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Bush-Blair-Howard

Tom Pearson

The release of the British Chilcot inquiry
into the Iraq war has brought the role
played by the government of John Howard
involving Australia in the “coalition of the
willing” in that murderous and criminal
conflict back into the spotlight.

Instead of being asked puerile questions
about Malcolm Turnbull’s election tactics John
Howard should be brought before an interna-
tional tribunal, along with then US President
George W Bush and British PM Tony Blair,
to answer charges in relation to crimes against
humanity. The upshot of the Iraq war is an esti-
mated million and more deaths of innocent
Iraqis and the resultant deaths and traumas of
Australian and other coalition military person-
nel and their families.

The ongoing death and destruction in the
Middle East and the rise of terrorist organisa-
tions such as ISIS are part of the legacy of that
conflict begun in March 2003 based on the lie
of weapons of mass destruction and the arro-
gant rejection of the mass demonstrations and
clear public opposition to the war (see pages
5and 12).

As the current war preparations, with the
US military build-up in Australia’s north tes-
tifies, the subservient commitment to the US-
Australian alliance by successive Australian
governments, both Liberal and Labor, means
a continued commitment to criminal, US-led
wars.

In February 2003, Mike Salvaris, Senior
Research Fellow at the Institute for Social
Research, Swinburne University of Technol-
ogy, (Melbourne) warned: “Australia’s partic-
ipation in an armed invasion of Iraq without
explicit UN Security Council authority will be
illegal under international and Australian law. It
will render the Prime Minister and his govern-
ment liable to be prosecuted as war criminals,
and expose our servicemen and women to the
same action.

“Australia is signatory to the UN Charter
and the Australian government is constitution-
ally bound to obey it. The main purpose and
effect of the Charter is to outlaw war and the
use of force, except in narrow and explicitly
prescribed circumstances: when a country is
acting in individual or collective self-defence
against an actual or imminent armed attack; and
when the UN Security Council has authorised
the use of force to maintain or restore interna-
tional peace and security.

“Neither of these circumstances now exists.
Iraq has not attacked Australia or any other
State and is not immediately threatening to
do so. UN Security Council resolution 1441,
requiring [Iraqi president] Saddam Hussein to
cooperate with weapons inspections, does not
include any automatic authorisation for force

against Iraq in the event of a breach of the res-
olution, either by the UNSC or any Member
State.”

He noted: “Australia is now also a signa-
tory to the International Criminal Court (ICC).

“This means that Australians participating
in an illegal war in which many civilians are
killed and excessive violence is used may be
tried and imprisoned by the Court for crimes
against humanity, war crimes, the crime of
aggression or even genocide.

“The Court’s statute specifically applies to
Heads of State, Ministers and bureaucrats, as
well as military officers merely obeying orders.
The extent or nature of any crimes that may be
committed by Australians will of course depend
on the course of the war itself and the role actu-
ally played by Australia.

“It seems likely that the impending war
will be largely based on bombing, including
the deliberate bombing of civilian infrastruc-
ture (water, power, transport etc), which caused
massive civilian suffering during and after the
last Gulf War. Close fighting in cities is also
likely. Nuclear weapons may be used.”

He continued:

“The moral and logical fallacies of the US
and Australian governments’ case for war are
obvious enough, whether the supposed justifi-
cations are the prevention of terrorism, uphold-
ing the UN, promoting democracy, regime
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change or reducing weapons of mass destruc-
tion. On many of these issues the US itself has
very dirty hands.”

“... However, until recently, arguments
about the legality of the war seemed to have
taken a back seat.

“Over the past 50 years, the international
legal and human rights system has been built
up slowly and painfully, through many failures,
and occasional success. It is now facing one of
its greatest tests.

“To succeed, it must be shown to be as
tough on the most powerful and assured trans-
gressors as it is upon outcast and despised mem-
bers of the international community: exactly
the same principle of equality that applies to
national legal systems.

“Australia was one of the key builders of
this system, but our record recently has not
been a proud one. Will it take Australian war
crimes trials to wake us up?”

In February 2003 John Howard declared
he would not be moved. “My charge as Prime
Minister is to make whatever decisions are
in the interest of this country,” he said, at the
same time railing about Saddam Hussein being
a dictator.

He rejected the reports of the weapons
inspectors, who, after three months in Iraq had
found not a skerrick of evidence that Iraq pos-
sessed any weapons of mass destruction.

He rejected the opposition to war coming
from the governments representing the majority
of the people of the world.

He dismissed the fact that the world’s
people simply did not believe the succession
of lies coming from Tony Blair, George Bush
and himself in an attempt to whip up support
for war.

Howard and his warmongering cohorts
were lying.

Their war plans had nothing to do with
Saddam Hussein’s record. It had nothing to do
with weapons of mass destruction. It had noth-
ing to do with the allegation that Iraq could
provide terrorist groups with weapons of mass
destruction.

Their arguments were diversions to cover
up the truth: that the US war drive was moti-
vated by the dire need of the US corporations
to control the oil resources of the whole of the
Middle East and, thereby, control the economic
and political life of all other countries.

It was about US world hegemony and
Howard was totally in support of that.

As one placard at the mass demonstra-
tions against the war read: “If Johnny comes
marching home, he will come with blood on
his hands”. &
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No Mandate

Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull set out to rid the Senate
of cross-benchers and gain absolute control of both Houses of
Parliament. He now faces the prospect of a record number of
cross-benchers in the Senate — possibly as many as 20 or more.
Almost 65 percent of the electorate gave their primary vote to a
non-Coalition party in the Senate ballot. The vote was a big “NO”
to the Coalition’s pro-big business policies.

There is absolutely no way that the Coalition can claim to have
a “mandate” for its policies, including the two union-busting bills
that were used to trigger the double dissolution of Parliament.
That will not stop them claiming a “mandate” if they get a clear
majority of 76 seats in the House of Representatives.

There is no room for complacency. As counting of votes
continues, the possibility of a joint sitting of the two Houses of
Parliament passing these two bills cannot be ruled out. A number
of far right candidates, including from One Nation, have been
elected.

The two bills, the Australian Building and Construction
Commission and the Registered Organisation bills, were hardly
mentioned during the eight-week election campaign. That does not
mean the Coalition has abandoned them or its broader anti-union
agenda. Quite the contrary.

Turnbull’s days as leader are numbered. He must deliver the
Coalition’s anti-worker agenda, and deliver quickly if he is to hold
onto the top job. He leads a Liberal Party which is bitterly divided,
full of hatred and anger and leaking like a sieve. Retribution is in
the wind amongst the far right Abbott supporters. His task has
not been made easier by the larger number of cross-benchers in
the Senate and the expected slim majority in the Lower House.

Right-wing columnist in the Financial Review, Jennifer Hewett,
drew the conclusion that “the combination of this Coalition govern-
ment — and their own advocacy skills — failed to persuade enough
people that what’s good for business is also good for ordinary
Australians, including 10 million employees.” (“Business adds up
real cost of election”, FR, 06-07-2016) The result “also reflects a
widespread resentment that politics-as-usual, business-as-usual
are no longer delivering for ordinary people,” Hewett said.

On both counts she is correct. Neo-liberal policies are not
delivering for ordinary people. The wealth gap is widening, jobs
are being casualised, hospital queues mounting, housing unafford-
able, social security payments under attack and workers being
made redundant and wages and working conditions eroded. The
economic interests of workers and businesses are diametrically
opposed. Every increase in wages results in a corresponding de-
crease in profits. Likewise, every cut in wages or other labour
costs results in a corresponding increase in profits. This is the
nature of capitalism, of class society, which Hewett falsely claims
can be dispensed with using “advocacy skills”, promoting myths
about common interests.

The promised corporate tax cuts would not create jobs. They
would increase profits to be pocketed by bosses and shareholders.
They would be funded by cuts to social security payments and
to education and health. The loss of this income to the economy
would have a negative impact on economic growth and jobs.

The electorate was not fooled by the monotonous chanting
of “growth and jobs” and “the plan” without policy content.
Industrial relations policy lacked credibility. It spoke in generalities
about being “the party of fairness and honesty in the workplace”!
There were no details of the Coalition’s union-busting, anti-worker
agenda - written by big business for big business - or the draconian
measures in the ABCC legislation. There are already claims coming
from government ranks that they have a mandate.

Big business has a huge war chest and is ready to take on the
union movement, confident it has a government that will back
their every move. The union movement faces the fight of its life, a
fight for survival against a ruthless government aimed at achieving
results for the ruling class it serves.

PRESS FUND

It’s never been a more exciting time to stymie a reactionary
government’s every move! Conservative governments love to have
the best international credit ratings, but many economists and
financial institutions now say that if the Turnbull government gives
big business $50 billion in tax cuts, Australia will lose its “Triple
A” rating. Moreover, the government is unlikely to be able to

get the necessary legislation through the Senate, which has many
new politically progressive members. We’ll be reporting on all the
anticipated battles in the new parliament. However, we need Press
Fund contributions, which help us cover our operating costs, so
please send us something for the next issue if you possibly can.
Many thanks to this week’s supporters as follows:

Semaphore Workers Club, in Memory of Jim Mitchell: $100

C Greer $50, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5,
“Round Figure” $15, E Seymour $5

This week’s total: $180 Progressive total: $4,680
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Workers’ actions
at twin city rallies

Australian Manufacturing Work-
ers’ Union (AMWU) members
have stood up to corporate attacks
with twin protests on both sides
of the nation, just days after the
voter backlash against the Turn-
bull government’s disregard of
working people.

Sacked brewery workers in Mel-
bourne rallied at the head office of
CUB as families from the WA coal
mining town of Collie protested in
Perth outside the Fair Work Commis-
sion over wage cuts of 43 percent for
maintenance employees.

The Collie community protest
marked the start of an AMWU appeal
against a Fair Work decision to termi-
nate the existing enterprise bargain-
ing agreement, which means sudden
pay cuts up to $50,000 plus a radi-
cally altered mine roster.

Striking workers from Collie,

with their partners and children on
school holidays, boarded buses or
jumped in their cars in freezing dark-
ness for the three hour drive to Perth
for the morning protest rally.

Few had ever protested before,
let alone at the Fair Work Commis-
sion in Perth’s city centre, but up to
200 people defended their commu-
nity from the fallout of the dramat-
ic wage cuts sought by Griffin Coal,
owned by India’s Lanco Infratech.

Collie mum Carys Golding, mar-
ried to an AMWU member, said this
was a battle for the survival of small
businesses across the entire local
region, south-west of Perth.

“Sporting clubs won’t stay in
existence because we won’t be able
to afford to enrol our children into
sport and many fathers won’t be
there, they’1l have to work,” she said.

