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The decision of the arbitral tribunal in The
Hague is nothing short of provocative. As is
the response of the Australian and US gov-
ernments. They wasted no time in springing
to the defence of the ruling of a tribunal
that has found against the People’s Repub-
lic of China’s historical claim to a disputed
maritime zone in the South China Sea. The
authority of the body to determine such a
question is doubtful, as is the process used.
But that hasn’t stopped the usual support-
ers of US military and economic interests
from lecturing China about respect for
“international law” and threatening grave
consequences starting with sanctions.

Australian Foreign Minister Julie Bishop
warned that China will suffer “strong reputa-
tional costs” if it doesn’t cave in to the ruling
of the arbitral tribunal. Labor’s “defence”
spokesperson Stephen Conroy told ABC radio,
“China’s been engaged in an aggressive and,
at times, bullying performance, and has now
been called out by the international court.” He
said the Australian Navy and RAAF should be
mobilised into the disputed area to challenge
China.

Conroy’s bellicosity ignores the fact that
China’s presence in the region has never denied
freedom of navigation or the flyover rights he
claims are under threat. China’s stance has
been tested and even provoked by the intru-
sion of US and Australian military forces. The
tensions have escalated in the years following
the US military “Pivot” or “Rebalance” to the
Indo-Pacific region, implemented in an effort to
“contain” China’s influence and to prepare for
war with the People’s Republic.

UNCLOS

The Philippines brought the dispute over
the area containing the Spratly Islands (known
in China as the Nansha Islands and the Kalayaan
Group in the Philippines) in 2013. It sought a
determination under the United Nations Con-
vention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) even
though the convention has no authority over
disputed territory, only maritime boundaries.
According to its own principles, UNCLOS
should only be invoked when the parties to the
dispute have exhausted bilateral negotiations
and both agree to have the matter determined
under its framework.

China has sought to negotiate with the Phil-
ippines about the territory and waters in ques-
tion for decades but no exhaustive discussions
have taken place. In a Declaration of Conduct
signed by China, the Philippines and other
ASEAN Member States in 2002, there was a

clear stipulation that “the parties concerned
undertake to resolve their territorial and juris-
dictional disputes by peaceful means, through
friendly consultations and negotiations by sov-
ereign states directly concerned.”

On that basis, China and the Philippines
chose negotiation as the means to resolve rel-
evant disputes and excluded third-party settle-
ment, including arbitration. The Philippines
issued a statement jointly with China as late as
2011 undertaking to resolve disputes through
negotiations and consultations. That was before
the US “Pivot” began to bite with its policy
of more direct confrontation with China. Aus-
tralia’s first acts in support of this shift in
geo-political strategy was to host new bases,
including the Marine base in Darwin, and mas-
sive increases in military spending.

It is important to note that the new govern-
ment of the Philippines has expressed a will-
ingness to restart negotiations on the maritime
disputes with China in a clear effort to improve
bilateral relations. Such level-headed initiatives
will be ignored by the imperialist powers.

People in glass houses

China’s claim to the disputed area goes
back to a treaty signed in 1898 at the end of the
war over the Philippines between the US and
Spain. There are several claimants to territory
including Brunei, Malaysia and Vietnam. Inter-
est in the zone has heightened since the discov-
ery of oil and gas beneath its waters. Regardless
of the merits of the various claims, the impor-
tant thing to note is that all of the parties have
undertaken to resolve their differences through
peaceful, bilateral negotiations.

Peaceful negotiations and mutually accept-
able outcomes don’t serve US interests. Its
strategy involves the heightening of tensions
between China and its neighbours and the
drawing of countries into a war-fighting alli-
ance against the People’s Republic. All manner
of destablising efforts inside and outside of
China have been employed in this drive. The
determination against China under UNCLOS
has been seized upon in order to give the US
strategy legitimacy. The imperialist powers will
be going to greater than ever lengths to appear
to be the upholders of international law follow-
ing the exposure of gross violations of it in the
Chilcot report into the UK’s role in the Iraq
War.

There is an old saying that people who
live in glass houses shouldn’t throw stones.
This advice has been ignored by the politi-
cal leaders of the US and Australia on many
occasions. The sudden embrace of UNCLOS
principles is the height of hypocrisy. The US
has refused to ratify the convention for fear
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of the consequences for territory it occupies
around the world. Australia’s behaviour with
regard to the convention is notorious.

Australia’s
disgraceful record

Australia withdrew from UNCLOS for a
period in 2002. At that time it appeared likely
that East Timor would achieve independ-
ence from Indonesia and lay legitimate claim
to the oil and gas resources within its terri-
torial waters. Australia had signed the 1989
Timor Gap Treaty with the Suharto dictator-
ship and turned a blind eye to the regime’s
war on the people of East Timor during which
and estimated 200,000 to 300,000 people were
killed. That represented a third of the coun-
try’s population.

With the Indonesian government’s com-
plicity, the Australian government shifted the
maritime boundary from the internationally
accepted median line between the countries
to the edge of Australia’s continental shelf.
This move successfully robbed what would
become one of the world’s poorest nations of

a considerable source of income. Independent
Timor Leste has sought a determination under
UNCLOS for the maritime zone. The Aus-
tralian government knows that the arbitration
will only deliver recommendations and cannot
move to enforcement. Australian governments
of whatever capitalist stripe are going to ignore
any adverse finding affecting its favoured oil
and gas monopolies.

Capitalism is in crisis and the dominant
role of US imperialism in world affairs is in
question as never before in post-WW?2 history.
Its plans for a “new” Middle East are meeting
strong resistance and its push to the east against
Russia is losing support. Unfortunately for the
people of our region, it appears US imperial-
ism will view the objective of its “Pivot” to the
Indo-Pacific as its most attractive option. Aus-
tralia, which hosts US bases and offers “inter-
operability” with its growing military forces, is
key to this war-fighting capacity against China.
It is of paramount interest to the people of Aus-
tralia to withdraw from this reckless adventure
and to work towards relations based on peace
and mutual benefit with differences settled
through negotiations not war. &




2 July 20,2016

Guardian

Issue 1740 July 20, 2016

On war

The ongoing commemorations marking battles in World War
I continue, glorifying the carnage and death of the first global
conflict fought for the division of markets. In Australia ANZAC Day
commemorations this year took place in the growing shadow of the
build-up of US military forces in Australia’s north. It is natural that
families wish to recall the memories of the tens of thousands who
have been killed and wounded in the succession of wars in which
Australian servicemen and women have been involved.

