends on economic security”.

The review states: “The UK
has a proud tradition of protecting
its people, promoting civil liberties,
upholding the rule of law and build-
ing diverse, integrated communi-
ties tolerant of different faiths and
beliefs.”

It should be patently obvious that
these values of human rights, civil
liberties, toleration, rule of law, are
values that virtually nobody could
dispute or dissent from.

As such, they are not to be por-
trayed as the exclusive property of
Britain or its Western allies, despite
Cameron’s insistence that we are
“working hand in glove with” our
allies in order to uphold these core
values worldwide.

It is actually quite dangerous for
one state to claim superiority over
any rivals or in effect to assume unto
itself the privilege of being a world
policeman who seeks to impose any
set of principles.

It is indeed extremely arrogant
to adopt such a position, but no-one
could ever claim that David Cameron
is a modest or unassuming person.
The review goes on to outline its core
aims, of which one is to “build sta-
bility overseas, upholding our values
and focusing more of our develop-
ment effort on fragile states and
regions.”

To achieve this, the review insists
that Britain has “strengthened our
security partnerships in the Middle
East, especially the Gulf, and in
Africa.”

Interestingly, it does not men-
tion Turkey in this regard, although
it does refer to NATO frequently and
Turkey is of course a member. It also
refers elliptically to “other allies” in
the Middle East apart from the Gulf
States, which most probably means
Turkey.

Britain is often shy about pro-
claiming its relations with Turkey,
not without good reason. But we can
surely assume that Cameron regards
Turkey as a key ally.

The review argues that there are
two main threats to Britain, to its
NATO allies and to global security.
These two threats are said to be inter-
national terrorism and Russia.

As for terrorism, ISIS is men-
tioned many times, but the review
does not mean only ISIS or Islamist
terrorism when it speaks of terrorism.
It refers explicitly to other terrorisms
such as, for example, a continuing
terrorism threat in Northern Ireland.

There is in fact no indication of
any intention to amend, revise or
update those groups that have been
proscribed under British anti-terror-
ism laws. This proscription list of
course currently includes the Kurdis-
tan Workers’ Party (PKK), among
others.

The review, in arguing that
threats from terrorism are growing
at home and abroad, states that the
“world is more dangerous and uncer-
tain today than five years ago.”

There is little hope of any relax-
ation of anti-terrorist legislation
offered by this statement. If anything,
the law is likely to get even tougher
in the coming period. Furthermore,
the review states that defence will
“prioritise the fight against terrorism,
radicalisation and extremism at home
and overseas.”

Quite clearly partisan political
prejudices determine the conclusions
of this review.

It reflects a new cold war where
Russia and terrorism are the twin
enemies.

The conclusions that are reached
are influenced by the country’s stra-
tegic alliances and considerations of
the demands of its key allies such as
the United States, the Gulf States and
Turkey.

The new cold war mentality is
clearly evident in the section devoted
to Russia, which says: “At the NATO
summit in Lisbon in 2010, we com-
mitted to work with our allies to build
a partnership with Russia.

“But since then Russia has
become more aggressive, authoritari-
an and nationalist, increasingly defin-
ing itself in opposition to the West.

Britain and the West see Moscow under
Viadimir Putin as a threat simply because the
country is no longer willing to bend its knee
to NATO diktats and play junior partner fo
Washington at every tfurn.

“The illegal annexation of
Crimea in 2014 and continuing sup-
port to separatists in eastern Ukraine
through the use of deniable, hybrid
tactics and media manipulation have
shown Russia’s willingness to under-
mine wider international standards
of co-operation in order to secure its
perceived interests.”

These assertions are grossly
biased and totally erroneous.

The characterisation of Russia as
“more aggressive, authoritarian and
nationalist” are, for example, words
that could easily be used to describe
Turkey, Saudi Arabia or Qatar, but
these are key British allies.

In fact, these three states have
sponsored the growth of radical
Islamist terrorist groups such as ISIS
and the al-Nusra Front, which have
been committing vile atrocities in
Syria and Iraq.

So it is futile and absurd for the
review to say that Britain wants to
“prioritise the fight against terrorism,
radicalisation and extremism at home
and overseas.”

This is simply because Britain
will never be able to get to the root of

the problem and eradicate this Islam-
ist terrorism while it receives materi-
al assistance, finance and ideological
support in the form of the fundamen-
talist Sunni Islam called Wahhabism
which is the official state ideology of
Saudi Arabia.