“Businesses won’t last because

the money is not there to spend any
more; people won’t be able to pay
for their homes let alone put food on
the table for their children. This is
not just about a wage cut, it’s about
a community which needs to stick
together.”

WA AMWU state secretary Steve
McCartney reminded the protesters
that the union had talked with Grif-
fin Coal about concessions including
a moderate pay cut due to the compa-
ny’s losses over the last three years.

“The company laughed at them
and said ‘not enough’, then they
go back to the Commission and the
answer is — go back to the award,
send them back to 1986 wages,” he
said.

Mr McCartney said if this termi-
nation of the award went through, it
would have big wage ramifications
for mine sites across WA. &

Avusiralia a nuclear target?
Statement, International and Peaceful Australian Network

The UK Chilcot Inquiry into PM
Tony Blair’s decision to take the
UK into the Iraq war together with
the United States and Australia
in 2003, labelled this decision as
unjustifiable with flawed argu-
ments and intelligence assessments
which were never challenged. It
states that the incompetence of
Blair, US President Bush and John
Howard (Australia’s PM at the
time) was “mind boggling”. Fur-
ther the rush to meet the US time-
table before exhausting peaceful
options for “disarmament” and
Blair’s assurance to Bush that “I
will be there with you, whatever”,
demonstrated a grovelling and
unquestioning subservience to
the US.

The same criticisms have been
made of Howard by Andrew Wilke
MP, previously an assessment
officer with Australian Intelligence.
Howard also demonstrated that
grovelling and unquestioning sub-
servience to the US foreign policy,

a trait to which successive govern-
ments of both major Australian par-
ties have adhered, to this day.

Nick Deane, spokesperson for
IPAN said: “This blind acceptance
of US foreign policy has saddled
Australia with a number of US mili-
tary bases; and none more impor-
tant to US war efforts than the Pine
Gap Joint Communications Facility,
20 kilometres south east of Alice
Springs and established now for 50
years.”

Whilst successive Australian
governments have kept the Austral-
ian people in the dark concerning
the roles of Pine Gap, research by
the Nautilus Institute for Security
and Sustainability states:

“Pine Gap is perhaps the most
important United States intelligence
facility outside that country, play-
ing a vital role in the collection of
a very wide range of signals intel-
ligence, providing early warning
ballistic missile launches, targeting
of nuclear weapons, providing bat-
tlefield intelligence data for United
States armed forces operating in
Afghanistan and elsewhere (includ-
ing previously in Iraq), critically
supporting United States and Japa-
nese missile defence, supporting

arms control verification, and con-
tributing targeting data to United
States drone attacks”.

The Defence White Paper 2009
clearly states: “Defence thinking is
that in the event of conflict with the
United States, China would attempt
to destroy Pine Gap”.

Nick Deane added, “With the
United States adopting a confron-
tational approach to China which
could lead to hostilities and pulling
Australia into this scenario through
the US-Australia Alliance and its
bases on our soil, we should all be
asking whether Pine Gap serves our
interests or whether it should be
closed for our security and safety”.

IPAN urges concerned persons
to register for its anti-war confer-
ence in Alice Springs on October 1
and join the close Pine Gap protests
in Alice Springs.

For conference details:
www.ipan.org.au

For Close Pine Gap protest details:
www.closepinegap.org &
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Socialism must come down from the brain and reach the heart.

17th century French novelist and political activist
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Organisations push
for post-election summit

Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander organisations met in
Sydney prior to the federal elec-
tion to map out the first steps
towards a new relationship
between Australia’s First Peoples
and the federal government — no
matter who wins government on
July 2.

The meeting, coordinated by
the National Congress of Austral-
ia’s First Peoples, builds on the Red-
fern Statement, a series of demands
of government by peak Indigenous
organisations released earlier this
month.

Congress co-chair Jackie Hug-
gins said that regardless of the elec-
tion result, it was an opportunity to
reset the relationship Indigenous
people and organisations have with
government.

“As we pointed out a few weeks
ago, we have barely seen a men-
tion of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander policy or issues this election
campaign,” she said. “There have
been some positive commitments
made in some areas by some of the
contesting parties, but otherwise the

needs of our people tend to be pushed
even further to the margins during
election campaigns.”

Congress co-chair Rod Little
said last week’s discussions had
resulted in some proposed steps for
the incoming federal government to
help establish a new relationship with
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
leaders.

“We have an opportunity to start
some new positive norms in the rela-
tionship between government and
Australia’s First Peoples,” he said.

“Built on trust”

“Ultimately, we want a strong
relationship built on trust that deliv-
ers outcomes for our people.”

The first two steps the group
came up with were a meeting with
the prime minister and a coalition of
Indigenous leaders within a month
of the new government, and for the
government to commit to a First
Peoples summit within 100 days.
At the planned meeting with the
prime minister, the Indigenous lead-
ers will present the signed Redfern
Statement and discuss priority steps

they say must be taken to reset the
relationship.

They are calling for the establish-
ment of:

* a senior Cabinet minister
with overall responsibility for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Affairs; and

* a Department of Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander Affairs.

“A national summit will establish
the overarching framework for how
governments and Australia’s First
Peoples work together to solve the
critical challenges we face together,”
the group said in a statement.

“Following a national summit
and after beginning the series of
meetings with the prime minister and
relevant ministers, an ongoing plan
for engagement at all levels will be
agreed.

“We look forward to the 45th
Parliament becoming the basis for
relations between Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander peoples and all
governments.”
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Education way forward for inmates

We are building a wide, strong
alliance to take the issues of pri-
vatisation of jail education and
the jails themselves to the public,
NSW Teachers Federation Presi-
dent Maurie Mulheron told the
union’s recent Annual Conference.

The announcement of the pro-
posed sacking of almost all existing
prison educators had dealt “a dev-
astating blow to public education in
jails, a devastating blow to members
and to inmates, so many of whom
have low levels of education and
language and literacy skills.

“We will consider any strat-
egy to support our members,” Mul-
heron told members. “This is not
going to be an easy battle but it’s a
moral battle in which we all should
engage.”

A powerful lever available to

members is a petition to state par-
liament. The petition asks the gov-
ernment to reverse its decision to
abolish 132 of the 152 education
roles in Corrective Services and to
maintain quality public education
and vocational training in jails.

Beyond this, Federation is
hoping to develop “a very, very
broad alliance” to confront the gov-
ernment on the issue.

The union will work co-oper-
atively with organisations such as
Justice Action, the Community Jus-
tice Coalition, the Adult Literacy
and Numeracy Council, the Asso-
ciation for Teaching English to
Speakers of Other Languages, peak
disability services bodies and Indig-
enous organisations. Other unions
that work within the prison system
such as the Nurses Association will

From the archives

Anti-union laws — The Socialist, April 1982
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be asked for support. Churches
could join the push.
“We want to shine a media spot-
light on this issue,” Mulheron said.
The President said the govern-
ment was throwing caution to the
winds in privatising NSW jails and
jail services. “Two prisons have
already been privatised and John
Morony Correctional Centre has
been put up for tender for sale,” he
said. The government is going to
“test the market” on what it would
get for it and then other jails could
be up for sale to the highest bidder.
There could be little certainty
of quality education in a privatised
system where teachers are not even
to be called teachers but “clerks”.
Mulheron said to accommodate
an expected 7,000 extra inmates
over coming years to swell the

existing 12,000-plus prison popu-
lation, the government planned

to spend $1.1 billion in capital
works. “We’re building prisons at
three times the rate we’re building
schools!” he said.

Speaking in support of the Cor-
rective Services Campaign Rec-
ommendation, Corrective Services
Teachers Association President
Stewart Burkitt said it was a tragedy
that Aboriginal education would be
taken off the list of courses taught
in jails given the high rate of incar-
ceration of Aboriginal people.

“With two-thirds of inmates
being below functional literacy
levels what does the government
do? Sack the professionals and
bring in the amateurs,” Burkitt said,
referring to the decision to sack
highly-qualified and experienced

educators and invite private provid-
ers to supply educational services
with no guarantee that such trainers
would be qualified or experienced.

As well as the matters out-
lined above, the Corrective Serv-
ices Campaign Recommendation
states that Federation will seek an
urgent meeting with Minister David
Elliot to persuade him to withdraw
the proposals to privatise prison
education.

It demands provision of a broad
adult education curriculum to all
inmates, including those on remand
and that accredited adult education
courses continue to be delivered by
qualified teachers. &
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Taking Issue — Nick Schadegg

What’s next for
the Xenophon Team?

For Nick Xenophon, turning his
personal political success into a
commanding, pluralistic pres-
ence in the federal Senate always
seemed assured. His primary vote
at the federal election in South
Australia rivalled that of the two
major parties. He will probably
receive three seats in the Senate
and, in spectacular fashion, man-
aged to beat Jamie Briggs in the
safe Liberal seat of Mayo. Howev-
er, if you voted for the Nick Xeno-
phon Team (NXT) to represent
you in federal Parliament then it’s
highly possible that you won’t end
up with the sort of representation
you were expecting.

For many voters in the elector-
ates of Mayo and Grey who have
lived in safe seats for many years, a
vote for NXT seemed like the best
way to upset the traditional balance
and topple long-standing members.
Nick presented himself as the under-
dog; the only viable opponent to the
“Coles and Woolies” of politics, as
Nick likes to refer to the Coalition
and Labor parties.

He takes jabs at both parties,
aiming at easy targets like politi-
cians’ entitlements and corruption.
But when it comes to divisive issues
he characteristically goes into hiding,
and the media seem compliant in
giving him a wide berth for political
hot potatoes like asylum seekers and
negative gearing.

Until now, he’s been able to
make up his own mind about these
issues and vote accordingly in the
Senate. He’s had the comfort of being
his own man — of not having to con-
sult colleagues and determine party

policy via compromise and debate.
This will all change now.

Nick walked into this election
with guaranteed success despite
very little policy, other than being a
political disruptor. The new govern-
ment will introduce new policies in
the coming years that we don’t even
know about yet, and with the added
pressure of being among the cross
benchers who will hold the balance
of power in the Senate it will be up to
Xenophon and his party to agree on
pieces of legislation amongst them-
selves and vote as a single block. It is
here that they’ll find their differences.

Without the advantage of having
an ideological starting point (as they
are neither classically left nor right,
conservative nor progressive), the
X-Team will take each issue as it
comes. Opinions will differ. Person-
alities will emerge and clash.

The public will come to know
these new NXT members and they’ll
become political pseudo-celebrities.
They’ll possibly even find them-
selves in a position where they’ll no
longer have to rely on the Xenophon
brand name to maintain their politi-
cal success, and the threat of disend-
orsement for disloyalty or “crossing
the floor” will no longer be a force
of unity. This happened very public-
ly to the Palmer United Party who
strode into Parliament after the 2013
election as a four-strong team (with
Ricky Muir tagging along behind),
and exited as a broken, fragmented
fizzle three years later.