This is what brings thousands onto the streets of cities and towns
and attracts many tourists to visit Gallipoli and other former battle
sites. Political leaders and the mass media, on the other hand, are
clearly building up ANZAC with another agenda in mind.

Australia has provided soldiers for the Boer War, World War
I, for the wars of intervention in Russia following the Russian
Revolution of 1917, for World War I1, the interventionist wars in
Korea, Malaysia, Vietnam, Afghanistan, Iraq and Syria. In all of
these wars Australian forces were fighting for a foreign imperialist
power or powers.

The media and politicians present all of these wars without
any differentiation as to their cause or alleged justification. The
Boer War was about establishing British colonial domination over
South Africa. It was a colonial war and there was nothing glorious
about it.

World War I was an imperialist war between Germany on the
one hand, and Britain, France and Czarist Russia and their respec-
tive allies, on the other. It was a war between the ruling classes
of these countries and there was nothing in it for the soldiers of
either side. The landing on Turkish soil at Gallipoli was a part of
this war and this particular landing was an unmitigated disaster.
Did Australian nationhood really arise from this disaster?

World War II was a just war against German and Italian fas-
cism and Japanese militarism. The defeat of fascism led to new
socialist revolutions in a number of countries and to the collapse
of colonialism. It became a real people’s war.

The wars in Korea, Malaysia and Vietnam, however, were all
dirty wars that had the objective of imposing British (in Malaysia)
and American (Korea and Vietnam) colonial domination. They were
fought against the people of these countries who wanted nothing
more than independence for their countries.

The primary objectives of the US in Afghanistan were to over-
throw a progressive government and to establish US bases on the
border of the Soviet Union. The war in Iraq began as a grab for the
control of oil and part of the US’s plans for the Middle East. These
include shoring up the security and power of the Israeli Zionist
state at the expense of the Palestinian people and regime change
where governments were not allied to US imperialism.

The driving force behind all of these wars and interventions is
the never-ending imperialist drive for hegemony and profits. The
profits of war are the most obscene of all profits, fuelled by death
and destruction and poverty as government budgets are drained.

World military expenditure totalled almost $1.7 trillion in 2015.
(Stockholm International Peace Research Institute —SIPRI). The
United States remained by far the world’s biggest spender in 2015,
with a total of $596 billion. Competition between arms produc-
ers has resulted in monopolisation of this industry. The likes of
Lockheed Martin, BAE Systems, Boeing, Northrop Grunman,
General Dynamics, Raytheon and BAE Systems strut the corridors
of the Pentagon and defence departments and ministerial offices.
In industry is notorious for its corruption and profit-gouging.

These are the same companies that the Australian government
has committed to spending hundreds of billions of dollars with to
fight the US’s next wars. Australia’s plans for $1 trillion in military
spending over the next 20 years will only increase insecurity and
heighten tensions in the region, the South China seas in particular.
It also serves to escalate the arms build-up generating even more
bloated profits for the military industrial complex.

As for the next war that Australia participates in for its mas-
ter, US imperialism, it could be Russia, the People’s Democratic
Republic of Korea, the island of Taiwan or Iran. What we do know
for certain is that future Australia’s involvement in US wars will
not serve the interests of Australia — its people or the economy.
The Communist Party of Australia calls for peaceful co-existence
between nations based on mutual respect and interests.

PRESS FUND

Last week George Brandis attacked Labor leader Bill Shorten for
saying the government wanted to “sell off” Medicare. But Shorten
never used that expression. Privatisation is a process, and selling
off a government organisation is the final step in that process, but
it can’t be implemented without taking the necessary first steps. In
Medicare’s case that includes freezing GP rebates, cutting health
spending, terminating benefits for specialised services, outsourcing
administration and encouraging GPs to install EFTPOS. The
government has investigated or taken all those steps, so Shorten was
right! We intend to scrutinise all the government’s statements, but
we need Press Fund contributions, so please send us something if
you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters as follows:

Semaphore Workers Club, in Memory of Ron Connelly: $100

S Cooper $10, N H $50, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5,
“Round Figure” $15

This week’s total: $185 Progressive total: $4,865
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CPA calls for release
of Han Sang-Gyun

Vinnie Molina,

On Monday July 4 the Seoul Central District Court
sentenced Han Sang-Gyun, President of the Korean
Confederation of Trade Unions (KCTU) to five years
in jail.

The sentence has outraged trade unions around the
world who are demanding his release from the South
Korean government.

The charges on 585 KCTU leaders and individual
members were laid after a trade union campaign against
draconian labour laws in November 2015. During the
peaceful demonstrations, the South Korean militarised
police used water cannons and tear gas against one hun-
dred thousand demonstrators.

Currently 20 trade unionists are in prison and some
others are defending charges. Fifteen Tower Crane opera-
tors affiliated to the Korean Construction Union were
charged with blackmail over legitimate negotiations for
a collective agreement. Those crane operators were sen-
tenced from 8 months to 3 year prison terms.

The South Korean government is using repressive
laws and dictating the silence of workers and people in
general who have exercised their democratic right to pro-
test. There is a crackdown on civil and democratic rights
in the country. The Korean government must drop all
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charges and release all the political prisoners like Han
Sang-Gyun who have committed no crime but only
exercised their democratic right to protest in defence of
democracy and for better wages and conditions.

The KCTU is one of the most militant trade union
organisations in Korea, marking them as a target for a
government bent on trying to destroy the Trade Union
Confederation. Similarly here in Australia the militant
unions like the CFMEU and MUA face similar unprec-
edented attacks. The trade union movement in Australia
also fights for the right to organise and collective bar-
gaining against the same possibility of being treated like
criminals; prosecuted and fined. The returned Turnbull
government aims to pass even more fascist-like laws
with the reintroduction of the Australian Building and
Construction Commission. These draconian laws impose
heavy fines or jail sentences on individual workers and
their unions.

The Communist Party of Australia sends a message of
solidarity with the KCTU in its struggle against draconian
labour laws and for democratic and civil rights in South
Korea. The CPA joins the international campaign for the
freedom of KCTU President Han Sang-Gyun.

