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Last week former Defence Minister Kevin 
Andrews publicly advocated the dispatch of 
Australian ground troops to support the US 
in the Middle East, just like former Prime 
Minister Tony Abbott, who once offered the 
US President Australian troops before even 
being asked for them.

After Abbott was deposed as Prime Minis-
ter in September he swore he would cause no 
trouble. However, he and his supporters have 
carried out an insidious and provocative cam-
paign of public statements and media appear-
ances. In December Abbott publicly warned 
against terrorism, which he linked to Islam, 
and last week he challenged Turnbull to make 
industrial relations the key issue in this year’s 
federal election.

Not all Turnbull’s troubles can be blamed 
on Abbott or his faction. Junior minister Jamie 
Briggs was sacked and may be prosecuted for 
having released text messages and the image of 
a female public servant who had publicly pro-
tested at his unwelcome advances.

Immigration Minister Peter Dutton has 
publicly apologised after he mistakenly sent 
an email calling a journalist who covered the 
Briggs story a “mad f***ing witch” to the jour-
nalist herself.

Mal Brough, the suspended Special Min-
ister of State responsible for ensuring ethical 
behaviour within government, may face pros-
ecution for having authorised the copying of 
diary entries of the former parliamentary speak-
er Peter Slipper. Innovations Minister Chris-
topher Pyne and assistant minister Wyatt Roy 
were also involved.

These incidents are allegedly highly 
informative about the arrogance, male chauvin-
ism and reckless disregard of the law of some 
Liberal ministers, but not about the divisions 
within the Coalition. Those matters have been 
demonstrated by other events.

Last November Senators Cory Bernardi 
and Eric Abetz crossed the fl oor over a motion 
regarding partial student unionism. In Decem-
ber former cabinet minister Ian MacFarlane 
announced he intended leaving the Liberal 
Party and joining the Nationals.

Newly-elected MP Andrew Hastie recently 
warned about “the theological roots of Islam-
ic terrorism”, leading the head of ASIO to ask 
Hastie and Liberal Dan Tehan to desist from 
any practice that might jeopardise intelligence 
links with the Muslim community.

The former speaker of the House, Bron-
wyn Bishop, is still refusing to step aside, and 
at a Liberal Party gathering in December Turn-
bull’s statement “We are not run by factions” 
was greeted with scornful laughter.

Behind the turmoil
The Abbott faction, which holds lunchtime 

meetings hosted by Peter Dutton every week, 
is attempting to take control of the govern-
ment from within the Coalition’s parliamenta-
ry caucus. Turnbull has attempted to split their 
ranks by giving some of them cabinet portfolios 
– but not in suffi cient numbers to allow them to 
jeopardise his position.

Although Dutton is a cabinet minister, 
Turnbull demoted him from permanent mem-
bership of cabinet’s national security com-
mittee, leaving it dominated by Turnbull’s 
supporters. Backbencher Andrew Nikolic has 
pressured Turnbull to reinstate Dutton as a per-
manent committee member, and former minis-
ter Eric Abetz is pushing for Abbott to rejoin 
the cabinet.

Part of the reason for Abbott’s overthrow 
was the government’s low ratings in the poll 
following its infamous 2014 federal budget, 
which included the attempted introduction of 
GP co-payments and the virtual commerciali-
sation of Australian universities.

Those initiatives were blocked in the 
Senate by Labor, the Greens and cross bench-
ers. Moreover, it was clear that because of 
Abbott’s snarling negativity, vindictive poli-
cies and personal hang-ups, (which resulted, 
among other things, in his amazingly stupid 
proposal to knight Prince Phillip), the Coalition 
would have no chance of winning an election 
and implementing its budget objectives with 
Abbott at the helm.

Abbott is doubtless still smouldering 
over the defeat of the 2014 budget policies. 
But that resentment alone would hardly jus-
tify the machinations of the Abbott clique 
– especially given that the Turnbull regime 
has merely changed the Coalition’s tac-
tics rather than renouncing the policies 
themselves.

Turnbull has rebutted Abbott’s call for the 
deployment of more Australian troops. He is 
doubtless aware of the electoral danger posed 
by involvement in another seemingly endless 
Middle Eastern war, and of the very changed 
conditions, with Russian forces countering the 
US military presence in Syria.

But regarding industrial relations, eco-
nomic and military issues Abbott and Turnbull 
differ only with respect to tactics and public 
relations. Their objectives are identical.

Climate change is a different matter. It has 
been a primary factor in the leadership bat-
tles between Turnbull and Abbott. The global 
energy market is about to undergo a funda-
mental change, and Turnbull is likely to lend a 
sympathetic ear to those sectors of capital that 
are deeply concerned about climate change and 

don’t have an interest in preserving the status 
quo re carbon emissions.

Abbott, in contrast, is an obsessive cru-
sader for the heavily-polluting coal and gas 
mining industries, and his government tried 
(albeit in vain) to eliminate government agen-
cies responsible for tracking or mitigating cli-
mate change.

Turnbull has retained a formal commitment 
to the Abbott government’s laughable “direct 
action” policies. However, the Abbott regime 
was overthrown just prior to last year’s Paris 
Climate Change conference and Turnbull’s rep-
resentatives did not play a key role in blocking 
agreement on climate change mitigation at the 
Paris Conference, as Abbott’s did in Lima two 
years earlier.

The climate change issue was undoubted-
ly a crucial factor in MacFarlane’s decision to 
transfer to the Nationals. He had been a member 
of Turnbull’s shadow cabinet prior to Abbott’s 
seizing control of the coalition in 2013, and 
received a key portfolio from Abbott imme-
diately afterwards. When Turnbull regained 
power last October he pointedly refused Mac-
Farlane a cabinet position. 

Many National Party members have close 
links to the coal and gas mining industries.

If MacFarlane had joined the Nationals 

they would have exerted leverage to gain a 
fourth cabinet position, thereby increasing the 
infl uence of the pro-Abbott group. MacFar-
lane’s membership application was rejected, 
but only by the smallest possible majority.

The economy, industrial relations and 
the Middle East confl ict are all issues which 
members of the Abbott faction will use to gain 
infl uence within cabinet. However, their real 
motivating force in 2016 will undoubtedly be 
their commitment to maintaining the marketing 
supremacy of the coal and gas industries.

And it’s even possible that given their abil-
ity to undermine opposing forces, the Abbott 
gang might regain the Coalition leadership.

This election year is the time to dump this 
dysfunctional government with its vile, anti-
people agenda. The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia believes that profound social change 
in Australia will be led and then defended 
within communities, in the workplace and in 
the streets. But even at this stage, the chance 
to present pro-people alternatives to the cur-
rent corporate agenda at election time can’t be 
passed up.
For information about how you can assist the 
Party to register our electoral organisation, the 
Communists, to run candidates in this year’s 
elections, see page 2. 
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The damage done
It ran for 21 months, feeding the media almost daily with sen-

sational headlines on alleged trade union corruption and criminal 
activity. When some of the wildest accusations were proven unfound-
ed the media were missing. The names of innocent union offi cials who 
appeared before the Royal Commission into Trade Union Governance 
and Corruption came under a cloud. That cloud has not been lifted. 
A Royal Commission was not needed to investigate criminal activities. 
The police have all the powers they need to do this.

While only a few branches of a handful of unions were investigat-
ed, the Commission was able to draw the conclusion that misconduct 
by trade union offi cials is “not the work of a few rogue unions, or a 
few rogue offi cials … It is widespread. It is deep-seated.” (Vol I, para 
9) The continuous portrayal of corruption, fraud and other criminal 
activity as endemic and systemic in the trade union movement hurts 
the reputation of the overwhelming majority of highly committed 
and hard working, honest union offi cials. This is no accident.

The Commission’s aims were clear from the outset:
•  Criminalise legitimate trade union activity
•  Destroy the reputation of trade unions and trade union leaders in 

the eyes of their members and the wider community
•  Provide justifi cation for the next round of savage anti-union laws
•  Provide justifi cation for the restoration of the Australian Building 

and Construction Commission (ABCC) with its former draconian 
powers to police and hound workers in the industry

•  Place tighter controls on trade union fi nances and make it diffi cult 
to make political donations or set up special funds for workers’ 
entitlements.

•  Damage the Labor Party and drive a wedge between it and the 
trade union movement

•  Set the scene for the deregistration of the CFMEU and other 
unions.

The outcome is that 23 individuals and the Australian Workers’ 
Union have been referred to state or federal public prosecutors 
and Commissioners of Police in relation to possible criminal of-
fences. The CFMEU and a number of union offi cials have been 
referred to the Fair Work Commission, the Fair Work Building 
Industry Inspectorate (renamed ABCC) or the Australian Securities 
and Investments Commission for possible breaches of the relevant 
legislation.

If implemented, the Commission’s 79 public recommendations 
would spell the end of trade union rights and strike a blow against 
militant trade unions. The public volumes contain 79 recommen-
dations. (There is a secret volume which may contain additional 
recommendations.) These are just a few of them:
•  A new Registered Organisations Commission modelled on ASIC 

with wide investigative powers to enforce a strict compliance re-
gime, including the power to deregister trade unions;

•  Increase maximum fi ne from $750,000 to $10 million for breaches 
of secondary boycott provisions (e.g. picket blocking a third party 
entering a workplace) of Competition and Consumer Act;

•  Unions not permitted to pay fi nes of individuals – a criminal 
offence;

•  Penalty for prohibited industrial action by union of $180,000 and 
$18,000 for individuals;

•  Penalty for breach of Federal Court orders by union offi cial or 
union employee of $216,000;

•  Australian Building and Construction Commission (ABCC) be 
restored with former draconian powers.

They would completely disarm the working class preparing the 
way for a massive austerity campaign. The massive fi nes would 
quickly bankrupt unions and any workers who dared to take in-
dustrial action. They criminalise legitimate methods of recruitment, 
organisation and industrial action to execute the economic struggle 
in the workplace. They are an all out assault on democratic rights. 
The aim is yellow (employer) unions or no unions.

Whether or not any of the above recommendations are intro-
duced, damage has been done. Many workers have been turned 
against trade unions, members against their leaders. The union 
movement is the only tool capable of protecting workers’ rights, of 
gaining improvements in living standards. It now has the task of 
restoring trust amongst workers, of rebuilding its ranks and defeating 
the anti-union legislation. There is no silver bullet. It will require 
a strong commitment to the working class, sustained and united 
hard work in the workplace, political and ideological education of 
job delegates. The Communist Party of Australia is committed to 
assisting in these aims in any way it can.

PRESS FUND
A UN investigation has revealed that the 62 richest people on 
Earth own as much as the poorest 50 percent of the population. 
The Institute for Alcohol Research and Education also claims that 
20 percent of the Australian population consumes 74.2 percent of 
all alcoholic drinks sold here, and if everyone abided by public 
health guidelines the total amount sold would fall by 40 percent - 
so brewing companies really do depend on the addiction of their 
customers. But now to our own statistics! Right now we really 
need your contributions to the Press Fund, so please send us 
something for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to 
the following, for their generous support this week:
C Greer $200, Noel Hazzard $20, Mark Manion $5, 
“Rough Red” $5, the Alexander Kipritidis Estate $875, 
“Round Figure” $15, Eddy Seymour $25, 
This week’s total: $1,145 Progressive total: $1,225

It’s been a few years since Communists stood as can-
didates at a federal election. Running in an election is 
a big commitment of time and money but those aren’t 
the only obstacles to be overcome. The bureaucratic 
requirements of the electoral authorities have made 
the task that much harder. The major parties of 
capital – the Liberals, Nationals and Labor – have 
combined in federal and state jurisdictions to make 
it harder for smaller parties to take their place on 
the ballot paper.

They say that raising the number of members 
required to belong to a party for registration with the 
Australian Electoral Commission and the fees to be paid 
are to prevent “frivolous” parties from crowding out 
the already large ballot paper for the Senate and other, 
purely administrative, reasons. But as Turnbull govern-
ment power-broker Christopher Pyne said recently, the 
major parties want people to limit their options to the 
Coalition or Labor to keep the business of running capi-
talism in Australia simple. The interests of the people of 
Australia, however, are not served by strengthening that 
cosy relationship.

People ask why Communists would want to run in 

Australian elections. The game appears to be sewn up 
for the major parties, especially given the role of the 
all-pervasive corporate media. But standing candidates 
with proper recognition on the ballot paper and on the 
public record presents the opportunity to get socialist 
ideas before a bigger audience. People are more attuned 
to political messages than at other times.

The Communist Party of Australia doesn’t believe 
that profound social change in Australia will fl ow exclu-
sively or even primarily from the attainment of a parlia-
mentary majority of left and progressive representatives 
in Canberra. It will be led and then defended within com-
munities, in the workplace and in the streets. But even at 
this stage, the chance to present pro-people alternatives 
to the current corporate agenda at election time can’t be 
passed up.

For that reason we’re asking for your assistance to 
register our electoral organisation, the Communists, with 
the Australian Electoral Commission. If you’re on the 
electoral roll and would be prepared to help out, please 
contact us at cpa@cpa.org.au or ring Bob Briton on 
0418 894 366. 