Coming back to Russia, in real-
ity Britain and the West see Moscow
under Vladimir Putin as a threat
simply because the country is no
longer willing to bend its knee to
NATO diktats and play junior part-
ner to Washington at every turn.

This has led to the Western alli-
ance launching a dangerous new cold
war of which the continuing conflict
in Syria forms a part. The growth of
groups such as ISIS can most accu-
rately be seen as creations of West-
ern policy in the same way that
the mojahedin was sponsored and
encouraged by the West in the 1970s
in order to fight the Soviet Union in
Afghanistan.

In fact, when examined closely
Islamic fundamentalism has always
been sponsored by the West and
especially by the West’s regional
Middle Eastern allies to undermine

and fight left progressive forces such
as the workers’ movement, commu-
nist and socialist parties. The fight of
the Kurdish PYD and PKK against
ISIS today can also be understood
from this perspective.

Cameron’s strategic defence
review will not provide the means
to defeat ISIS because it fails to get
to the root of the problem, which is
the funding and support that ISIS
receives from certain states already
mentioned.

This Conservative policy docu-
ment instead prefers to fight a new
cold war and use the threat of ISIS
politically to attempt to make strate-
gic gains in the Middle East with the
aim of undermining Russia — and
to weaken secular progressive forces
such as the Kurdish movement which
poses a threat to Turkey and funda-
mentalist Islamist regimes, who are
the West’s allies.

We should treat this defence
review with great caution. It is far
from being an impartial document
and is meant to be a justification for
anew cold war.

Morning Star &
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Eric Draitser

Venezuela’s legislative elections
on Sunday December 6, 2015 will
significantly impact on the course
of the Bolivarian Revolution start-
ed by the late Hugo Chavez. An
opposition-led National Assembly
would use all tools at its disposal
to hamper efforts to continue the
ongoing process of political, eco-
nomic, and social transformation
still ongoing today.

Walking the streets of Caracas,
Venezuela’s capital, one gets the
sense people are largely still sup-
portive of the government, despite
their understandable grievances
about runaway inflation, lack of
basic goods, and increasing violent
crime.

media seeks 1o undermine Venezvela

However, were one to read
solely the US and western corpo-
rate media, one could think the
government is on the verge of col-
lapse, and the opposition is either
poised to control the government,
or to have the election stolen from
them.

In fact, the opposition has
already laid the groundwork for a
potential destabilisation of the coun-
try, as a number of key figures have
openly stated that should they lose
the election, it would be an indica-
tion of fraud.

Such tactics are par for the
course for an opposition composed
of US-backed, right wing neo-lib-
eral members of the former ruling
class — an opposition that heralds
criminals such as Leopoldo Lopez

as righteous heroes persecuted by
the government.

The truth however is Venezue-
la’s electoral system is the best,
“most transparent in the world,” as
former US President Jimmy Carter
proclaimed in 2012. Indeed, despite
the distortions of the US media,
these elections will be free, fair, and
reflective of the will of the people.

It seems that it is the opposition
that is desperate to create confusion,
fabricating a pretext to invalidate
the results of the election and bring
down the wrath of the US political
class.

The corporate media has used
poll numbers to convince the world
that anything other than a resound-
ing victory for the right wing
means the election was stolen.

However, many of the polls cited
are from anti-government sourc-
es, including opposition and US-
funded NGOs. A poll with a track
record of independence and accu-
racy predicts that, “trends indicate
the forces who defend the Bolivar-
ian process may obtain 43 percent
of the votes and with that, 96 of the
167 seats of the National Assembly
(parliament).”

This analysis takes into account
the seats up for grabs, the districts
being challenged, and the various
competing political groupings.

An equally spurious claim, from
the US government itself, is that the
Venezuelan government unfairly
banned leading opposition figures
from standing for election, in par-
ticular, Leopoldo Lopez and Maria

Conchita. This conveniently omits
the fact that both have been impli-
cated in a number of criminal activi-
ties, including criminal conspiracies
to bring down the government on
more than one occasion.

Lopez has been implicated in
multiple assassination and coup
attempts against the Maduro gov-
ernment. The man the US hails as a
heroic democrat is, in fact, a violent
thug and corrupt criminal whose
obviously fascist tendencies are evi-
denced by his calls for beatings and
killings of political opponents!