We call on the Korean government to release Han
Sang-Gyun and all the other trade unionists charged and
jailed in their struggle for workers rights. &
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CPA WA Branch showing support for the release of Han Sang-Gyun.

A small group gathered Sunday July 17 at Sydney Town Hall handing out flyers and talking to people about the
USA blockade on Cuba. The next vigil will be at Sydney Martin Place, Wednesday August 17 at 5:30 pm.
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

You can’t have capitalism without racism.

J)

Malcolm X
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Union rights

The baitle
ahead

Anna Pha

The Abbott/Turnbull’s Australian
Building and Construction Com-
mission (ABCC) is a reincarna-
tion of former PM John Howard’s
ABCC, but with additional dra-
conian, anti-union measures. It
imposes hefty penalties of $36,000
for individuals and $180,000 for
trade unions for each offence.
These are three times higher than
for other workers under the Fair
Work Act.

Some one million workers would
be affected as the Bill extends the
ABCC’s reach to all workers that
supply, transport building goods
directly to building sites (including
resource platforms) or prefabricate
manufactured goods on- or off-site.
This includes ships travelling to and
from Australian ports.

The ABCC bill also narrows the
definition of “protected action”. If
anyone who is not a member of the
union (bargaining representative) or
not covered by the enterprise agree-
ment being negotiated takes part in
the action, it becomes “illegal”.

All an employer needs to do is
plant a stooge who does not join the
union and participates in the action
for it to become “illegal” and the
hefty fines kick in.

Workers could lose their homes.

Community pickets
outlawed

For the first time, the ABCC bill
outlaws pickets, including commu-
nity pickets. If the “motivation” of a
picket is for the purpose of support-
ing or advancing claims against the
employer in respect of the employ-
ment of workers or the engagement
of contractors or the objectives of a
union, it is “illegal”.

Hefty penalties kick in and mem-
bers of the community as well as
workers and their union could also
be sued for damages by any employer
affected by the picket.

This extends the legislation
beyond the employer-employee

relationship, beyond union solidar-
ity actions, to ordinary civilians who
may wish to demonstrate their sup-
port. They face the same hefty penal-
ties as workers.

The onus of proof is reversed.
The person facing the court must
prove that their motivation had noth-
ing to do with a dispute or other
union-related matters. (See “The
Australian Building and Construc-
tion Commission Mark II: Gestapo
industrial relations laws”, the Guard-
ian, 27-04-2016, #1728)

The Bill seeks to criminalise
legitimate trade union activity.

It retains the coercive and polic-
ing powers of the Commission. Fail-
ure to appear, to answer questions,
take an oath or affirmation, or pro-
duce documents is considered to be
a criminal offence — hindering Com-
monwealth officials under the Crimi-
nal Code — punishable by six months
jail. Jail is mandatory, not optional.

There is no right to remain silent
and no privilege against self-incrim-
ination. In addition, workers may be
expected to recall details of events
two or more years ago!

New IR system

The Coalition has plans for a
new industrial relations system,
which it claims will protect vulner-
able workers. It plans to give com-
pulsory evidence-gathering powers
to the Fair Work Ombudsman sim-
ilar to those currently held by the
ASIC, the ACCC and the ATO. (It
could add ABBC to that list.) “This
[is to] overcome the culture of fear
that often prevents vulnerable work-
ers from coming forward and giving
evidence.”

It will also introduce new penalty
provisions relating to the obstruction
of Fair Work Inspectors and the pro-
vision of false or misleading infor-
mation to Fair Work Inspectors.

Wage fixation and the determi-
nation of working conditions will be
deregulated. This includes the gutting
of awards, restrictions on the content
of enterprise agreements, non-union
individual employment contracts and

From the archives

Republic campaign — The Guardian, June 1995
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Rallies around Australia in 2010 in support of Ark Tribe who faced charges brought by the ABCC. (Photo: Anna Pha)

further restrictions on the right of
entry and the ability of trade unions
to organise and recruit members.

The individual employment con-
tracts, employer-employee flexibil-
ity agreements, will in practice be
no different in outcome to Howard’s
Australian Workplace Agreements
(AWASs).

While promising workers
higher wages and better conditions,
Howard’s WorkChoices and AWAs
resulted in more than a million work-
ers who were on awards suffering
real pay cuts of up to $100 a week
because of changes to the way mini-
mum wages were set.

Hundreds of thousands of work-
ers were pushed onto AWA individual
contracts:

* 70% of workers lost shift loadings

* 68% lost annual leave loadings

* 65% lost penalty rates

* 49% lost overtime loadings.

* 25% no longer had public
holidays.

More than 3.5 million Austral-
ians lost protection from unfair dis-
missal and unknown numbers were
sacked or treated unfairly and had no
recourse.

The Turnbull/Abbott government
will be no different if it gets its way.
Penalty rates will be one of the first
casualties.

Competition policy

One of the most pernicious plans
is to put trade unions on a similar
footing to large corporations with a

greater role for the Australian Com-
petition and Consumer Commission
(ACCC).

The recommendations of the
Harper review of Competition Policy,
which the government has largely
adopted, recommends that enterprise
agreements could not contain clauses
that restrict employers in relation to
acquiring services from contractors
and labour hire.

For example, an EBA might
contain a clause obliging an employ-
er to engage or deal only with those
contractors who apply wages and
conditions no less favourable than
those provided for in the agreement.
Such a clause would no longer be
permitted.

These clauses are extremely
important, as they prevent the under-
mining of union agreements and a
race to the bottom with wages and
conditions. On construction sites, for
example, where there is extensive use
of contract labour, it would remove
any advantages for a contractor to
hire non-union labour and 457 Visa
workers.

Harper sees such clauses as
“anti-competitive behaviour” as
defined under Section 45E of the
Competition and Consumer Act 2010
(CCA). At present union agreements
are exempt under the Act. The trade
union Royal Commission, the Pro-
ductivity Commission and Harper
review all recommended that that
exemption be removed.

They also recommended that

the maximum penalty for breach-
es of Section 45 of the Act, includ-
ing secondary boycotts (45D-DE)
which do apply to trade unions be
increased from $750,000 to $10
million!

Cartel provisions of the CCA
would also apply for such activities
as pattern bargaining (same or simi-
lar claims for different workplaces or
employers).

The government also plans to
make it more difficult for union
organisers to obtain entry permits
to workplaces and mandatory sus-
pensions for breaches of permit
conditions. For a third offence the
suspension would be 10 years.