Communists 
gear up for 
federal election

The CFMEU has called for a legal 
case against its members in West-
ern Australia to be discontinued 
after a third of the defendants 
were dropped from the action.

The Fair Work Building Inspec-
torate (FWBI) originally charged 
101 workers who allegedly took 
unlawful industrial action at the new 
$1.2 billion Perth Children’s Hospi-
tal site in Nedlands in July 2013.

The Federal Court was last 
month told charges against fi ve 
workers had been dropped. That 
number has now grown by 28.

Simon Millman of Slater & 
Gordon said he had never experi-
enced such a situation. “That’s 33 
workers in total out of the original 
101 who’ve now had their cases 
dropped by the FWBC,” he said.

“In my experience, and I’ve 
been doing this for the union for 
a number of years, this is unprec-
edented.” CFMEU state secretary 
Mick Buchan said the rest of the 
cases should also be dropped.

“It’s an absolute farce what’s 
been going on,” he said.

“These workers, 101, were 
charged two years after allegedly 
attending a meeting for fair pay 
and conditions. They’ve been put 
through the mill for the last eight 
months.

“They’ve had to come into our 
offi ce on different occasions and 
speak to lawyers. They’ve had to 
give up family time, they’ve had to 
put their family and their kids and 
their loved ones through the trauma 
associated with this.”

The FWBC said the decision to 
drop charges against the workers 
was made after a subcontractor at 
the St John of God Hospital site in 
Midland was re-interviewed.

It was originally believed that 
a large number of the workers who 
had been charged should have been 
at the Midland site on the day in 
question. But an FWBC spokesman 
said they had discovered 28 of the 
charged workers were not rostered 
on that day.

An investigation into precisely 
where the workers came from is 
continuing.

The spokesman said the fi ve 
workers who were earlier dropped 
from the action either could not be 
served, had moved away or were 
possibly deceased.

Mr Millman said the fate of 
the remaining workers who were 
charged remained unknown. “I’ve 
spoken this morning to another one 
of those blokes who’s said ‘well, 
what’s happening with my case?’ 
Unfortunately I’m in a position 
where I’ve got to say to him, ‘I’m 
sorry mate, I don’t know’,” he said.

Meanwhile Mr Buchan said the 
bringing of charges would not deter 
union members from raising issues 
where and when appropriate.

“I think within our industry, if 
there’s an issue based around health 
and safety and about protecting one 
another, it won’t matter what’s in 
place, workers will make a stand 
and take action,” he said.

He rejected any suggestion 
projects may have been affected, 
saying they came in ahead of sched-
ule and under budget. 

Charges dropped against 
28 CFMEU members

Industrial action at the Perth Children’s Hospital site in Nedlands.
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Richard Titelius

In 1994, Professor Tim Flannery 
released his seminal book, Future 
Eaters. In it he predicted what lay 
ahead for Australia’s climate and 
the impact it would have on the 
country and its people.

Among the predictions Flannery 
made in the book is the prescient 
warning that the south west of Aus-
tralia would become a desert and 
Perth would become the fi rst ghost 
metropolis of the 21st Century.

In 2007 he was interviewed while 
visiting Perth and said, “The problem 
for Perth … and the south west was 
the state was growing on the back of 
a booming economy, at a time when 
the area was limping through 30 
years of dwindling rainfall.”

Today, in January 2016, the 
world watched as a large part of 
the south west went up in fl ames – 
an area larger than the Perth metro-
politan area between Waroona and 
Harvey and out to the coast at Lake 
Clifton – Flannery’s prediction for 
the climate of the south west is grad-
ually taking shape.

The Lower South West which 
includes the town of Waroona has 
been becoming dryer since the mid 
1970s, with reductions in mean 
annual rainfall for most of this area 
totalling more than 30 percent. The 
decreasing rainfall caused not only 
falling water levels in the dams but a 
drying out of the bush and farmland 
between the Darling Range escarp-
ment and the coast turning it into a 
tinderbox.

On the evening of Wednesday 
January 6, 2016, a lightning strike 
ignited the bush at the Lane Pool 
Reserve, 50 kilometres north east of 
Waroona and 100 kilometres south 
of Perth near Dwellingup, itself the 
site of one of the state’s fi ercest fi res 
which burned for two weeks in 1961. 
The following morning the plume of 
smoke from the then out of control 
bushfi re could be seen as far away 
as Perth to the north and Bunbury to 
the south.

By January 11, 2016, the fire 
had claimed the lives of two elderly 

men trapped in their homes in the 
historic timber milling town of Yar-
loop, where over half the town’s 300 
homes were destroyed by the blaze 
which swept through the town in 
seven minutes.

The region around Harvey, 
Waroona, Yarloop and out to the 
coast at Lake Clifton is also a vital 
part of the state’s food bowl, supply-
ing milk and other dairy produce to 
the city folk in Perth and the rest of 
the state as well as pasture and dry 
feed for livestock. As the fi re raged 
south, east and westwards it also 
destroyed critical power infrastruc-
ture including over 1,000 power 
poles and cut electricity not only to 
thousands of homes but also in the 
dairies. 

Farmers who need to continue 
milking their cows or lose the milk 
supply from the animals were told 
to dump their milk as it could not be 
stored or transported.

In late January 2015, in fi ve days, 
a fi re had destroyed over 71,000 hec-
tares affecting 414 farms and 3,300 
hectares of pine plantation. In anoth-
er fi re 100,000 hectares were burnt 
out near Northcliffe fi re on the state’s 
south coast. 

Government agencies such as the 
Department of Fire and Emergency 
Services and the Department of Parks 
and Wildlife worked together with 
volunteer fi re crews to try to control 
the most recent blaze. Mostly there 
was little they could do except get 
out of the way and warn others in the 
path of the fi re storm to do likewise.

Will inquiry look at 
global warming?

The state government has 
since announced an “independent” 
inquiry to be headed by Euan Fer-
guson, a respected former Country 
Fire Authority chief in Victoria and 
South Australia. The inquiry bill will 
investigate the effectiveness of the 
response to the fi re, as well as the 
causes of the fi re and why it became 
so massive. 

Premier Colin Barnett visit-
ed and addressed a meeting of 100 

Yarloop locals on January 20, and 
while acknowledging “The scale of 
the devastation to be quite shock-
ing”, also asserted that the Yarloop/
Waroona fi re was unstoppable with 
its severity worsened by a drying cli-
mate in WA’s South West. 

However, does this now mean 
Premier Barnett will stop endorsing 
coal mines, fracking and uranium 
mining and start plugging renewable 
energy?

There have been other reports 
into recent fi res at Margaret River 
and Northcliffe but it would appear 
little change has occurred as a result. 
There are also calls for the enquiry 
into the Waroona fi re to examine the 
fi erce November 2015 fi re in Espe-
rance which killed four people and 
caused considerable crop and prop-
erty damage.

Most Western Australians have 
worked out that the land has become 
much drier and the countryside has 
become loaded with fuel, which 
the government has tried to address 
through a program of prescribed 
burns. But often the conditions are 
not suitable to carry out burns that 
can be controlled. 

It has been so dry at times that 
prescribed burns have taken place 
in June and July which are normal-
ly considered wet months in WA. If 
fuel loads cannot be lessened at a 
fast enough rate, strategies need to 
be developed to cope with the inev-
itability of increased fire risks in 
summer and a lengthening of the fi re 
season.

Part of this unpredictable weath-
er has its origins in anthropogenic cli-
mate change (change brought about 
by human activity). We can there-
fore improve or worsen the situation 
depending on what we do or what we 
fail to do about global warming. The 
Bureau of Meteorology’s “Western 
Australia in 2015 Weather Summary” 
is instructive on this. 

The past year was the second-
warmest on record for WA and the 
warmest for the south/west land divi-
sion, the mean maximum tempera-
tures were the highest for the south/
west and the eighth driest for the 
south/west with most of the drier 
years being in the past 11 years.

To underscore the impact of 
global warming on a drying climate 
in WA’s south west, a report by the 
National Oceanic and Atmospher-
ic Administration (NOAA) found, 
“During 2015, the average temper-
ature across global land and ocean 
surfaces was 0.90 Celsius above the 
20th century average”. 

This was not only the warmest 
worldwide since records began in 
1880; it shattered the previous record 
held in 2014 by the widest margin 
ever observed.

The US space agency NASA, 
which monitors global climate, said 

that the temperature changes are 
largely driven by increased carbon 
dioxide and other human-made emis-
sions in the atmosphere. To also high-
light the increased unpredictability 
of a rapidly changing climate, in the 
week following the fi re the country-
side to the immediate south and south 
east of the Waroona fi re was subject 
of some of the heaviest fl ooding in 
decades, with some centres record-
ing daily rainfalls of between 100-
200mm, damaging roads and crops.

The climate patterns experi-
enced in Western Australia have 
been reproduced in other parts of 
Australia, most notably in Queens-
land and South Australia, which are 
experiencing prolonged periods of 
warmer and drier weather conditions 
– and intense storms bringing mas-
sive fl ooding. 

Other parts of the planet from 
Russia to California, China, Africa, 
Europe, Middle East and Latin Amer-
ica, are all experiencing prolonged 
periods of warmer or drier conditions 
from melting glaciers, desertifi cation, 
melting permafrost and drying rivers 
and lakes.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia calls for our state, national 
and international leaders to act on 
the causes of human-made climate 
change and respond locally and 
come to a consensus on the neces-
sary reductions in emissions. 

If humans could restrict average 
global warming to less than 1.5 C 
and 350 ppm of carbon we might 
be able preserve life as we know it 
and control and lessen massive fi re 
events like the one just experienced 
at Waroona. 

Waroona fi re

Australia and 
global warming

Pete’s Corner
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Jillian Mundy 

The treatment of fallen Tasmanian 
Aboriginal warriors Tunnermin-
nerwait and Maulboyheenner is 
just as relevant today as it was 
when they were publicly executed 
amid carnival-like fanfare in 
1842, according to artist Paola 
Balla. She’s curating Executed 
in Franklin Street, an exhibition 
of paintings, writings, video and 
photography relating to the warri-
ors now on show in the Melbourne 
Town Hall. 

In what will be a national fi rst, 
the Melbourne City Council has 
announced it will also fund a major 
memorial to the pair. Artists Brook 
Andrew and Trent Walter have been 
selected to create the monument, 
titled Standing by Tunnerminnerwait 
and Maulboyheenner. When com-
pleted, it will be fi rst major memorial 
to the “Frontier Wars” in an Austral-
ian city.

Documents record 16 Tasma-
nian Aborigines were taken to Mel-
bourne by “Protector of Aborigines” 
George Augustus Robinson in 1839, 
to help “rein in” Victorian Aborigi-
nal people.

Five of the party, including Tun-
nerminnerwait and Maulboyheenner, 
absconded and became resistance 
fi ghters. In 1842 the pair were tried 
and convicted of the murder of two 
whalers in south-east Victoria. It is 

understood the whalers were killed as 
revenge for abducting and murdering 
Aboriginal people in Tasmania.

At the trial questions of sover-
eignty, jurisdiction and treaty were 
raised. 

The warriors were tried with 
three women, Truganini, Planobeena 
and Pyterruner, who were acquitted 
and returned to Tasmania.

Sentenced to death, Tunner-
minnerwait and Maulboyheenner’s 
execution was the fi rst public one in 
Melbourne. It was the leading news 
of the day, with between 4,000 and 
5,000 people, mainly women and 
children, reportedly turned out for the 
spectacle. The scene was described 
as resembling a racecourse rather 
than an execution.

“These men were treated like 
animals on display,” Paola Balla, 
a Wemba-Wemba and Gunditjma-
ra woman, said. “This was the fi rst 
major case of [an Aboriginal] death 
in custody that we know about. For 
me it wasn’t an historical story, it’s a 
story of now.

“That callousness and that indif-
ference to Aboriginal suffering, not 
connecting emotionally. I think it 
has just continued. You can see it in 
the race hate that’s coming out at our 
people now with the protests over 
forced [community] closures.”

Ms Balla refers to the 1842 
execution as terrorism; authorities 
wanted other black people to see 

what would happen if they defended 
their country. 

The push for the recognition of 
Tunnerminnerwait and Maulboy-
heenner started in 2006 when a group 
of 11 gathered for a commemoration, 
after Melbourne man Joe Toscano 
read the story of the pair in a second 
hand bookstore.

Soon after, a committee was 
formed to campaign for the memo-
rial and momentum has grown over 
the years. Dr Toscana even stood as 
lord mayor to draw attention to the 

campaign. He said the Melbourne 
memorial should act as a template for 
activists around Australia to emulate. 
“It is important for us as a nation and 
a people to ensure these struggles are 
acknowledged and remembered,” he 
said.

“For far too long· Australians 
have focused on remembering the 
exploits of troops fi ghting other peo-
ple’s wars in distant lands.”

