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Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull’s double
dissolution of Parliament back-fired badly.
Within hours of polling booths closing the
recriminations had begun within Liberal
Party ranks. At the time of going to press
the outcome in at least 10 Lower House
seats is still in doubt. The situation in the
Senate also remains fluid with counting
expected to continue for some weeks.

The vote is a strong statement against
the policies of the major parties. Labor only
secured around 35 percent of primary votes and
the Coalition a little under 42 percent. Almost
one quarter of the electorate sent a message
to the major parties rejecting their neo-liberal
policies.

The result brings into question the ability
of the Coalition to get its Australian Building
and Construction (ABCC) Bill, a trigger for
the double dissolution, passed by a joint sit-
ting of the two Houses. Failure to do so would
constitute an important victory for the trade
union movement, which put so much effort into
defeating the Coalition.

The Liberal Party faced a swing of around
3.7 percent against it and Labor looks set to
pick up an extra 10-15 seats in the Lower
House. Labor is not expected to win a majority
in its own right and the Coalition is struggling
to do so at this stage.

It should, however, be emphasised that with
postal and pre-polling votes still to be counted
— as many as 20-30 percent or more in some
seats — there could be significant swings over
the coming days or weeks.

The Greens and independents also made
gains, despite the efforts of the Coalition and
Labor Party to cut them out and shore up the
two-party system. The corporate media also
worked hard against them.

When Turnbull pulled off the coup against
Tony Abbott in September 2015, he did so on
the basis of being seen by his colleagues as able
to lead the Coalition to victory. Opinion polls
were telling the Coalition that Tony Abbott
would lead the Coalition to defeat.

Turnbull had a softer image and a more
progressive and enlightened outlook on cli-
mate change, science, the arts, women, mar-
riage equality and other social issues. But once
in the job, it became evident how beholden he
was to the right wing of his party. Instead of

Seeking asylum
is legal

bringing change, Turnbull pursued the poli-
cies that were so unpopular under the Abbott
regime. This was not lost on the public.

Cynical exercise

In a highly cynical exercise Turnbull
first moved to change the voting system for
the Senate in an attempt to rid the Senate of
smaller parties, including the Greens. Then he
used the bill for the ABCC to trigger a double
dissolution.

The election date of July 2 was just weeks
out from when a regular election could have
been held. The public had to endure eight long
weeks of campaigning, with daily media grabs
from the major parties.

People were turning off and treating the
double dissolution as a cynical exercise. The
lack of real information and unwillingness of
the major parties to detail their policies was
frustrating to say the least.

The professional consultants and spin-doc-
tors turned the major parties into commodities
to be marketed with a carefully worded and
rehearsed sales pitch. There was no room for
slip-ups when facing the media. Regardless of
the questions asked, the same set spiel was trot-
ted out.

Feeding on the economic insecurity facing
workers, pensioners and social security recipi-
ents, the Coalition sold itself as offering “strong
leadership”, “jobs and growth”, “stability” and
an “economic plan”. The repeated promise of
“jobs and growth” was hardly convincing with
no concrete plans to back it up.

At the same time, Turnbull referred to “the
shambles” around Labor’s budget costings,
predictions of larger deficits and economic
instability that would arise from a Labor gov-
ernment. The Coalition also warned of chaos
and attempted to instil fear of a hung Parlia-
ment as against “stable majority government”
— by the Coalition of course!

Labor focused on Medicare, education,
penalty rates, jobs, climate change, negative
gearing and capital gains tax concessions —
issues of immediate concern or policies appear-
ing to make the wealthy pay.

The trade union movement poured its
resources — financial and people — into defeat-
ing the Coalition.

One of the most publicised and possibly
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successful aspects of Labor’s campaign was
the warning that the Coalition would privatise
Medicare and the one million “Medicare cards”
that were distributed in the 48 hours before the
election.

Leader Bill Shorten failed to commit Labor
to restoring the Coalition’s funding cuts. Short-
en’s definition of the Coalition’s intended pri-
vatisation of Medicare was extremely limited
and fell far short of what is planned. It focused
on doctors’ charging fees rather than the takeo-
ver of Medicare’s functions by private health
insurance funds.

The major parties remained silent on mili-
tary spending, the Australia-US military alli-
ance and the ABCC. This is despite the ABCC
bill being a trigger for the double dissolution.
They took almost identical positions on asylum
seekers, with Labor not wanting to appear
“weaker” than the Coalition on the issue.

The Greens put forward a comprehensive
program for progressive reforms including the
humane treatment of asylum seekers, strong

Tony Blair’s
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action on climate change, protection of the
environment, support for workers’ rights, mar-
riage equality, free public education, afford-
able housing, the protection and expansion of
Medicare to include dental services. They also
called for a federal independent commission
against corruption.

The focus of campaigning by the major
parties and the Greens was targeted on key
electorates. The Labor Party relied heavily on
the trade union movement that put its human
and financial resources into throwing the Coa-
lition out.

The parties made extensive use of social
media, door knocking, leafleting, the usual
street stalls and sausage sizzles in strategically
chosen areas. Labor’s campaigning included
thousands of phone calls to persuade swing-
ing voters.

Continued on page 2
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Voting in Australia —
system change needed

Counting of the votes in last Saturday’s federal election was
due to begin again in earnest as the Guardian went to press. The
precise result and even the question of which major party will form
government is not yet known. Nevertheless, a number of important
lessons are clear to the people of Australia. Firstly, the coalition
has not received a “mandate” for its reactionary agenda including
the establishment of the Australian Building and Construction
Commission, the scrapping of penalty rates or the privatisation
by stealth of Medicare. The other lesson is that more and more
voters are becoming immune to the message of the major parties
as almost a quarter of Australians opt for the Greens, minor party
and independent candidates.

This choice was made despite dire warnings from the leaders
of the Coalition and Labor that only they could deliver “stabil-
ity”, i.e. the unopposed implementation of the neo-liberal agenda.
Australians are increasingly unhappy with the lack of genuine
alternative. The voting in this election confirms a trend discern-
ible in comparable countries. The surprise Brexit vote and the
strong showing of under-rated candidates in the US presidential
contest are examples of this critical approach on the part of vot-
ers. Another important lesson is that not all the expressions of
independent thinking will favour left and progressive forces. The
new federal parliament in Australia will have several new right
wing and downright reactionary figures among the brace of first
time members and senators.

The job of the left and progressive forces to create a clear,
persuasive and united alternative is still ahead of us. It is an ur-
gent task to prevent a further drift to the right, including the
extreme racist right. The Communist Party of Australia (CPA)
does not believe the major force for radical change in society and
the economy will come from the houses of parliament. Progress
has and always will be the result of the mobilisation of masses of
people in their workplace and their community forcing change
upon the country’s legislators. However, until new truly democratic
structures for administering society are created under socialism,
parliament itself will remain an important field of struggle for the
interests of workers and other exploited people.

The political environment in countries like Australia is hostile
to left and progressive parties and movements. The education sys-
tem, the media, the whole ideological apparatus of the capitalist
state is directed against the message of change in favour of people
and planet before corporate profit. This mechanism is extremely
powerful but constantly comes into conflict with people’s lived
experience. No amount of slick advertising and media manipula-
tion will disguise the crumbling services and strained household
budgets confronting many Australians.

There are many other obstacles including the bureaucratic hur-
dles set for participation by smaller parties in the electoral process.
Perhaps the biggest obstacle to change at the current moment is the
system of representation in the Lower House of parliament. The
single member electorate system regularly throws up undemocratic
outcomes. In the federal election just conducted, the Greens polled
roughly ten percent of the vote but will probably only have one
out of the 150 members of the House of Representatives.

For many years the CPA has advocated major reforms to the
voting system. It supports multi-member electorates, compulsory
preferential voting at all levels of government, fixed four-year terms
of parliament, all candidates to be given equal free time on public
radio and TV services, a reduction in the size of deposits demanded
of candidates, a reduction of the voting age from 18 to 16 years
and the elimination of public funding of election expenses and the
right of recall of representatives by petition.

The CPA proposes these changes for discussion and campaign-
ing by left and progressive people excluded by the voting system
as it stands. Of course, the major parties of capital won’t embrace
these changes but, given the dissatisfaction with the limited Lib/
Lab “choice” evident at Saturday’s poll, the time to press for them
has well and truly arrived.

Coalition’s
election debacle

Continued from page 1

Lower House

There could be as many as six or
even seven Lower House MPs who
are not members of the two major
parties, with those who were MPs
in the last Parliament consolidating
their position and increasing in their
primary vote.

In Victoria, Greens MP Adam
Bandt is set to return for a third term
with an increase in his primary vote
to around 44 percent. He has built
very good relations with the trade
union movement and has a strong
record in defending trade union
rights.

Independent Andrew Wilke’s
primary vote is around 44 percent,
an increase of over six percent. The
Nick Xenophon Team could have as
many as two or three MPs including
the return of Nick.

Independent Cathy McGow-
an appears to have held on to her
seat with an increase of around 3.5
percent and Bob Katter retained
Kennedy with an increase of over 11
percent.

It is clear that voters have
responded well to the work that these
MPs have done in their electorates.
In the case of the Greens, who ran
first or second in a number of other
electorates, the base has been set for
more seats in the coming years.

The Greens with close to 10 per-
cent of the vote are expected to have
only one of the 150 Lower House
seats. This points to the need for
electoral reform, for a proportional
system in the Lower House. (See
editorial)

Senate
In the Senate, Tasmanian Sena-
tor Jacqui Lambie looks set to hold

her seat and will be joined by anoth-
er independent, media “personality”
Darryn Hinch from Victoria.

The Australian Motoring Enthu-
siast Party and Shooters, Fishers and
Farmers Party are gone.

Queenslander Pauline Hanson
has returned after a long absence with
the possibility of two other members
of her One Nation party also becom-
ing Senators. This is a worrying
outcome as it represents the rise of
extreme reactionary forces. Her party
exchanged preferences on how-to-
vote cards with the neo-fascist and
rabidly anti-communist Rise Up Aus-
tralia Party.

Her campaign material played on
the fears whipped up by the govern-
ment of thousands of Muslim asylum
seekers landing on Australia’s shores,
and Australia’s “values” and way of
life being threatened by immigration.
It also feeds on and fuels the racism
and xenophobia being promoted by
some in the social media, by shock
jocks and the Murdoch press, in
particular.

“We advocate for a zero-net
immigration policy where those who
leave Australia are replaced with
migrants who are culturally cohesive
with Australians and will assimilate,”
Hanson said.

“We support a sustainable refu-
gee programme, but call for a stop to
Muslim refugees.”

She calls for the burqa to be
banned in public and government
buildings and no more mosques or
Islamic schools to be built until an
inquiry is held into Islam. The pur-
pose, according to her policy state-
ment, of this inquiry would be “to
determine whether it is a religion or
totalitarian political ideology, under-
mining our democracy and way of
life.”
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Of course, what such an inquiry
would do is create deep divisions
and anti-Islam tensions in Austral-
ian society.