Conchita was connected to a
major assassination attempt against
Chavez and a conspiracy to over-
throw the government and reassert
right wing control of the country.
Sounds familiar? &
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“dark heart of fear”

San Bernardino, California - still in shock.

Larry Rubin

WASHINGTON: The families
whose loved ones were murdered
last week in San Bernardino,
California, are still in shock, but
Republican presidential wannabes
aren’t waiting. They’re exploit-
ing the tragedy for personal
advantage.

Completely ignoring the FBI
and police reports, the candidates are
scapegoating the Muslim communi-
ty. They’re ranting about our nation
being at war with “Islamic terror-
ists.” ISIS and Al-Qaeda are thanking
them. By conflating terrorism with
Islam, Donald Trump and the rest
of the GOP (The Republican Party)
bunch are propping up their pretence
of being legitimate Islamic groups.

They are not. ISIS and Al-Qae-
da are to Islam what the KKK is to
Christianity. They prey upon adher-
ents and tear the fabric of their
religions by pitting group against
group.

The overwhelming, vast majority
of Muslims believe Islam promotes
peace among all peoples and accept-
ance among all religions. Donald
Trump is helping ISIS and Al-Qae-
da gain worldwide prestige. He has
implied that somehow President
Obama is in league with them.

Meanwhile, Obama is trying to
bring the nation together. Standing in
front of the fully lit national Christ-
mas tree, he called for unity. He has
assured the public that “we will get
to the bottom of this,” and find out
what motivated the killers in San
Bernardino.

“It is possible that this was
terrorist-related. But we don’t
know yet,” Obama told reporters.
“It is also possible that this was
workplace-related.”

Working around the clock to dis-
cover a motive the FBI has taken
over the investigation. Here is what
we know for sure so far:

Syed Rizwan Farook, 28, went to
a holiday party with his co-workers
at the Inland Regional Centre social
services agency. He left and returned
with his wife, Tashfeen Malik, 27.
They killed 14 people with assault
weapons and wounded 21. After
placing a pipe bomb on the floor, they
fled and were killed in a shoot-out
with police after a car chase.

The pipe bomb, thankfully, did
not explode. The police found several
others, a stockpile of ammunition and
more weapons at their house.

Farook and Malik had a
6-month-old daughter who they left
with Farook’s mother before going
on their rampage. Why did they
do it? Obviously the couple had

pre-planned their attack, but what
was their motive?

Had they been pulled down into
a vortex of misguided, mistaken reli-
gious fanaticism? Maybe. The FBI
and local police are working 24/7 to
discover a motive. They have ruled
nothing out.

Thursday night, NBC News
reported that intelligence sources say
that Farook and Malik “had commu-
nications with individuals overseas
who are persons of interest to Ameri-
can authorities.”

Most of the “communications”
were over social media. Like mil-
lions of couples around the world,
Farook and Malik met over the inter-
net. Farook travelled to Saudi Arabia
to meet Malik in person and bring
her to the States. He was born in Illi-
nois, the son of Pakistani immigrants.
She is originally from Pakistan. Last
year, they visited Pakistan and maybe
other countries in the region.

Authorities stress that so far there
is no hard evidence of a direct con-
nection between the couple and any
terrorist group. In fact, investigators
interviewed some of the “persons of
interest” and ruled out any possibility
they were connected to the shootings.

That hasn’t stopped Fox News
from airing “expert” after “expert”
who have no inside knowledge about
the tragedy but insist it must have
been a terrorist action.

“Dark heart of fear”

Howard Fineman, global edito-
rial director of the AOL Huffington
Post Media Group, said these com-
mentators and the Republican can-
didates are plunging into the “dark
heart of fear.”

The hate-mongering is bearing
fruit; rotten fruit.

Roshan Abbassi, assistant imam
of the mosque where Farook worshi-
ped, told MSNBC “I was at a friend’s
house. There was a knock at the door,
and I opened it. Someone pointed a
gun at my face. What have I done to
deserve that?”

Abbassi continued: “There are
no guns in our mosque; no one even
owns a gun. There is nothing ‘radi-
cal” here. Islam does not teach hurt-
ing other people.

“We are like everybody else in
this community. We are all heart-
broken about what happened and
have great sympathy for the victims
and their families. We are praying for
them. We are all American citizens
and residents of San Bernardino.”