The Registered Organisations
Bill, one of the two trigger bills for
the double dissolution elections,
would establish a Commission to
police trade union finances.

Unions can expect restrictions
on how they can spend their funds,
including a ban or barriers to making
political donations and spending.
This is aimed at the Labor Party in
particular.

The trade union movement
has the fight of its life and for its
life ahead of it. As a first step it is
vital that the joint sitting of the two
Houses defeats the ABCC and Reg-
istered Organisations Bills. This
requires considerable work in lobby-
ing cross-benchers of both Houses.
A number of conservative Sena-
tors and Independents have been
elected.
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Black Lung: Tip of ice

In an announcement that is
sending shockwaves through the
mining industry, a report from
medical experts investigating rates
of Black Lung disease amongst
Australian miners has revealed
the problem is much worse than
anticipated.

The first comprehensive review
into a sample of 248 miner xrays and
health records has revealed that 18
cases have returned results show-
ing Black Lung disease — in addition
to the existing 11 cases that have
been confirmed by the Queensland
government.

Disturbingly, the original assess-
ments of these reports only returned 2
positive cases, while 13 were report-
ed as negative, and another three
were missing — revealing the danger-
ous failings of Australian radiologists
in detecting Black Lung disease.

The secondary reviews by United
States based and internationally rec-
ognised Black Lung expert Dr Bob
Cohen formed part of a report to the
Queensland government highlight-
ing the seriousness of the crisis in
the state’s mines.

CFMEU Mining and Energy
Division Queensland District presi-
dent, Stephen Smyth, said the num-
bers unfortunately vindicated the
union’s claim that numbers were
greater than any of the official fig-
ures suggested, making it clear the
government had to end the self-reg-
ulation of dust levels by the mining
industry.

“What the experts are telling us
is that there may be a 7.3 percent
incidence rate of Black Lung disease
amongst Queensland coalmine work-
ers in the sample they have looked
at,” Smyth said. “This rate of Black
Lung puts Australia second only to
China in the world and well ahead of
the US and Britain.

“This is the crisis that the union
alone has been warning about and it
is only the tip of the iceberg.

“Eighteen cases confirmed out
of just 248 assessments is more than
we were expecting, and shows why
we need action now, not for this
to again be put on the government
backburner.”

Reports have also emerged that
some victims were under the age of
40 — putting to bed the idea that this
was a disease which only presented
after decades working in coal mines.

“Every one of the workers with
Black Lung disease is a victim of
a system that has let them down.
Mining companies have purpose-
fully misrepresented dust levels,
previous governments have allowed
companies to monitor their own dust
levels, and local radiologists have
completely missed a public health
crisis because they weren’t qualified
to do the job they were supposed to
be doing,” Smyth said.

“When you have a trusted group
of professionals like radiologists
from the Health Services Unit claim-
ing to be qualified and performing
checks on x-rays but missing Black
Lung disease for six or seven years
in some miners then the system has
failed.

“While I welcome the govern-
ment’s commitment to improved
screening, and to have every record
double checked by international
experts, because Australian radiolo-
gists have time and time again shown
that they aren’t able to identify Black
Lung disease, someone needs to take
responsibility for letting dozens of
coalmine workers continue to work
in dangerous conditions.

“These failings show just how
important it is that Australian radiol-
ogists are trained to the International
Labour Organisation B-Reader level
to ensure that mistakes that have led
to more than a dozen cases being
missed in just one sample of xrays
and records can’t happen again,
and workers can have faith in their
healthcare providers.”

Australia
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“Someone needs to take responsibility for letting dozens
of coalmine workers continue to work in dangerous
conditions.”

Smyth said he was pleased the
government had responded by dou-
bling down on its commitment to
grapple with the issue and wants to
see the broken systems that have led
to this crisis fixed — particularly dust
levels and monitoring.

“There is nothing stopping us
from taking action today to reduce
dust now. We should act quickly and
decisively,” Smyth said.

“People will continue to get
Black Lung disease until we reduce
dust levels in Queensland coal mines
and stop this crazy situation where
mining companies who caused this
problem get to control the monitor-
ing and compliance regime.”

Queensland mines have higher
legal dust limits (3 mg per cubic

metre) compared to international
best practice, to New South Wales
(2.5mg per cubic metre), and even
the United States (1.5mg per cubic
metre).

But even those numbers are not
adhered to in Queensland with clear
evidence that self-regulation of dust
levels has failed coalmine workers,
with mining companies choosing to
test at times of lower production or
when mines are in maintenance.

“Mining companies like BHP
keep making public statements that
they are keeping ‘average’ dust
levels below the legal limit now,
but that implies that dust levels are
‘at times’ above the legal limit,”
Smyth said. “It is not good enough
that ‘average’ dust levels are below

the legal limit — dust levels must be
legal at all times.”

In the 12 months since the return
of Black Lung disease was made
public, there has been no change to
the legal dust limit, nor to the self-
regulation of dust levels that have
led to the problem.

“We want to see the self-regu-
lation of dust levels end as soon as
possible because mining companies
have breached the community’s
trust.

“Self-regulation has proved an
absolute disaster and is now cost-
ing dozens of miners their lives and
many more their health. It needs to
be ended now and not put off to some
other time down the track”. &

Moura No. 4 anniversary

Explosion that killed
12 mineworkers

The mining community of Moura
went into shock on July 16, 1986
when an underground blast took
the lives of 12 underground mine-
workers at the No. 4 Mine.

The tragedy brought home the
devastating reality of the hostile
environment that mineworkers work
in daily. It showed with brutal effect
why coalmining is a unique indus-
try and why the people who work
it deserve recognition and support
for the dangerous occupation they
are in.

Nineteen men were working
underground when disaster struck;
12 were killed instantly and 7 were
able to help each other to the sur-
face through clouds of dust and
gas. District Check Inspectors and
rescue teams were quickly on the
scene, but it was apparent from
the intensity of the blast and the
accounts of the survivors that the
operation would be one of recovery
rather than rescue.

The recovery effort was initially
delayed by almost zero visibility
and high gas levels but the rescue
workers eventually ensured that

the bodies of all 12 victims were
brought to the surface.