At noon on January 20 there was 
a gathering on the corner Bowen 
and Franklin streets, Melbourne, the 

site where Tunnerminnerwait and 
Maulboyheenner were hanged, fol-
lowed by a commemorative walk 
to the site at Queen Victoria Market 
where they are purported to be 
buried. Speakers included Caroline 
Briggs and Gary Foley. 

Dr Toscana asked participants 
to bring flowers, as on Anzac or 
Remembrance Day. Speeches were 
broadcast live on Radio 3CR. 
Executed in Franklin Street runs until 
February 1.
Koori Mail 

Australia

Hanged warriors 
are not forgotten

Joseph Toscano (left) and Robbie Thorpe in 2012 calling for a memorial for the fi rst people hanged in Melbourne. 

(Photo: Angela Wylie)

With much pride and emotion 
we, 26 Brigade members from 
Australia and New Zealand, have 
shared this time with the Cuban 
people during the 57th anniver-
sary of the Revolution.

We are grateful and express 
our thanks to ICAP, the workers 
at CIJAM, and all the people we 
have been in contact with for the 
opportunity to experience Cuban 
reality during our stay at Interna-
tional Camp Julio Antonio Mella, 
and the province of Pinar del Rio 
and recognise the importance and 
relevance of the Camp as a means 
of promoting international solidar-
ity, to ensure that Cuba is not alone 
in its struggle against the enemies 
of the Revolution, and against the 
intrigues of imperialism.

The voluntary work we took 
part in is one of the pillars of the 
revolution that was initiated by Che, 
to strengthen the bond between the 
people.

We salute the courage, determi-
nation and creativity of the Cuban 
people who have not given up in 
the face of adversity, but show con-
tinuously their generosity in inter-
national missions to assist those in 
need, with medical aid and working 
to promote literacy in all corners 
of the world, even in Australia and 
New Zealand.

Opening their doors to educate 

professionals, medical and others 
from all over the world, includ-
ing the USA, despite their own 
problems.

In contrast to the misinforma-
tion spun by the press in our coun-
tries with a web of lies and blanket 
of silence about Socialist Cuba, we 
have seen fi rst hand the prioritising 
of people before profi t with univer-
sal access to health services, educa-
tion, information, culture and the 
people’s participation in the politi-
cal decisions of the country.

Since December 17, 2014 the 
dawn of a new epoch, there have 
been a number of victories for the 
Cuban people in the negotiations 
with the USA, the return of all of 
the Cuban 5, the removal of Cuba 
from the list of countries who sup-
port terrorism and the reopening of 
diplomatic relations between the 
two countries, with Cuba maintain-
ing their revolutionary principles.

Now new struggles are present-
ed that call once more for the inter-
nationalist unity of all peoples and 
their forces to support the Cuban 
people.

We are optimistic of the partici-
pation and commitment of Cuban 
youth and have no doubts about 
the continuity of the advance of the 
Revolution with the new challenges 
to be faced in the future.

We also recognise the need to 

defend the rights of other coun-
tries in the world for self determi-
nation, free from the threats and 
machinations of imperialism and its 
agents to destabilise, with the goal 
of regime change for those coun-
tries who pursue an independent or 
socialist course.

After our experiences and the 
knowledge gained in Cuba we will 
return to our countries with our 
impressions and friendships made, 
ready to continue the campaign to 
defend Cuba’s Revolution.

The 33d Southern Cross Bri-
gade calls for:
• The lifting of the criminal 

economic, fi nancial and 
commercial blockade imposed by 
the US for over 55 years.

• The immediate closure and 
withdrawal of the US from the 
Guantanamo Naval Base and 
prison, that has been denounced 
internationally for the systematic 
violation of human rights.

• The end of the covert and overt 
media war against Cuba, and 
attempts at regime change to try 
to discredit and demoralise the 
victorious Socialist Revolution 
won and constructed by the Cuban 
People.

As said quite correctly by com-
rade Fidel and the principle that 
Cuba lives by with its actions, “A 
better world is possible.” 

RAMALLAH: Palestinian intel-
lectuals and writers have gathered 
in the West Bank to read poems 
and call for the release of a Pales-
tinian poet awaiting execution in 
Saudi Arabia.

Last Thursday’s readings in 
the city of Ramallah were part of a 
campaign launched by the Interna-
tional Literature Festival in Berlin 
for works of Ashraf Fayadh to be 
read in 42 countries to press that his 
life be spared.

Human Rights Watch says 
Fayadh was convicted and sen-
tenced to death on charges of blas-
phemy, spreading atheism and 
having illicit relationships with 
women, based on photographs 
found on his mobile phone. He told 
the court the photographs were of 
women he had met at an art gallery.

Poet Mahmoud Abu Hashhash 
says no poet “should be punished 
for his creation” but awarded for his 
art. 

“A better world 
is possible”
Final Declaration of the 33rd Southern Cross Brigade 
from Australia and New Zealand

Palestinians appeal 
for poet on death 
row in Saudi Arabia

Sydney

Solidarity Night

Trivia Night to support 

children’s education 

in Palestine
Friday January 29 from 6 pm

Gumbramorra Hall

Addison Rd Community Centre
142 Addison Rd Marrickville

Come and have a fun night with prizes, drinks, food and music.

Organised by Leichhardt Friends of Hebron

Tickets at the door or online booking tinyurl.com/trivia2016
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Peter Mac

Just before Christmas the NSW 
Baird government released the 
environmental impact statement 
for the second stage of the pro-
posed WestConnex motorway. 
Public responses must be received 
by February, effectively minimis-
ing the time available for the 
public to prepare comments.

WestConnex would connect two 
existing motorways and run under-
ground eight kilometres eastward 
from Concord via Haberfield to 
Rozelle, two kilometres west of the 
city, then fi ve kilometres south to St 
Peters, then seven kilometres south-
west to Kingsgrove. The proposal is 
accompanied by proposed mandatory 
zoning to allow high-rise residential 
development adjacent to WestCon-
nex and other transport corridors.

The proposal would involve con-
struction of gargantuan above-ground 
spaghetti-junction interchanges at St 
Peters and Rozelle, plus the removal 
of 350 mature trees, 14,000 square 
metres of the magnifi cent award-win-
ning Sydney Park, and a huge strip of 
historic Ashfi eld Park.

The project would necessitate the 
compulsory purchase and demolition 
of 118 houses and other buildings, 
many with historic signifi cance, plus 
a huge increase in traffi c and pollu-
tion in Green Square, Alexandria, 
Ashmore and historic Haberfield, 
Erskineville, St Peters, Newtown, 
Redfern and Rozelle.

Euston Road on the eastern 
boundary of Sydney Park would 
become a six lane highway carrying 
50,000 vehicles each day – a tenfold 
increase in car numbers and pollution 
for a threefold increase in capacity. 
Much of that traffi c would enter his-
toric King Street, Newtown, which is 
already a bottleneck.

A bridge to profit
Last week consultants working 

for the Sydney Motorway Corpo-
ration, which is running the West-
Connex project, fl oated the idea of 
converting the deck of Sydney’s 
Anzac Bridge and the western free-
way approaches to the city into a 
public park linked to the adjacent 
foreshores.

This might seem insane, given 
that the bridge and freeway approach-
es, which were constructed within the 
last 25 years, now carry most of the 
traffi c from the western suburbs into 
the city or northwards over the Har-
bour Bridge. But it’s a very appeal-
ing prospect for private corporations 
involved in the WestConnex project.

The Anzac Bridge is located less 
than a kilometre from the motor-
way’s proposed exit in Rozelle, and 

the freeway approaches feed direct-
ly into the northern side of Sydney’s 
central business district.

The consultants say that building 
the Anzac Bridge was a mistake, and 
that the government is now interest-
ed in making “a minor adjustment to 
the current freeway proposals”, i.e. 
extending the WestConnex tunnel 
from Rozelle, to link it with the Cross 
City Tunnel, the Harbour Bridge and 
a new harbour road tunnel.

Implementation of this stupen-
dously avaricious idea would cost 
the public billions of dollars and 
give private operators the right to 
toll approximately 100,000 motorists 
each day for trips they now enjoy free 
of charge, with no improvement in 
the service.

A phoney argument
The government’s WestConnex 
proposal is the end result of a 
logical process based on the false 
premise that people travelling 
into cities or inner suburbs prefer 
to use private vehicles, and that 
governments should facilitate this by 
constructing motorways big enough 
to meet the demand.

This ignores the fact that vehi-
cles, which usually carry only one 
or two passengers, are an extremely 
ineffi cient means of transport com-
pared to Sydney’s highly popular 
public transport system. Moreover, 
extra capacity provided by new or 
extended motorways is soon swal-
lowed up by an increase in vehicles 
using the system.

The exception, of course, is 
where the toll imposed is so high 
that motorists shun the motorway 
and return to the old congested free-
to-use roads, leaving taxpayers with 
a massive bill and no improvement 
in the situation. That happened with 

Sydney’s Cross City Tunnel, whose 
two operators went broke before the 
government fi nally sold it at rock-
bottom price to another corporation.

Constructing motorway tunnels 
certainly facilitates access to city 
centres, but the construction costs are 
astronomical, and their profi tability 
is reliant on maximum use with no 
competition from public transport. 
This inevitably leads to an increase 
in vehicles entering the city, plus traf-
fi c gridlock and pollution.

The government is improving 
public transport, but not near motor-
way routes. Moreover, rail transport 
allocations are dwarfed by alloca-
tions for motorways, and chang-
es to Sydney’s rail systems have a 
long term focus on introducing pri-
vate operation rather than optimising 
service to the public – even where 
this involves gross ineffi ciency, as 
in the new privately-run Metro rail 
system, whose engineering design 
is entirely different from that of the 
main rail network.

Taxpayers to 
foot the bill

WestConnex’s anticipated cost 
has rocketed from $10 billion to 
$16.8 billion. The government’s esti-
mated fee for a WestConnex trip is 
at least $16, but the Greens say that 
given the construction costs the fee 
would have to be $26 to break even.

The Australian National Audit 
Offi ce has claimed the Abbott gov-
ernment infl ated the national defi cit 
by transferring $1.5 billion for con-
struction of Victoria’s East West link 
motorway, despite advice the pay-
ment was premature. The state and 
federal governments have now com-
mitted funding prematurely to West-
Connex, even though the design is 
incomplete.

The Sydney Motorway Corpora-
tion intends to raise fi nance by intro-
ducing tolls to sections of Sydney’s 
motorways that are currently free, 
and imposing a new toll on other sec-
tions when their current toll period 
expires.

The government claims that cut-
ting a current 20 minute trip on the 
existing inner-city roads by nine min-
utes justifi es spending $16.8 billion 
on WestConnex, and that the project 
could be completed within eight 
years.

Properties are already being com-
pulsorily acquired, and home owners 
are complaining bitterly that the 
compensation offered is well below 

the market value of their property. In 
February 2014 consultants completed 
a report on the compensation system, 
but the government has so far refused 
to release it to the public. It claims 
that the Sydney Motorway Corpora-
tion does not have to obey Freedom 
of Information laws because it’s a 
private corporation, even though its 
two shareholders are government 
ministers.

But no amount of cover-up can 
conceal the government’s real inten-
tion to transfer control of a huge 
chunk of the state’s publicly-owned 
road networks to private corpora-
tions, at an astronomical cost to the 
taxpayer, with a heightened risk of 
gridlock and massive pollution, and 
with no long-term solution to the 
city’s transport problems. 

WestConnex monstrosity 
threatens inner Sydney

A new year has started but old problems are still here. Exploitation 
of workers and attempts to rob them of their entitlements is as 
old as the capitalist system itself. The ABC and Fairfax Media 
recently revealed systemic wage abuse at 7-Eleven stores in 
Australia. And it’s not just one rotten apple – the whole chain of 
620 stores was allegedly involved in underpaying their work-
ers. Workers in the stores were often paid half the rate on the 
books. They were denied penalty rates, through 7-Eleven’s 
payroll system which was provided by the head offi ce. It 
happened last year and the chain’s co-owner and its chief exec-
utive resigned with the company claiming it had not known 
workers were being underpaid. In only one case a 7-Eleven 
operator faces court action after allegedly not paying correct 
wages to 21 staff amounting to $31,000 in one year. That includ-
ed failing to pay penalty rates on Christmas Day, Good Friday or 
Anzac Day. The new year will see a struggle to preserve penal-
ty rates for all workers and it’s worth supporting and fi ghting for.

Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull has called for “Big Ideas” to be 
discussed in 2016. Anne Wilson, CEO and managing director of 
Kidney Health Australia was quick to point out that “early detec-
tion and prevention of Kidney Disease needs to become one of 
the national ‘Big Ideas’ of 2016. One Australian is dying with kid-
ney related disease every 25 minutes, and one in three Australian 
adults is at risk of developing chronic kidney disease”. Ms Wilson 
pointed out that the key factor that needs recognition in the nation-
al health budget and policy framework is that if kidney disease is 
caught early, it can either be halted or progression to end stage 
kidney disease can be slowed in up to 50 percent of the cases 
– extending the life of your kidneys. It is believed that there are 
1.3 million people who have undiagnosed chronic kidney dis-
ease. Kidney Health Australia is urging awareness of the fact that 
you can lose up to 90 percent of kidney function without know-
ing it, because there are “no warning signs” which is why kidney 
disease is known as the Silent Killer, Ms Wilson said.  So ear-
ly diagnosis is crucial in the treatment of the disease.  Cuts to 
pathology rebates will prevent many people from getting that 
early diagnosis and increase the risks of heart disease, kidney 
disease and diabetes. Big Ideas need proper funding, not cuts,The planned spaghetti-junction interchanges at St Peters and Rozelle.
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By obliging signatory states to open up and 
deregulate their fi nancial sectors, the TPP 
will increase the risk of another fi nancial 
crisis like the 2007-08 global crisis, warns 
a US-based public interest advocacy group.

Although the Trans Pacifi c Partnership 
(TPP) is the fi rst US trade deal to be negotiated 
since the 2008 fi nancial crisis that spurred a 
global recession, it would impose on TPP sig-
natory countries the pre-crisis model of extreme 
fi nancial deregulation that is widely understood 
to have spurred the crisis. 

After nearly six years of negotiations under 
conditions of extreme secrecy, the Obama 
administration released the text of the contro-
versial deal after it has been fi nalised and it 
is too late to make any needed changes. The 
fi nancial services and investment chapters of 
the TPP provide stark warnings about the dan-
gers of “trade” negotiations occurring without 
press, public or policymaker oversight.

Unlike past pacts, the TPP would empower 
fi nancial fi rms to use extrajudicial tribunals to 
challenge fi nancial stability measures that do 
not conform to their “expectations”. The TPP’s 
fi nancial services chapter “reads in” investment 
chapter provisions that would grant multina-
tional banks and other foreign fi nancial service 
fi rms expansive new substantive and proce-
dural rights and privileges not available to US 
fi rms under domestic law to attack our fi nancial 
stability measures.

For the fi rst time in any US trade pact, 
the TPP will grant foreign fi rms new rights 
to attack US fi nancial regulatory policies in 
extrajudicial investor-state dispute settlement 
(ISDS) tribunals using the broadest claim: the 
guaranteed “minimum standard of treatment” 
(MST) for foreign investors. MST is the basis 
for almost all successful ISDS challenges of 
government policies under existing pacts. Past 
US trade pacts allowed ISDS challenges of 
fi nancial regulatory policies, but limited the 
substantive investor rights that applied to the 
fi nancial services chapter, and thus the basis for 

such attacks. The TPP explicitly grants foreign 
investors new rights (Article 11.2.2) to launch 
attacks on fi nancial policies using the extreme-
ly elastic MST standard that ISDS tribunals 
regularly interpret to require compensation if 
a change in policy undermines an investor’s 
expectations.

Despite the pivotal role that new fi nan-
cial products, such as toxic derivatives, played 
in fuelling the fi nancial crisis, the TPP would 
impose obligations on TPP countries to allow 
new fi nancial products and services to enter 
their economies if permitted in other TPP coun-
tries (Article 11.7).

The TPP constrains signatory governments’ 
ability to ban risky fi nancial products, includ-
ing those not yet invented, via rules designating 
a regulatory ban to be a “zero quota” limiting 
market access and thus prohibited (Article 
11.5). TPP rules also would jeopardise efforts 
to keep banks from becoming “too big to fail” 
and to fi rewall the spread of risk between fi nan-
cial activities. 

The TPP would be the fi rst US pact to 
empower some of the world’s largest fi nancial 
fi rms to launch ISDS claims against US fi nan-
cial policies. The TPP would greatly expand 
US liability for ISDS attacks because currently 
these fi rms cannot resort to extrajudicial tribu-
nals to demand taxpayer compensation for US 
fi nancial regulations.

Among the top banks in the world based 
in TPP countries are: Mitsubishi UFJ, Mizuho, 
ANZ, Commonwealth Bank of Australia, West-
pac, National Australia Bank, Bank of Tokyo, 
Sumitomo, Royal Bank of Canada, and Toron-
to Dominion. These multinational fi rms own 
dozens of subsidiaries across the United States, 
any one of which could serve as the basis for 
an ISDS challenge against US fi nancial regula-
tions if the TPP were to take effect. 

Under current US pacts, none of the world’s 
30 largest banks may bypass domestic courts, 
go before extrajudicial tribunals of three private 
lawyers, and demand taxpayer compensation 

for US fi nancial policies. The TPP would allow 
foreign fi rms to challenge policies that apply to 
domestic and foreign fi rms alike and that have 
been reviewed and affi rmed by US courts. 

And not only foreign fi nancial fi rms but 
foreign subsidiaries of US fi rms operating in 
TPP nations could demand taxpayer compen-
sation for fi nancial regulations and govern-
ment regulatory actions. The TPP would newly 
empower US banks, four of which rank among 
the world’s 30 largest, to launch ISDS claims 
against domestic fi nancial regulations in TPP 
countries that do not already have an ISDS-
enforced pact with the United States (Austral-
ia, Brunei, Japan, Malaysia, New Zealand and 
Vietnam).

A provision touted as a “prudential fi lter” 
would fail to effectively safeguard fi nancial 
policies from ISDS challenges under the TPP.

The provision (Article 11.11.1) states that 
if a foreign investor uses ISDS to challenge a 
government’s fi nancial measure, and if the gov-
ernment invokes a highly contested provision 
for defending prudential measures, fi nancial 
authorities from the challenged government 
and from the fi rm’s home government, rather 
than the ISDS tribunal, will aim to determine 
whether the prudential defence applies (Arti-
cle 11.22). But if those offi cials cannot agree 
within 120 days, meaning offi cials from the 
challenging corporation’s home country opt not 
to shut down their investor’s claims, the deci-
sion goes back to the ISDS tribunal.

The use of capital controls and other 
macro-prudential fi nancial policies that regu-
late capital fl ows to promote fi nancial stabil-
ity are forbidden and subject to compensation 
demands by foreign corporations. Like past US 
free trade agreements, the TPP text requires that 
governments “shall permit all transfers relat-
ing to a covered investment to be made freely 
and without delay into and out of its territo-
ry” (Article 9.8). This obligation restricts the 
use of capital controls or fi nancial transaction 
taxes, even as the International Monetary Fund, 

many prominent economists and world leaders 
have shifted from opposing capital controls to 
endorsing them as a tool for preventing or miti-
gating fi nancial crises.

Strong concerns about the TPP’s ban on 
the use of such policies resulted in inclusion of 
a new “temporary safeguard” provision (Arti-
cle 29.3) despite years of US opposition. But 
the language that was ultimately agreed would 
not adequately protect governments’ ability to 
regulate speculative, destabilising capital fl ows.

The safeguard is subject to a litany of con-
straining conditions, largely replicating the 
narrow terms in Article XII (‘Restrictions to 
Safeguard the Balance of Payments’) of the 
World Trade Organisation (WTO)’s General 
Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS). But 
the TPP provision adds two further constraints: 
capital controls are subject to ISDS challenges 
as indirect expropriations. 

Thus, while the temporary safeguard may 
permit a TPP country to enact a capital control 
for a limited amount of time, the country may 
also be required to compensate a foreign inves-
tor if the capital control results in a signifi cant 
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TPP – a threat 
to fi nancial and 
economic stability

Parliaments, including the US Congress, 
have a rare opportunity to protect the 
public interest for the present as well as 
future generations. For the recently con-
cluded Trans Pacifi c Partnership (TPP) 
agreement to come into effect, it must fi rst 
be ratifi ed by national parliaments.

Contrary to its pretensions, the TPP is not 
mainly about “free trade”. Both the US and 
Malaysia, for example, are among the most 
open economies in the world, and there is 
little more to do in terms of reducing tariffs 
further.

The main trade constraints involve non-
tariff barriers, such as the restrictions on solar 
panel exports from Malaysia, which the TPP 
will not address. Likewise, for other TPP part-
ner countries, such non-tariff barriers will not 
be addressed by the TPP.

OECD countries with more competent 
trade negotiating capacity – such as the US, 
New Zealand, Canada, Australia and Japan 
– delayed agreement on the TPP at an earlier 

meeting in Honolulu in mid-year – not with-
out good reason – before agreeing in Atlanta 
in October. 

It is telling that the delay was due to 
squabbling over how best to manage trade 
in particular areas, refl ecting infl uential lob-
bies in their respective countries. In fact, the 
so-called free trade agreement will actually 
protect and even advance interests that run 
contrary to free trade.

The TPP is mainly about investment and 
intellectual property, primarily on behalf of 
the most powerful business lobbies involved. 
It will strengthen monopolistic intellectual 
property rights (IPRs) well beyond the already 
onerous and restrictive provisions of the 
Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property 
Rights (TRIPS) agreement of the World Trade 
Organisation (WTO). 

Meanwhile, contrary to conventional 
wisdom, there is growing evidence that IPRs 
hardly promote research, but may actual-
ly impede innovation. In fact, specifi c TPP 

provisions will limit competition and raise 
consumer prices. Thus, the TPP will slow 
innovation besides threatening public health 
and the common good.

The TPP will strengthen IPRs for big 
pharmaceutical, information technology, 
media and other companies which make 
their money from the monopoly status con-
ferred by such rights. For example, the TPP 
would allow pharmaceutical companies to 
have longer monopolies on patented medi-
cines, keep cheaper generic medicines off the 
market, and block the development and avail-
ability of similar new medicines.

ISDS: The best justice 
money can buy

The TPP will also strengthen foreign 
investor rights at the expense of local business 
and the public interest. With its provisions for 
an investor-state dispute settlement (ISDS) 
system, it obliges governments to compensate 
foreign investors for losses of expected profi ts 
in binding private arbitration! 

ISDS will thus confer foreign corporate 
investors with the right to sue national gov-
ernments for regulatory or policy changes 
that they claim diminish the expected prof-
itability of their investments. It has been 
and can be applied even where the rules are 

non-discriminatory or when profi ts are made 
by causing public harm.

Foreign corporate interests insist that the 
ISDS is necessary to protect property rights 
where the rule of law and credible courts 
are lacking - which is a clear display of con-
tempt for national courts. Yet, the US is seek-
ing the same in the Transatlantic Trade and 
Investment Partnership (TTIP) deal with the 
European Union, even though the US has not 
explicitly impugned the integrity of European 
legal and judicial systems.

The ISDS provisions make it hard for 
governments to conduct their basic obliga-
tions – to protect their citizens’ health and 
safety, to ensure economic stability and to 
safeguard the environment.

Imagine what would happen if a widely 
used herbicide like glyphosate is found to 
pose a cancer risk, as decided by the World 
Health Organisation (WHO) and as has been 
suspected since the 1970s but suppressed by 
the US Environmental Protection Agency, 
according to recent revelations in the US. 
Under the ISDS, to ban toxic materials, the 
government would be liable to compensate 
the manufacturers not to kill its own people, 
instead of forcing them to compensate the vic-
tims who have already been harmed!

The taxpayer will be hit twice – fi rst, 
to pay for the health damage caused by the 

Reject the TPP in the public interest
After nearly six years of excruciating negotiations, the 12-nation Trans-Pacific 
Partnership (TPP) agreement was finalised last October in Atlanta. The text of this 
ostensibly trade treaty, hitherto secret, has now to be approved by the national 
legislatures of the negotiating states. Jomo Kwame Sundaram explains why this 
treaty, which reflects the interests of powerful corporations from the US and other rich 
countries, should be rejected, especially by the developing negotiating countries.
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reduction in the value of an investment. There 
is no comparable obligation to compensate pri-
vate investors in the GATS. And in the TPP 
capital controls “shall not apply to payments 
or transfers relating to foreign direct invest-
ment”, a signifi cant limitation. As a result, 
Chile, which has in place policies that allow 
long-term limits on capital fl ows, had to nego-
tiate for a separate carve-out of its policies so 
as to be able to preserve them.

The US, unlike most other TPP countries, 
has chosen to subject sovereign debt restruc-
turing to ISDS challenges. An annex in the 
investment chapter seeks to ensure that disputes 
related to sovereign debt and sovereign debt 
restructuring are not subject to the full range 
of investment chapter disciplines (Annex 9-G). 

But a footnote states that the partial safe-
guards for sovereign debt restructuring “do 
not apply to Singapore or the United States”. 
That is, were Singapore or the United States 
to negotiate a restructuring of its sovereign 
debt that applied equally to domestic and for-
eign investors, foreign investors alone would 
be empowered under the TPP to challenge the 

non-discriminatory restructuring before an 
ISDS tribunal, claiming violations of any of 
the broad substantive foreign investor rights 
provided by the TPP investment chapter.

These deregulatory rules were written 
under the advisement of Wall Street fi rms 
before the fi nancial crisis. Some are included 
in one of the most extreme WTO agreements 
to which most TPP nations are not signato-
ries. Rather than update these terms to refl ect 
the post-crisis consensus on the importance 
of robust fi nancial regulation, the TPP would 
expose an even wider array of fi nancial stabil-
ity measures to challenge as violations of the 
1990s-era rules. 