This wouldn’t be the first time
that Xenophon has attempted to
build an electoral team around him-
self. At the South Australian 2006
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state election he pulled a far greater
number of votes than anyone antici-
pated, and subsequently Ann Bress-
ington, his number two Legislative
Chamber candidate under his No
Pokies ticket, emerged from nowhere
to claim her seat in state Parliament.

It wasn’t long before she used
her position to push crackpot theories
about vaccinations, new world order,
fluoride in tap water, chemtrails, and
wind turbine syndrome (which, oddly
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Former dairy farmer and NXT member James Stacey (second from right) is at odds with the party’s leader on
plummeting milk prices.

enough, Xenophon himself believes
is real). Ultimately, the duo had a
falling-out. He allegedly demand-
ed that she contribute $50,000 of
her own money to his 2013 feder-
al campaign which almost sent her
broke, and she eventually defected
to the Katter Australia Party where
she faded into obscurity. Bressing-
ton recently commented that she has
unhappy memories from her time as
Xenophon’s colleague.

If history is anything to go by,
then the X-Team of political super
friends will probably become foes
by the time the 2019 election rolls
around. Political parties with weak
ideological bonds (and, once gain,
the Palmer United Party springs to
mind) may come across as anti-estab-
lishment heroes for the disillusioned
at first, but these weak bonds will
almost certainly develop into obsta-
cles for their longevity. &

Taking Issue — Don Wilson
The real undercurrent to this election

What should be stated is the
illusory nature of these elections.
This election is manipulated by
the one percent of rich capitalists
and their corporations that really
control Australia. There is Democ-
racy for an insignificant minority,
democracy for the rich. It is true
we might get some crumbs that
fall from the table, but the strug-
gle at the basis of this “election”
is wound up with the struggle for
imperialist domination of Aus-
tralia, Asia and the world.

Mostly the chatter in the cor-
porate press is irrelevant to the real
events affecting the lives of the
Australian people and our history.
However sometimes, little com-
ments from our political masters
tell us more about Australia’s politi-
cal situation than all of our current
affairs programs. Such a comment
was made during the G20 Summit
in 2014, by Tony Abbott, in pri-
vate conversation with Germany’s
Angela Merkel.

Abbott was answering a surprise
question from Merkel about what
drives Australia’s China policy.
Abbott replied that Australia’s

policies towards China are driven
by two emotions: “fear and greed”.
This offhand response captured the
bipolar nature of Australia’s attitude
to China. The public airing of this
caused discomfort in foreign affairs
circles but it also reveals the strate-
gic divisions within the ranks of the
born to rule elite.

On the one hand the Liberal
party has to cater to the demands
of China-reliant tycoons, led by
Andrew Forrest, James Packer and
Kerry Stokes, and the accept eco-
nomic reality of trade with China.
On the other hand, the liberal Party
has to tug its locks to the United
States Alliance and respond to intel-
ligence directors, military chiefs
and Asia-Pacific partners and allies.

A similar rare leak of a sensi-
tive leader-to-leader conversation
occurred when Kevin Rudd made
his “brutal realist” response to sec-
retary of state Hillary Clinton in
2009, prompting recriminations
from China and a personal apology
from Clinton when it was broadcast
by WikiLeaks.

Hillary Clinton revealed Amer-
ica’s deep anxiety over China’s

growing economic power and hold
on US finances by asking Aus-
tralia’s then prime minister: “How
do you deal toughly with your
banker?”” Rudd responded by calling
himself “a brutal realist on China”,
arguing for a policy of “integrating
China effectively into the interna-
tional community and allowing it to
demonstrate greater responsibility,
all while also preparing to deploy
force if everything goes wrong”.

He described Chinese leaders as
“subrational and deeply emotional”
on Taiwan. Rudd also revealed that
the thinking behind his ambitious
“Asia-Pacific Community” was
mostly to ensure Chinese domi-
nance in the region did not result in
an Asia without the United States”.
“Many Australians were startled
and Beijing was angry when it
was reported via WikiLeaks, but it
underscored the evolving difficulties
the United States is having respond-
ing to an increasingly mighty China.

The question underlying these
elections is the role of China in
world affairs, and what are the
implications for Australia? Pro-
moting her recent memoir, Hillary

Clinton observed that the push

for more trade with China “makes
[Australia] dependent, to an extent
that can undermine [Australian]
freedom of movement and [Aus-
tralian] sovereignty, economic and
political.”

She went on to say, “It’s a mis-
take whether you’re a country, or a
company or an individual to put, as
we say in the vernacular, all your
eggs in the one basket.”

Her comments brought a brisk
response from Malcolm Turnbull,
who said that, “I’m sure that we’d
love to export vast quantities of iron
ore to the United States but they’ve
never shown any enthusiasm in
buying them.”

Professor Wu Xinbo, Execu-
tive Dean of the Institute of Interna-
tional Studies at Fudan University
in Shanghai, addressed the question
from the other side. He said there
were “limits” to the extent to which
Australia could tighten strategic
cooperation with the United States
without putting its relationship with
China at risk.

Australia’s ruling class is divid-
ed between the pragmatists, such as

Turnbull and the idealists such as
“all the way with the USA” Tony
Abbott who some in the Liberal
Party are urging that he returns as
Defence Minister.

Bob Carr made a very interest-
ing comment when he visited China
as Foreign Minister in the Gillard
Labor government.

“I recall in my first visit to
Beijing being challenged by then
Foreign Minister Yang over the
Australian government’s 2011 deci-
sion to have US marines rotate
through the Northern Territory. My
response was ‘Australians have
always aligned themselves with the
dominant maritime power of our
region and of the world’. This is a
grandiose way of saying we were
happily part of the British Empire
— never contemplated a declara-
tion of independence from it — and,
after the Second World War, settled
on a security treaty with the United
States. Or, as an irreverent left-wing
acquaintance of mine joked back
in the 1960s, ‘We went from being
crown colony to banana republic’

— he seemed to imply, without skip-
ping a heartbeat.” &
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Iraqg and beyond

The world’s people demanded peuce

Tom Pearson

Beginning in January 2003, from
Washington to Tokyo, from Mel-
bourne to Moscow, across Europe
and the Middle East, in Asia and
Latin America there was one
common demand coming from the
streets and public opinion polls —
NO WAR ON IRAQ!

One of the largest demonstrations
took place in Washington demanding
“No blood for 0il”. In Paris 200,000
people demonstrated.

A poll commissioned by the
Sydney Morning Herald revealed an
overwhelming rejection of war by the
Australian people. Only six percent
supported an American first strike. A
massive 30 percent were opposed to
a war under any circumstances. In a
poll conducted by the ABC in which
over 17,900 responded, 88 percent
answered “No” to the question: “Do
you believe there is a case for war
against Iraq?”

Despite the worldwide calls for
peace, the warmongers of Wash-
ington, London and Canberra did
not drop their war plans. Australia’s
then Minister of Defence, Robert
Hill, bluntly declared, when con-
fronted with the massive opposition
revealed by the NewsPoll, that Aus-
tralia would be taking part.

The dispatch of aircraft and SAS
troops to the Middle East and the
hosting of US navy vessels in WA
confirmed that the Howard govern-
ment had decided to take part in the
monstrous, unwanted and illegal war.
Statements by leading government
figures from Prime Minister John
Howard down that no decision has
been made was the first lie.

The most bellicose statements
were being made by US President
George W Bush and British PM
Tony Blair, indicating their despera-
tion to get a war going as quickly as
possible in the face of the growing
and already mass opposition. Blair
emerged as one of the most uncon-
scionable warmongers, claiming that
war can be launched by the US and
Britain without UN Security Council
endorsement.

He declared that once the world
had dealt with Iraq’s weapons of
mass destruction, other recalcitrant
states such as North Korea would be
next. “We must send a signal to the
rest of the world that this trade [in
arms] will not be tolerated”, he said.

In the dirty game of war prepa-
rations, some of the UN weapons
inspectors and, in particular, Hans
Blix and the International Atomic

Energy Agency chief, El Baradei,

also revealed themselves as tools of
the warmongers prepared to provide
“evidence” of Iraqi non-compliance
and, thereby, unleash a new terrible
war.

At the same time the govern-
ments of France, Russia and China,
which collectively had the power to
stop the US and British war plans in
the UN Security Council, were play-
ing backroom games.

Clear statements of principle and
opposition to the warmongers, on the
side of the people of the world, were
required. They were not forthcoming.

Stop war
before it starts

The Howard government was
intent on launching Australia into
an aggressive and illegal war against
another member of the United
Nations, an act of invasion; a mon-
strous, illegal and immoral war
waged by the most powerful mili-
tary force in the world against a small
power that has already been largely
disarmed. It was a war to impose the
occupation of an independent nation
by others for many years to come. It
would be a war bringing immense
death and destruction to the people
of Iraq.

Essentially, Britain, the US and
Australia carried out a pre-emptive
strike without the approval of the
United Nations. Such an action was
not only a violation of the Charter
of the United Nations but ripped up
long-established norms of interna-
tional relations, endangering the very
existence of the United Nations.

It would be a war in disregard of
the strong opposition of the majority
of the people in Australia and Britain.

In criminal disregard of the future
of the people of the world both the
US and Britain refused to rule out the
use of nuclear weapons. The Voice
of America propaganda broadcaster
declared that US “war plans are laid
out for the complete annihilation of
Iraq via conventional weapons, or if
needed, via nuclear weapons”. Tony
Blair also refuses to rule out the use
of nuclear weapons.

Such actions constituted war
crimes and should be taken up by the
International Criminal Court. Bush,
Blair, Howard and others responsible
for this monstrous violation of inter-
national law should be arraigned and
tried for their crimes.

Howard echoed the strategic plan
of the United States when attempt-
ing to justify a war against Iraq.

Sydney
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Sydney 2003 — Howard echoed the strategic p|cn of the United States when aﬁemphng to |ushfy a war agqlnst Irag.

He claimed that if Iraq was not dis-
armed (as though it wasn’t already
disarmed) other “rogue states” would
be encouraged to accumulate weap-
ons of mass destruction and use then
against the US, ignoring the fact that
the US has more weapons of mass
destruction than all other countries
put together.

Howard clearly supported the
concept of a continuing war against
other states — Iran, Libya, Cuba,
North Korea, Syria. And then the
bigger powers — Russia, China, India,
Pakistan. Iraq was the beginning of
“endless war”.