What the imam said should have
been assumed without his feeling the
need to say it. Nevertheless, he spoke
for all Muslims in his community:
they are living in fear of a pogrom.

Preventing
future attacks

In a televised interview, Presi-
dent Obama told the nation “Don’t
accept that nothing can be done to
stop these attacks. It’s just too easy to
get weapons. We must make it a bit
harder.” He referred to the fact that
there have been 350 mass killing in
the US this year alone.

What’s more, the Department of
Homeland Security (DHS) recently
released a report saying that terror
attacks from the domestic right wing
pose a greater threat to the US than
groups like ISIS. DHS found that
there have been 24 “sovereign citi-
zen” terror attacks in the past five
years.

That does not count the recent
murders at the Planned Parenthood
clinic in Colorado because it hap-
pened after the report was released.
Nor does it count the murders of Afri-
can American worshippers at their
church in South Carolina. For some
reason, DHS does not classify that as
a terrorist incident.

Regardless of the motives that
led to the attacks, they all have one
thing in common: the murderers
easily bought weapons.

Faced with this fact, Republi-
cans have blocked every proposal
for tightening of gun control laws,
including a bill introduced in the
Senate one day after the San Ber-
nardino killings.

Among other things, the bill
would have made it illegal for people
on “terror watch lists” to buy guns
and explosives.

Republicans voted down the
measure. They said the government
could mistakenly place innocent
people on watch lists, denying them
their constitutional rights to purchase
guns.

Muslims are on the front lines
fighting terrorism. After their fuel-
ling fear and hatred of Muslims, the
right wingers’ concern for innocent
people seems hypocritical.

Instead of attacking the US
Muslim community, all of our elected
officials should embrace it and work
to protect it from the haters. Mus-
lims have always been on the front
lines fighting and preventing terror-
ist threats.

In the wake of San Bernardino,
Hussan Ayloush, director of the Los
Angeles chapter of the Council on
American-Islamic Relations called a
press conference to say “All Amer-
icans, Muslims, Jews, Christians,
everyone, must unite in times like
these.”

People’s World &

ISIS and Al-Qaeda are fo
Islam what the KKK is to
Christianity. They prey upon
adherents and tear the
fabric of their religions by

pitting group against group.

— Region Briefs

Viethamese Prime Minister, Nguyen Tan Dung, recently met with
delegates from the Communist Party of France (PCF), headed
by its National Secretary, Pierre Laurent. The PM expressed his
sympathies on the recent terrorist attacks in Paris. He thanked the
PCF’s contribution and asked it to continue to support the friend-
ship between the two parties and cooperation between Vietnam
and France. Laurent praised Vietnam’s contribution to the miti-
gation of climate change, stressing the importance of ensuring
environmental protection while pursuing economic development.

Vietnamese President, Truong Tan Sang, held a meeting with
visiting Head of the Supreme Public Prosecutor’s Office of
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK), Jang
Byong Gyu. The President urged that the two sides work even
harder. He said the Vietnamese Party and the state would
strengthen relations with the DPRK. Jang agreed with the
President and thanked Vietnamese people’s support on DPRK’s
national construction, pledging that he would do his best to pro-
mote the traditional friendship between the two countries.

Celebrations were held in Laos and Vietnam to celebrate Laos’
40th National Day. Vietnam’s National Assembly Chairman,
Nguyen Sinh Hung, congratulated the Lao party and peo-
ple on their achievements, and he believed the Lao People’s
Revolutionary Party would lead people to success, build-
ing socialism and national construction. Laos has achieved
an annual economic growth of between seven to eight per-
cent, the per capita income has reached over A$2,000 and the
rate of poor households has dropped to 6.5 percent in 2015.
Laos will prioritise plans for industrialisation, modernisation and
increasing regional influence for the period from 2016 to 2020.

Shell Pakistan’s Lubricant Oil Blending Plant in Keamari stationed a
number of paramilitary personnel to intimidate workers who intend
to form a union. The plant then employed 100 new workers and
said it would outsource the work if the workers were still committed
to form the union. The Pakistan Federation of Chemical, Energy,
Mine and General Workers’ Union supported 300 workers from
the plant in August, helping them to become permanent contract
workers. The workers then planned to register their own union at
the plant. Shell claims that the workers are not official employees.