The evidence which was pre-
sented to the inquiry which fol-
lowed was disturbing; the section
of the mine where disaster struck
had been closed for two years
before the day of the explosion
because of high levels of methane
gas. Poor roof stability and crum-
bling coal pillars made it a “difficult
operation”.

Further evidence revealed that
an oil burning safety lamp, found
underground after the blast, was a
probable source of the ignition of
the explosive gases.

The CFMEU Mining Division’s
submission to the Moura Inquiry
presented expert evidence. When
the final report of the Inquiry was
made public, most of the union’s
suggestions had been adopted as
formal recommendations.

It was the union, not the
employers, that had offered a con-
structive response to the disaster.

Legislation and Regulations
were ultimately changed to provide
for:

Ban of flame safety lamps from
underground mines

Ban of aluminium alloys from use
underground

Continuous gas monitoring from
all sections of the mine

Safety induction training to be
compulsory for all mineworkers
Secondary extraction plans to be
developed and approved by the
Mines Inspectorate.

The union’s persistence and
insistence has ensured that it has a
voice on legislative and policy com-
mittees, and continuing involvement
in advanced safety training and
awareness.

The union’s journal Common
Cause editorialised at the time:

“Miners and the coal industry
need all the protection we can get
and this means strengthening con-
trols, not lessening them. ... In the
end, it is miners and their families
who pay the highest price for coal;
we are often required to pay with
our lives, and that should never be
forgotten.” &

CUB workers
locked ovut

Carlton and United Brewer-
ies (CUB) has sacked the entire
maintenance workforce at Mel-
bourne’s biggest brewery. Dozens
of electricians and fitters lost their
jobs after a long-standing mainte-
nance contract has been axed by
the CUB.

The 54 laid-off workers could
reapply for their old jobs on indi-
vidual contracts with a 65 percent
wage cut once penalty rates and
other entitlements were factored in.
The sacked workers are protesting
outside the gates of the Abbotsford
brewery for 12 hours a day. Non-
union replacement labour is bussed
in and out every day past picketing
workers. Electrical Trades Union
state secretary Troy Gray said the
ETU would collect $20 levy from
its 20,000 members in Victoria

to “support the locked-out CUB
workers”.

ACTU secretary Dave Oliver
drew parallels between the CUB
dispute and the infamous 1998
waterfront crisis, when Patrick
Stevedores axed 1,400 workers
and replaced them with non-union
labour.

“Under John Howard, work-
ers were sacked overnight while
busloads of alternate workers were
going in and taking their jobs”, he
said. “There are plenty of similari-
ties with what’s happening here.”

He said CUB’s treatment of the
workers was “reprehensible”. “We
call on the government to be upfront
and tell the electorate whether this
is how they believe workers should
be treated.” @&

Support The Guardian
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Ross Gittins’ Sydney Morning
Herald article could not be more
wrong when he says — “The real
winners of the Mediscare cam-
paign are doctors and the medical
industry” — SMH July 6, 2016

Freezing the Medicare rebate
was never about budgetary savings
or cost control in the health system.
The cost to the health system of a
“dumbed down” GP system was
always going to be much higher in
terms of the flow-on costs to the tax-
payer and the community. Freezing
the rebate is about ending universal
Medicare bulk billing.

It is political rather than econom-
ic tool. It is about ending the right
of all Australians to bulk billing,
reducing Medicare to a second class
system for the poor, and increasing
GP dependence on alternative reve-
nue streams such as pathology com-
panies or private health insurance.
Freezing the GP rebate is an ideologi-
cal measure, not an economic one.

Ross Gittens’ article misses the
key economic role of GPs in the
health system. GPs are not just a
low cost way of delivering health
care in the community. GPs are also
the gatekeeper to the health system
— including writing scripts for often
very expensive drugs, referrals for
expensive blood tests, x-rays, CT or
MRI scans and expensive specialist
care.

A good GP keeps a tight hold on
the gate and only sends through those
that require higher level care. This is
not just to save money, but because
it is in the patient’s own best inter-
ests not to go through the gate and
the dangers of bad drug reactions,
over exposure to damaging effects
of radiation or the anxiety and harm
of unnecessary or over investigation.
And if GPs are under-paid or under-
supported, they are more than likely
to simply wave patients through the
gate.

Patients want to know that the
doctor has time for them and won’t
fob them off with a prescription or
further investigations just because
they are too busy or “time poor”.

Let’s look at costs in the health
system. The GP fee is $36 bulk billed
or §70 for a long consultation. but the
costs of a CT scan or MRI is more
like $400 and the cost of a routine
blood test around $400 and a spe-
cialist is around $300. But the cost
of specialist investigations runs in
the thousands of dollars and that is
before we look at the cost of hospi-
talisation or surgery. The cost of an
ambulance because there is no GP
available eg nursing homes or those
bed-bound at home, is $700 and the
cost to the ED is $400 and thousands

of dollars a day if the patient is admit-
ted to hospital.

So underpaying GPs and putting
them in an economic position that
encourages waving patients through
the gate — or allowing GPs to become
increasingly economically depend-
ant on third party payments such as
pathology rentals, does not make eco-
nomic sense. Also there is no longer
an arms length arrangement and the
incentive to the doctor becomes to
refer as much as possible to those
paying rent in their clinic.

It is a downward spiral of more
referrals, blood tests, xrays etc or
simply dump the sick on the emer-
gency department of the closest
public hospital. It is also the missed
opportunity cost of a consultation
cut far too short and where a proper
diagnosis and early intervention
could be made with tremendous ben-
efit to patient, savings to the health
system and benefit in terms of work
productivity.

Not letting patients through the
gate, involves time spent assessing
the patient thoroughly and then time
to convince the patient and allay their
anxieties. It is not just the missed
opportunity cost of a consultation cut
far too short and a proper diagnosis is
made and early intervention started.

And it’s not just a Medicare
rebate freeze that is in play here.
There has been a whole raft of chang-
es in health policies and regulations
over recent years to undermine Medi-
care — including measures to dereg-
ulate pathology collection centre
licences five years ago and so that
GPs can swipe the credit card with
the Medicare card.

This has further muddied the
waters by reducing the conven-
ience factor of Medicare bulk bill-
ing over direct billing of the patient,
and increasing the dependence of
primary care on alternative income
streams such as pathology rentals.
(Most medium to large GP Centres
are now dependent on lucrative rent-
als from pathology companies which
is a far from ideal situation.)