Australia was and is already
deeply enmeshed in the long-range
plans of the United States for world
domination. The sending of Aus-
tralian troops to Iraq was not the
“miniscule” or “token” involvement
that some in the media at the time
suggested.

The US spy station at Pine Gap
that was directly involved in the
preparations for war against Iraq and
other countries made a very signifi-
cant contribution. This is probably
more important to the US’s war plans
than even the sending of troops. An
increasing number of US warships
are now making use of Cockburn
Sound (in WA) and other Austral-
ian ports. US forces are at present
steadily taking over Australia’s
north. Australian territory has been
turned into a bombing range by US
warplanes. &
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The NSW government’s plan to relocate the Powerhouse
Museum to Parramatta has always been regarded as a cyni-
cal land grab for developers. The opponents of the move were
many and varied — more than 170 prominent people had signed
an open letter objecting to the move; local residents, tourist oper-
ators, schoolchildren and teachers — all those who regard the
museum as part of their lives and experience. The Baird gov-
ernment seemed to be deaf to all the objections. But there is
a ray of hope on the horizon for the opponents to the move as
the NSW Legislative Council announced the establishment of
an inquiry into NSW museums and galleries. It will look into the
plans to move the Powerhouse Museum to Parramatta and
plans to sell off its Ultimo site. Jamie Parker, Greens MP for
Balmain, hailed the decision to hold an inquiry. “This parlia-
mentary inquiry is a major breakthrough ... The government
can no longer hide behind a wall of bureaucracy,” he said.

While European countries are trying to cope with the huge num-
bers of people misplaced by wars and conflicts, some politicians
there commented favourably on the “Australian solution”. We
know that it is nothing to be proud of as mandatory detention
and slow resolution of claims for refugee status add to the pain
and suffering of the people who had hoped for a chance for a
peaceful life. Australian doctors and ethicists drew international
attention to Australia’s treatment of so-called “boat people” and
advised Europe not to follow its example. In four contributions to
the Journal of Medical Ethics there are warnings about the lack
of transparency in the Australian system which helps to per-
petuate human rights abuses and torture. Most contributors had
been to detention centres and experienced the existing practices
there. The role of health professionals in the centres raises mor-
al and professional concerns and the contributors to the Journal
certainly do not think that Australia’s policies are worth following.

The Labor government in Queensland and the federal Turnbull
government are locked in a funding fight which will see 96 most
vulnerable mental health patients turfed out in the street. These
patients are a danger to themselves and others and can present-
ly access the state’s Housing and Support Program. In a letter to
the distressed families and service providers, the Health Minister’s
chief of staff said: “Regrettably, the Department of Health’s
budget is fully committed. Accordingly, the state has no capac-
ity to fill the gap created by the federal government’s decision”.
A spokesman for the Department of Health said extra resources

Presold Tickets only: $35 / S50 Solidarity

would be available to hospitals and the government was work-
For tickets and more info: ACFS — Sydney branch ~ Lia Weitzel: ~ sydneyacfs@gmail.com 0413 753 115

ing with organisations that “can provide housing”. The humanity.
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Guns in America and
the Military-Industrial Complex

Steve Katsineris

“Politicians in Washington of all stripes,
whatever the occasion, love to quote the
Founding Fathers. But there’s one quote
you’ll never hear. It’s from James Madison.
He said, ‘Of all the enemies of public liberty,
war is perhaps the most to be dreaded,
because it comprises and develops the germ
of every other. War is the parent of armies.
From these proceed debts and taxes. And
armies, debts and taxes are the known
instruments for bringing the many under
the domination of the few. No nation could
preserve its freedom in the midst of continual
warfare’.”
Gore Vidal
Perpetual War for Perpetual Peace.

I don’t think many people realise that US
society is not only addicted to guns socially
and culturally, but also how much the coun-
try is economically dependent on military
industries, weapons manufacture, military
budget expenditure and the export arms
trade. The US economy is a military arma-
ments and war-based economy and needs
to constantly produce military hardware
and to fight wars to keep its economy going.

The top three largest military production
companies in the world are all United States
companies. With combined total revenue of
over $100 billion and employing more than
400,000 people, Lockheed Martin, Northrop
Grumman and Boeing are the three powerhous-
es of American corporate business.

The total economic impact of the firearms
and ammunition manufacturing industry in the
United States increased from $19.1 billion in
2008 to $43 billion in 2014 to over $49.3 billion
in 2015, a 15% percent increase. The annual
revenue of the gun and ammunition manufac-
turing industry (December 2015 figures) is
$13.5 billion, with a $1.5 billion profit. The
annual revenue of gun and ammunition stores
is $3.1 billion with a $478.4 million profit. The
total number of full-time equivalent jobs rose
from approximately 166,000 in 2008 to 263,000
in 2014 to almost 288,000 in 2015, according to
a report by the National Shooting Sports Foun-
dation, the industry’s trade association.

Almost 11 million guns and rifles were
made in the US in 2013 (the latest available
figures) more than twice as many as were made
in 2010 (5.4 million). That’s about 4 million
rifles, over 1 million shotguns, more than 4 mil-
lion pistols and a million revolvers and miscel-
laneous firearms. Only four percent of these
guns produced were exported. So, 96 percent
of those 11 million guns, stayed in America.
There are now over 310 million guns owned by
American citizens in the US; millions of them
are military style automotive and semi-auto-
matic weapons.

Gun violence

Close to 33,000 Americans were victims of
gun-related deaths in 2011 and an average of
268 citizens are shot every day. In 2011, 10.3 in
every 100,000 people in the US were victims of
gun-related deaths. Buyers that purchase fire-
arms through private sales in the US don’t have
to pass a background check before obtaining
possession of the weapon. This means crimi-
nals, people with a history of severe mental ill-
ness and inexperienced users can easily obtain
guns.

In the months of January to November of
2012, the federal government performed 16.8
million background checks on legal gun pur-
chases, which was a record high since its foun-
dation in 1998. But still 80 percent of those
people who carry out mass shootings used
legally obtained firearms.

The military style AR-15 is a popular rifle
among US gun owners; they possess 5 million
of these assault rifles. And it’s become preva-
lent as the weapon of choice in American mass
shootings. It was used by the Orlando gunman
in the worst mass shooting in modern US his-
tory. The massacre in the Orlando nightclub

left 49 dead and dozens more wounded and
has once again prompted calls for a ban on the
AR-15.

The AR-15, is developed from the US
military’s M-16 rifle and is manufactured by
dozens of US companies, including major gun
makers like Smith & Wesson, Sturm Ruger and
Remington Arms. Unlike the military version,
the AR-15 is not fully automatic, meaning the
shooter must pull the trigger each time to fire a
shot. But like the military version, the guns are
capable of firing many rounds of ammunition
quickly and can be reloaded rapidly.

Horrific evidence

The Orlando massacre “is more horrific
evidence of the unique lethality of the AR-15,”
said Joshua Koskoff, a lawyer representing the
families of those killed and injured in Sandy
Hook. In December 2012, Adam Lanza used
a Bushmaster XM15 to kill 28 children and
adults at the Sandy Hook Elementary School
before taking his own life with a Glock pistol.

The US also outpaces all other nations
in military budget expenditures. World mili-
tary spending totalled more than $1.6 trillion
in 2015. The US accounted for 37 percent of
the world total. US military expenditures are
roughly the size of the next seven biggest mili-
tary budgets in the world combined. In 2015,
military spending accounted for 54 percent of
all federal discretionary spending, a total of
$598.5 billion.

Military spending includes: all regular
activities of the Department of Defence; war
spending; nuclear weapons spending; interna-
tional military assistance; and other Pentagon-
related spending. This military budget total
does not include billions for various secret
military and security projects, operations and
military aid within the scope of the US State
Department and the Defence Department that
is not publicly disclosed.

In contrast the US Budget (2015) to fund
other sectors were much smaller. These includ-
ed, government six percent, education six per-
cent, veterans affairs six percent, Medicare and
health, five percent, housing and community,
five percent, social security, unemployment
and Labour, two percent, science three percent,
energy and environment three percent, inter-
national affairs three percent, transport three
percent, and food and agriculture, one percent.

The US is also the top global arms exporter,
with more than 50 percent of the global weap-
onry market sales controlled by the United
States as of 2014. Arms sales by the US jumped
35 percent, or nearly $10 billion, to $36.2 bil-
lion in 2014, according to the Congressional
Research Service report, which analysed the
global arms market between 2007 and 2014.
And foreign military sales rose to a record high
of $46.6 billion for the fiscal year 2015. And
they will sell arms to both hostile sides in a dis-
pute or war, such as the rivalry between India
and Pakistan, Greece and Turkey among others.
The US also had a sordid history of supply-
ing repressive, corrupt and dictatorial regimes
throughout the world.

Military aid

As well, in the national interests of the US,
the country is also a huge sponsor of foreign
military aid to friendly nations. According to
the US State Government Foreign Assistance
report, the US gave $5.9 billion in foreign mili-
tary aid in 2014. Some 75 percent of that went
to two countries, Israel and Egypt. Most of that
funding — $3.1 billion — went to Israel. And $1.3
billion of military aid was sent to Egypt. This
does not take account of economic aid to these
and other countries, which stipulate that this
money must be used to buy US military equip-
ment and supplies. And by US law millions of
dollars of other economic and military aid to
Israel does not have to be publicly disclosed.

The US elites therefore want their own
people to keep buying weapons and to sell more
weaponry overseas to keep the US industrial-
military complex going. This brings in billions
in huge profits to the big arms manufacturers

and provides millions of jobs in military
industries. So constant fear, conflict and war-
fare are good for the weapons businesses.
This war dependence is propped up by politi-
cians dependent on the support of the military
companies and their military contractors and
suppliers.

So the military-industrial complex con-
tinues to get the assistance it needs from both
Democrats and Republicans so the corporate
military alliance can continue to make billions
in weapons sales and to get the finance to fund
wars in Afghanistan, Iraq and elsewhere while
Congress cuts billions in health, welfare, edu-
cation budgets and other social programs to
obtain the money.

Stolen hopes

Even some 60 years ago, US President
Dwight D Eisenhower was concerned enough
to warn the nation in two speeches of what he
viewed as one of its greatest threats: the mili-
tary-industrial complex composed of military
contractors and lobbyists perpetuating contin-
ual war and ever expanding military budgets.

“Every gun that is made, every warship
launched, every rocket fired signifies, in the
final sense, a theft from those who hunger
and are not fed, those who are cold and are
not clothed. This world in arms is not spend-
ing money alone. It is spending the sweat of its
labourers, the genius of its scientists, the hopes
of its children.