Turnbull’s swan song

Turnbull was given a chance. He
and his team blew it. The people of
Australia are sick of lies and deceit.
They are not stupid, and when Turn-
bull says they will not touch Medi-
care, it only adds insult to injury.

Already doctors are abandoning
bulk-billing as a result of an ongoing
freeze on Medicare rebates to doc-
tors. To respond with the claim that
a doctor is only losing 60 cents was
insulting.

The arithmetic does not require
a PhD. Ten years of frozen rebates
and rising costs amounts to a loss of
thousands of dollars. The loss is 60
cents per consultation in one year,
$1.20 the next year, and so on. Multi-
ply that by 100 consultations or more
a week. Doctors are already losing
thousands of dollars.

Medicare, public education, cli-
mate change, jobs, pensions, social
security are central to the well being
of people. The majority of ordinary,
hard-working Australians see no
reason to be cutting and privatising
services to pay for big business to get
billions of dollars in tax cuts.

The people of Australia are look-
ing for alternative policies that put
their interests first, before those of
big business. In the next elections
the Communists will be standing and
offering that alternative.

For an update on the election results
as counting continues: abc.net.au/
news/federal-election- 2016 &
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~. Turnbull claims
"= election success, says voters

twice as disillusioned

Speaking at a Master Builders
Association breakfast this morn-
ing, Malcolm Turnbull said those
criticising his use of the ABCC as
double dissolution trigger are out
of touch and weak.

“You know I’'m really not sure
what all the fuss is about; the result
clearly shows people are twice as
disillusioned as before we took
power.”

“Look, things have been pretty
bad since Tony took on the job in
2011 and we’ve done everything we
can to continue in that vein.”

“We’ve got free trade agree-
ments sorted, we’ve ditched the
Gonski reforms, offended every
LGBTI person in the country, and
we’re going after Medicare at every
opportunity. Not to mention the
Unions — we’ve tried really hard to

kill off the militant CFMEU and the
outcome on Saturday shows ... well
we’re getting there, I think. Aren’t
we?”

“If people aren’t disillusioned
now, just wait until Pauline returns
to the Senate. That’s another feather
in the cap of our government,” he
concluded. &

PRESS FUND

Three weeks ago football official Eddie MacGuire joked about
throwing a sports journalist into freezing water and ensuring she
didn’t surface. He received nothing more than a reprimand. And
remember media shock-jock Allan Jones’ comment that former
Prime Minister Julia Gillard should have been dropped overboard
at sea, tied up in a hessian bag? We’ll be checking to see whether
the nation’s newly elected government cracks down on incitement
to violence by commercial mass media demagogues, but in the
meantime we really need contributions to the Press Fund, so please
send in something for the next issue if you possibly can. Many
thanks to the following for their generous support this week:

Semaphore Workers’ Club, in memory of Ruby Hammond $100

J Baker $20, L K $5, K M $20, Mark Mannion $5, F Roady $100,
“Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $15

This week’s total: $270 Progressive total: $4,500
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case for socialism will exist.

QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Socialism is not about big concepts and heavy theory. Socialism is about decent shelter for those
who are homeless. It is about water for those who have no safe drinking water. It is about health
care, it is about a life of dignity for the old. It is about overcoming the huge divide between urban
and rural areas. It is about a decent education for all our people. Socialism is about rolling back the
tyranny of the market. As long as the economy is dominated by an unelected, privileged few, the

Former leader of South African Communist Party and
committed anti-Apartheid fighter until he was assassinated in 1993.

Chris Hani
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Speakers warn over
emptly promises

Rudi Maxwell

While National Native Title Con-
ference keynote speakers Gerald
Taiaiake Alfred and Joe Morrison
come from different sides of the
planet, their messages had a simi-
lar underlying message: Beware
of empty promises by government.

Morrison, the chief executive of
the Northern Territory’s Northern
Land Council (NLC), warned the
Darwin conference that Indigenous
affairs in Australia were under attack
and pointed the finger squarely at
the source — federal Minister Nigel
Scullion.

Morrison said Senator Scullion
was pursuing an aggressive agenda
of his own, trying to take power from
Indigenous organisations and institu-
tions, especially land councils, which
in the NT have rejected the Coali-
tion’s plan for 99-year leases of Abo-
riginal land.

“When you think back to the
community goodwill following the
1967 Referendum, it’s long since
evaporated because we no longer
have leaders of the calibre of prime
ministers Gough Whitlam or Mal-
colm Fraser,” Morrison said.

“Today we have an Indigenous
Affairs Minister who describes the
Northern Territory Land Rights Act
and the Native Title Act as a ‘double
whammy’. Senator Scullion has
said, if the Native Title Act is good

enough for the rest of Australia,
then it should be good enough for
the NT.

“How cynical,” Morrison said.

“Wrong way around”

“And, he’s got it the wrong way
around.

“The Land Rights Act is a beau-
tiful thing for the Northern Territo-
ry — and it’s good enough that there
should be similar legislation for the
rest of Australia.”

Morrison said the federal gov-
ernment’s Indigenous Advancement
Strategy had been a “fiasco” and had
created a climate of “chaos and con-
fusion”, along with Coalition attacks
on the NT’s Aboriginals Benefit
Account (which distributes mining
royalties from Aboriginal land), the
white paper into development of
northern Australia and basing Indig-
enous policy on ideas by billionaire
miner Andrew Forrest.

“This minister takes our breath
away,” Morrison said.

“We believe he’s not up to the
job.
“Whoever wins the upcoming
federal election, we hope they find
a new minister — a minister who
believes in land rights, unlike Sena-
tor Scullion.”

Professor Alfred, a Mohawk
scholar from Canada, spoke at the
Darwin conference about Indigenous
resurgence in his country.

“We have seen similarities of

-—

the struggle by Indigenous people
between our countries,” he said.

“Invading forces”

“Our lands were occupied by
invading forces and our people
herded on to tiny Indian Reserves.

“We have seen other people
become wealthy off our land.”

Professor Alfred said that before
First Nations had gone through the
process in Canada, treaties were seen
as the panacea.

“In 1996 we had a vision for a
peaceful coexistence through treaties
nation to nation — but that was an elu-
sive objective,” he said. “We always
need to ask in any negotiation ‘What
does this have to do with the land?’

“The government of Canada is
adept at the politics of distraction.

“The idea that we can decolonise
without a struggle — in Canada that
hasn’t proven possible.

“All ideas by government have
primarily been directed at defending
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private interests in land. We have
never seen the government do any-
thing to the benefit of our own
people that doesn’t protect their own
interests.”

The National Native Title Con-
ference was held on Larrakia land in
Darwin and jointly hosted by AIAT-
SIS and the NLC.
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CUB’s dry argument

Maintenance workers at CUB’s
main brewery in Melbourne are
protesting at the company termi-
nating their jobs then expecting
them to sign up again with a 65
percent pay cut.

The 32 Australian Manufactur-
ing Workers’ Union (AMWU) fitters
and 22 electricians, members of the
Electrical Trades Union, had their
employment terminated last month
so a new contractor could bring in
its own labour force on base wage
rates far less than the axed enter-
prise agreement.

Workers with up to 34 years of

CUB experience have been protest-
ing alongside apprentices outside
the Abbotsford plant as mini-buses
with blocked-out windows took in
the novice workforce recruited from
interstate.

The flow of beers including VB,
Carlton Dry, Pure Blonde and Carl-
ton Draught has slowed to a drib-
ble as non-union recruits struggle
to maintain and repair the brewing,
bottling and packaging machinery.

A united 24-hour protest is
growing by the day, with well-
known community worker Father
Bob Maguire visiting and getting on

the union’s PA system to blast CUB
management about putting its cor-
porate greed ahead of the brother-
hood of man.

Hundreds of angry custom-
ers have taken to CUB’s facebook
pages for Pure Blonde and VB,
expressing their disgust at the sack-
ing of the 54 workers.

AMWU assistant state secretary
Craig Kelly branded CUB’s brutal
action a deliberate union-busting
attempt, planned in advance as it
had stockpiled weeks of beer supply
to pubs and big retailers.

Mechanical fitters are being
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An event to commemorate
the 63rd anniversary of the 26 July attack on the Moncada Barracks
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offered a base rate of just $19.50
under a new non-union enterprise
agreement— just 50c above the
lowest award base.

“This has already backfired big
time on CUB. Soon it will be a dry
old argument for retailers and drink-
ers, just as our members have been
bled dry by being overworked, then
discarded,” Craig Kelly said.

“We will keep protesting as
the headache gets worse for CUB,
which will have to eventually deal
with unions and provide its work-
force with normal, decent EBA
wages and conditions.”

Sydney

AMWU member Chris Brown
said CUB had worked its main-
tenance crews over 60 hours per
week, but refused to employ more
workers.

“We wanted them to put more
people on, they wouldn’t, they
worked us 12 hours and even 16
hour shifts but now they’ve left us
with nothing, sacked with no real
notice,” he said.

“There’s five apprentices who
have just been left hanging, no job
and no qualification.” &

Fidel at 90: Moncada and Today
The Ideas and Actions of Fidel Castro
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Seeking asylum is legal

Richard Titelius

In the shadow of a wave of fear,
ignorance and insecurity gripping
many parts of the world, millions
of refugees and displaced persons
fan out across the globe, govern-
ments are struggling to under-
stand and cope with the issue.

In Europe right-wing govern-
ments have closed borders and erect-
ed physical fences as Syrian and
African refugees threaten to over-
whelm their ability to deal effectively
with the issue.

In the US, the presidential elec-
tions have thrown up a right-wing
candidate in Donald Trump who not
only wants to stop future immigra-
tion but also deport people not con-
sidered American enough.

In England, a plebiscite on
whether the United Kingdom should
leave the European Union the ques-
tion of restricting immigration to
England became an issue, portrayed
by some as causing many of the UK’s
social and economic problems.

In Australia, the two major polit-
ical parties have all but stopped
access for refugees arriving by boat
who seek asylum by placing them in
detention centres offshore on Manus
and Nauru islands.

How did Australia, a signatory
to the United Nations Convention on
Refugees, get to this position where
our national government now active-
ly discourages and prevents people
seeking asylum in Australia?

To attempt to answer these ques-
tions and propose a way forward and
as part of Refugee Week, the WA
Branch of the Communist Party of
Australia held Politics in the Pub on
June 23, “Seeking Asylum is Legal”,
chaired by Dr Christopher Crouch.

Dr Crouch introduced the speak-
ers at the forum which was attended
by over 40 people.

Tim and Mark both members of

Unionists 4 Refugees (U4R), spoke
of fighting for the rights of refugees
as a union issue akin to the struggle
of workers; a struggle against ine-
quality, hopelessness and oppression.

Since the anti-Apartheid strug-
gle of the 1970s and 1980s the union
movement has united to defeat other
discriminatory and oppressive poli-
cies of authoritarian regimes around
the world.

They continued by highlighting
the need for the Australian people
to push back against widening gap
between the government’s policy of
mandatory detention of refugees and
our obligations under the UN Con-
vention on Refugees.