The Japanese government is strengthening relations with its
domestic academic institutes, hoping to get them more involved
in military research. Historically, the representative body of
Japanese Scientists in all fields, the Science Council of Japan,
issued a statement in 1950, stating that it must refuse engage-
ment in military research. Since 2006, the Japanese Defence
Ministry has been exchanging information on technology with
many public research institutes and universities. The Japanese
government started to provide funds for selected research pro-
posals this year, and the Defence Ministry already received 109

proposals (80 of them were from public institutes and universities).
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Russia
still the target

A Mossad bomb brings down a
Russian airliner in the Sinai desert
(who else controls this bleak part
of the world). And a Russian
fighter jet is shot down by Turkey
(if NATO wanted to prevent this
incident, they had plenty of time).

So, these are provocative acts of
war against Russia. But why? Is it to
ensure Russia commits to its ally in
Syria in a war that the NATO/Israe-
li/Saudi axis will ensure it cannot
win, as it was for the Soviets in
Afghanistan?

Surely the Russian government
is not so naive that they think the
Western-inspired terrorism (from

Afghanistan to Iraq to Syria) has any
other objective than the fragmenta-
tion and ultimately the dissolution of
the Russian Federation. The West’s
attempts of isolation and demonisa-
tion of Russia have no other objec-
tive. As with the Nazis in 1941,
Russia is still the target.
Mati English
Sydney

What wall?

I was very taken by a photo of
the Berlin Wall in the November
25 issue of the Guardian in Rob
Gowland’s piece (“The Berlin
Wall — built to keep people out
not in” #1712).

But when I looked for a date and
photographer and any information
on it, there was nothing, not even a
citation.

I’'m curious to know where you
found it ... and is it really the Berlin
Wall? ... seems very low.

Cheers

Tricia Turnbull

(The photo was taken in 1962 in
West Berlin, a year after the wall
was put up — Ed)

Letters / Culture & Life

Overkill

The CFMEU can confirm that
John Setka and Shaun Reardon
were arrested by police attached
to the Royal Commission task-
force on Sunday morning. The
union can also confirm that 500
Swanston St is the address of the
Victorian branch of the union
where both men work from
about 7am every weekday. I
thought the police might be able
to Google that, but apparently
not

The CFMEU has cooperated
with every request from the Royal
Commission and the police could
have conducted their business at the
office during working hours.

The arrests were conducted in
front of both families and reek of
overkill. The community can only
hope that the rest of the case against
the men is made as public as these
arrests. Treating union officials like
fugitives on the run was obviously
designed to create maximum political
damage to the union with little regard
for their families.

The CFMEU and its members
understand and appreciate the impor-
tant role that the police play, and are
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disgusted by their conduct and politi-
cisation in these matters.

The community expects more
of the police. We should be able to
trust that our police are not doing the
grunt work of a government desper-
ate to mount an attack on the working
rights of people in this country.

The federal Liberal government
has taken 57 police and assigned
them to a taskforce whose only
achievements to date include two
theatrical raids whose legality is in

doubt, the prolonged questioning and

harassment of staff in their homes,

the failed pursuit of Johnny Lomax

without any evidence and now, the

hyper-staged arrests of two senior

officers of the union. The union can

confirm that the men will be plead-

ing not guilty. The union won’t be
making any further comment.

Dave Noonan

National Secretary,

Construction Division

CFMEU
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Andres Noningo Sesen

A message to
the world from
the Wampis

Wampis delegates at historic summit to form their autonomous government.

The first email ever sent from the Wampis community of Soledad in the Peruvian
rainforest was to New Internationalist, just last week. They want to tell the world their
inspiring story: they have legally established a form of self-governance that will help
them to defend their lands from mining, drilling and logging companies. Andres

Noningo Sesen explains.

My name is Andres Noningo Sesen, I live
in Puerto Galilea, a community in the Northern
Peruvian Amazon. We are Wampis, one of the
first peoples. Our ancestral lands cover over 1.3
million hectares of forest in the river basins of
the Kanus (River Santiago) and Kanken (River
Morona). We Wampis are a forest people; tra-
ditionally we lived in small groups, dispersed
in the forest, hunting, fishing and gathering.
It’s only recently that we have settled in large
communities.

Today we hear a lot about this concept
of protected areas and parks to conserve the
forest but for us, our relationship with the natu-
ral world is very different. It goes far beyond
conservation. For us, we have a deep faith that
the natural world will provide for all our needs
as our ancestors have thought deeply about
the world around them. They noticed that the
animals speak and even the earth moves and
they asked where do these animals come from?
What is the origin of the air we breathe, who
looks after the trees? What is the origin of life?