“The cost of one modern heavy bomber is
this: a modern brick school in more than 30
cities. It is two electric power plants, each serv-
ing a town of 60,000 in population. It is two
fine, fully equipped hospitals. It is some 50
miles of concrete pavement. We pay for a single
fighter with a half-million bushels of wheat. We
pay for a single destroyer with new homes that
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could have housed more than 8,000 people. ...
This is not a way of life at all, in any true sense.
Under the cloud of threatening war, it is human-
ity hanging from a cross of iron.”*

Later, in January 1961, Eisenhower, a
former soldier warned in his farewell address
that “an immense military establishment and a
large arms industry” had emerged as a hidden
force in US politics. Since then the arms indus-
try and its influence has only grown stronger.
This last speech may have been Eisenhower’s
most forceful and far-sighted.

“In the councils of government, we must
guard against the acquisition of unwarranted
influence, whether sought or unsought, by the
military-industrial complex. The potential for
the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists
and will persist.” Eisenhower.**

These military industry companies are a
wealthy and powerful lobby group that financ-
es politicians and political campaigns. For
instance the National Rifle Association (NRA)
alone spent $17 million on publicity campaigns
in the 2012 presidential and congressional elec-
tions. This in large part is the reason that it is
so hard to wind back domestic gun sales in the
US and to limit the military budget expenditure
or the overseas arms trade. This makes initiat-
ing genuine change on the issue of guns very
difficult. Let’s hope the populace of the US can
soon become empowered enough to change that
reality, for the good of people in the US and
elsewhere around the world.

“At the end of WW2, the US emerged as

a global power with unprecedented wealth
and advantages. Most of that has been
squandered. We’ve gone from number one
creditor nation to number one debtor. As its
vast military machine straddles the globe,
at home, things fall apart. The mortgage
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giants, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, need
a massive taxpayer bailout. Same too for
Wall Street banks. Even New York Times
columnist Thomas Friedman, a champion
of US dominance and empire, mentions the
word ‘decline’ and ‘US’ in the same sentence
and points to problems ‘in infrastructure,
basic research and education’. Curious
that he doesn’t mention the huge Pentagon
budget, hundreds of bases, and the permanent
war economy as factors contributing to the
decline. The signs of decay are everywhere
but Washington politicians from both parties
largely avoid talking about it. Imperial
fantasies and mendacities continue.”
Gore Vidal
The Fall of the United States.

*The Chance for Peace speech was addressed
to the American Society of Newspaper
Editors, in Washington DC, on April 16,
1953. Speaking only three months into his
presidency, Eisenhower likened arms spending
to stealing from the people. Eisenhower

took an opportunity to highlight the cost

of continued tensions cng rivalry with the
Soviet Union. He noted that not only were
there military dangers, but an arms race
would place a huge domestic burden on both
nations.

**On January 17, 1961, President Dwight
Eisenhower gave the USA a dire warning
about what he described as a threat to
democratic government. He called it the
military-industrial complex, a formidable
union of defence contractors and the armed
forces. Eisenhower, a retired five-star Army
general, the man who led the allies on D-Day,
made the remarks in his farewell speech from
the White House. &
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Tipping point
America confronts race and policing

People’s World editorial

Like most Americans, we are profoundly
saddened and grief-stricken by the horrific
events of the past week. Two black men,
Alton Sterling in Louisiana and Philando
Castile in Minnesota, were murdered by
police, and then five police officers were
killed along with seven more police and two
civilians wounded in Dallas during a dem-
onstration protesting the earlier murders.

Our thoughts and hearts go out to the fam-
ilies of all those killed, civilians and police
alike.

Likewise, our thoughts and support go out
to the families of the more than 500 people
fatally shot by police in the first six months of
this year. We are grateful to Black Lives Matter
for keeping the importance of the fight against
racism front and centre.

The People s World Editorial Board wants
to take this opportunity to state our belief that
it is not a contradiction, however, to say “Black
lives matter” and at the same time condemn
violence against police. That is precisely what
the Next Generation Action Network, organiser
of the peaceful Dallas protest said after the car-
nage in that city.

Now is the time for all Americans to come
together and share our grief, not to be split into
warring communities. Yielding to hatred and
suspicion will only sow the seeds of further
violence. Together, we must demand that our
law enforcement agencies and elected officials
work closely with grassroots communities to
diagnose the causes of the escalating number
of police killings of civilians who are dispro-
portionately African Americans, Native Ameri-
cans and Latinx.

We must work together to design and
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implement plans that will prevent more mur-
ders. It is clear that fighting violence with vio-
lence does not work. As Gandhi said, “an eye
for an eye just leaves everybody blind.”

In city after city, in state after state, there
have been proposals for making police agencies
more accountable to the communities they are
supposed to protect and serve: strong, effective
civilian review boards, programs to institute
and expand community policing, requirements
that law enforcement officials take part in day-
to-day activities in which they interact with
community members, independent investiga-
tions of and prosecution of police involved in
the incidents, de-escalating and limiting the use
of force and ending altogether any for-profit
policing schemes.

Unfortunately, most of the proposals have
been blocked by right wingers intent on keep-
ing communities at odds with each other and
police officers at odds with communities.

This is an old story. Those in power who
are beholden to corporations that are ripping
off communities have used racism, hatred and
fear to keep poor and working people apart, lest
they organise together and fight for their fair
share of society’s wealth.

Now, in light of the escalating violence,
programs that have been proposed for greater
community control of law enforcement must
be implemented.

Furthermore, more effective training pro-
grams for police must be implemented.

Again, many of these programs have been
proposed but are lingering in limbo because of
the lack of political leadership to implement
them.

For example, there are training programs
that speak directly to the racial bias that has
been found to be endemic in many police
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forces. Tests show that when police encounter
someone whose hands are in their pockets, they
are more likely to conclude that the person has
a weapon if that person is black.

Finally, we as a nation must address the
conditions that breed many of the problems we
face today: institutionalised racial and gender
oppression, plummeting standards of living,
unemployment, job insecurity and the disin-
tegration of many of our educational systems.

These conditions, in turn, are caused by the
fact that the top one percent, with the aid and
assistance of elected officials who are supposed
to serve us, have been grabbing the resourc-
es of society and using them to further enrich
themselves.

Take Ferguson, Missouri, for instance.
The US Justice Department found that police
officers there were slapping inordinately large
numbers of fines on drivers. Why? In order to
put more funds into the public coffers, coffers
that had been emptied by tax giveaways to the
super rich.

Of course, a disproportionate number of
those being stopped and fined in Ferguson and
across our country are African Americans and
Latinos, people whose political clout is being
whittled away by the same super rich who ben-
efit from keeping things as they are.

Let us all, as Americans and as human
beings who by nature care about other human
beings, look at short-term methods for stop-
ping police violence such as more community
control and better police training. And let us
consider long-term solutions to the conditions
that give rise to growing tensions within our
communities.

Let’s not yield to the demagogues who are
trying to exploit tragic situations for their own
selfish ends. @&
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A peaceful protest — Black Lives Matter die-in protest at Metro Green Line against allegations of police brutality in Saint Paul, Minnesota.
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The Brexit vote an
Spain’s elections

Conn Hallinan

On the surface, the June 23 Brexit
and the June 26 Spanish elections
don’t look comparable. After a
nasty campaign filled with racism
and Islamophobia, the British — or
rather, the English and the Welsh
— took a leap into darkness and
voted to leave the European Union
(EU). Spanish voters, on the other
hand, rejected change and backed
a right-wing party that embodies
the policies of the Brussels-based
trade organisation.

But deep down the fault lines in
both countries converge.

For the first time since Margaret
Thatcher and Ronald Reagan rolled
out a variety of free market capital-
ism and globalisation that captured
much of the world in the 1980s, that
model is under siege. The economic
strategy of regressive taxes, wide-
spread privatisation, and deregula-
tion has generated enormous wealth
for the few, but growing impoverish-
ment for the many. The top one per-
cent now owns more than 50 percent
of the world’s wealth.

The British election may have
focused on immigration and the
fear of “the other” — Turks, Syrians,
Greeks, Poles, etc — but this xenopho-
bia stems from the anger and despair
of people who have been marginal-
ised or left behind by the globali-
sation of the labour force that has
systematically hollowed out small
communities and destroyed decent
paying jobs and benefits.

“Great Britain’s citizens haven’t
been losing control of their fate to
the EU,” wrote Richard Eskow of
the Campaign for America’s Future,
“They’ve have been losing it because
their own country’s leaders — as well
as those of most Western democra-
cies — are increasingly in thrall to cor-
porate and financial interests.”

While most of the mainstream
media reported the Spanish election
as a “victory” for acting Prime Min-
ister Mariano Rajoy’s Popular Party
(PP) and a defeat for the left, it was
more a reshuffle than a major turn to
the right, and, if Rajoy manages to
cobble together a government, it is
likely to be fragile and short-lived.

It was a dark night for pollsters in
both countries. British polls predicted
a narrow defeat for the Brexit cam-
paign, and Spanish polls projected a
major breakthrough for Spain’s left,
in particular Unidos Podemos (UP),
a new alliance between Podemos

and the Communist/Green coalition,
Izquierda Unida.

Instead, Brexit passed easily and
the UP lost one million votes from
the last election, ending up with the
same number of seats they had in the
old parliament. In contrast, the Pop-
ular Party added 14 seats, although
still falling well short of a majority.

Spain’s voters
deterred from change

A major reason for the Spanish
outcome was Brexit, which roiled
markets all over the world, but had a
particularly dramatic effect on Spain.
The Ibex share index plunged more
than 12 percent and blue-chip stocks
took a pounding, losing about $70
billion. It was, according to Spain’s
largest business newspaper, “The
worst session ever.” Rajoy — as well
as the centre-left Socialist Workers’
Party (PSOE) — flooded the media
with scare talk about stability, and
it partly worked. The Popular Party
poached eight of its 14 new seats
from the centre-right Ciudadanos
Party and probably convinced some
UP voters to shift to the mainstream
SP.

But Rajoy’s claim that “We won
the election. We demand the right
to govern,” is a reach. The PP has
137 seats, but it needs 176 seats to
reach a majority in the 350-seat par-
liament. The Prime Minister says he
plans to join with Ciudadanos, but
because the latter lost seats in the
election, such an alliance would put
the PP seven votes short. An offer for
a “grand alliance” with the Social-
ists doesn’t seem to be going any-
where. “We are not going to support
Rajoy’s investiture or abstain,” said
PSOE spokesman Antonio Hernan-
do. An abstention would allow the PP
to form a government.

Which doesn’t mean Rajoy
can’t form a government. There are
some independent deputies from
the Basque country and the Canary
Islands who might put Rajoy over the
top, but it would be the first coalition
government in Spain — and a fragile
one at that.