The government’s measures,
aimed at providing disincentives for
people seeking asylum in Australia,
violate the UN Convention on ref-
ugees and diminish the Australian
people. The majority of Australian
people support our obligation to pro-
vide refuge for those who have to flee
their countries.

A community activist Karl (not
his real name), with connections
to Manus Island and Nauru said
that the multinational corporations
Wilson and Transfield who operate
the detention centres for the Austral-
ian government, have little previous
experience in caring for refugees.

This was probably an intentional
ploy by the federal Liberal govern-
ment as part of its policy to dehu-
manise refugees and ensure their
policy of being, “Tough but Fair” is
maintained.

Karl said that all refugees are
advised from the outset that they will
never enter Australia, leaving them in
a climate of hopelessness and despair
leading many to self-harm/attempt
suicide.

Since the Papua New Guinea
Supreme Court declared mandatory
detention there illegal, the govern-
ment has attempted to make Manus
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A “Let Them Stay” rally earlier this year in Sydney. (Photo: Anna Pha)

Island look less like a detention
centre. Asylum seekers are allowed
to go to the nearby town during the
day but are still required to return to
the detention centre at night.

Ali, a young former refugee
and asylum seeker and member of
the persecuted Hazara people from
Pakistan presented a moving account
of his journey. It began at age 15
with only a young cousin to accom-
pany him on a treacherous journey
through Asia and finally on a boat to
Australia.

His account told of the many
months of waiting and uncertainty at
the hands of the “people smugglers”,
the lack of food and appalling con-
ditions while waiting in cramped
accommodation for a boat to take
them to Australia.

Another ordeal started again
once in mandatory detention. First-
ly, the loss of identity, instead a
number which they had to remem-
ber whenever they were addressed by
authorities in detention. There was
the often inhumane treatment by the
guards and the witnessing of weekly
incidences of self-harm of other

detainees as the uncertainty, power-
lessness and trauma mounted.

Then the final catharsis, when
granted asylum and allowed to leave
the detention system to once again
become a human being in an Austral-
ian community. Ali was especially
thankful for the refugee advocates
who braved the system to give the
refugees a voice. Some of those
advocates attended the forum on the
night and gave additional testimo-
nies of the appalling conditions in
the detention centres.

This state of affairs the panel
concluded came about in 2001, when
the executive arm of the state in Aus-
tralia gave itself the power to detain
people indefinitely for committing
no crime. It is not a crime to seek
asylum — not withstanding the rheto-
ric of successive Labor and Coalition
governments.

In this instance Executive power
had usurped judicial power.

In the lead-up to the July 2 double
dissolution election, a solution to
mandatory detention was not immi-
nent. The government of Coalition
Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull

Guardian

seeks to maintain mandatory deten-
tion and offshore detention as a deter-
rent to so-called people smugglers.

So as not to appear weaker than
his more right-wing opponent, Labor
leader Bill Shorten pursues the same
policy as the Coalition.

Whoever wins the election, there
will be no short-term solution to the
despair and trauma facing refugees
— not withstanding that globally we
are seeing more refugees from con-
flicts, water and food shortages and
increasingly climate change refugees.
The latter are not yet legally recog-
nised as refugees.

On Saturday June 25, a public
rally on refugees was held in Fre-
mantle attended by over 400 people,
including members of the CPA.

The CPA demands an end to
mandatory detention and offshore
processing and for all processing of
refugee claims to be made onshore
and for refugees to be released as
soon as possible into the commu-
nity pending the outcomes of their
claims. &

union movement

When Labor leader Bill Shorten
gave his speech on election night,
he thanked the trade union move-
ment. He had good reason to do
so. The trade union movement
mobilised its forces to throw the
Coalition out.

Although the final result of
Saturday’s election is yet to be
declared, it is clear that the union
movement’s campaign in this elec-
tion had a massive impact.

We campaigned on our agenda
and the things we believe in, and
in the 22 seats where we had com-
munity based local campaigns the
average swing away from the gov-
ernment was 5.5%. That’s 1.8%
higher than the national average.

This is how the unions made a
difference:

* 16,253 people were involved in
the campaign

 They had conversations with
46,102 union members who were
swinging voters and convinced
33,191 to put the Liberals last.

 Thousands of doors were
knocked.

* Thousands handed out one
million replica Medicare cards in
the last 48 hours.

Over the last 12 months local
union members built campaigns in
their communities. Week in, week
out they ran street stalls, were at
local markets and at train stations
talking about the things unions
believe in.

This stunning result is because
they all worked together. Every
person who made a call, knocked
on a door, handed out a flyer, had
a conversation and campaigned on
social media can feel proud of what
was achieved.

Might of united trade

The second thing that is abso-
lutely clear is that the Liberals’ fail-
ure to offer a substantive industrial
relations policy leaves them with
absolutely no mandate for signifi-
cant changes or indeed any policy
that seeks to undermine workers’
rights, pay or job security should
they manage to achieve re-election.

And finally, the Australian
people have rejected funding bil-
lionaires over Medicare, schools
and hospitals. The Australia we
want is very different to the Liber-
als’ vision.

“We are the mighty trade union
movement of Australia. No one
attacks our rights and living stand-
ards that we have built without an
almighty fight,” Ged and Dave from
Australian Unions Team said. &
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Starving
Medicare

When Medicare was set up, the
Medicare rebate to general prac-
titioners was 85% of the AMA
recommended fee. At $37 it is now
less than half — and a freeze on the
rebate proposed for another four
years and probably indefinitely.
Doctors are finding they can no
longer maintain bulk billing their
services at this much lower rebate
level without introducing a co-
payment to patients and thereby
becoming the nasty tax collectors
for the government.

While the PM is making claims
that he will not privatise Medicare,
essentially he is doing so, by incre-
mentally ensuring that a progressive-
ly greater percentage of healthcare
spending comes from the pocket
of the patient, whether directly or
through private insurance. The only
difference is that he is forcing GPs to
do the dirty work and take the rap for
ending universal bulk billing — which
is another major step in privatisation
of our health system.

By privatisation of Medicare we
are not talking about selling Medi-
care to the private sector — although
Mr Turnbull seems anxious to
impose such a limited and self serv-
ing definition. Privatisation is to be
achieved by deliberately pursuing
Abbotts’ co-payment policy through
the GP rebate freeze as well as cuts
to pathology bulk billing incentives.

The freeze on the Medicare
rebate and the cuts to pathology bulk
billing incentives will only worsen
an already critical funding issue
for bulk billing doctors — as many
general practitioners also currently
dependant on the deregulated system
of pathology collection licences
which allows them to subsidise their
incomes through rentals from pathol-
ogy and radiology. It is disingenuous
of Mr Turnbull to pretend that his

policies are not a double whammy
for bulk billing general practitioner
funding.

Reduce the current sources of
funding, Medicare rebate and rent-
als from pathology, and there are
only two other sources of funding
available to general practitioners —
direct charging the patient or private
health insurance. Forcing GP’s to go
down this road will result in an end to
Medicare as we know it. Over a short
space of time this policy will inevita-
bly lead to bigger and bigger co-pay-
ments for patients to see the doctor.

The Prime Minister is deliberate-
ly confusing voters on what is meant
by privatisation of Medicare. By lim-
iting the definition of “privatisation”
to selling off Medicare or parts of it,
the PM is strictly speaking, not lying,
but he is being less than honest. His
policy will not only open the way for
the private health industry (PHI) to
move into GP care and a two-tier pri-
mary care system. It will also nor-
malise co-payments to see the doctor.

Legislation is already in place to
allow doctors to swipe credit cards
at the same time as they swipe the
patient’s Medicare card — all in the
one seamless transaction. While this
has been marketed as increased con-
venience for the patient, it’s merely
another step in facilitating a user-
pays system of health in this country.

What’s worse is that the initial
$7 co-payment initiative of the 2015
budget that we all feared is becom-
ing an inevitable scenario, evolving
like a slow train crash, and will be
far graver than the initial co-payment
model proposed by Tony Abbott.
Once GP’s stop bulk billing, they will
be more likely to charge the AMA
rate of $76 — so the co-payment will
initially be the difference between the
AMA rate and the Medicare rebate —
which is $39.
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Australian Nursing & Midwifery Federation Union (Tasmanian) protests against cuts to Medicare.

Patients will live in fear, hoping
that their consultation is not thorough
or lengthy, or after hours, because as
the minutes tick away so will the
dollars in the fee. If the consultation
goes to 15 minutes then the AMA fee
is defines as a long consultation and
recommended at $140. An after hours
call at the GP’s office is recommend-
ed by the AMA at $450! Add to this
any additional pathology and radiol-
ogy tests and patients will again need
to hand over the credit card togeth-
er with the Medicare card, prior to
paying again at the pharmacy.

Starving Medicare to death may
not be a direct form of privatisation
by government, but it is the same out-
come via indirect means. Mr Turn-
bull will be able to sit and watch as
the doctors do the privatising for
him. And once the general practi-
tioners start swiping the credit card
along with the Medicare card, it is
the patients who will be the only
losers from the Medicare rebate
freeze — with an increasingly shrink-
ing Medicare refund on their increas-
ingly rising doctor fees.

Authorlsef by Dr C Costa,

Dr R Marr, Dr A Chesterfield-Evans
on behalf of the NSW Doctor’s
Reform Society. &

The N.Beloyiannis Branch CPA

Inwites Yo to-

A fund-raiser BBQ
Saturday July 9 starting 1:30 pm

Addison Road Community Centre

Greek Cultural Association (hut 36)
142 Addison Road Marrickville

Videos will be shown about the heroic workers’ff
struggle in May 1936 in Salonica.

Entry including food and drinks $30

All Welcome!
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Refugee Week is marked in June. The UN refugee agency,
UNHCR says conflicts and persecution raised the total number
of refugees and internally displaced people to a record 65.3 mil-
lion at the end of last year. World leaders are urged to end the
wars that are causing people to leave their countries. “I hope that
the message carried by those forcibly displaced reaches the lead-
erships: We need action, political action, to stop conflicts,” said
Filippo Grandi, the UN High Commissioner for Refugees. “The
message that they have carried is this: ‘If you don’t solve prob-
lems, problems will come to you.”” More than half of all refugees
come from three countries: Syria, Afghanistan and Somalia.
More than a million people came to Europe last year, caus-
ing a political crisis in the European Union. The countries which
were quick to support the “coalition of the willing” to destroy oth-
er people’s homes and livelihoods were not quite prepared to
face the consequences of their actions. Mr Grandi called on
countries to fight xenophobia and decried both physical barri-
ers — like fences on the borders of some European countries
as well as legislative ones which limit access to EU states.

A white 10-storey building wall on the corner of Harbour and
Goulburn Streets (near Chinese Gardens) in Sydney is a
huge canvass for a mural depicting Aboriginal Elder Jenny
Munro. Jenny Munro founded the Aboriginal Tent Embassy in
Redfern to protest against new developments on the block. It
stayed there for 15 months and ended when the state govern-
ment promised to build new housing for Indigenous families.
The mural was painted by Matt Adnate. It took him five days to
do it and the result is striking. The mural is part of a project
to celebrate inspiring local people. It's hard to find a more
inspiring local figure than Jenny Munro who keeps on fight-
ing for the rights of poor people — be it Aboriginal or not.