With few exceptions, TPP governments 
have bound existing and future fi nancial poli-
cies to these deregulatory rules, curtailing their 
policy space to respond to emerging fi nancial 
products and risks if the deal takes effect.
The above is extracted from the 
“Initial Analysis of Key TPP Chapters” 
document published on the Public Citizen 
website (www.citizen.org). 
Third World Resurgence 

Magazine

herbicide, and then to compensate the toxic 
herbicide manufacturer for its “lost profi ts” 
if and when the government steps in to ban 
a dangerous product. This will deter govern-
ments from banning such substances, putting 
the public, both workers and consumers, at 
risk.

TPP versus Doha 
Development Round

Like many other recent bilateral and 
plurilateral international trade agreements, the 
TPP has little to do with free trade, but instead 
refl ects the interests of the powerful corpora-
tions behind the other OECD national trade 
negotiators involved. 

The rush to conclude the TPP before mid-
December’s Nairobi WTO ministerial con-
ference further undermined the likelihood of 
early conclusion of the WTO’s Doha “Devel-
opment” Round of trade negotiations, which 
began with expectations of rectifying the anti-
developmental outcomes of the previous Uru-
guay Round.

By undermining WTO multilateral trade 
negotiations, bilateral and plurilateral trade 
agreements are the antitheses of what they 
purport to do, namely trade liberalisation. 
But joining the TPP also undermines existing 
commitments, eg, to the ASEAN Free Trade 

Area (AFTA). Perhaps more seriously, such 
alignment abandons the ASEAN commitment 
to a “zone of peace, freedom and neutrality” 
(ZOPFAN).

TPP politically driven
It is no secret that the main motivation 

for the TPP for the US is to exclude China. 
The broad support for the China-mooted 
Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB), 
even from traditional US allies, was a major 
embarrassment which the White House is des-
perate to overcome.

Within the US, the TPP has more support 
from Republicans than Democrats. Criticisms 
of the TPP are growing among US politicians, 
not only among the leading Democratic presi-
dential contenders, including Hillary Clinton, 
but also from leading Republican presidential 
aspirant Donald Trump. 

Considering the paltry economic benefi ts 
as well as great risks involved, developing-
country governments joining the TPP are 
probably doing so for non-economic reasons. 
In light of this, members of parliament in 
the TPP partner countries have an opportu-
nity to reject this threat to the public inter-
est. They are our last defence against a TPP 
“own-goal”.
Third World Resurgence 

Lydia Noon

“If the police say something, we must do 
it,” shrugs the resident of Calais refugee 
camp Sirajafridi. “We can’t face them; we 
just want to get to the other side of the 
camp.” The 30-year-old from Kandahar, 
Afghanistan is being evicted from the area 
he has been living with friends for the past 
three months.

On January 11 the French authorities issued 
an eviction notice to refugees living within a 
hundred metres of the motorway that leads to 
Calais ferry port. Some 1,300 residents, includ-
ing 50 children, have now moved from the 
proposed “buffer zone” to an area of the camp 
levelled and prepared by volunteers to rehouse 
them. Originally, the authorities had given a 
quarter of the camp’s 7,000-strong population 
just three days to move. At the request of aid 
organisations, a temporary reprieve was grant-
ed until today.

The announcement came on the same day 
that 125 shipping containers in a fenced-off 
area separated from the rest of the camp were 
opened. With each container able to house 12 
people, there is shelter for 1,500 refugees. But 
with a fi ngerprinting system in place most 
people are against moving there for fear of 
being sent back to France if they manage to 
enter Britain. So far, a hundred people have 
moved in; other containers are providing a 
white canvas for graffi ti artists.

Tensions in the camp, now more like 
a shanty town, have increased since the 
announcement for the buffer zone was made. 
Two bulldozers on the edge of the camp waiting 
to demolish homes, were set alight overnight on 
January 15 and destroyed. 

Independent volunteers and those attached 
to organisations such as Help Refugees and 
ACTED have helped refugees move over 
300 tents, 247 wooden shelters and 25 cara-
vans over the past few days. 

“Have you got a crowbar?” Gary, an Irish 
volunteer connected with British based organi-
sation Care4Calais, asks me. Another volunteer 
searches for a shovel. Helping hands are plen-
tiful, but tools are in short supply. “There are 
safe areas in the camp we are moving people 
to,” says Gary. “But I think today was the big-
gest emotional outpour that I’ve felt from the 
refugees. They’re asking ‘why? Why are we 
moving?’

“I’ve heard that the authorities are trying 
to downsize Calais to turn it into a contain-
er camp”, he adds, emphasising that this is 
hearsay. Other volunteers and many refu-
gees repeat his uncertainty. Nobody knows 
for sure. 

The sandy soil has partially buried the 
bottom of some of the wooden shelters but once 
they have been pried away from their base or 
lifted up from pallets, they can be transport-
ed to their new home. This is either by foot or 
with the shelters’ owners precariously balanc-
ing them on the back of trucks to the other side 
of one of the camp’s main streets.

These shelters were built in a Calais ware-
house by volunteers before being transported 
to camp. “When we put them up we bashed the 
nails in as far as they would go, not thinking 
we’d have to take them down again”, explains 
Tom, a British independent volunteer. “It’s a 
bit crazy really”.

The residents in Calais and Dunkirk – home 
to 3,000 refugees – constitute less than one 
percent of more than a million asylum seekers 
who arrived in Lesbos last year after making 
the treacherous sea journey from Turkey. They 
are also less than the one percent of the one 
million asylum seekers who currently reside 
in Germany.

“I’ve been here, in this shelter for three 
months,” says Khprlwrk, from Jalalabad, a 
city near the Pakistani border in Afghanistan. 
“The young Afghani generation just wants to 
go to England. They are tired of the fi ghting,” 
he says, adjusting his woolly hat before get-
ting back to work removing the sand burying 
the base of his shelter. “The winter here is too 
hard. I’ve tried many times to cross to Britain 
but I’ve not been successful.”

His shelter made out of timber and tarpau-
lin is proving hard to shift. The shelters are 
heavy. It takes around 10 people to move a 
single shelter the size of a garden shed. As more 
volunteers come to help, a friend of Khprlwrk’s 
insists on giving me a thermal fl ask with the 
words “London Ambulance” written on it. “I 
don’t need it,” he says, fl ashing a cheeky grin. 
“I will be in England soon.

“We move from this place because today 
is our last warning from the French govern-
ment”, continues Khprlwrk. “We will go to 
another part of the camp, but not to the con-
tainers. We don’t know what will happen in the 
next months.”

The 23-year-old fl ed Afghanistan, but not 
because of the Taliban. His father was a politi-
cian in the country’s communist party, which, 
he says, has caused problems for his family in 
an Islamic state.

Despite a statement from the camp’s com-
munity leaders on January 12 outlining their 
intention to “peacefully resist” the govern-
ment’s plans, I couldn’t fi nd anyone who was 
prepared to stay.

Most are scared of the police. Few options 
are open to them.

Hanshinwni, an Afghani from a border 
town with Pakistan, is a newcomer to the camp 
in Calais. He has been here for a week and is 
staying in his friends’ shelter. Already he has 
been tear gassed by the French police. The area 
is a site of regular clashes between refugees and 
the police. When small groups climb the motor-
way embankment, attempting to board British 
trucks bound for the port, collective punish-
ment in the form of tear gas is dealt out to all 
residents in the area. 

“France is no good, England is good. 
Police are everywhere here, big problem,” says 
Hanshinwni. “Afghanistan, Taliban! Calais, 
police!” he exclaims.

Near the camp’s makeshift theatre and amid 
a hive of activity, Adam, three of his cousins 
and two friends are moving into their new tent. 
They lay sand around the edges of the tent to 
insulate it from the harsh wind. They are in high 
spirits. “What do you think?” they ask, as they 
survey their work. Around them volunteers and 
refugees work to secure down shelters that they 
have transported across camp, working to make 
their temporary houses into homes once again.

Threats and intimidation from the police 
are no match for the solidarity and community 
within the camp: there will be little need for 
bulldozers today.
New Internationalist 

The Calais 
evictions
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Emile Schepers

Argentina’s new right-wing 
president, Mauricio Macri, has 
announced that he is restarting 
negotiations with US-based hedge 
funds which have been harass-
ing the country in recent years. 
Though the bargaining is not yet 
very far along, this move by Macri 
is cause for worry, and not only 
for Argentines.

Under Macri, Argentina is return-
ing to the neo-liberal approach of 
making concessions to attract direct 
foreign investment, rather than rely-
ing on internal resources and taxing 
wealthy domestic interests to pay 
for improvements in infrastructure, 
housing, health care and education – 
as the previous government attempt-
ed to do. Evidently, Macri’s idea is 
that by surrendering to the “vulture 
funds,” he will be able to create an 
investment-friendly atmosphere to 
bring in more foreign money.

To further sweeten his deal, 
Macri has fi red over 10,000 public 
sector employees as “fat” left over 
from the previous government of 
Cristina Fernandez de Kirchner. The 
move is prompting massive protests 
from Argentine labour unions. He 
also ordered the removal of taxes on 
exports of agricultural commodities, 
pleasing the big agricultural inter-
ests but creating an immense poten-
tial budgetary problem for the future.

Fernandez de Kirchner and her 
husband and predecessor, Nestor 
Kirchner, restructured Argentina’s 
foreign debt after the country default-
ed in 2001. This allowed Argentina to 
return to the bond markets to fi nance 
government priorities. A small per-
centage of debtors, including, prin-
cipally, US-based Elliot Management 
and Aurelius Capital Management, 
refused to accept the debt restruc-
turing efforts and moved to desta-
bilise the Argentine state. Elliot’s 
head, Paul Singer, has been leading 
the international campaign of harass-
ment against Argentina with the legal 
backing of a New York judge.

The trouble is that if Argen-
tina now lowers its fl ag to Singer 
and his ilk, it could undo the whole 
debt restructuring the Kirchners 
achieved. The bondholders who 
had earlier agreed to be paid a par-
tial payment for their bonds could 
now come back and demand equity 
– to be paid back in full as Elliot 
and Aurelius demand. This would be 
a disaster for the country. Is Macri 
really willing to risk it?

How did Argentina acquire these 
debts? A good part of it started with 

the military regime that was in power 
from 1976 to 1983. In addition to 
massive arms purchases and corrupt 
contracts, the generals started a truly 
foolish (and losing) war with the 
United Kingdom over the Falkland 
Islands. Domestically, the military 
enforced a system where anyone who 
dared call them to account risked 
losing their life, as 30,000 people 
eventually did. This was an unelect-
ed government that came to power by 
violence and was not accountable to 
any legislative body or legal system, 
let alone to the Argentine people.

The vulture funds bought up 
these distressed debts from the past 
for pennies on the dollar. Now, they 
are demanding repayment of the 
whole original value, thus making a 
killing on the deal.

This brings up the subject of 
odious debt. This refers to debt pay-
ment demands so reprehensible that 
they shock the conscience.

One extreme past example of 
odious debt was that which France 
claimed against Haiti after that 
country achieved its independ-
ence from Paris in 1804. Estates of 
French nationals were confi scated 
by the new Haitian government, and 
King Charles X responded by send-
ing the French fl eet to menace Haiti 
in 1825. In addition to the value for 
the seized land, the King demanded 
compensation for the value of the 
slaves who had been freed by Haiti’s 
revolution. 

With its overwhelming economic 
and military power, by 1838 France 
was able to force Haiti to agree to pay 
this outrageously odious debt. It was 
not until 1947 that Haiti paid France 
in full for its liberated slaves. This 
is a major cause of Haiti’s historic 
poverty and remains a point of con-
tention between the two governments 
to this day.

A second case is that of the 
Jecker Bonds and the French inter-
vention in Mexico. Jean Baptiste 
Jecker was a Swiss banker operat-
ing in Mexico during the mid 19th 
Century. In the 1850s, Mexico was 
wracked by the Wars of the Reform, 
which pitted the old landowning 
elites and the Catholic hierarchy on 
the one side against the modernis-
ing liberals led by Benito Juarez on 
the other. In 1859, a young military 
adventurer, Miguel Miramon, seized 
power in a coup against Mexico’s lib-
eral elected government.

To fi nance his regime and his 
military campaign, Miramon organ-
ised a loan from Jecker on terms out-
rageously unfavourable to Mexico. 
Miramon’s government got only 

$700,000 up front from the deal but 
committed to pay back Jecker and his 
partners $15,000,000. As if this were 
not bad enough, Miramon put up vast 
amounts of Mexican national terri-
tory as security.

When it was clear that Miramon 
could not hold onto power and the lib-
erals, headed by Benito Juarez, were 
going to triumph against him, Jecker 
arranged to have himself made a citi-
zen of France. He cut a deal with the 
Duke of Morny, who was half brother 
of the French emperor, Napoleon III. 
The politically infl uential Duke made 
the agreement with Jecker to ensure 
that he would also profi t handsomely 
from this crooked bond deal.