So for the government to control
health costs by starving GP rebates
is a false economy and does noth-
ing to contribute to cost control. It
simply wrecks the system. We need
to get back to basics by paying GPs a
fair rebate that rewards them spend-
ing time with the patient and keep-
ing a firm hold on the gate — which
is also in the patient’s interest. Let’s
not forget also that just one CT scan
is not just $500 but also exposes the
patient to radiation equivalent of 300
xrays and that technically just one
xray radiation equivalent can initi-
ate cancer.

It maybe counter intuitive for
non-medical economists, but the
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better you pay the GP and the more
time the doctor spends with the
patient, the less referrals for blood
tests, prescriptions, radiology and
specialists. Paying the GPs a decent
rebate means putting the gate back
on its hinges and far greater savings
for the health system — which is what
Medicare was brought in to do.

The real winner of the Mediscare
campaign was Medicare and an open
and very timely referendum on health
costs — and the people have spoken.

There are only three sources of
funding for health care: 1) taxpay-
er funded universal public health
scheme where running costs are
extremely low and all Australians
are covered, 2) a privatised system
where individuals bear the burden of
high and potentially ruinous health
costs and 3) the privatised US style
system run by insurance companies
which currently costs around 18%
GDP in the US including around 15%
in administrative costs and a further
15% or 20% for shareholder profits.

The election result shows that
the people want any future govern-
ment to fix Medcare — and this begins
with a fairer bulk billing rebate that
rewards the GP for spending more
time with the patient rather than
waving them through the gate - and
which does not drive our GPs into the
hands of third party providers includ-
ing pathology companies or the pri-
vate health insurance industry.

*Dr Con Costa is National vice
president of the Doctors Reform
Society @&

Fidel at 90: Moncada and Today
The Ideas and Actions of Fidel Castro
An event to commemorate Fidel's 90th birthday and
the 63rd anniversary of the 26 July attack on the Moncada Barracks
5:30pm — 9:30pm Sunday July 31
Greek Community Club — 206 Lakemba Street Lakemba
Dinner | Talks | Video | Cuban music with Papalote

Fundraising Raffle & Auction
All proceeds to: Vilma Espin Autism School in Cienfuegos and the Revival of Repentismo in Las Tunas

Presold Tickets only: $35 / S50 Solidarity
For tickets and more info: ACFS — Sydney branch

Lia Weitzel:

sydneyacfs@gmail.com 0413 753 115

Allowing GPs to become increasingly
economically dependant on third
party payments such as pathology
rentals, does not make economic
sense.

The federal election is over and it's back to business as usu-
al. In NSW it’'s vocational education that continues to be under
attack. “The Baird government is not dealing with the fundamen-
tal problem facing NSW TAFE which is that vocational education
is now unaffordable for many students”, commented Teachers
Federation Action President Denis Fitzgerald. According to the
NSW Department of Industry, NSW has lost half its students
in the past three years, down from 539,146 students in 2012 to
255,781 in the third quarter of 2015. Courses have been cut, stu-
dent fees increased and 5,500 teacher jobs have disappeared.
Meanwhile shonky outfits get taxpayers’ money for dubious, not to
say criminal activities which leave their victims in debt and despair.

Victorian health providers are in a panic mode and are plead-
ing with parents to take their sick children to see their GPs. It
seems a large number of parents go to hospital emergency
departments with children suffering from minor complaints. The
Royal Children’s Hospital said on its Facebook that as many as
290 children a day were attending its emergency department to
join very long queues, sometimes stretching to over 80 peo-
ple. Parents are often not to blame for their decision to bypass
their GPs. About half the parents see their GPs first and are
told to take their child to hospital. There is a shift towards being
treated in hospital rather than at GP’s. If this trend continues,
however there is a danger that the present system will collapse.

“The sunburnt country has burnt its solar industry,” John Grimes,
chief executive of the Australian Solar Council said. “Thousands
of jobs have been lost and hundreds of small businesses have
closed their doors”. Lack of support during the Abbott-Turnbull
governments is seen as the main contributing factor. There was
a broken promise to support 1 million additional solar-powered
homes. That pre-2013 election pledge was ditched by the coa-
lition. It still has no solar target for renewable energy beyond

2020 and has not provided any support for the solar industry.
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Smilely-faced monopolists

Vanessa Baird

Wonderful, bountiful.

The ever-youthful prince of Facebook,
Mark Zuckerberg, told the world that
he and his wife Priscilla Chan would be
giving away 99 percent of their shares to
charitable causes during the course of their
lifetimes. A gesture so bold and generous:
almost enough to rekindle the notion that
tech billionaires were something different.
A far cry from those grey and grubby bank-
ers clutching their bonuses in so unseemly
a fashion, or the brash property tycoons
with exclusively located follicles and vacant
consciences.

This fresh-faced 31-year-old, still high
on the birth of daughter Max, his first child,
said the shares, currently worth US$45 billion,
would go towards “education, curing disease
and connectivity”.

Zuckerberg is one of a generation of
technopreneurs who have created the fabulous
success stories of Google, Facebook, Amazon
et al.

Companies so wild, so out-of-the-box cre-
ative, so limitless in their ambitions. Space
travel, robotics, driverless cars, cryogenics —
nothing is beyond the reach of their imaginings,
or the power of their pockets.

They are the trendy, friendly face of capi-
talism. Young “disrupters” who have devised
platforms and devices that we cannot resist —
that are not only easy and smooth to use, but in
many cases free, too!

It all seems too good to be true...

And it is, if other items that have hit the
headlines are anything to go by.

The digital titans are avoiding tax on an
industrial scale. French police investigating
an estimated US$1.8 billion owed in back tax,
raid the offices of Google in Paris. Facebook’s
supposedly neutral social media services and
Google’s search engine are accused of operat-
ing a political bias. Insider reports reveal harsh
and exploitative working conditions within
Amazon at all levels, and continued refusal to
recognise unions. Uber, the emergent poster
child of the “sharing economy”, accused of
illegal and dangerous practices, is banned in
several countries.

And there is the mounting concern about
monopoly power.

At the time of writing, the European Union
is about to fine Alphabet (Google’s holding
company) a record US$3.4 billion, following
a seven-year monopoly-abuse investigation.
Google, which enjoys a 90-percent search-
engine market share in Europe, will be ordered
to stop manipulating search results to favour its
own and its partners’ products.