These are some of the questions they asked. To
get answers our visionaries would spend up to
three months in a forest in a small hut to seek
wisdom.

They learnt that the plants we now cultivate
in our farms were brought to us by Nunqui, the
mother of the earth and the fish were given to
us by Tsunkui, the people of the water. They
taught us that every animal and tree are people
just like us and have their guardians which pro-
tect them. This is why our ancestors were able
to teach us where the animals live, where they
reproduce, which lands are fertile and which
are unproductive, where we should make a
farm and how to hunt with respect, using our
anent, sacred songs that ensure we treat all
living beings with dignity.

We lived in harmony, at peace but soon
the threats around us began to grow. Rubber
tappers and loggers moved in and they took
advantage of us because we didn’t speak Span-
ish. When the news arrived that we were going
to be able to learn how to read and write we

decided to form communities around these
schools. And this is what has broken our rela-
tionship with the forest.

Over the next few days, and after many
years of struggle, we are finally bringing to
life our own vision for our future. While world
leaders are meeting in Paris to discuss the future
of the planet, almost three hundred of us have
gathered here in the community of Soledad for
an historic summit of the Wampis people. The
birth of our own autonomous government to
govern our territory. One territory and one gov-
ernment for one people.

We will still be Peruvian citizens but now
we will have our own government responsi-
ble for our own territory. This will allow us to
defend our forests from the threats of logging,
mining, oil and gas and mega dams. As every
year goes by these threats grow bigger.

This unity will bring us the political
strength we need to explain our vision to the
world and to the governments and companies
who only see the gold and oil in our rivers and
forests. For them, too often we are like a small
insect who they want to squash. Any activity
planned in our territory that will affect us will
now have to be decided by our own government
which represents all our communities.

This is the result of many years of strug-
gle of our own organisations. This struggle has

resulted in the land titling of many of our com-
munities but has left large swathes of our land
with no legal recognition or classified as pro-
tected areas. We have now made our own maps
of our territory to show our historical occupa-
tion and reclaim our lands, we have commis-
sioned our own anthropological, biological and
legal studies to reinforce this and we have held
many assemblies to write and approve our own
laws to govern our territory.

And now we have a message for those
people and governments meeting in Paris for
the COP21. Our future as a people and human-
ity will not be guaranteed by transnational cor-
porations who are only interested in the riches
in the lands of peoples like the Wampis.

The heat that increases each year in the
world is not created by the people of the forest
but by these corporations and those who con-
trol the money in our world. Their homes are
built on money and exploitation. Our home is
the forest and if we look after it, it is our homes
that will safeguard our food security, our access
to clean air and clean water. Our new govern-
ment will help us implement our own vision
for a clean and healthy future enabling us to
protect our forest for us, our future generations
and all humanity.

Thank you.

New Internationalist &
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Review — Rob Gowland

Domestic violence

Hitting Home

My mother was a victim of domes-
tic violence from her first husband.
“He used to bash me up” was all
she would ever say about it. As a
country girl she thought women
had to put up with that sort of
thing. Staggering home drunk (as
usual) one night he walked in front
of an NRMA truck and wrote him-
self off. She had a soft spot for the
NRMA ever afterwards.

That was in the 1930s. At that
time even men who frowned on a
bloke who “knocked his wife around”
would seldom actually do anything
about it. The police, all male at that
time, also did not see “interfering”
in a domestic situation as really their
concern.

As Hitting Home, Sarah Fer-
guson’s two-part report for ABC
TV shown (ABC Tuesday 24 and
Wednesday 25 November at
8.30pm and available on iView),
some attitudes have changed, some
distressingly have not, but the prob-
lem is most assuredly still with us.
In fact, the statistics are chilling:
Every week in Australia, two women
are murdered by a partner or family
member.

Last year, in NSW alone, 27,000
Apprehended Violence Orders, or
AVOs, were taken out in an attempt
to prevent violent attacks in the
home.

The subjugation of women, their
becoming chattels or possessions of
the male “head of the house,” dates
back as far as slave society. It is in
fact a function and expression of
class society. It was expanded and
enhanced after the transition to feu-
dalism and further developed and
refined under capitalism. The laws
of property covered women for hun-
dreds of years, and it was not until
women, supported by enlightened
elements among that other oppressed
class, working men, waged a deter-
mined and long-drawn out struggle
that they achieved even the most
basic of democratic rights, the right
to vote.