The Baird government in NSW had to backtrack on the decision
by the NSW Trustee & Guardian to impose a new annual fee of
up to $12,000 on 3,526 elderly and disabled clients. It's the cur-
rent number of people whose affairs are being managed (mainly)
by family members. A letter demanding the family members sign
within 14 days was sent to all. The money was supposed to be
paid to Scottish-based insurer Aviva. The government argues
that the fee will cover insurance to protect the vulnerable from
being “ripped off” by family members. The Trustee & Guardian
already charge annual fees to check account keeping. Shadow
attorney-general Paul Lynch said: “Summarily demanding bonds
from people who had been successfully managing the affairs of
loves ones for decades is outrageous.” He said the scheme was
badly designed and inflexible. At the moment the policy is being
reviewed after a backlash. The letter should not be signed either.
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Tony Blair’s toxic

Felicity Arbuthnot

Anthony Charles Lynton Blair, currently
back in Britain, cast a dark shadow over
those campaigning to stay in the European
Union in June 23 referendum. Inflicting
himself on the Britain Stronger in Europe
group, he spoke at every opportunity
— reminding even the most passionate
Europhile of the last time he assured: “I
know I’m right” — Iraq.

If the “Remainers” had an ounce of sense
Blair should have been ditched in a nano-sec-
ond. He is not “Toxic Tony” for nothing. How-
ever, since the long awaited Chilcot Inquiry in
to the Iraq invasion is to be published just 13
days after the referendum (July 6) it is worth
revisiting more of the mistruths of which he
is capable.

On March 18, 2003, Blair stood in Parlia-
ment and listed the times Saddam Hussein’s
government had said they had no weapons of
mass destruction, dismissing them all, includ-
ing the 11,800 or 12,200 pages of accounting
and delivered by the Iraqi delegation at the UN
to the UN UNSCOM offices on December 8§,
2002.

Lest it be forgotten, the reason for the
uncertainty of the length of the volume is
that the US delegation simply appropriated it
and returned less than 4,000 pages so heavily
redacted as to be indecipherable — and without
the hefty index at the back listing the Western
arms companies who had, prior to the first Gulf
war, sold them weapons.

Blair told Parliament loftily:

“The 8th December declaration is false.
That in itself is a material breach. Iraq has
made some concessions to co-operation but
no one disputes it is not fully cooperating.
Iraq continues to deny it has any WMD,
though no serious intelligence service any-
where in the world believes them ... We ...
will back it with action if Saddam fails to
disarm voluntarily.”

Iraq of course, was telling the truth. Blair
had appointed himself judge, jury and execu-
tioner. And here is a real whopper: “I have
never put our justification for action as regime
change.”

And another: “Iraq is a wealthy country that
in 1978, the year before Saddam seized power,
was richer than Portugal or Malaysia. Today it
is impoverished, 60 percent of its population
dependent on food aid. Thousands of children
die needlessly every year from lack of food and
medicine.”

What he omitted was stated in a piece I
wrote back in 1998 addressing the ever repeat-
ed propaganda. Those conditions were caused
directly by the US-UK driven embargo, over-
seen by Blair’s envoy to the UN, Carne Ross,
who headed the Sanctions Committee after the
August 1991 imposed embargo:

“In 1989 the World Health Organisation
recorded Iraq as having 92 percent access to
clean water, 93 percent access to high quality
health care and with high educational and nutri-
tional standards.

“By 1995 the World Food Program noted
that: ‘time is running out for the children of
Iraq’. Figures — verified by UNICEF — record
that 1,211,285 children died of embargo-related
causes between August 1990 and August 1997.
Assilent holocaust in the name of the UN. These
numbers are similar to those lost in Pol Pot’s
genocide in Cambodia. It is three times the pop-
ulation of Kuwait in small lives.”

“After 24 years in the field, starting with
Biaftra, I didn’t think anything could shock me,”
wrote Dieter Hannusch of the World Food Pro-
gram in 1995. “But this was comparable to the
worst scenarios I had ever seen.”

The day after Blair’s address to Parliament,
Operation Iraqi Liberation began, to which
he had committed the country in his visit to
George W Bush’s Texas ranch in April 2002,
without telling Parliament.

Moreover, in 2009 The Mail on Sunday dis-
closed that: “Attorney General Lord Goldsmith
wrote a letter to Mr Blair in July 2002 — a full
eight months before the war — telling him that
deposing Saddam Hussein was a blatant breach
of international law.

“It was intended to make Mr Blair call off
the invasion, but he ignored it. Instead, a pan-
icking Mr Blair issued instructions to gag Lord
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Apart from his ongoing economy with the truth, Tony Blair also seems to be well past his sell by date.

Goldsmith, banned him from attending Cabinet
meetings and ordered a cover-up to stop the
public finding out.

“He even concealed the bombshell infor-
mation from his own Cabinet, fearing it would
spark an anti-war revolt. The only people he
told were a handful of cronies who were sworn
to secrecy.

“Lord Goldsmith was so furious at his treat-
ment he threatened to resign — and lost 10 kilos
as Mr Blair and his cronies bullied him into
backing down.”

The then Prime Minister did not alone
ignore the Attorney General’s legal advice.
In November 2002 “six wise men” gave Blair
“bloody warnings” as to the outcome of an
attack on Iraq. They were: “ ... all academics,
expert on Iraq, the Middle East and internation-
al affairs. They had been called to the Cabinet
Room to outline the worst that could happen
if Britain and the United States launched an
invasion.

“This was a meeting that could have
changed the course of history and, with better
planning for the aftermath, saved countless
lives — if only the Prime Minister and his advis-
ers had listened and acted on the bloody warn-
ings on that day in November 2002.”

Dr Toby Dodge, then of London’s Queen
Mary University foresaw with extraordinary
clarity the near certain outcome, warning:
“... that Iraqis would fight for their country
against the invaders rather than just celebrate
the fall of their leader. A long and nasty civil
war could follow. My aim that day was to tell
them as much as I could, so that there would
be no excuses and nobody saying, ‘I didn’t
know.””

Others who shared their extensive exper-
tise were Professor George Joffe of Cambridge
University, Sir Lawrence Freedman, Professor
of War Studies at King’s College, London and
a Blair adviser, Professor Charles Tripp of the
School of Oriental and Asian Studies, Steven
Simon, Director of the International Institute
for Strategic Studies, and Professor Michael
Clarke, then of Kings College, London. Before
the gathering they were warned: “Don’t tell him
not to do it. He has already made up his mind,”
Dr. Dodge told The Independent.

Blair and his Cabinet had: “... no plan for
what would happen after the invasion. The
approach was, ‘The Americans are heading this
up. They will have a detailed plan. We need to
follow them’,” said Professor Joffe. However
in reality, a year’s planning by the State Depart-
ment for the invasion’s aftermath: “was junked.
They were making up policy on the hoof.”

Professor Joffe also explained the complex-
ities of Iraq’s power structures with Tony Blair
seemingly disinterested in the potential cultur-
al, societal and political minefields, responding
with kindergarten simplicity (re Saddam Hus-
sein) “ But the man is evil isn’t he?”
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A chameleon-like absorption of George W
Bush, his political circle and his Generals’ sim-
plistic “good guys”, “bad guys” rhetoric.

Steven Simon had little faith in bringing
democracy to Iraq at the barrels of guns and
deliveries of 30,000-pound bunker busters:
“If everything had been done differently, there
might have been some small shot at avoiding
disaster. But only a small shot.”

Incredibly, according to Professor Joffe:
“The people who were put in charge in Iraq
had very little knowledge or experience of the
Middle East.”

Professor Clarke commented that Blair’s
attempt to justify the invasion was mistaken:
“We knew there was no nuclear stuff in Iraq.”
Moreover, he believed: Blair did not actual-
ly decide to go to war on the basis of intelli-
gence, but made it look as if he had with his two
“dodgy” dossiers. “He presented the case to the
public as if they had incontrovertible evidence
that Saddam had weapons of mass destruction.
That was rubbish. They were ridiculous docu-
ments, both those documents.”

Late last year, Blair made what was
described as a “qualified apology” for “mis-
takes” made in Iraq — among them: “our mis-
take in our understanding of what would
happen once you removed the regime”. In the
light of the above, blatantly untrue.

Blair’s dodging and weaving over the years
since 2003 — in spite of his millions, numerous
properties, jet (seemingly leased) and a yacht,
accrued from advising some of the world’s
most despotic leaders — seems to have worn
him down a bit, though.

In an extraordinary television outburst
attacking Labour Leader, Jeremy Corbyn who
said of Blair on BBC’s Newsnight last August:

“If he has committed a war crime, yes (he
should stand trial.) Everybody who has commit-
ted a war crime should.” Blair responded: “I’'m
accused of being a war criminal for removing
Saddam Hussein ... and yet Jeremy is seen as
a progressive icon as we stand by and watch
the people of Syria barrel-bombed, beaten and
starved into submission and do nothing.”

No mention of the US’ illegal “coalition”
which includes the UK which has made 4,024
strikes to June 1 this year, according to the US
Department of Defence. Strikes remarkably
inept at affecting the countless foreign terrorist
groups, but which have caused devastation to
the Syrian people whose plight was caused by
US plotting: 46,615 bombs and missiles have
been dropped on Syria and Iraq in the seem-
ing non-fight against ISIS and other criminal
groups. (Www.airwars.org)

Apart from his ongoing economy with the
truth, Tony Blair also seems to be well past
his sell by date. In Northern Ireland, proba-
bly the only place on earth which has a ten-
uous reason to give him some credit for the
“peace process”, where he went to speak on

the referendum at Ulster University, he was
less than welcome.

Derry anti-war campaigner Frankie McMe-
namin said the former Labour leader was “not
welcome” in Derry, telling the Derry Journal:

“I was involved in protests about the Iraqi
War which Tony Blair was responsible for,
Tony Blair is hated throughout the world and
he has blood on his hands over Iraq.

“I will be voting for the UK to remain
on June 23 but I think someone like Mr Blair
(urging the stay in vote) will put a lot of other
people off.

“Tony Blair is not welcome in our city and
the people who organised this visit obviously
knew this” — the meeting had not been pub-
licly advertised and the address was to a spe-
cially selected audience. The co-speaker was
Blair’s former Chancellor, Gordon Brown,
near equally unpopular, who wrote the cheques
for years of UK bombings before the invasion
and then for the invasion’s destruction. Had
the meeting been publicly advertised, assured
Mr McMenamin, protesters would have been
out in force.

On June 17, Blair was a signatory to an
open letter, signed by two former deputy Prime
Ministers and a number of MPs and public
figures urging voters to stay in the European
Union. It included the words:

... public life, whether in politics or else-
where, should be about something else — some-
thing better.

“It should be driven by a desire to bring
people together when it would be easier to tear
them apart. A wish to build bridges rather than
erect walls.” To promote that which is “Peace-
ful, tolerant, compassionate.”