The network effect

John D Rockefeller’s Standard Oil in the
US is often cited as a classic early 20th-century
example of a monopoly. Anti-trust laws were
devised to break up such companies, to prevent
them being the sole provider of a good or serv-
ice, and to enable competition, in the interests
of fairness and to the benefit of consumers and
society at large.

Today’s digital titans are technically oli-
gopolies — a few big players dominating the
market. But the behaviour they are displaying is
distinctly winner-takes-all monopolistic.

Already Google, Facebook and Amazon
enjoy astonishing market shares. One in seven
minutes spent online in the world today is spent
on Facebook and the company, by seeking to
supplant all website homepages, is aiming to
become the gateway to the internet; Amazon

not only has 67 percent of all online book sales
(print and digital) but far exceeds Walmart as
the largest retailer in the US and is gearing up
to dominate cloud-computing services; Goog-
le’s annual turnover is now higher than that of
the world’s six biggest advertising agencies —
including the mighty WPP — combined.

This may seem a bit strange — given that
cyberspace was supposed to be free and open,
a place for diverse players. In reality, what is
happening is the colonisation of the internet
by a few highly successful private companies.

A closer look at the story of Google helps
explain how this has come about.

In 1996, students Sergey Brin and Larry
Page created an algorithm called PageRank that
was to be the basis for the exceptionally strong
and complex Google search engine. Soon we
were all “Googling”, and forgetting all about
Alta Vista and the rest.

Google was benefiting from the “network
effect”: the more people use a search engine,
the more valuable it becomes to all of them.
And of course its makers. The monopolising
tendency is, in a sense, intrinsic.

Wired magazine’s Chris Anderson observes:
“Monopolies are actually even more likely in
networked markets like the online world. The
dark side of the network effects is that the rich
nodes get richer.”

Google needed to become the search engine
and it did. And because search is so important
to our lives today, Google was able to leverage
its dominance in this one area to go into anoth-
er. The next stage for Google was advertising.

Enter surveillance capitalism

Before the dot-com bust put investor pres-
sure on companies like Google, advertisers
would simply select search-term pages for their
displays.

Google decided to try to boost revenue by
using its analytical capabilities to increase an
advertisement’s relevance to users, and thus
value to advertisers. To do this, it repurposed its
growing cache of behavioural data (from previ-
ous searches, for example) to match it with ads.

Up to then, such data had been ignored or
discarded; now this by-product proved to be
the goldmine.

As Harvard Business School professor
Shoshana Zuboff sees it: “Google is ground
zero for a wholly new subspecies of capi-
talism in which profits derive from unilat-
eral surveillance and modification of human
behaviour. This is a new surveillance capital-
ism that is unimaginable outside the inscruta-
ble high-velocity circuits of Google’s digital
universe.”

We are the raw material here. All the per-
sonal data that we unknowingly provide while
we use the internet is incredibly valuable to
those who want to predict our future habits,
and nudge us in the direction that they would
like. That includes companies trying to sell us
things or insurance companies trying to pre-
dict our behaviour. Its profits derive primari-
ly, if not entirely, from such markets for future
behaviour”.

According to Zuboft, this surveillance capi-
talism “preys on dependent populations who
are neither its consumers nor its employees and
are largely ignorant of its procedures”.

She sees this as profoundly undemocratic,
a “coup from above” which “challenges princi-
ples and practices for self-determination”.

Google’s surveillance power is the envy of
states. But, as security expert Bruce Schnei-
er explains, the digital titans and governments
actually interact more closely than most of us
realise.

Mark Zuckerberg — Internet entrepreneur.

Today’s digital titans are fe

oligopolies - a few big pla

dominating the market.

The venture capitalists

Behind the digital entrepreneurs is another
more shadowy group of people — venture capi-
talists. They have had a profoundly distorting
impact on what the internet has become today.

In the early days, the British creator of the
worldwide web, Tim Berners-Lee, conceived
of the internet as a common resource to serve
humanity. He didn’t seek to make any money
out of his brilliant invention and he has stuck
to his principles, fighting to keep the net open,
neutral and free.

A similar idealism prevailed in some of the
early internet start-ups. But most were unable
to withstand the assault of megabucks. Inves-
tors poured eye-popping amounts of venture
capital into fledging companies — and expected
stellar results in return.

The capital value, the amount invested and
the share price the companies could command
when they went public, was way out of pro-
portion to the value of the companies in terms
of any revenue they could be expected to make.

Start-up entrepreneurs soon learned from
their rich backers that their job was not to make
their company sustainable, but to make it sell-
able. “They may have thought they were engi-
neering a new technology,” explains digital
economics writer Douglas Rushkoff, “when

they were actually engineering a reallocation
of capital.”

Today the digital industry is caught in this
growth trap. “It’s not enough for an app to sup-
port a sustainable business,” says Rushkoff, “it
has to have a path to owning the entire market-
place, presumably forever, with a means to take
over still others. Otherwise it can’t justify the
venture capital it has accepted.”

Twitter, so useful to journalists and activists
in the Arab Spring and Occupy movements, is
currently under intense pressure from its rich
investor backers (which include Goldman
Sachs and Saudi billionaire Prince Al-Waleed)
to grow and get a bigger share of the advertis-
ing market.

Last year there were complaints that the
company was too far off reaching its “100x
growth potential” and its CEO Dick Costello
was forced out. Rushkoff reckons that for Twit-
ter to pay back 100 times the investment in it,
it would need to become a corporation bigger
than the economies of several nations.

One way to grow is to gobble up other com-
panies. Facebook and Google, once start-ups
themselves, now acquire more businesses than
they incubate internally. Since 2001 Google has
acquired more than 190 companies (now listed
under Google’s holding company, Alphabet).
Facebook has acquired 50 since 2005.

Imagine an Amazon that shared profits
with its suppliers, instead of price-gouging

them out of existence ...
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Political beast

The way in which the internet giants have
penetrated national economies, combined with
their wealth, gives them considerable politi-
cal clout.

Their bosses appear on panels at high-level
international gatherings of the World Economic
Forum or the G8, for example. Governments
want these companies on side. And the compa-
nies want governments to go light on regula-
tion, give them tax breaks and turn a blind eye
as they try to monopolise.