However, even after gaining
the vote, women were still subject
to intense discrimination. All sorts
of occupations were denied them
(remember the furor when women in
NSW wanted to become drivers of
diesel goods trains?).

They were paid substantially less
than men doing the same job. Subtle
and not so subtle propaganda from

church and state sought to persuade
women that “their place was in the
home”.

Opposing this reactionary trend,
the Communist movement was at the
forefront of liberating women from
the discriminatory hangovers from
the past. The first woman in Egypt
to discard the veil was a Communist.
When the revolution finally impact-
ed on everyday life in the Repub-
lics of Soviet Central Asia, women
were still being forced to wear a tent-
like horsehair “veil” that covered
them from the top of the head to the
ground. When, under the influence of
the new revolutionary ideas, women
dared to discard these instruments of
torture, they were assaulted — even
killed — by “outraged” male relatives.
These men claimed to be outraged
by the women’s immodesty but were
really outraged at the challenge to
their patriarchal power.

In the 1970s, when the Afghan
Revolution finally took place, the US
was able to stir up opposition to it
among the feudal beys and religious
preachers around such “outrageous”
affronts as providing education to
women. Fundamentalist Muslims,
like fundamentalist Christians, do
not believe in providing anyone, let
alone everyone, with a comprehen-
sive, secular, education based on
science. They are actually afraid of
the power of education. Hence the
ISIS fanatics’ policy of flogging or
beheading women who have been
trying to obtain an education.

Even here in Australia, women
have to deal with fundamentalist big-
otry and attacks on the limited serv-
ices the government provides for
them. Tony Abbott’s government of
religious cranks closed innumerable
women’s refuges, despite the fact that
violent assaults on women by their
partners continue unabated. The new
incumbent, Malcolm Turnbull, has
made no effort to reverse this policy
of his predecessor.

In fact, the mass closing of wom-
en’s refuges (by the simple expedi-
ent of cutting off their funding as a
cost-cutting measure in the budget)
should be seen as yet another assault
on women, this time by an uncaring
government. The refuges that were
forced to close had been providing a
vital service to women and children
running from violent homes some-
times with nothing more than the
clothes on their backs.
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In Hitting Home, Sarah Ferguson
finds that some men are so convinced
that their female partners are their
property, that they have even fitted
tracking devices to their partner’s
car. She also meets perpetrators of
domestic violence currently serving
time in prison, men who are in denial,
convinced that they are the real vic-
tims, despite the violence and terror
they have inflicted on their female
partners.

There isn’t very much of a posi-
tive nature that can be reported on
this subject at present, but one posi-
tive aspect is the dramatic way police
responses and approaches have
changed. With a lot more women in
the force today, there are also domes-
tic violence liaison officers and spe-
cialist units, as well as “safe rooms”
at court so victims are secure from
their partner’s intimidation.

However it is still a huge prob-
lem. The program showed a mag-
istrate dealing with case after case.
“Too often people try and pass off
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Sarah Ferguson inside a women’s refuge.

violence as something they can’t con-
trol,” he told one defendant. “Almost
as if ‘well, it’s not really me.” Well
that’s just a bit too easy.” The pro-
gram also showed the interesting
attitude of men in prison towards
the perpetrators of domestic vio-
lence. According to the prison gov-
ernor, it carries a stigma “just above
paedophiles”

Annie Grenfell, who runs a pro-
gram in NSW prisons to try to stop
men convicted of domestic violence
from re-offending when they are
released, also observes: “Domestic

violence is not something that is
spoken about openly [in prison]. If
they were in a gang or armed rob-
bers they’ll talk to each other, but you
don’t hear them openly saying ‘well,
I bashed my missus’.”

Many of the prisoners, howev-
er, still maintain that they were pro-
voked by their partners. To which
NSW Police Inspector Sean McDer-
mott responds: “Provoked to do
what? To commit an assault, to ter-
rorise somebody in their own home,
... in front of their children? Provo-
cation? Rubbish.” &
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International Day for
the Abolition of Slavery

United Nations General Assembly

“Slavery is not a horror safely consigned to the past; it continues to exist throughout the
world, even in developed countries like France and the United States. Across the world
slaves work and sweat and build and suffer. Slaves in Pakistan may have made the shoes
you are wearing and the carpet you stand on. Slaves in the Caribbean may have put sugar
in your kitchen and toys in the hands of your children. In India they may have sewn the
shirt on your back and polished the ring on your finger. They are paid nothing.