As he added his signature, did he reflect
on Iraq’s destroyed bridges — literally and met-
aphorically, on a nation of walls erected by
US and UK troops over one of the most open
landscapes anywhere to be found and on the
accompanying destruction of peace, tolerance
and compassion at the hands of US and UK
policies aided by his ignorant determination
and “ridiculous documents.”

Philippe Sands QC, Professor of inter-
national law and Director of the Centre on
International Courts and Tribunals at Uni-
versity College London, has said he believes,
unequivocally, that the 2003 invasion was
illegal under international law. “In the UK,
beyond those associated with the govern-
ment’s effort, I cannot think of a single
international lawyer who thinks the war was
lawful. Not a single name comes to mind.
That’s got to be telling.”

It can only be hoped the Chilcot Inquiry’s
findings deliver Charles Anthony Lynton Blair
and his cohorts in a tragedy which will be his
and George W Bush’s place in history. A sharp
and chilly return to reality.
globalresearch.ca &
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True crime:

Cholera in Haiti

Crawford Kilian

In October 2010, Dr Renaud Piarroux, a
French epidemiologist, was invited by the
government of Haiti to investigate the
unexpected appearance of cholera in towns
and villages along the Artibonite River, the
country’s largest. Piarroux had extensive
cholera experience, notably with a serious
outbreak in the Democratic Republic of
Congo.

The outbreak had startled everyone: chol-
era had never been known in Haiti before, and
within days of its first known case on October
14, it had infected thousands and killed scores.

Like any good epidemiologist, Piarroux
knew that finding the source of an epidemic
is critical — especially in a country as poor as
Haiti, which had scarcely recovered from the
earthquake of January 2010 that had killed a
couple hundred thousand people. (The death
toll has been a subject of controversy.)

His search — and shocking discoveries —
are at the centre of Deadly River: Cholera and
Cover-Up in Post-Earthquake Haiti by Ralph
R Frerichs.

Rumours blamed sewage from a camp of
Nepali peacekeepers. Jonathan Katz, an Amer-
ican journalist, had documented those sus-
picions, but they were far from proven. The
United Nations peacekeeping force, known as
MINUSTAH, had been installed in Haiti after
the 2004 ouster of democratically elected pres-
ident Jean-Bertrand Aristide. But instead of
keeping hostile armed forces from attacking
one another, the peacekeepers were a kind of
heavy-handed police force.

So MINUSTAH was highly unpopular, and
might be just a scapegoat. But it was also true
that cholera had been a problem in Nepal just
before the peacekeeping contingent had left for
Haiti.

Three weeks after the start of the outbreak,
Piarroux started his investigations in the vil-
lage of Meyé, just downstream from the Nepali
camp. While he couldn’t get into the camp, he
learned that a sanitation truck routinely pumped
the sewage out of a tank in the compound and
transported it to a hilltop pit — where it rou-
tinely overflowed into the stream below when
it rained.

Outbreak evidence

But that wouldn’t be enough, Piarroux
knew, to trigger a sudden outbreak infecting
hundreds within days. The Artibonite is a big
river; for enough cholera bacteria to infect
so many people so fast, an enormous quanti-
ty of contaminated sewage would have been
required.

He moved down the river to the sea, find-
ing village after village infected — except for
a few on higher ground that drew their water
from other sources.

Efforts to distribute uncontaminated drinking water.

The timing of the cases meant a massive
plume of sewage had moved down the Arti-
bonite past thousands of Haitians who used the
river for drinking, irrigation, bathing and wash-
ing clothes. For the plume to resist dilution,
many symptomatic cases must have discharged
their faeces into their river in a very short time.
If those cases were in the Nepali camp, almost
all the soldiers must have been ill — a possibil-
ity loudly denied by the camp commander and
the Nepali army back in Kathmandu.

Meanwhile, Piarroux was startled to find
UN agencies like the Pan American Health
Organisation (PAHO) and the Office for the
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA)
—and the American Centres for Disease Control
and Prevention (CDC) — uninterested in finding
the source of the outbreak.

They speculated that it might have come
from Vibrio cholerae bacteria in the sea, but
said the focus should be on treating the cases.
Even then-president René Préval said he wasn’t
interested in the source.

Piarroux’s suspicions were further aroused
when the UN peacekeeping force issued a news
release saying the first cholera cases had been
reported by the Haitian Ministry of Public
Health and Population (MSPP) on September
24. The date was three weeks before the first
confirmed cases on October 14 — and MSPP
had made no such report.

Piarroux was no stranger to the politics of
public health, but this was baffling. The Ameri-
can and UN authorities seemed to be commit-
ted to an “environmental” origin for cholera in
the Caribbean Sea. Perhaps it had been churned
up by the earthquake nine months earlier, or
by a hurricane. The theory of importation by
the Nepalis, they said, had no evidence to back
1t up.

Piarroux knew better, but the UN and US
agencies even brought in a team of investiga-
tors who had built their careers on the theory
of environmental cholera. They paid little atten-
tion to his findings.

Known in days,
concealed for months

But just before leaving Haiti, Piarroux
received a secret document: a report by the
MSPP, made in the very early days of the out-
break. With remarkable speed, the ministry had
sent a team to the Artibonite River and identi-
fied the source as the Nepali camp. They’d been
denied entry to the camp, but local residents
provided plenty of details.

So within days of the outbreak the Haitians
had known its source — and so had CDC and
PAHO. Why hadn’t they said so, and why had
Préval dismissed the idea of finding it?

Piarroux had a pretty good idea. Haitian
governments stand or fall at the pleasure of the
US government. Washington had probably been
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CHOLERA AnD COVER-UP IN
POST-EARTHQUAKE HAITI

RALPH R. FRERICHS

behind the ouster of Aristide, and had imposed
MINUSTAH rather than send in its own
troops — a politically and financially expensive
proposition.

So Haiti was (and is) ruled by a coalition
of UN and US agencies plus a chaotic mass of
non-governmental organisations. The govern-
ment in Port-au-Prince was (and is) far from
sovereign. Préval had understood his situation,
and had sent Piarroux the ministry report anon-
ymously, to help him tell the world what he
himself could not.

The US’s big concern in the fall of 2010
was the impending election to replace Préval.
Riots and worse would erupt if the UN peace-
keepers were named as the source of chol-
era. Rather than admit their error, the UN and
US agencies went straight to obfuscation and
misdirection.

Cover-up

And, alarmingly for any serious public
health expert, a lot of public health experts went
along with the scam. While thousands of Hai-
tians were dying in puddles of their own vomit
and diarrhoea, the experts did their consider-
able best to lie to the world about why those
people were dying.

Once back in France, Piarroux found it
hard to publish his findings, but they eventu-
ally made it into print — in the CDC’s journal

Emerging Infectious Diseases. He was soon
embroiled in debates with his opponents who
claimed environmental origins for the epidem-
ic, but his own evidence was simply too strong,
and theirs too weak. Eventually, the Nepalis
were understood to be the importers of cholera:
Piarroux learned that a whole truckload of their
sewage had been dumped straight into the river.

Piarroux has revisited Haiti several times,
promoting his plan not to “control” cholera but
to eliminate it by smothering new outbreaks
before they can spread. But the current gov-
ernment prefers to go along with the control
program, effectively making cholera endemic.

As of mid-May 2016, cholera has sickened
over 780,000 Haitians while killing over 9,000
of them. According to PAHO, between January
1 and April 30 of 2016, 13,859 have fallen ill
with cholera and 150 have died — more than the
same periods in 2014 and 2015.

Early in the outbreak, Piarroux was con-
tacted by Dr Ralph R Frerichs, professor emer-
itus of epidemiology at UCLA. Frerichs was
also alarmed at the official response to Haiti’s
cholera. Their online communications grew
into face-to-face contact, and eventually into
a years-long debriefing in which Piarroux
detailed his experiences in Haiti. That in turn
led to this book, the best yet written on Hai-
ti’s cholera. It is also a medical thriller, a crash
course in basic epidemiology and a primer on
the politics of global health.

Frerichs writes brilliantly, letting facts and
events speak for themselves. The result is a
damning indictment of the national and inter-
national health agencies — and the cynical gov-
ernments that rule them.

The cover-up organised by the CDC, the
World Health Organisation and other UN agen-
cies was a violation of medical ethics on an
international scale. They sacrificed Haiti simply
to escape political embarrassment.

In fairness, though, none of the great health
agencies is a free agent. As science writer
Sonia Shah recently noted, “private interests
have commandeered the public-health agenda.”
WHO [UN World Health Organisation] has
been on an ever-dwindling budget for decades.
CDC isn’t allowed to do research into firearm
deaths as a public health issue. Both rely on
“donations” from corporate benefactors, not
solely on public tax dollars. And the benefac-
tors too often dictate the agenda.

So we get as much public health as our
political and corporate masters find convenient.
In the case of Haiti, that is very little public
health indeed.

The Tyee &
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Germany

Victor Grossman

BERLIN: Military drones, like
drone bees, do no legitimate
work. But unlike drone bees, they
can sting — terribly and brutally.
Allegedly only “terrorists,” in at
least six countries, are targeted.
But those executed so bloodily are
neither tried nor judged. By the
way, who are “terrorists?” They
may be seen as patriots by their
neighbours and, far too often,
they are village civilians; women
and children traumatised by the
circling, buzzing menace in the air
above them.

The men doing the targeting are
far off and safe, mostly in the US,
and due to the earth’s curvature, their
commands to circle and fire must be
relayed to a location across the Atlan-
tic. The main relay point is Ramstein
Air Base, tucked away in an isolated
corner of Germany near the French
border. Many legal experts maintain
that its presence defies German law.

On June 11, 5,000 people came
by bus, train, car, a few by bicycle,
defying nasty weather to circle the
base and demand its closing. This
year the protesters, with their signs,
rainbow flags, a few drums and
umbrellas, had made serious prepara-
tions. They explained to local inhab-
itants that they were not wild hippies
on a joy ride, but seriously concerned
about world peace and Germany’s
role in either saving it — or endan-
gering it. Many listened and agreed;
some offered assistance.

A variety of peace groups organ-
ised the event that, in a church in
nearby Saarland, heard speeches by
LINKE (Left) party leader Oskar
Lafontaine, an expert on military-
civilian conversion from the Greens,
even a well-known maverick Chris-
tian Democrat. Speakers from the
British Campaign for Nuclear Dis-
armament, the French Mouvement
de la Paix, CODEPINK, and Ray
McGovern, a CIA analyst for 27
years now active in the peace move-
ment also addressed the crowd.

With the rain keeping some away,
the “human chain” did not entirely
encircle the big base, but this three-
day protest against drones was per-
haps the largest yet, anywhere, and
a pledge was made to keep getting
bigger and louder.

Some German peace advocates
disagree on whether to lambaste US
military expansion primarily or to
concentrate on “blood and iron” war-
riors in Germany. Logically, it would
seem, the two cannot be separated,

the US is certainly the brawniest
world power, with almost 800 mili-
tary bases in over 70 countries and
a military budget outweighing most
other nations combined, including
Russia and China.