When Juarez, temporarily back in 
power, repudiated the deal that Mira-
mon, Jecker and Morny had cooked 
up, France saw this as an opportunity 
to intervene in Mexico. A campaign 
was launched to force the suppos-
edly deadbeat Mexicans to pay this 
and other debts owed to French citi-
zens. But Napoleon III also saw it as 
an opportunity to extend the French 
Empire into the Americas. 

The French initially persuaded 
Spain and the United Kingdom to 
join in their debt collection adven-
ture. When the British and Spanish 
military leaders realised the French 

had other ambitions, however, they 
withdrew their troops from Mexico.

The French army, after suffer-
ing an initial defeat at the Battle of 
Puebla on the 5th of May (Cinco de 
Mayo) 1862, eventually captured 
Mexico City and installed Archduke 
Ferdinand Maximillian as the Emper-
or of Mexico. Their puppet was the 
brother of Austrian Emperor Franz 
Josef. Maximillian’s “empire” would 
survive only a few years.

Things did not end well for him 
or Miramon. They were both shot by 
a fi ring squad when the French even-
tually pulled out and Juarez’s forces 
again triumphed. Mexico beat back 
the French but at the cost of many 
casualties and much suffering and 
destruction.

There was no happy ending for 
Jean Baptiste Jecker either. In 1871, 
he too faced the guns of a firing 
squad. He met his fate during the 
uprising known to history as the Paris 
Commune. The fi nancial wizardry 
which had made him so infl uential in 
the grand game of world politics was 
of no help to him in the end.

The Haiti story, and especial-
ly the one of the Jecker bonds, are 
perfect illustrations of the concept 
of odious debt. The Argentine debt 
which the vulture funds are trying 

to collect on today is only the latest 
case. In each instance, the original 
contracting of the debt was illegiti-
mate, because it was done by gov-
ernments that did not represent the 
people who would eventually have 
to pay.

The terms were outrageously 
usurious and would be considered 
illegal under the laws of most coun-
tries today. Yet in all three cases, 
the creditors assumed an attitude 
of moral superiority, for no other 
reason than that they were backed by 
wealthier and more powerful coun-
tries than the debtors. Might makes 
right – especially if you’re white.

If President Macri hauls down 
the Argentine fl ag and buckles to 
Elliot and Aurelius, it will set a hor-
rible precedent for other relatively 
poor and indebted countries in Latin 
America, Africa, Asia, and Europe. 
It could bring vast suffering to some 
of the neediest people in the world.

In such an outcome, things will 
not go well for Mauricio Macri 
in the history books of the future. 
The hope now is that the Argentine 
Congress, where Macri still lacks a 
majority, will be able to stop such a 
surrender.
People’s World 

Argentina’s new right-wing president, Mauricio Macri.

US vultures circle Argentina

Call to restore aid
The peak body for Australia’s aid 
and development organisations is 
calling on the Australian govern-
ment to reinstate aid funding to 
Afghanistan following the Prime 
Minister’s day-long trip to the 
country to visit Australian troops.

“Australian aid is of vital 
importance to Afghanistan, a coun-
try with huge development chal-
lenges with more than a third of 
people living in poverty and high 
levels of violence” said the CEO 
of the Australian Council for Inter-
national Development, Mr Marc 
Purcell.

“Malcolm Turnbull’s recent 
visit has further highlighted Aus-
tralia’s need to reinstate bilateral 
aid to the country, which has been 

drastically cut from $130 million 
in 2014/2015 to $78 million in 
2015/2016.

That equates to a 40 percent 
cut to Australia’s aid to Afghani-
stan in one year,” said Mr Purcell.

“Information recently released 
through Senate Estimates indi-
cates that the 40 percent cut will 
have a direct impact on the sup-
port of two programs in particular 
– the Afghanistan UNDP Law and 
Order Trust Fund and the Afghani-
stan World Bank Reconstruction 
Trust Fund.

“Afghanistan is an important 
nation undergoing a critical transi-
tion. It requires substantial aid and 
development support, and for part-
ners like Australia to keep their 

funding commitments, rather than 
cutting rapidly and drastically. 

“We call on the Turnbull-led 
government to reinstate aid levels, 
to better enable Australia’s aid 
program to contribute to reducing 
poverty and promoting peace and 
stability,” Mr Purcell said.

Fourteen Australian aid and 
development agencies are work-
ing on vital aid and development 
projects in Afghanistan, investing 
$20 million annually.

The Australian aid program 
was cut by $1 billion, or 20 per-
cent, in last year’s federal budget. 
A further $224 million is sched-
uled to be cut in this year’s budget, 
taking Australian aid to its lowest 
level ever. 
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After fi ve years of secret negotia-
tions directed and controlled by 
pharmaceutical lobbyists and 
drug-company-dominated trade 
advisory groups, the offi cial text 
of the Trans Pacifi c Partnership 
negotiated by the Obama admin-
istration was released. The text 
confi rmed critics’ worst fears – 
pharmaceutical behemoths like 
Pfizer, Bristol-Myers Squibb, 
Merck, GlaxoSmithKline and 
Abbott Laboratories have gained 
expanded monopoly protections 
and greatly enhanced enforcement 
rights.

Patients, both domestically and 
abroad, will suffer delayed access 
to more affordable medicines and 
biologics. In the US, resulting price 
increases will lead to even more 
rationing and burgeoning out-of-
pocket payments. In low – and mid-
dle-income TPP partners, excessive 
prices that neither patients nor gov-
ernments can afford, can and will 
result in death.

In the mind-numbing blur of 
thousands of pages, killer text can 
be found. There are express man-
dates requiring patent term exten-
sions beyond the 20 years required by 
international law. There are mandato-
ry monopolies on new uses of known 
medicines and provisions that make 
it easier to get secondary patents that 
are only weakly inventive and that 
also lengthen patent monopolies. 

There are additional monopolies 
on the regulatory data submitted by 
Big Pharma on small molecule med-
icines, monopolies blocking generic 
competition that start at fi ve years 
but can be extended for successive 
three-year periods. And there are 
new monopolies on biologic regula-
tory data that effectively forestall the 
marketing of biosimilars for at least 
eight years.

To guard against the risk of price 

controls and non-listing of their 
newest high-priced medicines, the 
drug companies have also gained 
privileged access to government 
bodies that make decisions on prod-
uct listing and reimbursement rates. 
The pharma-fox is in the cost-cutting 
hen house.

Ever attentive to the details of 
profi teering, Big Pharma and Big 
Bio have also expanded their reper-
toire of enforcement rights. Manda-
tory injunctions, expanded damages 
and enhanced border measures will 
be required. 

Even more dangerously, bio-
pharmaceutical monopolists have 
now gained unprecedented powers 
in the TPP’s investment chapter to 
directly sue governments when their 
expectations of monopoly profi ts are 
thwarted by a government’s patent, 
data-related and pricing decisions 
and rules.

Drug companies are hiding their 
glee at new monopoly rights by com-
plaining that they didn’t get every-
thing they wanted, especially 12 
years of monopoly protection on bio-
logic regulatory data. Every time Big 
Pharma fails to get every last drop of 
blood money it wants, it complains 
that its future research and develop-
ment projects will wither and die. 

This is an industry that is con-
sistently one of the top three most 
profi table in the world. Company 
valuation and annual sales each 
exceed a trillion dollars. One out 
of every fi ve healthcare dollars in 
rich countries is spent on medicines 
and annual price escalation of medi-
cines is consistently many multiples 
of infl ation rates. 

And in developing-country TPP 
partners like Vietnam, Peru, Chile, 
Mexico and Malaysia, government 
health budgets will be strained and 
people living with preventable, treat-
able and curable illnesses will do 

without. People living with HIV, hep-
atitis C and other diseases will simply 
not have affordable access to newer 
medicines embargoed by the TPP’s 
monopoly protections.

The Obama administration likes 
to claim that the TPP represents a 
new gold-standard trade agreement 
– a trade agreement for the 21st cen-
tury and for all countries. The TPP 
is indeed a gold standard ... for the 
hugely profitable and profiteer-
ing pharmaceutical industry. But it 
is a budget buster for governments, 
insurers and patients, and a disaster 
for the right to health domestically 
and abroad.

Many forces are lining up against 
the TPP in the US, including Mem-
bers of Congress. Trade, environ-
mental, labour, Internet-freedom, 
health and other constituencies are 
trying to get their voices heard. Once 
again AIDS activists know that ‘pills 
cost pennies, but greed costs lives’. 
It’s time to act-up again.
Third World Resurgence 

International

Four fully armed terrorists stormed the Bacha Khan University in 
Pakistan’s northwest killing 22 people and injuring another 40. 
Victims included students, a gardener, two campus security guards 
and a chemistry teacher. The attackers, armed with machine guns 
and hand grenades, sneaked into the campus under a heavy fog. 
Many students were killed in a boy’s dorm. Pakistani security forc-
es arrived shortly after the attack, and all the terrorists were shot 
dead on site. One affi liated militant group of the Taliban Pakistan 
claimed to be responsible for the attack. A similar attack happened 
in 2014, when 150 school children and 10 staff were murdered by 
Taliban militants in an army-run public school in the countryside.

Six hundred and eighty-fi ve delegates recently attended the 10th 
National Congress of the Lao People’s Revolutionary Party (LPRP) 
in Vientiane. The Congress elected new LPRP Central Committee 
members, discussed and approved Central Committee’s report 
and the eighth Five-Year Plan (2016 to 2020), aiming to achieve 
an annual 7.5 percent GDP growth to help the country to change 
the current underdeveloped state status. Under the leader-
ship of the LPRP, Laos maintained socialist political security and 
social order. The country also made steady progress in develop-
ment; the poverty rate fell to 6.59 percent and per capital income 
was 16 times higher than that in 1985. The Chinese Party and 
Vietnamese Party sent letters of congratulation to the LPRP.

China’s top leaders and representatives of the 57 found-
ing countries attended the opening ceremony of the Asian 
Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB) in Beijing. China’s 
President and Premier gave speeches at the ceremony. The 
AIIB was formally established in Beijing last month and became 
operational on January 25. The AIIB will help the current glo-
bal economic system to become more just, effective and 
equitable. President Xi Jinping said that the AIIB would “ena-
ble China to undertake more international obligations and 
promote improvement of the current intentional economic system”.

Twenty-four thousand Bangladeshi workers from 23 tea gar-
dens recently staged a strike to oppose the government’s plan 
of establishing a Special Economic Zone (SEZ) in Chandpur 
and Begumkani tea garden areas. The workers worry that the 
SEZ would take the land where they live. They will remain on 
strike until the plan is cancelled said Nreepen Pal, Secretary 
of the district Tea Worker’s Union. The Communist Party of 
Bangladesh and the Socialist Party of Bangladesh issued a 
joint statement in solidarity with the workers. They stated that 
the plan was a conspiracy against the workers, taking the only 
source of livelihood from them. Both parties demanded the gov-
ernment cancel the plan and return the land to the workers.

Region Briefs

Blacklisters pay 
for deleting evidence
BRITAIN: Blacklister construc-
tion giants are being forced to 
spend potentially millions of 
pounds raking through back-up 
tapes of destroyed documents. 
Firms known to have blacklisted 
at least 3,213 workers via the 
secretive Consulting Association 
have been castigated by lawyers 
for the builders suing them for 
destroying crucial evidence.

Blacklist Support Group secre-
tary Dave Smith told the Morning 
Star that this had worrying implica-
tions for the scale of the blacklisting 
operation. “All of the platitudes and 
half apologies from the companies 
over the past six or seven years, and 
all of their crocodile tears, [claims 
of] rogue managers are clearly non-
sense,” he scoffed.

“People at the highest levels are 
hiding stuff on their laptops. It calls 
into question all of the promises 

made to Parliament and the High 
Court.”

The court heard that the PC and 
laptop of one Balfour Beatty man-
ager were wiped in April 2013 – 
though initial searches found that 
an internal Balfour Beatty blacklist 
was stored on another executive’s 
laptop.

Mr Smith said the fi rms’ law-
yers “conceded everything” yes-
terday after initially claiming that 
searching through the back-up 
tapes of wiped computers would be 
prohibitively expensive and time 
consuming.

They will now be “forced to go 
and do this search for all the docu-
mentation and the emails,” he added.

A High Court judge also ordered 
the fi rms to pay the builders’ pre-
hearing costs. It is thought this will 
cost an additional £100,000. In the 
past few weeks general union Unite 

has provided legal resources so that 
blacklisted workers can continue to 
fi ght the case rather than accept set-
tlements from the companies.

The blacklisting scandal hit the 
spotlight in 2009 when the Con-
sulting Association’s offi ces were 
raided by the Information Commis-
sioner. Some workers were even 
targeted because they were readers 
of the Morning Star.

Another pre-hearing is set to 
take place on February 1 before the 
case is due to come to a full trial in 
May.