“Slaves touch your life indirectly as well. They made the bricks for the factory that made
the TV you watch. In Brazil slaves made the charcoal that tempered the steel that made the
springs in your car and the blade on your lawn mower. Slaves grew the rice that fed the
woman that wove the lovely cloth you’ve put up as curtains. Your investment portfolio and
your mutual fund pension own stock in companies using slave labour in the developing
world. Slaves keep your costs low and returns on your investments high.

“Slavery is a booming business and the number of slaves is increasing. People get rich by
using slaves. And when they’ve finished with their slaves, they just throw these people
away. This is the new slavery, which focuses on big profits and cheap lives. It is not about
owning people in the traditional sense of the old slavery, but about controlling them
completely. People become completely disposable tools for making money.”

Kevin Bales: Disposable People: New Slavery in the Global Economy, 1999

Antonella

Since 1983 December 2 has been recog-
nised as the International Day for the Aboli-
tion of Slavery that had been adopted by the
General Assembly of the United Nations.
They dedicated this day for the awareness
of contemporary forms of slavery such as
extreme labour exploitation, human traf-
ficking, forced recruitment of minors for
use in armed forces and forced marriages.

Although the United Nations has made
an attempt to challenge these issues we still
have a staggering statistic that shows that
slavery rates are higher than ever before.

So what’s driving it?

Trade deals like the TPP (Trans Pacific
Partnership), of which Australia is a part,
are creating the circumstances for being soft
on contemporary slavery.

Malaysia, for example, (Also a signa-
ture of the TPP) has been put on Tier 3 for
having a long history and increase in human
trafficking, forced labour, sex trafficking
and child labour abuses. During the negoti-
ations of the TPP the investigations on con-
temporary slavery went down to practically
nonexistent.

Then Barak Obama removed Malaysia
from the Tier 3 category list to Tier 2 list in
order to proceed with TPP deals, Obama’s
move has been called “shrugging off global
slavery for the interest of the TPP deals” and
“Obama has turned its back on the victims
of trafficking”. Some might be surprised
that this is happening in the year 2015.

The fundamentals of capitalism haven’t
changed, the very essence of capitalism is
slavery and though there are different levels
of modern day slavery, today all workers
suffer a kind of slavery whether it be wage
slavery or chattel slavery.

What is slavery?

Definition: “Slavery is a system under
which people are treated as property and are

forced to work. Slaves can be held against
their will from the time of their capture or
birth and are deprived of the right to refuse
to work or demand better conditions or
wages.”

Slavery is usually used in the past tense,
but by analysing our society we can identify
that we are literally slaves today. In the con-
text of slaves being property and having an
“owner” isn’t really used in the same con-
text today though we do have a modern day
slave labour which indebts us to banks by
eternally paying off loans in order to merely
subsist.

Another issue of the growing slavery
problem is the rise of private prisons: pris-
oners who are stripped of their rights; work-
ers who are no longer allowed to unionise
and are often paid extremely poor wages.
This has been exposed more recently in
Australia with extreme exploitation of over-
seas workers on work visas or in Australia
as students. The corporations don’t have to
give these workers sick days, health insur-
ance and holidays.

But who’s winning the race to the
bottom for 21st-century slave labour?

The US holds more than 25 percent of
the world’s prisoners; US corporations see
prisoners as the best strategy for corporate
profit. According to the Wall Street Journal
“more than a third of all US states allow
borrowers who can’t or won’t pay to be
jailed”. So, if you’re struggling to pay off
your loans you might be a victim of 21st
century slavery, an example of the deep-
ening crisis and problems of the capital-
ist system. as the genesis of capitalism is
slavery.

This is why the United Nations is
struggling to resolve the issues of slavery
because it is built into a society that cre-
ates the conditions for slavery, with corpo-
rations that benefit from wage slavery or
chattel slavery. To actually tackle the issue
of slavery would mean to tackle the issue of
capitalism. &

DECEMBER 2
INTERNATIONAL DAY
FOR THE ABOLITION
OF SLAVERY
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Today all workers suffer a kind of slavery
whether it be wage slavery or chattel slavery.
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