With rare exceptions Ger-
many has been a loyal, closely
aligned junior partner, with Presi-
dent Joachim Gauck (soon to retire)
and Defence Minister Ursula von
der Leyen (perhaps thinking of pro-
motion) both just as eager for mili-
tary strength as some leading US
politicians.

Indeed, US and German troops,
plus a bundle from 22 other coun-
tries, 31,000 in all, rehearsed togeth-
er very closely — and very close to
Russia — in Poland. The manoeuvres
involved mass parachute jumps and
tank-led river-crossings. They have
been followed by another exercise,
Sabre Strike, now underway in the
Baltic countries. Sabre Strike is an
annual event, though it is much larger
this year having activated 10,000
troops from 13 countries.

Despite occasional pious disa-
vowals, Polish president Andrzej
Duda declared icily: “The aim of the
exercise is clear, we are preparing for
an attack.”

He must have meant this to be
taken to mean a defence against an
attack by Russia. Since Russia has
made no threats or claims of any kind
on Poland or the Baltic states, and
while the Polish government does
little else than vilify Russia (when
it is not abridging press rights, clip-
ping judicial autonomy or forbidding
abortions), such close military coop-
eration among NATO members, to
be increased at their July summit — in
Poland — can cause more than a shud-
der in today’s tense world.

But hold on! There has been
a surprising new twist! Is the iron
staple binding German and Ameri-
can foreign policy showing signs of
rusting?

Foreign Minister Frank-Walter
Steinmeier startled almost everyone
by saying, in an interview: “The one
thing we shouldn’t do now is inflame
the situation with loud sabre-rattling
and warmongering.” Did one of his
words purposely recall Operation
Sabre Strike?

“Anyone who thinks a sym-
bolic tank parade on the alliance’s
eastern border will bring security is
wrong,” he warned. “We would be
well advised not to provide a pretext
to renew an old confrontation.”

Although in other sentences,
printed a few days later, Steinmeier
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Pecice activists demonstrate during a “Stop Ramstein” campaign outside the US Air Force Base in Ramstein Germany.
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qualified his statement a bit, men-
tioning fears of Poland and the Baltic
countries supposedly aroused by
Putin’s actions in Crimea and the
Ukraine.

The vocabulary he used broke
previous No-No taboos in NATO and
official German circles. Sure enough,
some righteous warriors in Merkel’s
Christian Democratic Union, though
linked in a coalition with Steinmei-
er, a Social Democrat, mounted an
attack. Much of the media did the
same.

The bitterly aggressive anti-
Russian wing of the Greens also
climbed aboard to slam Steinmeier
and his call for “exchange and dia-
logue” instead of military activity. A
common line of attack was: “What?
Is he calling us warmongers? How
dare he?”

The ever eager NATO secre-
tary-general Jens Stoltenberg, also
evoking fears of a threat which was
never made, huffily tossed in more
tinder: “Let me be clear: there will
be more NATO troops in Poland after
the Warsaw Summit, to send a clear
signal that an attack on Poland will
be considered an attack on the whole
Alliance.”

Why did Steinmeier dare to
defy this official line? Has he seen
the hopeful light of détente and dis-
armament? Vice-chancellor Sigmar
Gabriel, his fellow Social Democrat,
now plans a Moscow visit, certain to
discuss European Union sanctions
which hurt Russia but harshly shrink
the earnings of countless German
farmers and the auto makers, who

want to sell and invest there. Was this
a new pattern?

Maybe. The Social Democrats
have watched their poll results drop
to about 20 percent, a low point,
and are desperately seeking ways to
climb out of the slough. Other polls
show that, despite the media, over
70 percent of the Germans favour
a better approach to Russia. Putting
two and two together is not hard even
for Social Democrats still enjoying
Cabinet armchairs with all the perks,
but seeing elections looming in 2017.

Their Christian Democratic coa-
lition partners are already hunting for
new buddies. And, still well versed in
arithmetic, SPD leaders can see that
only with the Greens, now at 14 per-
cent, and the LINKE (Left) party, at
9 percent, can they hope to forge a
majority and keep those comfortable
armchairs. They have a long tradition
of turning the wheel toward portside
before elections. Is this part of that
old mould?

Regardless of their motives, eve-
ryone yearning for peaceful solutions
can welcome this unexpected turn.
But how should the LINKE party
respond to moves that may end up
resembling flirtation, despite all pre-
vious taboos?

Should it consider joining with
Social Democrats and Greens in a
sort of “united front” — also aimed
against the far-right Alternative for
Germany (AfD), now registering
about 11 percent in the polls?

How wary must it remain, know-
ing how smoothly both Social Dem-
ocrats and Greens forget election

promises on peaceful foreign poli-
cies and economic issues?

How many principles would
the LINKE have to dilute or aban-
don to win those treasured cabinet
armchairs in a federal government?
Attempts on a state basis have never
once gone well! The approaching
city-state elections in Berlin in Sep-
tember may raise this question even
sooner.

Certainly a requirement for a
truly wise policy is to get people
marching out on the streets, build-
ing strength and confidence. For
issues close to their hearts they do
just that: in five cities tens of thou-
sands joined hands in a human chain
to oppose racism and welcome the
new refugees.

Over 100,000 Berliners rode
bicycles in a star-formation to the
Brandenburg Gate to demand more
and better bike paths. Far more
showed up last year against the TTIP
trade deal. Similar numbers, and
more, are needed against drones and
manoeuvres like Sabre Strike (better
Sabre-toothed?) and for decent jobs
and pensions.

In a few hours we shall learn the
results of mass pressure in Britain
(for better or worse), in a few weeks
those of French workers and Span-
ish voters. More than a few Germans
are watching with great interest and
enthusiasm — maybe even taking
ideas — from the courageous cam-
paigns of Jeremy Corbyn and Bernie
Sanders.
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Brexit and

US anti-Russia policy

Finian Cunningham

Britain’s stunning referendum
vote to leave the European Union
has thrown a cat among the
pigeons, not least in Washington,
where it is feared that the “Brexit”
could scupper its anti-Russian
policy.

That tacit policy is a foundation
of the post-war international order
whereby Washington — thanks to
its trusty British acolyte — has been
able to exert hegemony over Europe.
Nearly seven decades of American
transatlantic domination are at risk
of crumbling.

The unscheduled, hasty visit by
US Secretary of State John Kerry to
Brussels followed by London last
week is a sure sign that Washington
is alarmed at the historic decision by
the British electorate to quit the EU —
after 43-year membership of the bloc.

“Kerry urges Britain, EU to
manage their divorce responsibly,”
was how American news outlet ABC
reported the diplomat’s detour. The
outlet went on to say with a pretence
of chivalry that Kerry’s concern was
“for the sake of global markets and
citizens”.

More to the point, Washington’s
perplexity is specific and self-serv-
ing. In particular, the loss of British
influence inside the EU will impact
on Washington’s carefully construct-
ed policy of trying to isolate Russia.
American objectives to isolate Russia
go much further back than the past
two years over Ukraine.

Indeed, one can trace the anti-
Russia policy to immediately after
the Second World War, a policy that
was intimately shared by the British
establishment, as expressed by Win-
ston Churchill in his famous 1946
“Iron Curtain” speech, marking the
onset of the Cold War against the
West’s erstwhile wartime Soviet ally.

Former US ambassador to
Russia, Michael McFaul, gave full
expression to these fears in an opin-
ion piece in the Washington Post. The
headline read: “How Brexit is a win
for Putin”.

The tone is almost panic-strick-
en. McFaul alludes to Russia’s grow-
ing economic and political influence
with China and Eurasian integration:

“Europe is now weakening as Russia,
its allies and its multilateral organisa-
tions are consolidating, even adding
new members. Putin, of course, did
not cause the Brexit vote, but he and
his foreign policy objectives stand to
gain enormously from it.”

The former US envoy, who also
served as national security adviser to
the Obama administration, laments
how Britain as Washington’s “clos-
est ally” will have less leverage for
American interests over the rest of
Europe.

With regard to Russia, this means
that the EU’s economic sanctions
against Moscow and the build-up of
NATO military forces are put into
serious doubt. Both aspects have
been led by Washington, with Brit-
ain as a strident advocate of sanc-
tions and NATO militarism. Now
that London does not have a vote in
Brussels, America’s policy of hostil-
ity towards Russia is blunted.

Britain’s exiting of the EU puts
Washington’s in a geopolitical dilem-
ma. As the New York Times head-
lined: “With ‘Brexit’ Washington’s
direct line to the continent suddenly
frays”.

The NY Times reports: “Ameri-
can officials struggling to re-imagine
their strategy after Britain’s decision
to divorce the European Union say
the most urgent challenge will be to
find a way to replace their most reli-
able, sympathetic partner in the hall-
ways of European capitals. It will not
be easy.”

When Britain first joined the
early European Economic Communi-
ty in 1973, it was following a policy
directed by Washington. With its
“special relationship”, as coined by
Churchill, Britain would ensure that
Washington’s geopolitical interests
prevailed on the continental Euro-
peans, in particular the Germans and
French, who were always suspected
of being inclined towards socialism
and rapprochement with Russia.

It is arguable that the EU was
a political project engineered by
the American Central Intelligence
Agency, for which Britain served a
crucial steering role.

Britain would thus bring a strong
NATO perspective to the emerging
EU. The US-led military alliance’s
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unofficial objective from its post-war
inception in 1949 was, according to
British Lord Ismay, the first secre-
tary-general, to “keep the Americans
in, the Germans down and the Rus-
sians out”.

And Britain’s presence within
the EU — as the second biggest econ-
omy after Germany — ensured that
this anti-Russian ideology always
remained a potent force, even 25
years after the Cold War supposedly
ended.

Today, the 28-member EU bloc
is barely distinguishable from the
28-member NATO military alliance
in terms of adopting US-led poli-
cies, and in particular its anti-Russia
policy. The renewal of European eco-
nomic sanctions against Moscow has
only served to inflict huge damage on
EU nations.

It is self-defeating and absurdly
based on scant evidence of “Russian
aggression”. But the policy prevails
in large part due to Washington’s
and Britain’s “NATO-isation” of
the EU.

This is why the loss of Britain
from the EU is so disconcerting to
Washington and its Atlanticist advo-
cate in London. British Foreign Sec-
retary Philip Hammond has been
most vocal since the referendum,
warning that “the Kremlin will be
happy with the result”.

Unlike Washington’s admoni-
tions against a Brexit in the run up

to the referendum, Moscow refrained
from making any such pronounce-
ments, saying that it was an internal
British political matter.

Russian President Vladimir Putin
dismissed comments by British and
American politicians who inferred
“Kremlin rejoicing” over the Brexit
as “a manifestation of low political
culture”.

The snide, anti-Russian invective
is really a reflection of the malign
purpose with which Washington
and London have been working for
decades in order to impale a wedge
between Europe and Russia.

Washington has much to lose as
a hegemonic world power if Europe
and Russia were to move closer
together politically, economical-
ly and in terms of mutual security.
The US and its transatlantic Brit-
ish cipher — being closely aligned in
global finance capital — must do all in
their power to make sure that Europe
and Russia do not converge as natu-
ral partners.