The spotlight is now on Sir 
Robert McAlpine director Cullum 
McAlpine, who served as found-
ing chair of the Consulting Associa-
tion. No emails from Mr McAlpine 
or his personal assistant have been 
disclosed and they were reportedly 
also wiped.
Morning Star 

The TPP enhances the monopoly patent protection currently enjoyed 
by pharmaceutical corporations at the expense of ordinary 
consumers, warns Brook Baker.

TPP = Transnational 
Pharmaceutical Profi teering
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Remember 
Jeff Kennett’s 
school sell-off
The excesses of the Kennett gov-
ernment are the cause of the cur-
rent problems in public education 
in Victoria. In the 1990s his gov-
ernment sold off 270 state schools, 
which means today the state needs 
at least 220 new schools.

The school sites were present-
ed as business opportunities as the 
Liberals sold off our future. Succes-
sive governments have added to this 
chronic shortage of schools.

Crammed classrooms, more 

portables on playgrounds and fami-
lies actually turned away, running 
classes in halls and storerooms and 
staggering lunchtimes so there is 
enough space for children to play.

The city of Melbourne is facing 
the most severe school shortages 
among inner-city municipalities. It 
is set to experience a 62.9 percent in 
crease in school-age children in the 
next decade.

Our children must be given every 
opportunity to thrive. The govern-
ment must organise and implement as 
quickly as possible a strategy for thje 
construction of new schools. These 
must be built where they are needed 
now but also take into account future 
growth indicators.

Jackie Banner
Vic

Fires and climate 
change
It is extremely good news that 
so few people have died and or 
been injured in the recent terrible 

bushfi res in Victoria, SA and WA, 
but it is very sad that hundreds of 
homes, peoples valued possessions 
and pets have been destroyed and 
so much property and bushland 
has been burned and wildlife 
and domestic animals killed. It 
is a great pity that despite all 
our scientifi c and technological 
advances we can’t do any better 
than to advise people to leave their 
homes, evacuate them from their 
communities and hope for a wind 
change when fi res threaten our 
towns and regions.

Surely we can do more to combat 
and mitigate the effects of our 
changing climate and the increased 

frequency and intensity of bushfi res. 
If this is all that governments and 
agencies can do to protect large areas 
of fi re-prone and vulnerable parts of 
Australia, then after having their 
houses, farms and towns burnt out a 
couple times and facing the threat of 
further devastating fi res, people will 
unfortunately just leave these com-
munities and we will end up with 
vast areas of the nation devoid of 
residents as more people move into 
the cities.

This does not bode well for the 
viability of our rural communities, 
our unique natural environment 
and wildlife or our farms. Maybe 
there are some communities that 

just cannot be defended and should 
be abandoned as too high risk areas 
expand. But I fi rmly believe more 
can and should be done to protect 
people and their possessions and save 
towns from being obliterated by such 
severe fi res. At the very least more 
research and resources should be 
deployed in fi ghting climate change 
and the resulting fi res, houses should 
be built of fi re retardant materials and 
with sprinkler systems and residents 
and communities provided with more 
fi re-fi ghting and safety equipment to 
protect their families and towns.

Steven Katsineris,
Vic
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The United States of America. The majority 
of the people who live there will tell you 
it’s the greatest country on Earth. Even 
the ones without a job or a home! (Brain-
washed? You think?) Thanks to the inad-
equacy of their education system (which 
paradoxically they think is the greatest in 
the world), plus the control of their mass 
media by a cabal of billionaire press barons, 
and the way their population has been ruth-
lessly brainwashed since the Second World 
War, Americans have no comprehension of 
how people in other countries actually live 
(or think).

Contrary to what Americans are repeatedly 
told, people in other countries do not spend 
their time envying the inhabitants of the USA. 
Sure it’s a rich country, but most Americans 
don’t see any of that wealth. They scrape by 
on minimum wages. Poverty is rife and getting 
more prevalent every year. And people in other 
countries know this.

They also know that US corporations 
backed up by the US military looted the wealth 
of Latin America as well as a lot of other coun-
tries and siphoned it into US bank vaults, 
making America (as distinct from Americans) 
rich. But America can’t do that any more, at 
least not as easily as it used to. Now, the Latin 
American countries have their own trade deals, 
and Brazil part of the BRICS group of major 
economies that excludes the US and the EU.

Thanks to the way the countries of Latin 
America were looted by the US over many 
years, there is still a big wealth gap between 
them and the US, but not nearly as big as Amer-
icans think it is. Nevertheless, when the poor in 
Latin America get desperate enough, they try 
to cross the border into the USA, the “land of 
the free” in search of work that is denied them 
at home by companies whose head offi ce more 
often than not is in the USA.

The national symbol of the USA is the 
Statue of Liberty, a gift from France, celebrat-
ing the way the USA welcomed refugees and 
the poor from Europe when it needed settlers 
to build up its economy. Today the statue is a 
93 metre tall sick joke, as would-be refugees 
and immigrants are hunted down by police and 
returned across the border. They are treated not 
as refugees but as criminals.

A plaque on the base of Miss Liberty, 
as Americans call the landmark statue, pro-
claims: Send me your huddled masses yearn-
ing to be free. 

But unless the huddled masses are white 
and well heeled, there is no welcome for them 
in the USA today. Except, that is, as part of 
the thriving black economy, which depends on 
the cheap labour of illegal immigrants to pro-
vide the rich with all the services they take for 
granted, from house cleaning to waitressing to 
working in their non-unionised sweatshops.

Most Americans are aware of this situation, 

but they are not prepared to do anything about 
it, regarding it as basically just a “fact of life”. 
Like that other US “fact of life”, namely that 
there are approximately four million guns in 
the country. In fact, the presence of illegal 
immigrants in the country is often used as an 
excuse to justify the huge number of privately-
owned guns. One has a right to protect oneself, 
doesn’t one?

Well, that’s what the gun nuts in the USA 
say all the time, but it doesn’t make them safer. 
The USA is rife with mass shootings at schools, 
shopping malls and movie theatres. Compared 
to other countries, life in the USA is not safe 
by any defi nition of the term. And Americans 
know this. Most of them just won’t accept it. 
They prefer to cling to the gun lobby’s macho 
myths about “the right to bear arms” and fanta-
sies about how all the victims of the latest mass 
shooting would have been saved “if only I had 
been there at the time with my gun”.

There are millions of guns in America, 
and yet you never hear of a gun nut pulling 
out his trusty Winchester and saving a school 
full of kids or a mall full of shoppers. One 
in three homes with children in the United 
States has a gun. Despite the headlines, most 
shooting deaths occur in the home or some 
related place. In fact, offi cial statistics show 
that a gun in the home makes the likelihood 
of homicide three times higher, suicide three 
to fi ve times higher, and accidental death four 

times higher. For each time a gun in the home 
injures or kills in self-defence, there are 11 
completed and attempted gun suicides, seven 
gun criminal assaults and homicides, and four 
unintentional shooting deaths or injuries. The 
children of the oppressed in America – poor 
Black, American Indian and Alaska Native 
children and teens – are disproportionately 
likely to die from a gun.

Thanks to the lobbying power of the gun 
industry and those corporations with a fi nan-
cial or political stake in maintaining the para-
noia prevalent in the US population, the US 
Congress won’t even permit federal funding 
of research into gun violence, prompting the 
question: Why is the National Rifl e Associa-
tion so afraid of the truth? 

If the USA were a person rather than a 
country, its behaviour and attitudes would indi-
cate the presence of a severe level of mental 
illness. How disturbed does a country have to 
be to make the assertion that “a much more 
coordinated and concentrated research effort 
is crucial to make gun violence reduction one 
of the fi rst major public health goals of the 21st 
century”?

That “reducing gun violence” even needs 
to be seen as a public health goal, should be 
worrying enough. Just as worrying is the reali-
sation that millions of Americans think “reduc-
ing gun violence” means you are a wimp. 
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The most boorish of the clutch of 
Republican Party candidates for 
President in the next US elections 
is unquestionably Donald Trump. 
A billionaire, Trump has all the 
arrogance that goes with such 
colossal wealth, but he combines it 
with a public posture as an oafi sh 
larrikin, openly embracing the 
crudest racist rhetoric. Refl ecting 
the Republican Party’s long-term 
fl irtation with the extreme Right, 
Trump is now the front-runner to 
be the Republican choice to run 
for President to replace Obama 
when his term in the White House 
ends on January 17, 2017.

Like all demagogues, instead of 
dealing with the very real problems 
confronting ordinary Americans, 
Trump chooses instead to focus on 
giving them someone to hate, in the 
process scape-goating people who 
are in no way responsible for the 
USA’s very serious economic and 
social crises. Indeed, Trump’s racist 
outbursts are intended to divert peo-
ple’s attention away from the corpo-
rations and the ultra-rich who are the 
real causes of the US people’s present 
sorry position.

Initially he singled out Mexicans 
as his target, identifying as “Mexi-
cans” all Latin American people 
trying to escape from poverty by 
gaining entry to the supposedly 
prosperous USA. He has no sympa-
thy for their plight, labelling them 
all as drug-traffi ckers, gun-runners 
or worse. That the poverty south of 
the US border is largely the result 
of US corporations exploiting the 
people, resources and economies of 
those countries and of US govern-
ments over many years interfering 
in their internal affairs to boost US 
corporate power and profi t does not 
concern him at all.

His only concern is making 
sure his racism has a suitable target. 
Hitler began with Jews but moved 
on to include Gypsies and ultimate-
ly the much more numerous Slavs. 
Trump has similarly expanded his 
racist rhetoric to include attacks on 
African-Americans (those who dare 
to take to the streets in demonstra-
tions against police killings under the 
banner “Black Lives Matter”) and of 
course extraordinarily vulgar attacks 
on Muslims, all of whom are appar-
ently terrorists.

Also like Hitler, Trump is pitch-
ing his campaign at middle class 

and working class whites who feel 
they have somehow missed out on 
the “American Dream” they were 
promised a share in. That the poor 
in the US would look to a billion-
aire racist to solve their problems 
and be sympathetic to their plight is 
no more strange than that exploited 
Australian workers would look to a 
millionaire merchant banker to solve 
theirs. Neither Malcolm Turnbull nor 
Donald Trump is interested in lifting 
the people of their respective coun-
tries out of poverty.

They are only interested in one 
thing: boosting corporate profi t and 
making the rich richer. And they’re 
not too particular about how they do 
that.

It is sometimes hard for Aus-
tralians to comprehend just how 
all-pervasive is racism in the USA. 
I encountered a taxi-driver in the 
USSR who had had a couple of 
American tourists, husband and wife, 
in his cab. A young chap who spoke 
excellent English, he had asked these 
two Americans whether he would be 
able to get a job if he went to the 
USA.

They were fulsome in their assur-
ances that he would have no prob-
lem. They told him that “there was 
no unemployment in the US”, that 
the only people who were unem-
ployed were “Niggers who were too 
lazy to work”. He was dreadfully 
embarrassed when we explained that 
the N-word was not used in polite 
company.

Curious, we enquired about his 
US tourists. They had happily told 
him what they did for a living: she 
was psychiatrist in private practice 
in New York, he was a corporate 
head-hunter in the same city. You 
can imagine what their combined 
weekly fees would have been. Their 
understanding of how Black Ameri-
cans actually lived in New York, or 
indeed anywhere else in the USA, 
would have been negligible. They 
were before Donald Trump’s time, 
but his policies would surely have 
suited them down to the ground.

Trump is one of those Ameri-
cans who believe that Barack Obama 
should never have been elected Presi-
dent because he “wasn’t born in the 
USA”. These people believe the 
racist rumour that was floated as 
soon as Obama was nominated, to 
the effect that he was a Muslim born 
in Kenya. Despite Obama producing 

his birth certifi cate showing he was 
born in Hawaii, these people prefer 
to believe that somehow that docu-
ment is a fake, part of some “liberal 
conspiracy”.

It’s called the “birther” move-
ment and Donald Trump is a fi ercely 
vocal member of it. That a bellow-
ing, racist vulgarian can even come 
close to being elected President of the 
most powerful country on Earth is a 
shameful indictment of the parlous 
state of US politics today.

And it is of course a refl ection 
of the most parlous aspect of all: 
the stealthy spread of fascism across 
the country, combining racism with 
a massive militarised police force. 
The Republican Party in particular 
has made the delegitimising of non-
white people central to its legisla-
tive efforts. Republican front-runner 
Trump makes no secret of his belief 
that Black Americans should not 
have the right to hold high offi ce.

And many of the right-wingers 
in the Republican Party believe they 
shouldn’t even be allowed to vote. 
After all, US intelligence agencies 
helped the Colombian drug cartels 
fl ood Black neighbourhoods in US 
cities with crack cocaine in return 
for their assistance in subverting 
and overthrowing popular Left-lean-
ing regimes in Latin America. The 
deliberate policy of arresting and 
incarcerating Black men on drugs or 
other minor charges has resulted in a 
largely Black US prison population. 
Combined with privatised industrial 
prisons, the result is a new (or, more 
correctly, revived) form of slavery. At 
the same time the Republican Party 
has promoted the denial of voting 
rights to Black Americans because 
of their felony convictions!