Part of that fragility is a scan-
dal over an email between Rajoy
and Jean-Claude Juncker, head of
the European Commission, that was
leaked to the media. The Commission
is part of the “troika,” along with the
International Monetary Fund and the
European Central Bank that largely
decides economic policy in the EU.
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Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba and
return Guantanamo to the Cuban people.

Spain’s acting Prime Minister Mariano Rajoy.

During the election, Rajoy prom-
ised to cut taxes and moderate the
troika-imposed austerity measures
that have driven Spain’s national
unemployment rate to 22 percent,
and a catastrophic 45 percent among
young people. But in a confidential
email to Juncker, the Prime Minis-
ter pledged that “In the second half
0f 2016, once there is a new govern-
ment, we will be ready to take further
measures to meet deficit goals.”

In short, Rajoy lied to the voters.
If the PP had won an absolute major-
ity that might not be a problem, but
a coalition government is another
matter. Would Ciudadanos and the
independents be willing to associ-
ate themselves with such deceit and
take the risk that the electorate would
not punish them, given that such a
government is not likely to last four
years?

Unidos Podemos supporters were
deeply disappointed in the outcome,
although the UP took the bulk of the
youth vote and triumphed in Catalo-
nia, Spain’s wealthiest province, and
the Basque country. What impact
UP’s poor showing will have on divi-
sions within the alliance is not clear,
but predictions of the organisation’s
demise are premature. “We represent
the future,” party leader Pablo Iglesia
said after the vote.

There is a possible path to power
for the left, although it leads through
the Socialists. The PSOE dropped
from 90 seats to 85 for its worst
showing in history, but if it joins
with the UP it would control 156

seats. If such a coalition includes the
Catalans, that would bring it to 173
seats, and the alliance could probably
pick up some independents to make
a majority. This is exactly what the
left, agreeing to shelve their differ-
ences for the time being, did in Por-
tugal after the last election.

The problem is that the PSOE
refuses to break bread with the Cat-
alans because separatists dominate
the province’s delegation and the
Socialists oppose letting Catalonia
hold a referendum on independence.
Podemos also opposes Catalan sepa-
ratism, but it supports the right of the
Catalans to vote on the issue.

Rajoy may construct a govern-
ment, but it will be one that supports
the dead-end austerity policies that
have encumbered most of the EU’s
members with low or flat growth
rates, high unemployment, and wid-
ening economic inequality. Support
for the EU is at an all-time low, even
in the organisation’s core members,
France and Germany.

Danger ahead

The crisis generated by the free
market model is hardly restricted to
Europe. Much of Donald Trump’s
support comes from the same dis-
affected cohort that drove the
Brexit, and, while “The Donald”
is down in the polls, so were the
Brexit campaign and the Spanish
Popular Party.

The next few years will be filled
with opportunity, as well as danger.
Anti-austerity forces in Spain, Italy,

Sydney

Guardian

Greece, Portugal, and Ireland are
organising and beginning to coor-
dinate resistance to the “troika.”
But so, too, are parties on the right:
France’s National Front, Hungary’s
Jobbik, Greece’s Golden Dawn, Brit-
ain’s United Kingdom Independence
Party, Austria’s Freedom Party, Den-
mark’s People’s Party, and Sweden’s
Democratic Party.

Instead of reconsidering the poli-
cies that have spread so much misery
through the continent, European
elites were quick to blame “stupid”
and “racist” voters for Brexit. “We
are witnessing the implosion of the
post-war cultural and economic order
that has dominated the Euro-Ameri-
can zone for more than six decades,”
writes Andrew O’Hehir of Salon.
“Closing our eyes and hoping that
it will go away is not likely to be
successful.”

A majority of Britain said
“enough,” and while the Span-
ish right scared voters into backing
away from a major course change,
those voters will soon discover that
what is in store for them is yet more
austerity.

“We need to end austerity to end
this disaffection and this existential
crisis of the European project,” said
a UP statement following the elec-
tion. “We need to democratise deci-
sion making, guarantee social rights,
and respect human rights.”

The European Union is now offi-
cially a house divided. It is not clear
how long it can endure.

People’s World &
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Cuba the unifier

WT Whitney

The world is wracked by divi-
sions. The United Nations does
manifest unity, but otherwise
jostling nations fill the landscape,
oppressed peoples migrate toward
oppression, racial groupings are
at each other’s throats, religious
rivalries are legion, and social
classes are divided.

Is there another way? Or, more
precisely, do nations or peoples exist
that, moving beyond local realities,
create unity in the cause of peace?

Pope Francis thinks there’s at
least one. On his way to Mexico for
a five-day visit in February, 2016, he
stopped at the Jose Marti Airport in
Havana. There, Patriarch Kirill of the
Russian Orthodox Church, about to
visit Latin American countries, was
waiting. The two prelates talked and
signed a 30 — point statement on
common purposes. This was the first
high-level contact between these two
great denominations since the “Great
Schism of 1054.”

The meeting was over, and Pope
Francis sought out Cuban President
Raul Castro. “I don’t want to leave,”
he said, “without expressing a sense
of gratitude to Cuba, to the great
Cuban People, and to their President,
who is here.” And, “If Cuba keeps on
being so really available like this, it
could become the capital of unity.”
President Castro assured Pope Fran-
cis that, “Cuba will continue sup-
porting peace. And now the matter
of Colombia remains.”

52 years of civil war

In November 2012, the Revolu-
tionary Armed Forces of Colombia
(FARC) and the Colombian govern-
ment began negotiations to end 52
years of war. The war has caused
more than 200,000 Colombians to
be killed and six million to be dis-
placed from their land. Dissenting
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Cuba's President Radl Castro, Colombia’s Juan Manuel Santos and FARC rebel leader Rodrigo Londofio at a historic cease-fire deal between the Colombian
government and FARC rebels in Havana, Cuba, on June 23, 2016.

civilians often face violent repres-
sion, and 9,000 political prisoners
have accumulated.

The two sides looked to Cuba;
by mid-2012 the government there
had arrangements in place to host
the talks. Cuba provided facilities,
hospitality, transportation, commu-
nications, and general support for
the negotiating teams. Cuba, with
Norway, served as a “guarantor coun-
try” for the negotiations.

June 23 this year in Havana was
the big day. The mood was both cel-
ebratory and serious as Colombian
President Juan Manuel Santos, FARC
leader Timoledn Jiménez, United
Nations Secretary General Ban

Brazil

Coup leader
quitls over
corruption

Brazilian Congress Speaker
Eduardo Cunha — who led the
legislative coup against sus-
pended President Dilma Rousseff
— quit last week over corruption
allegations.

The turncoat Chamber of Depu-
ties president wept as he read out
his resignation letter to journalists,
surrounded by his fellow putschists.

“I have suffered and continue to
suffer persecution,” Cunha claimed.
“I’m paying a high price for initiat-
ing the impeachment process.”

Cunha was suspended in May
over allegations of obstructing jus-
tice and corruption, including hold-
ing Swiss bank accounts worth
millions of dollars from bribes.

He led the impeachment drive
against Workers’ Party President
Rousseff even as he was under
investigation in the Car Wash probe
into the £9 billion bribery scandal at
state oil company Petrobras.

Cunha has repeatedly denied
any involvement in the corruption
scandal.

During his speech, the former
speaker said he was “proud” of
opening proceedings against his
erstwhile coalition government ally
Rousseff, adding that his decision
“will never be forgotten.”

But his resignation is seen as a
cynical attempt to avoid a vote to
eject him from his seat in congress,
which grants him immunity from
prosecution.

“Only my resignation can put an
end to this endless instability. The
lower house cannot wait forever,”
he said.

Cunha is a member of the Bra-
zilian Democratic Movement Party
(PMDB) of Vice-President Michel
Temer, who will become the next
president if the Senate votes to
impeach Rousseff in August.

But the two-month old govern-
ment has been rocked by revelations
of ministers and senators conspiring
to block the Car Wash probe, lead-
ing to several cabinet resignations.
Morning Star &

Ki-moon, the presidents of six other
nations, assorted diplomats, and
“special envoys” all gathered for the
signing of an important document.

Negotiators had been dealing
with a pre-determined five-point
agenda. Agreements on all five were
necessary so that a final accord could
be signed. They had already reached
agreement on the first four items, and
on June 22 they announced they had
agreed on point five, “End of Con-
flict.” The signing of that agreement
the next day established the certainty
of a final accord. Peace was on the
way.
“End of Conflict” was about how
to monitor and verify the giving up
of arms by FARC combatants, how
they’d prepare for civilian life, and
how attacks against them from para-
militaries would be prevented.

The signing was a watershed
moment. Dignitaries on hand speak-
ing to the gathering lavished praise
on Cuba for its role in advancing
the peace process. President Castro
spoke of unity and peace.

“Peace will be victory for all

Colombia, but also for all of ‘Our
America’,” he said. “The Commu-
nity of Latin American and Carib-
bean States (CELAC) achieved, in its
young history, the great milestone of
proclaiming this region to be a Zone
of Peace.

“The end of armed conflict in
Colombia will be one more demon-
stration of the firm commitment of
our peoples against the use of and
threat of force and in favour of the
peaceful resolution of controversies —
Before differences, dialogue; before
challenges, coordination.”

Cuba'’s history
as a unifier

Cuba’s record speaks of bring-
ing people together: from participa-
tion in Colombia’s peace process,
to the fostering of alliances and
cooperation in Latin America and
the Caribbean, to the work overseas
of Cuban doctors, to Cuba’s teach-
ing of vast numbers of the world’s
young people.

Veteran Cuba watcher Andres

Gomez explained recently that
Cubans are confident: “Life in the
country plays out ‘calmly’... [and
Cubans] uniquely, are the owners
of their destiny and that’s because,
against wind and tide, they are the
absolute owners of their homeland.”

Cubans, he seems to be implying,
know more about solidarity and col-
laboration than about the jostling and
isolation so pervasive in the commer-
cialised, industrialised world.

Meanwhile, in a Colombia with-
out armed conflict, the watchword
will be unity, says Carlos Lozano,
editor of the Communist Party’s oz
weekly newspaper.

“The future of the left,” he told
an interviewer, “has to be unity
that overcomes narrow-minded-
ness, sectarianism, power-plays,
and parochialism. There won’t be
ideological unity because not all
leftists think alike, but a common
program that unifies for the sake of
taking power is necessary. It’s the
challenge forced on us by political
reality.”
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NATO backs “ally”

NATO leaders have vowed to
back non-member “ally” Ukraine
against Russia at the military
bloc’s summit in Warsaw. NATO
secretary-general Jens Stolten-
berg reheated the cold war in his
opening speech.