With Britain now reverting to
“Little England” as American media
are mocking, there are moves ahead
for Washington to recruit a new sur-
rogate within the EU for its hegem-
onic ambitions. Germany is top of
the list as the replacement for Brit-
ain. France is seen as too unreliable,
while Poland and the Baltic states are
too lightweight, from Washington’s
viewpoint.

However, the Brexit has
unleashed a Europe-wide public
revolt of anti-EU sentiment. Part of
that antipathy stems from the kind of
oligarchic politics, financial oppres-
sion and NATO militarism that
people associate with Washington’s
influence on Europe.

Washington will not find an auto-
matic, easy substitute for its British
surrogate. No European state could
ever replace Britain as the most
loyal and fervent servant of Ameri-
can interests.

Russia is entitled to feel relief, if
not rejoicing, over the Brexit result.
And not just Russia, but many other
countries and people who long for
more peaceful international relations,
free from Washington’s and NATO’s
warmongering machinations.

Britain’s diminished influence
over European policies means Wash-
ington is also curbed.

Nothing can be taken for granted,
but there is a fair chance that Europe
might be freer henceforth to develop
normal, more harmonious relations
with Russia.

Germany, whose post-war rec-
onciliation with Russia was once a
source of immense hope during the
1960s, 70s and ‘80s under its “Ost-
politik”, might now be able to resume
that trajectory.

And no wonder Washington is
panicked.
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Luke James

Workers’ voices are being shut
out of Britain’s post-EU future by
the Tory Business Secretary. Sajid
Javid called an emergency summit
“to ensure that the negotiation of
our future relationship with the
EU is carried out in the interest of
UK companies, investors, poten-
tial investors and workers.”

He invited the CBI bosses’
group and other big business lobby-
ists to last week’s economic summit
but deliberately excluded the Trade
Union Congress, which represents
5.8 million workers in 51 unions.

TUC officials told the Star
they only learned of the meeting
through weekend press reports.

The union body immediately wrote
to the minister pressing the case
for its inclusion, arguing that talks

about Britain’s future must include
the broadest range of expertise and
opinion.

Mr Javid’s office replied that
the TUC’s attendance was “unwar-
ranted.” TUC general secretary
Frances O’Grady said it was “dis-
appointing” that Tory ministers
were refusing to work with the
TUC to limit the impact of any eco-
nomic downturn.

“At a time when the govern-
ment should be looking to heal the
wounds of a divisive campaign,
this is a backward step,” she said.
“Unions must be present to feed in
the concerns of working people and
to contribute to the development of
a practical plan to protect British
jobs and industry.

“Excluding the TUC and our
member unions from this meeting is
not acting in the national interest.”

The future of the steel indus-
try was likely to have been top
of Ms O’Grady’s agenda had she
been allowed to attend. Steelwork-
ers’ union Community has also
demanded an urgent audience with
Mr Javid.

General Secretary Roy Rick-
huss said: “The EU referendum
result and the government turmoil
that has resulted have placed new
question marks over Tata Steel’s
sales process and the trade unions
need to understand what actions
government will take to safeguard
the future of UK steelmaking.”

Mr Javid was due to speak to
Ms O’Grady by phone after yes-
terday’s summit and a government
spokesman promised unions would
be consulted over the renegotiation.

The spokesman said: “Clearly
unions have an important role to

play in contributing to plans to pro-
tect British jobs and ensure Britain
remains open for business.” But
Tory ministers have a history of
displaying their complete contempt
for trade unions.

The Star revealed how the Tory
minister met representatives of the
CBI about the Trade Union Act
a full month before bothering to
consult the TUC. The Prime Min-
ister has also refused to meet Ms
O’Grady for more than a year since
she first made the request.

It took him nine months to
respond to a letter from the TUC
leader about the Trade Union Act.
Responding to the latest snub,
Labour’s shadow minister for trade
unions lan Lavery warned the nego-
tiation of Britain’s exit from the EU
would be led “by the rich and for
the rich.”

He said: “Javid’s refusal to
engage with trade unions by shut-
ting them out of meetings is proof
that the Tory Party can’t be trusted
to handle leave negotiations in the
interests of working people.

“Trade unions must be involved
at all levels in negotiating the exit
to ensure that the already vulnera-
ble do not bear the brunt of the cost
of leaving the European Union.

“After the poisonous, divisive
referendum campaign, ministers
have a duty to act in the interests of
the nation. The Tories are showing
they are utterly incapable of doing
s0.”
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LGBTI election
competitors

Australian Marriage Equality
welcomes the record number of
LGBTI candidates who ran in
Saturday’s federal election.

This year we have more than 40
LGBTI candidates proudly running
across all major political parties.

This includes prominent Liberal
Party candidates Tim Wilson and
Trent Zimmerman, Labor Party can-
didates Pat O’Neill and Penny Wong,
Greens candidates Jason Ball and
Rob Simms, and the Veterans Party
trans candidate Bridget Clinch.

It’s fantastic that so many mem-
bers of the LGBTI community put
themselves forward at the next fed-
eral election and that so many com-
munities are backing them.

Regardless of whether every can-
didate is successful at the election, it
sends a powerful message to young
LGBTI people in our community that
they too can aspire to be a political
leader in our country.

As we look to achieve marriage
equality in the next Parliament, it’s
important that we have strong support

Letters / Culture & Life

from both LGBTI representatives
and other supportive MPs commit-
ted to a fair go for every Australian.
It is great that we are seeing
diverse members of our community
entering politics right around Aus-
tralia and this increase is happening
across all parties.
Dr Shirleene Robinson
Australian Marriage Equality

The true cost of subs

Both Liberal and Labor claim the
need for fiscal responsibility as a
reason for budget austerity. The
Health Minister, Susan Ley, has
gone as far as to ask GP’s “to do
their bit to bring the budget back
into surplus.”

Meanwhile, the major parties
have given bipartisan support for
military spending, including the
Defence White Paper 2015/6 (which
is largely Tony Abbott’s legacy)
where increases in military spending
are set reach two percent GDP by
2020. The Sydney Morning Herald
has reported that this will amount to
$1 trillion over the next 20 years.

I’m sure many experts of govern-
ment and military contracts would be
cautious, noting that this is just the
initial estimates for the 12 new sub-
marines and the F-35 fighter jets, and
the true cost likely to blow out many
times over by the time we receive
them.

It is not lost on GP’s that one
less submarine, currently estimated
at $4.5 billion, roughly equals the

Guardian

“savings” that the government wants
to create through a Medicare rebate
freeze until 2020.

Think of it like this, one less sub-
marine would be the equivalent of a
new teaching hospital in more than
three capital cities — imagine how this
would aid with the increased popu-
lation being fuelled by the building
boom in Sydney and Melbourne.

As a GP, being asked to do my bit
to bring the budget back into surplus,
it occurs to me, do we really need 12
new submarines? At the moment we
have six submarines, so wouldn’t 10
do the job? Why are GP’s and our
patients being asked to risk Medi-
care and the public hospital system
for two extra submarines?

Dr Con Costa
Sydney
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Angola (cil), Zambia (copper), Nigeria (oil), Gabon (oil) and the DRC (copper). The Achilles heel is their dependence on one major export product to

generate foreign exchange.

Africa’s ticking time-bomb

The move in recent years by African
countries fo finance their developmental
needs by raising funds in the capital
markets (in the form of Eurobonds) is
fraught with great risk, says Trevor
Hambayi.

The 2008 economic crisis is the single larg-
est factor that has driven developing coun-
tries to seek alternative sources of financing
for social and developmental infrastruc-
ture. This was a result of the drying up of
bilateral loans and grants from European
and American countries.

Some African countries put forward the
argument that the funds from capital markets,
or sovereign bonds, are a cheaper source of
alternative financing. A sovereign bond is a
debt security issued by a national government
known as a Eurobond. It is denominated in a
foreign currency, usually the dollar, despite
what its name (euro) implies.

Seychelles holds the distinction of being
the first sub-Saharan African country to issue a
sovereign bond — it issued a $30 million bond
in 2006 (all amounts in US dollars). This was
followed by the Democratic Republic of Congo
(DRC) issuing $454 million, Gabon $1 billion
and Ghana $750 million in 2007.

Between 2010 and 2015 at least a dozen
other sub-Saharan African countries, including
Cote d’Ivoire, Senegal, Angola, Nigeria, Tan-
zania, Namibia, Rwanda, Kenya, Ethiopia and
Zambia, issued sovereign bonds. They raised
commercial debt in excess of $19.5 billion.

Many of these Eurobonds will mature
between 2021 and 2025. It will require these
sub-Saharan African countries to repay an aver-
age of just under $4 billion annually in that
period. But they are already currently bleed-
ing a rising total of just over $1.5 billion in
annual coupon payments on these Eurobonds.
This represents a total of an additional $15 bil-
lion across the term of the Eurobonds. The total
accumulated bonds are in excess of $24 billion.
The principal amount of this is $35 billion.

The $750 million Ghana bond, with a
10-year maturity, was issued in October 2007
and was four times oversubscribed. The prin-
cipal repayment, which kicks in in 2017, will
signal the direction of the continent’s economic
dynamics in the years to follow. The writing is
already on the wall. Ghana has already buck-
led, requiring an International Monetary Fund
(IMF) financial restructuring package.

Ghana'’s story

At the end of 2015 Ghana agreed to an IMF
bailout. It is underpinned by austerity meas-
ures that include reviewing and streamlining
tax exemptions for free-zone companies and
state-owned enterprises. A new tax policy is
expected to be enacted for small businesses and
arise in value-added tax is planned.

Ghana’s financial problem was brought on
by a sovereign debt crisis, rising interest costs,
policy slippages and external shocks that have
dampened the country’s medium-term pros-
pects. The country carries a total Eurobond debt
of $3.53 billion on its external debt of more
than $11 billion. Its debt position of $23.38 bil-
lion (both local and external) represents more
than 55% of gross domestic product (GDP) and
is teetering on the edge of being unmanageable.
The convergence criteria under the monetary
union protocol standard for Africa state that
public debt should not exceed 50% of GDP in
net present value.

Ghana, whose growth is driven by the
exports of gold, oil and cocoa, now faces the
daunting task of managing its fiscal deficit,
rising inflation, an energy deficit and reduced
government revenue due to the slump in global
commodity prices. The challenge, as in most
African countries, couldn’t come at a worse
time. Ghana is scheduled to hold presidential
elections in 2016. Fiscal discipline will be a
factor of least priority on the political agenda.

Before sovereign bonds

Prior to these countries issuing the bonds,
they carried foreign debt in the form of

bilateral and multilateral concessional loans.
These loans carried an average interest rate of
1.6% and a maturity of 28.7 years. The financ-
ing from sovereign bonds comes at an aver-
age floating coupon rate price of 6.2% with an
11.2-year maturity period. In recent times the
coupon rates on these bonds have hit record
highs. This is a reflection of deteriorating eco-
nomic indicators among sub-Saharan African
countries.