In case you think that speculation 
about the rise of fascism in the US is 
nothing more than a beat-up by left-
wingers, it has also gained traction in 
the mainstream US capitalist media. 
On December 10, the New York Daily 
News, not usually noted as a “liber-
al” rag, wrote that “Donald Trump’s 
racist rhetoric emboldens white 
supremacist groups, [including] neo-
Nazis spouting hate on the Internet.” 
Also in December, the well-regard-
ed Washington Post wrote about the 
appeal of Donald Trump’s campaign 
to “the white supremacist movement 
in the US.”

In 1983, professor William Man-
ning Marable of Columbia University 

wrote a book with the self-explan-
atory title How Capitalism Under-
developed Black America. Marable 
was an American professor of public 
affairs, history and African-Ameri-
can Studies. He founded and directed 
the Institute for Research in African-
American Studies at Columbia. In 
his book Professor Marable identi-
fi ed the threat of a Fascist coup (á 
la Pinochet in Chile) in the USA “to 
resolve the crisis of US capitalism”. 
That must have made him popular 
with the authorities!

He went on: “The open encour-
agement of police brutalities against 
Blacks by law enforcement offi cials 
and elected politicians, plus the pro-
liferating civil violence by white 
youths and adults against non-whites, 
sets the social and cultural climate 
necessary to establish an authori-
tarian regime.” Professor Marable 
foresaw the likelihood of this new 
US venture into fascism eschew-
ing the banners and parades that the 
Nazis had popularised, and which 
the American Nazis of the 1930s, 
the Silver Shirts, had emulated, in 
favour of a more “laid back”, appar-
ently democratic form of fascism. 
“Whether this regime is ‘fascist’ in 
the classical model of Nazi Germa-
ny, or ‘authoritarian,’ which would 
permit some domestic rights, could 
be simply a question of semantics,” 
he wrote.

Hitler did not have access to 
nuclear weapons, and yet he caused 
the deaths of scores of millions of 
people. A nuclear-armed fascist in 
the White House would put the whole 
world at risk.

Inside the USA, Trump’s cam-
paign came under fire when its 
national spokesperson, Katrina Pier-
son, appeared on national television 
wearing a necklace made of bullets. 
She has also been revealed as having 
improperly claimed unemployment 
benefits while being handsomely 
paid for running Republican election 

campaigns and as a promoter of the 
“Agenda 21” conspiracy theory. This 
ridiculous theory contends that the 
obligations the US has undertaken 
as a signatory to various UN-spon-
sored international treaties are part of 
a conspiracy for the UN to take over 
America. How can one country be so 
powerful and so frightened at one and 
the same time?

Towards the end of 2015, Trump 
announced that he would spend $2 
million a week on TV ads for the 
rest of the campaign. Democracy in 
action, US style. Mind you he prob-
ably needs to spend that much if he 
expects to win. According to a poll 
released at the end of December by 
Quinnipiac University in the US, if 
the 2016 US presidential election 
had been held then, Democrat Sena-
tor Bernie Sanders would win by a 
landslide over Trump.

According to the poll, US voters 
favour Sanders over Trump 51 to 
38 percent. Sanders, a progressive, 
would win by 13 points – more than 
any other candidate would get squar-
ing off with the Republican favourite, 
including Sanders’ chief rival for the 
Democratic nomination, former Sec-
retary of State Hillary Clinton.

Indeed, while Clinton would 
likewise sail to victory over Trump, 
her lead would be approximately half 
as much, with voters favouring her 
by only 47 to 40 percent.

Outside the USA, Trump’s racist, 
ultra-reactionary pitch fortunately 
seems to rouse anger more than sup-
port, probably because of Europe’s 
catastrophic experience of racism 
at the hands of Hitler’s Nazis. In 
Britain, more than 200,000 people 
signed up within 24 hours to demand 
that Trump be banned from enter-
ing Britain because of his hate-fi lled 
speeches.

The British government of Cam-
eron’s Tories would have none of it, 
of course, but we can say sincerely, 
“Well done, British people!” 
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One in 3.5 million: That’s your annual 
risk of dying from a terrorist attack in the 
United States, at least according to Cato 
analyst John Mueller. Rounded generously, 
that comes out to roughly three one-hun-
dred thousandths of a percentage point, or 
0.00003 percent.

And this, according to a recent Gallup poll 
cited by The New York Times, is the percentage 
of Americans “worried that they or someone in 
their family would be a victim of terrorism”: 
51.

So that’s 51 percent of Americans who 
think a terrorist attack against themselves is 
suffi ciently likely to warrant their personal con-
cern, versus a 0.00003 percent chance it might 
actually happen. If you’ll forgive my amateur 
number crunching, that means Americans are 
overestimating their personal exposure to ter-
rorism by a factor of approximately 1.7 million.

It’s no wonder people play the lottery.
A public mood that overestimates the risk 

of terrorism by upwards of 2 million times, 
you might imagine, is a pretty signifi cant head-
wind for a presidential administration that – 
with a few notable exceptions, like the surge 
in Afghanistan and the free-ranging drone war 
– has generally sought to wind down the full-
blown militarised response its predecessor took 
to terrorism.

But more militarisation, particularly in the 
Middle East, is exactly what this insanely dis-
torted threat perception would seem to demand. 
With Americans more fearful of terrorism than 
at any time since 9/11, it’s no wonder Repub-
lican presidential candidates like Ted Cruz 
can call for bona fi de war crimes like “carpet-
bombing” Syria – and then revel in applause 
rather than opprobrium.

In a more rational world, it would be easy 
to explain away the problem by arguing that 
the risk of terrorism in the US is actually quite 
small, while the human costs of yet another 
military intervention in the Middle East could 
be enormous. But the politics of terrorism are 
anything but. “As a society we’re irrational 
about it,” said a former administration secu-
rity offi cial quoted by the Times. “But govern-
ment has to accept that irrationality rather than 
fi ght it.”

Gawker’s Hamilton Nolan drew a less 
charitable conclusion from those comments: 
“The public is too dumb to hear the truth about 
terrorism.”

Threading the needle
All this helps explain why Obama said 

what he did about America’s ongoing ISIS war 
in his fi nal State of the Union address. “Masses 
of fi ghters on the back of pickup trucks and 
twisted souls plotting in apartments or garag-
es pose an enormous danger to civilians and 
must be stopped,” he allowed. “But they do not 
threaten our national existence. That’s the story 
[the Islamic State] wants to tell; that’s the kind 
of propaganda they use to recruit.”

In all this, Obama was essentially correct. 

Yet he tempered this disclaimer with the reas-
surance that “We spend more on our military 
than the next eight nations combined” – a fact 
more commonly cited by critics of America’s 
post-9/11 militarisation than its supporters.

And then came an appeal to the carpet-
bombing constituency.

Calling the Islamic State “killers and fanat-
ics who have to be rooted out, hunted down, 
and destroyed,” Obama boasted: “With nearly 
10,000 air strikes, we are taking out their lead-
ership, their oil, their training camps, and their 
weapons. We are training, arming, and support-
ing forces who are steadily reclaiming territory 
in Iraq and Syria.”

Feel better?
Obama wanted to temper the hysteria of 

those who would look at ISIS and claim, as 
he put it, “this is World War III.” But given 
the apparently prevalent view to the contrary, 
he had to reassure his listeners that we’re still 
dropping an awful lot of bombs. It’s a college 
try at breaking the political taboo, identifi ed by 
the Times, against lecturing people about the 
real – and low – risk of terrorism.

Unfortunately, that only illustrates a much 
deeper American taboo about foreign terror-
ism against the United States: namely, admit-
ting that it’s almost always a response to US 
foreign policies.

You know, policies like launching 10,000 
air strikes.

Why us?
Obama said something else that was pretty 

instructive: “In today’s world, we’re threatened 
less by evil empires and more by failing states.” 
That’s true, basically: There’s no conventional 
power on earth that poses an imminent military 
threat to the US.

But why, then, should “failing states”?
The usual answer is that weak or failing 

states offer fertile ground for militant groups 
to organise, train, recruit, and arm themselves. 
That’s how the Arab-dominated group that 
became Al-Qaeda used Afghanistan in the 
years between the Soviet invasion and the 9/11 
attacks (though they also plotted in decidedly 
stable environs like Hamburg). And it’s how 
the Islamic State is using Syria now after burst-
ing out of its origins in Iraq, where it formed 
the core of a Sunni insurgency against the US-
backed Shiite government.

It makes sense that failing states might 
present opportunities for militant groups. And 
it’s reasonable to expect that failed states in the 
Muslim world would appeal to Islamist groups 
in particular. But all this explains nothing about 
why their militancy should uniquely threaten 
the United States. After all, if they’re simply 
religious zealots, hell-bent on killing or con-
verting the infi dels, why shouldn’t these failing 
states be a concern to non-Muslim powers like 
Brazil? Or Japan? Or South Africa?

Why aren’t they reduced to bean-count-
ing air strikes on countries halfway around the 
world?

The simple answer is that no other non-
Muslim country on earth has intervened in the 
region as extensively as the United States has.

Our demons

Robert Pape – a political scientist who’s 
studied every suicide attack on record – argues 
that while religious appeals can help recruit 
suicide bombers, virtually all suicide terror-
ism can be reduced to political motives that 
are essentially secular. “What 95 percent of all 
suicide attacks have in common, since 1980, is 
not religion,” he concludes. Instead, they have 
“a specifi c strategic motivation to respond to a 
military intervention, often specifi cally a mili-
tary occupation, of territory that the terrorists 
view as their homeland or prize greatly.”

Let’s look at some of our favourite demons.
In the years before Al-Qaeda pulled off the 

9/11 attacks (and since, for that matter), the US 
propped up dictatorships in places like Saudi 
Arabia and Egypt, which ruthlessly repressed 
Islamist challengers. It armed and protected 
Israel, even as the country bombed its Muslim 
(and Christian) neighbours in Palestine and 
Lebanon, and violated UN resolutions against 
illegal settlement building in occupied Pales-
tinian lands. And in between its two full-scale 
invasions of the country, the US imposed a 
devastating sanctions regime on Iraq, which 
restricted the fl ow of food and medicine and is 
estimated to have caused some half a million 
Iraqi children to die.

Some Washington policy makers have pro-
fessed benign motivations for these policies 
– in making strategic partnerships against ter-
rorists, for example, protecting a besieged ally, 
or attempting to undermine the Iraqi dictator-
ship. But one could forgive the victims of those 
policies for seeing them differently.

In his letter explaining the 9/11 attacks, 
Osama bin Laden mentioned all of these things 
and more to argue that US intervention in the 
Muslim world had to be stopped. Aside from 
its anti-Semitic ramblings, social conservatism, 
and appeals to the Quran, in fact, parts of the 
letter could have been written by any reputable 
international human rights organisation.

Similarly, the Islamic State – an avow-
edly murderous organisation, to be sure – 
emerged out of a Sunni insurgency against an 

increasingly sectarian US-backed government 
in Baghdad after the second Iraq War, expand-
ing into Syria in an audacious bid for strate-
gic depth and territory. To the extent that it’s 
engaged in international terrorism – against 
France, Turkey, Lebanon, and Russia, among 
others – the attacks have been levied princi-
pally against foreign powers that have thrown 
themselves into the Syrian civil war on the side 
of its enemies.

If ISIS attempts to attack the US, it will 
certainly serve a propaganda purpose like the 
one Obama described. But it will also serve as 
a counterattack for those 10,000 air strikes he 
boasted about.

A self-fulfilling prophecy
None of this excuses terrorism by Al-

Qaeda, ISIS, or anyone else. But if Obama or 
anyone else wants to take a realistic look at the 
threat, we can’t just look at the likelihood of it. 
We have to look at the reasons for it.

All things considered, given the scope of 
US actions in the Middle East since 9/11 – by 
my count we’ve toppled three governments, 
launched a drone war stretching from Somalia 
to the Philippines, and sent hundreds of thou-
sands of troops to Iraq and Afghanistan – a 
0.0003 percent per capita risk of terrorism is 
quite modest, even if it feels much higher to 
some critics of the president.

But with Obama responding to those crit-
ics by launching “nearly 10,000 air strikes” and 
“training, arming, and supporting” a hodgep-
odge of armed forces in the region, there’s a 
very signifi cant risk that our infl ated threat per-
ception will become a self-fulfi lling prophecy.

The fact is, there’s not a bomb on this planet 
powerful enough to heal the political divisions 
in Iraq and Syria that have enabled the rise of 
ISIS. But if Obama legitimises his hawkish crit-
ics by papering over the problem with bombs, 
he’s only paving the way for the Ted Cruzes 
and Donald Trumps of the world to argue that 
if some bombs are good, more bombs are better. 
And our fear-fuelled plunge into intervention 
will only deepen our exposure to terrorism.
Information Clearing House 

Our wildly infl ated 
fear of terrorism 
is a self-fulfi lling prophecy
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