“For our nations to be safe, it’s
not enough to keep our defences
strong, we must help to make our
partners stronger,” he said.

Crucially, a new treaty explicit-
ly binding the European Union trade
bloc to imperialist alliance NATO
was signed by Mr Stoltenberg, Euro-
pean Council president Donald Tusk
and European Commission president
Jean-Claude Juncker.

German Defence Minister Ursula
von der Leyen claimed Russia’s re-
unification with the Crimea follow-
ing a plebiscite sparked by 2014’s
Western-backed coup “doesn’t

respect borders” and that NATO must
ensure its negotiations with Moscow
are conducted from a “position of
strength” militarily.

US President Barack Obama
urged European nations to maintain
sanctions against Russia and defend
the Kiev government.

“We need to bolster the defence
of our allies in central and eastern
Europe, strengthen deterrence and
boost our resilience against new
threats, including cyber attacks,” he
said.

Russian presidential spokesman
Dmitry Peskov said it was “absurd”
to consider Russia a threat given the
situation in the Middle East.

In an article for the Financial
Times, Mr Obama said Brexit would
not diminish Britain’s role in the
imperialist alliance.

“The special relationship

between the US and the UK will
endure,” he said. “I have no doubt
that the UK will remain one of
NATO’s most capable members.”

British PM David Cameron told
reporters on his arrival in Warsaw:
“Britain may be leaving the EU
but we are not turning our back
on Europe and we’re not turning
our back on European defence and
security.”

On the two-day summit’s extra-
territorial agenda were plans to send
aircraft to the Middle East — reported-
ly to fight ISIS — and continuing the
15-year intervention in Afghanistan.

Australia announced it would
extend its Afghan military mission
by six months to mid-2017, while
the US will only withdraw 1,400 of
its 9,800 troops there this year.
Morning Star &
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From Chilcot
to the China Sea

Nearly all the points mentioned in
the Chilcot Report apply to Aus-
tralia in equal measure to the UK.
Like the UK, Australia chose to
join the invasion of Iraq without
proper authority and before all
peaceful options for disarmament
had been exhausted. In doing

this Australia, too, undermined
the authority of the UN Security
Council.

Clearly, Australia, like the UK,
was persuaded to take the course of
military action by our ally, the United
States.

The US is a nation that has resort-
ed to violence too quickly, far too
often. It has also shown a propensity
for drawing others into its preferred,
violent way of resolving difficult,
international situations. For its part,
Australia displays a pattern of fol-
lowing the US’s lead without asking
any of the necessary questions.

Within days we could see ten-
sions in the South China Sea rise
dramatically, when the International
Tribunal in the Hague hands down its
findings. Will Australia once again
meekly follow the US’s lead by

Letters / Culture & Life

joining highly provocative “freedom
of navigation” operations?

Or will the Chilcot Report wake
the nation up to the need for Austral-
ia to assert some true independence;
set a little distance between itself
and the US (and thereby regain some
self-esteem)?

Nick Deane
On behalf of Marrickville Peace
Group

Off to the museum

Last weekend hundreds of Syd-
neysiders rushed to the Australian
Museum. Entry to the Museum
was free and people really appre-
ciated the opportunity to take
their kids and visit the museum
themselves. I believe the Maritime

Museum and the Observatory did
the same. The long queue was not
much of a problem. It was lovely
to see so many people interested in
going to see exhibits.

Children enjoy the experience,
especially in the Australian Museum
where they touch and do so many
things. Regular visits to such places
gives kids an opportunity to learn in
a stimulating environment, makes
them more interested in science.
Grown-up politicians, especially the
pre-election variety, love to declare
their love and care towards children,
their education, science, etc. Pro-
viding funds for museums to make
them free every day of the week —
you don’t hear about that.

I remember the time when the
Australian Museum was free and
our family were frequent visitors

Guardian

there. You could always drop in with
an insect your child had discovered
in the backyard and the helpful staff
would always take time and examine
it with the child.

School holidays always had
something special for kids (they still
do!) and it was both educational and
just plain good fun. If we want to
have a clever population, we should
really think hard about giving oppor-
tunities for all children to enjoy sci-
ence — free of charge.

Who knows how many outstand-
ing scientists we may have among
those little ones pressing their noses
against the glass with strange and
wonderful creatures?

Matti English
Sydney
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Rob Gowl

Air power run amok

In WW2, the USA — at the urging of Presi-
dent Franklin D Roosevelt — made itself
“the arsenal of democracy”. Ever since, the
US economy (contrary to FDR’s wishes) has
been inextricably geared to — and depend-
ent on — war for its well being. Not surpris-
ingly, the US has waged virtually non-stop,
“continuous” war from the end of WW2
to today.

They successfully intervened on the side of
reaction in the civil wars in Greece and the Phil-
ippines. Emboldened, they sought to “roll back
Communism” by provoking a full-scale war in
Korea. During the Korean War, the US dropped
635,000 tons of bombs on tiny North Korea, as
well as 32,557 tons of napalm. Retired US Air
Force lieutenant colonel William J Astore, writ-
ing in TomDispatch, notes that this is equivalent
in explosive yield to “40 Hiroshima bombs”.

But although the US bombing campaign
levelled North Korea’s cities and destroyed the
dams on the Yalu River that provided the coun-
try (and northern China) with hydro-electrici-
ty, it failed to win the war against determined
Korean and Chinese ground troops. Even more
importantly, all those thousands of tons of
bombs and napalm were paid for out of the US
public purse. The richest nation on Earth was
now ensnared in a process of impoverishment
brought on by an arms race of its own devising.

Fought to an ignominious stalemate in
Korea, agreeing to a truce at roughly the posi-
tion where the war had begun, the US — des-
perate for more sources of war expenditure
— shifted its attention to the conflict in Indo-
China, where the forces of French imperialism
had just been soundly whipped. US intervention

saw the Vietnam War steadily escalate year by
year until it too was consuming vast amounts
of money and materiel.

Lieutenant Colonel Astore again: “Amer-
ican air power bombed, strafed, and sprayed
with defoliants virtually everything that moved
(and much that didn’t) in Vietnam, Laos, and
Cambodia. A staggering seven million tons
of bombs, the equivalent in explosive yield to
more than 450 Hiroshimas, were dropped in the
name of defeating Communism. ... The North
Vietnamese, with modest ground-fire defenc-
es, limited surface-to-air missiles (SAMs), and
a few fighter jets, were hopelessly outclassed
in the air. Nonetheless, just as in Korea, wide-
spread American bombing and air superiority,
while generating plenty of death and destruc-
tion, didn’t translate into victory.” In fact, US
imperialism ultimately suffered an utterly igno-
minious defeat in Vietnam.

Since then, as the planes have become
faster and the payloads bigger, the US air
force has laid waste whole countries, from the
Middle East to Central America, but except
against small defenceless countries, victory
continues to elude it. The US military was able
to invade tiny Grenada and crush its progres-
sive government, but elsewhere — eg in Ukraine
and Moldova — it has had to rely on subversion
and corruption (as in Brazil) for even partial
success.

In fact, contrary to the almost non-stop
propaganda about the might of the Ameri-
can military, in Astore’s words: “Something’s
gone terribly wrong with Washington’s soaring
dreams of air power and what it can accom-
plish”. This should not come as a surprise,

however. After all, it’s happened before. In
the 1950s, US air force General Curtis LeMay
and other dedicated anti-communists created
the Strategic Air Command (SAC) made up of
long-range bombers armed with city-busting
thermonuclear weapons.

They ringed the USSR with these nuclear
bombers constantly on high alert to attack and
destroy the USA’s socialist “enemy”. Build-
ing and maintaining this fleet of giant bomb-
ers cost the US economy a fortune which was
justified by an avalanche of propaganda about
a supposed “Soviet threat”. Fortunately for us
all, Soviet diplomacy was able to forestall the
rush to nuclear war until they had developed
the means to render long-range nuclear bomb-
ers obsolete: the inter-continental ballistic mis-
sile (ICBM).

The threat contained in the global US
bomber fleet and its aggressive deployment
was replaced by the delicate balance encom-
passed within the acronym, MAD (mutually
assured destruction). Starting a nuclear war was
no longer such a good bet.

However, the USA’s military industri-
al complex was and remains committed to a
constant massive arms build-up. Much of the
country’s economy depends on it, despite the
draining impact of such waste. If the money
spent on the military was applied to peace-
ful production and services, the US standard
of living would really become the envy of the
world.

However, instead of building prefabricated
houses for the hordes of homeless people in the
US, or electric cars and busses to cut the pro-
duction of greenhouse gasses, or showing the

world how to go over to green energy while
phasing out the use of fossil fuels, the US
war-oriented economy maintains at least three
active production lines just for the manufacture
of jet fighters (one solely for export).

US propagandists tell their people (and the
rest of the world) that US air power keeps the
American people safe. A cynic might say that
its prime purpose is to keep American invest-
ments safe, but that would surely be unkind.
True, US air power has devastated countries
from Libya to Syria to Afghanistan and beyond,
but the American people are less safe now than
they ever were.

In fact, the devastation and suffering inflict-
ed on countries the US perceived as standing in
the way of its global economic dominance has
bred a generation of desperate young people
devoid of hope for the future. They are fer-
tile recruiting grounds for religious extremists
looking for potential suicide bombers.

Nevertheless, as Astore notes: “From
Ronald Reagan to Barack Obama, dropping
bombs and firing missiles has been the presi-
dentially favoured way of ‘doing something’
against an enemy. Air power is, in a sense, the
easiest thing for a [US] president to resort to
and, in our world, has the added allure of the
high-tech. It looks good back home.”

But as air power has become ever more
hideously expensive, the USA’s bloated mili-
tary budget continues to impoverish the country
while it seeks an illusory military advantage.

But that’s capitalism really, isn’t it: destruc-
tive, greedy and ultimately bad for you. &
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Hunt for the Wilderpeople

This is a banner week for South
Seas Cinema, the film genre set
and shot in the Pacific Islands.
It kicks off with writer/director
Taika Waititi’s gem, Hunt for the
Wilderpeople, made on location
in Aotearoa/New Zealand. This
good-natured, well-made film is
a sheer delight and absolute joy
to behold, and although there is
some off-colour language and vio-
lence, it is recommended viewing
for most children and families.

In essence, Wilderpeople is about
an urban Maori (the Indigenous
people of NZ) juvenile delinquent
type, Ricky Baker (the droll, roly-
poly Julian Dennison), who is placed
in a foster home somewhere out in
the bush. There he is begrudgingly
adopted by “Uncle” Hec, a Caucasian
ex-con and “bush man” played by the
great Sam Neill. (Did you know that
in addition to co-starring as Dr Alan
Grant in 1993’s Jurassic Park and
2001’s Jurassic Park III, as well as
in 1999’s Hawaii-set Molokai, Neill
grew up in the South Island of New
Zealand and co-directed/co-wrote
an insightful documentary about that
country’s movies called Cinema of
Unease?)