The Achilles heel for these countries, out-
side the realm of poverty, governance and
political will, is their dependence on one major
export product to generate foreign exchange. In
at least seven of these countries there is direct
dependence on one key product to drive the
country’s economy. This is evident with Angola
(oil), Zambia (copper), Nigeria (oil), Gabon
(oil) and the DRC (copper).

Warning signs

In 2014 IMF Managing Director Christine
Lagarde cautioned African countries against
endangering their debt ratios by issuing sov-
ereign bonds. And in the same year Maria
Kiwanuka, former finance minister of Uganda
and current economic advisor to the president,
alluded to the fact that African governments
are under pressure to take on debt at market
rates despite the risk of public debt rising to
unsustainable levels during currency deprecia-
tion and increasing bond yields.

Uganda is the only African country that has
spoken of the acquisition of Eurobonds as too
risky for countries on the continent. Governor
of the Bank of Uganda Emmanuel Mutebile
said: “We should not be complacent about the
dangers of big projects built on sovereign debt
because it would be unwise for African coun-
tries, which will never again get debt relief.
From what we are seeing in Ghana, we are not
yet ready to issue sovereign bonds.”

The cost of finance for the Eurobonds is
the first key risk factor. Internal analysis of
the exchange rate risk must be considered,
unless the country truly believes that it has the

capacity to raise the resources for repayment
of the debt from commodity export revenue.

But future indicators are all very ominous,
showing a slowdown in demand for commodi-
ties from China, a possible increase in bond
yield rates by the US, lowering oil prices and
downgrading of global growth indicators. All
these factors will put pressure on countries that
have issued sovereign bonds.

The second key risk in the procurement of
sovereign bonds lies in debt sustainability. This
is the risk associated with poor management
of the proceeds of the Eurobond. They end
up being invested in non-income-generating
social infrastructure to the extent that the gov-
ernment is unable to raise the necessary funds
to repay the loan. Other than capital infrastruc-
ture developments at least three of the coun-
tries — Rwanda, Gabon and Ghana — have used
part of their Eurobond proceeds to refinance
public debt.

Sub-Saharan African countries seem to
carry a vicious circle of problems revolv-
ing around underdeveloped economies. They
oscillate around single-commodity exports,
recurring power deficit issues, lack of fiscal dis-
cipline with budget deficits well above the con-
vergence criteria for Africa of 3% of GDP, and
unending rising debt positions even in times of
good economic growth.

Sub-Saharan African countries will require
strong political will, prudent financial man-
agement, sustained fiscal discipline, long-term
economic growth strategies, export diversifi-
cation and sustained creation of employment
to achieve economic emancipation. The cur-
rent global economic slowdown will prevail
for at least three to four more years. This means
that these countries will continue to bear rising
inflation, debt repayment crisis, reduction of
GDP growth and challenges with managing
their fiscal deficits.

Deja vu, Africa.

We are set for troubled times.
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“Shadow World” exposes

Bill Meyer

A new film about the world arms
trade merges two artistic styles
and creates a political cinematic
masterpiece. Shadow World is
inspired by a book written by a
former ANC member of Parlia-
ment and South African author
Andrew Feinstein. His earlier
provocative study, After the Party,
is an analysis of the struggles and
corruption within the post-Man-
dela ANC and considered one of
the most important recent books
from South Africa. Now he contin-
ues his probing into another little
known world — the global arms
trade.

In order to bring this timely
book to a wider market, the talents
of an experimental Belgian film-
maker by the name of Johan Gri-
monprez were enlisted. He is known
for his two previous acclaimed cin-
ematic exercises — Dial H-I-S-T-O-
R-Y — about aeroplane hijackings,
and Double Take which is a clever
study of Alfred Hitchcock and the
Cold War period. Feinstein noted
“we didn’t want a conventional film,
but something inspired by the book
rather than based on it. We wanted a
director who would understand the
systemic nature of the trade. Johan
became obsessed by it and now prob-
ably knows more about it than I do.
Now it enables us to speak to a far
wider range of audience by going to
anon-mainstream director. The result
is beautiful and important.”

The book is a shocking exposé
based on 10 years of research and
covers the entire span of time since
global arms trading began. Obviously
only part of the book could be used
for the film as Grimonprez stated his
biggest challenge was “converting a
large book into a cinematic treatment
... It’s a subject that wants to remain
in the shadows.” Facts revealed in
the film are devastating while pre-
sented in a creative artistic style.
This tension between art v politics
was addressed by the director in the
Q&A, explaining, “Both are very
necessary, because without the poetry

and emotions, how far do you get?
Because that is why we do it. It’s cru-
cial, and also a challenge, to tell this
story in an artful way so you feel and
get moved by it.”

The powerful narration was sup-
plied by famed Uruguayan writer,
Eduardo Galeano who passed away
during the making of the film. He
reads his poetry from the heart which
adds a profound meaning to the beau-
tiful production which ironically is
about one of the most ugly subjects
in the world.

When asked what change can
this film make, the director mused,
“There are two sisters, anger and
courage.” People will watch this and
know the system is broken. “Like
the Iraqi journalist Muntazar al Zaidi
who threw his shoes in the direction
of President Bush Jr’s head during a
press conference, he explains in the
film that it was not just a shoe, but
this shoe had a mouth. It created a
voice, and this is what the film hope-
fully does, give a voice to the anger
and the hope.”

Feinstein adds, “Whether you
drank the Kool Aid or not, the system
is broken. Many problems are in the
richest country in the world. Ideal-
ly the solution is we need systemic
change, the only real change. But
there are motions that create incre-
mental change. Today there are
bombings in Yemen with weapons
made in the US. Why aren’t we out
in the street protesting this?”

Bitter Lake, a stunning film by
British documentarist, Adam Curtis,
addresses some of the similar sub-
jects as Shadow World, especially the
Saudi connection. Referring to one of
the main themes in both films, direc-
tor Grimonprez says, “one of our vil-
lains is Prince Bandar Bin Sultan, the
former Saudi ambassador to the US,
which we trace from the ‘80s up to
today and how he was implicated in
corruption schemes within the global
arms trade involving Saudi Arabia
but also Great Britain, and how this
ultimately also affects foreign policy.
The tragic situation in Yemen today
is very much a result of this weapons
trade.” He adds, “of course Shadow

global weapons indusiry

World portrays not only the Saudi sit-
uation, but how the corruption in the
arms trade is pervasive worldwide,
and how, eg Great Britain, Israel,
South Africa, the Gulf Cooperation
Council Nations, etc are all very
much implicated as well.”

It’s not surprising that Danny
Glover, who is known for his strong
support of films about social justice,
is the executive producer on the film
which will be released by ITVS in
the fall. Asked what can we do to
impact this horrific reality, the writer
Feinstein offered, “Many things.
Don’t pay taxes to fund Lockheed
Martin. Take a stand as active citi-
zens. Don’t vote for candidates who
want this to continue. As I stand here
the former Senator of New York has
received more money from the mil-
itary industrial complex than any
other candidate in all the parties. Get
into existing campaigns to fight this.”

Check out this profoundly effec-
tive and haunting work of art about
one of the most important and secret
subjects in international relations.
And you can learn more about the
film at www.ShadowWorldfilm.com
People’s World &
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Persian Voices

Nobody begs
the executioner

The home squeezing me tighter every moment
Roof comes down

No window

The door is locked

My tears are slant

Blood dries in my veins

My pain accumulates in my body

Except darkness, nothing else

From outside comes sound

| say: Maybe someone will come to my rescue
I listen well

But

Sound, the sound of the chains of prisoners.
And the sound of the manic rage of guards
I lose hope

| fall to the floor, stumble

In the depths of darkness

Whip. Whip. Whip

The sound of chains

And

Gallows

Hearts that drained Lake Urmia
And the tears that salt the Persian Gulf
Spumes fallen to the ground

The walls are full of blood
There are throats cut —
Nobody begs the executioner

Wild hogs can not be tamed
but last hopes are still alive

Still s the forest

Full of fawns

Full of deers

Full of trees

And informers, dead

Stars are flourishing
The sky is red
Red and beaufiful
Like roses
Ashraf Alikhani
Tehran, June 6, 2016

Hey people

Someone has made his life the battle’s flag of struggle
In batile between labour and capital,
Without fear of death and the executioner
In the dungeon of the prison

He shouts the cry:

“Your life is finished,

"Your regime’ is scandalous,

Your oppression won't last

You have no more chances” *

This inhuman system,

Must be foppled —

must be overthrown!

There exists,

Thousands of protesters, angry people,
rebellious communities.

In one voice, fogether, shouting:

The noble Jafar is right

Jafar's place is not prison

He is our voice

We are his voice,

Unil his freedom from prison

We will not stop, we will continue

And here ...
Hey human beings

Siamak M

*The lost sentence of Jafar Azimzadeh's open letter fo
Hassan Hefdah Tan, the Iranian deputy director of the Ministry of Labour,
on the fiftieth day of his hunger strike, June 16, 2016.
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About victory

Your hands pressed on the wound
biting your lip till it bleeds

Victory

will be snatched with teeth and nails
and nothing will be forgiven.

The days are dark

the days are bringing news of death.
the enemy is harsh

cruel and sly.

Our men are dying in the struggle

— Yet how they deserve to live —
Our men are dying

— 50 many of them —

As if with their songs and flags

they were out for a parade on a holiday
50 young

so fearless ...

The days are dark

the days bring news of death.

With our own hands we burned most beautiful worlds
and our eyes can no longer cry
leaving us sad and hard ...

we have forgotten how to forgive.
The goal we have to reach

will be reached shedding blood.
Victory will be snatched

with teeth and nails

and nothing will be forgiven.

Nazim Hikmet

° ° Head Office (Sydney)
Communist Party of Australia 7, Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

phone: 02 9699 8844 1. 02 2699 9833 cuil: inl:O@CpG.OFg.GU

www.cpa.org.au cpa@cpa.org.au

General Secretar Adelaide Bob Briton postal: PO Box 612, Port Adelaide BC, SA 5015 Newcastle ¢mil newcastle@cpa.org.au
Y pa.org
Bob Briton phone: 0418 894 366 el sa@cpa.org.au veh: www.adelaidecommunists.org  perth Vinnie Molina ssil- PO Box 98, North Perth, WA 6906
emal: gensec@cpa.org.au Brisbane posiol PO Box 6012, Manly, Qld 4179 phone: 0499 476 540 phone: 0419 812 872 emill: perth@cpa.org.au
Party President emal: bris@cpa.org.au Riverina Allan Hamilton
Vinnie Molina Canberra Ruben Duran phone: 0421 049 602 emil: act@cpa.org.au posicl: 2/57 Cooper St, Cootamundra, NSW 2590
enl- president@cpa.org.au  Darwin Vinnie Molina phone: 0419 812 872 emall: darwin@cpa.org.au enill: riverina@cpa.org.au

Sydney Wayne Sonter
posial: 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010 phone: 02 9699 8844

Tasmania Bob Briton phone: 0418 894 366 enil: tas@cpa.org.au

Melbourne Andrew Irving
posicl: Box 3 Trades Hall, Lygon St, Carlton Sth Vic 3053
phone: 03 9639 1550 email: cpavic@cpa.org.au