Due to non-technical circum-
stances beyond their control, when
the state bureaucracy decides to
remove Ricky from his foster home
and send him to the “juvie” detention
centre for young “offenders”, Ricky
and Hec hit the bush. The runaways
return to nature, living off the land,
as a massive, months-long manhunt
searches high and low for the out-
laws in what Aussies would call the
“outback.”

Enough said about the plot,
which builds up to a Thelma and
Louise type of ending — except this
is more of a comedy. Wilderpeo-
ple is really about family, love and
the bonds that form between people
(oh yeah, and between humans and
canines). [ guess it’s also a statement
about multi-culti unity and a condem-
nation of government bureaucracy.
It’s highly amusing and occasionally
hilarious. Waititi, who is part-Jew-
ish/part-Maori (hey, don’t laugh: My

daughter, the singer Marina Davis,
is part-Jewish/part-Samoan and she
lives in Auckland, NZ), has a keen
film sense and the low budget movie
is shot with a discerning eye and feel-
ing for cadence, and is thoroughly
cinematic and extremely entertain-
ing in every single frame.

The supporting cast, includ-
ing Maori actress Rima Te Wiata
(whose father was a renowned opera
singer) as “Aunt” Bella, is letter
perfect. Other standouts include
Oscar Knightley — who co-starred in
2006’s Samoan Wedding and Sione s
2, which are to Polynesian movies
what Friday-type flicks are to Afri-
can American films — as a clueless
copper. His sidekick, the overbear-
ing child welfare bureaucrat Paula,
is portrayed by Maori actress Rachel
House (2002’s Whale Rider). Kiwi
actor Rhys Darby plays Psycho
Sam, a back-to-nature wild man (and
wildly funny man) who lives off the
grid and seems like a less threatening
cross between ZZ Top, Yosemite Sam
and the Unabomber.

Taika Waititi, who is also an
actor, steals the show in a cameo as
a clergyman who — like those daft
evangelists who somehow think
devout Christians should endorse
Donald Trump — has at best a nod-
ding acquaintanceship with the
Gospel. This triple threat co-starred
in and co-directed/co-wrote 2014’s
vampire comedy What We Do in the
Shadows and directed episodes of the
New Zealanders in New York series
Flight of the Conchords that aired
on HBO. Just as Once Were Warri-
ors’ helmer Lee Tamahori went on
to direct a James Bond pic, his fellow
Maori moviemaker Waititi is simi-
larly “going Hollywood”, helming
2017’s big budget Thor: Ragnorak.

Wilderpeople has reportedly
earned more money at the NZ box
office than any other moving pic-
ture ever released in the Land of the
Long White Cloud, and the audience
at the ArcLight Hollywood laughed
their collective heads off and gave it
a well-deserved ovation. Young Mr
Dennison made a humorous person-
al appearance for a post-screening
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Q&A and after-party at the Record
Parlour on Selma Street. It is prob-
ably the best picture to come out of
NZ since 1994°s Once Were Warriors
(that masterpiece’s female lead, the
inestimable Rena Owen, attended the
ArcLight screening).

In additional South Seas Cinema
news: On June 27, Josh Fox’s anti-
global warming documentary How
1o Let Go of the World and Love All
the Things Climate Can't Change
premieres on HBO. This eco-doc
was shot, in part, on location in the
South Pacific. And from Waititi to
Waikiki, the comedy Mike and Dave
Need Wedding Dates — shot, in part,
on location in Hawaii — opens July 8.
In the meantime, you can’t go wrong
this weekend hunting down a thea-
tre playing the knee-slapping, heart-
warming Hunt for the Wilderpeople,
a joy for people who love their indies
to run wild. I simply can’t recom-
mend this highly original rib-tickler
enough — and bring the kiddies (over
around nine or so).
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MARXISM AND POLITICS

The Progressive Student Alliance
is proud to present Perth Marxism and Politics.

With workshops and presentations covering a range of
topics including Marxism-Leninism, Gender and Sexuality,
Dialectical-Materialism, Working Class Politics and more,
there's something for everyone who is looking to learn more.

This day will be a chance for people to connect and
collaborate, learn, and have fun.
10 am Sunday August 7
Curtin University — Building 300 Room 216

Free entry

Contact Aaron Beardsell: 0426 978 195
Email: cpaperth@gmail.com
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Foundation;
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* Julie-Ann Robson, Lecturer UWS and General Staff, University of
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Redruwing the map
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Marcus Browning

For many decades British and
French imperialist interests domi-
nated the Middle East. With the
break-up of the Ottoman Empire
and following WWI1, the spoils
were divided up and new states
carved out by these two powers.
French power predominated in
Syria and Lebanon. British power
held absolute sway in Jordan, Iraq
and Saudi Arabia.

When Bush launched the inva-
sion of Iraq in 2003, the US objec-
tive was not simply to seize control
of Iraqi oil but all the oil resourc-
es of the Middle East and if this
involved the redrawing of the polit-
ical map in the face of rising anti-
American sentiments, this would
also be done.

Today the four biggest and most
powerful petroleum corporations in
the world are based in Britain and the
US: Exxon-Mobil, Shevron-Texaco,
British Petroleum-Amoco and Royal
Dutch-Shell.

This in part explains why the
Blair government so enthusiastical-
ly lined up with the US objectives of
war and re-division. It also explains
the resistance to do so at the time
of France and Germany. They were
being excluded and as a by-product,

the Euro as a currency was being
weakened against the US dollar.

At the time of the Iraq war prepa-
rations Sasha Lilley, an independent
producer and correspondent for Free
Speech Radio News, reported on an
interview with then British Labour
Party Member of Parliament George
Galloway. He confirmed that the
aims of the US and Britain went well
beyond replacing the Iraqi leader.

Lilley quotes Galloway as
saying: “They include a recasting
of the entire Middle East, the better
to ensure the hegemony of the big
powers over the natural resources of
the Middle East and the safety and
security of the vanguard of imperi-
alist interests in the area — the State
of Israel. And part of that is actually
redrawing boundaries.”

Galloway was vice-chairman of
the Parliamentary Labour Party For-
eign Affairs Committee and, said
Lilley, had close relations to Britain’s
Ministry of Defence. “Galloway says
that British Ministers and former
Ministers are primarily focused on
the break-up of Saudi Arabia and
Iraq in the wake of an attack against
Saddam Hussein, but are also dis-
cussing the possible partition of
Egypt, Sudan, Syria and Lebanon.

“These officials have become
taken with the realisation that the
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borders of the Middle East are recent
creations dating back only to WW1
when Britain and France divided the
region between themselves.”

This dividing up of the region by
imperial powers led to the creation
of the states of Jordan, Syria, Leb-
anon and Iraq among others. Under
the aegis of Britain, the modern state
of Saudi Arabia emerged in the late
1920s, absorbing the hitherto sepa-
rate eastern, central and western
regions — including the holy sites of
Mecca and Medina — of what consti-
tutes the country today.

The partition of the Middle East
was partially driven by the oil con-
glomerates of the time.

Lilley also raised the question of
the destabilisation of the region with
war on Iraq in which “radical anti-
American protesters move to over-
throw their governments and the
US intervenes to prevent the emer-
gence of such hostile regimes. The
US long ago granted itself permis-
sion to intervene in Saudi Arabia if
the House of Saud were threatened
by internal revolt, and this could be
extended elsewhere under the licence
of the ‘war on terrorism’.”

What was being talked about
was a reorganisation, or redistribu-
tion of boundaries in the Middle East
and a re-colonisation by the US and

Britain. Such thinking was not only
prevalent in British government cir-
cles but also in the US.

Securing the realm

The former Under-Secretary
of Policy at the US Department of
Defence (July 2001 - August 2005),
Douglas Feith wrote with others a
document headed “A Clean Break:
A New Strategy for Securing the
Realm”.

He advised the Israeli govern-
ment to “work closely with Turkey
and Jordan to contain, destabilise,
and roll back some of its most dan-
gerous threats”, including attacking
Lebanon and Syria.

“Israel can shape its strategic
environment, in cooperation with
Turkey and Jordan, by weakening,
containing and even rolling back
Syria”, stated the document.

Apart from using the war on Iraq
as an opportunity to attack Syria
“Israel could once and for all settle
the ‘Palestinian question’ by expel-
ling the Palestinian population to
Jordan as many in Israel have been
advocating”, noted Sasha Lilley.

Imperialism war strategist and
former US Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger summed up the senti-
ment held by the US administra-
tion’s thinking in the opening to
his “Does America Need a Foreign
Policy”, with the words, “the US is
enjoying a pre-eminence unrivalled
by even the greatest empires in the
past”.

In an article in a publication
called Re-Ordering the World, on
the long-term implications of the
September 11, 2001 attack on the
US, published by the Foreign Policy
Centre in Britain, whose patron was
then British PM Tony Blair and
whose President was former Brit-
ish Foreign Secretary Robin Cook,
Robert Cooper, an adviser to Tony
Blair, said, “The challenge to the
post-modern world [the successful

The colonisation of regions of the world.

states] is to get used to the idea of
double-standards.

“Among ourselves, we operate
on the basis of laws and open cooper-
ative security. But when dealing with
more old fashioned kind of states
outside the post-modern continent
of Europe, we need to revert to the
rougher methods of an earlier era —
force, pre-emptive attack, deception,
whatever is necessary to deal with
those who still live in the 19th cen-
tury world of ‘every state for itself”.”

Cooper goes on to propose a
return to colonialism and imperial-
ism. “Empire and imperialism are
words that have become terms of
abuse in the post-modern world.
Today there are no colonial powers
willing to take on the job, though the
opportunities, perhaps even the need,
for colonisation is as great as it ever
was in the 19th century.”

Cooper talked about “a new kind
of imperialism”.

He said that if states wished to
benefit “they must open themselves
up to the interference of international
organisations and foreign states”.

He goes on to cite the example of
Kosovo where intervention resulted
in not only the on-going presence of
foreign forces but the imposition of
police, judges, prison officers, cen-
tral bankers, 100 NGOs and many
others who also remain on an on-
going basis.

The UN is involved in the estab-
lishment, training and financing of
this infrastructure.

Cooper dresses up his vision of
re-colonisation with warm-sound-
ing terms such as “cooperative
empire”, “dedicated to liberty and
democracy”.

The post-modern states, by that
meaning Britain and the US in the
first place, will colonise the “failed
states” in a new world “which is open
for investment and growth”.

The Middle East is just the
beginning. &
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