After months of lobbying President Naren-
dra Modi of India, and a sustained charm
offensive aimed at the Indian people, Face-
book seemed inches away from a deal that
would deliver a virtual monopoly on the inter-
net access of millions of new users. Then, an
extraordinarily successful mobilisation by
Indian net-neutrality activists scuppered the
social media giant’s plans.

A new report from the US Campaign for
Accountability (CfA) shows how Google has
been ramping up its lobbying efforts. The com-
pany already enjoys unmatched influence in
Washington. Its executives visit the White
House more than once a week on average,
according to Anne Weismann of the CfA. The
organisation has documented more than 250
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“revolving door” moves between Google and
the US government.

Now Google appears to be trying to repli-
cate this level of influence in Europe in a bid
to head off anti-trust action and attempts to
tighten up online privacy. The research sug-
gests that Google has hired at least 65 former
government officials from within the Euro-
pean Union in the past decade. Some 28 offi-
cials have been hired from key departments
in the British government: Eric Schmidt,
chair of Alphabet (Google), was on prime
minister David Cameron’s Business Advi-
sory Council.

Tamasin Cave of the British campaign
group Spinwatch says: “We need to rethink
how we view Google. It’s not a search engine,
it’s a political beast that has captured the atten-
tion of our policymakers. Most worryingly
in health and education, where privatisation
through technology is gathering pace. Even if
our politicians have bought into its thinking,
we as a public should be asking how Google’s
involvement in the National Health Service and
schools will impact them. What are the conse-
quences, and who benefits: us or Google?”

What’s to be done?

We are at a critical point as we enter the
“Internet of Things”, a world where nearly all
home appliances and systems will be online;
the “smartification” of everyday life, with
Google’s android system operating our smart
watches, smart cars, smart thermostats. As Sili-
con Valley critic Evgeny Morozov puts it, this
places Google “between you and your fridge,
you and your car, you and your rubbish bin,
allowing the National Security Agency to sat-
isfy its data addiction in bulk and via a single
window.”

By 2020, an estimated 25 billion devices
will be connected in this way. The surveillance
opportunities are boundless, and not just for
companies and Big Brother states, but criminals
and terrorists too. (Car brakes that can be disa-
bled remotely, for example.) The parlous state
of online privacy and normalisation of bulk sur-
veillance make us all increasingly vulnerable to
those who would manipulate us.

We have to act now if we are to change
our relationship with the digital titans who con-
trol this technology and our data on it, and who
want to carry on doing so in the most unregu-
lated way possible. The power imbalance we
are experiencing is not the fault of technology
or innovation. It is the result of something nei-
ther new nor revolutionary — capitalism, and an
exceptionally sneaky, libertarian and parasitic
form of it.

To stand up to it we need to have, and
know, our rights. The civil-society Madrid Pri-
vacy Declaration of 2009 is a good articulation
of some of those rights and there have been
some important legal victories in the Court of
Justice of the EU. But it’s a slow and painstak-
ing process.

There needs to be an independent inter-
national body to oversee and regulate digital
companies and to take action against monopo-
lisation. We need new laws forcing companies
to collect minimum data, for a minimum time,
and more securely than they currently do. There
needs to be transparency, so we can know what
they are doing with our data, and have agency
over it.

There are a number of campaigns aimed
at empowering users in their dealings with the
tech providers. After all, we, the users, are the
source of their wealth. Some of us may, just
about, still be able to choose not to use them
or to use them less or to switch to more ethical

platforms, before we all get sucked into the
Internet of Things.

Caught up in the furious profit-driven tech-
no-rush, it’s important to remember that it does
not have to be this way. Service providers can
treat their users properly. They can respect their
privacy, autonomy and need for security. They
can do business differently, in a more co-oper-
ative and less exploitative way. Imagine, for
example, an Amazon that shared profits with
its suppliers, instead of price-gouging them out
of existence before moving on to the next hap-
less victim.

They can even view cyberspace, not as pri-
vate space that needs to conquered, colonised
and enclosed, but as a global commons. For net
neutrality and open-source activists, that notion
has never gone away, but it needs to be shouted
out more loudly now, from the mainstream.

In foreveryone.net, anew documentary film
by Jessica Yu, Tim Berners-Lee urges us to take
to the streets and fight for an internet that is free
from the domination of either corporations or
governments, and is a human right, like access
to water.

Real change requires a shift in social norms
and a realisation that the monopolising billion-
aires who are providing us with “so very cheap”
or “for free” have a totalitarian agenda that seri-
ously undermines democracy.

So, what of Mark Zuckerberg’s largesse?
True, US$43 billion is a lot of money, even over
a lifetime, and it seems churlish to complain.
But Facebook is a serial tax avoider, using
“Double Irish” arrangements to pay only two to
three percent or less tax on all international rev-
enue. That unpaid tax could have gone to pro-
viding “education, medicine, connectivity” in
the many countries where Facebook is making
money. But then it would have been allocated
according to priorities set by democratically
elected governments, not the personal whim
of a libertarian billionaire, who, incidentally,
is retaining the shareholder voting power of all
the shares he vows to give away.

As in most matters to do with the digital
revolution and its beneficiaries, it’s best not to
take too much at face value.

The sharing economy

Uber and Airbnb are at the vanguard of a
new “person-to-person” business model that
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uses the internet to match people wanting cer-
tain services with people who can provide them.
Its image is one of friendly informality, more
“social movement” than commerce. Instead
of using a professional taxi service, Uber puts
you in touch with a person with a car who is in
your area right now. Instead of going to a hotel,
Airbnb lets you stay in someone’s home.

In reality, the so-called sharing economy
is far from the ideal presented in the publicity.
The people who own Uber and Airbnb are now
billionaires; those who provide the services are,
after expenses, low paid. The sharing does not
stretch very far.

Uber’s market valuation is US$69.5 billion.
It recently received a US$3.5 billion investment
from Saudi Arabia’s National Public Invest-
ment Fund, with Uber CEO Travis Kalanick
commenting that “we look forward to partner-
ing [with Saudi Arabia] to support their eco-
nomic and social reforms”.

Uber’s approach to local law is lax. By
calling itself a “platform” that connects driv-
ers with passengers, it works in a regulatory
grey area that enables it to slash overheads
while inflating revenue and reducing its liabili-
ties and obligations to the public. It operates an
opportunistic price gouging and surging policy,
based on demand. In 2015 there were more than
50 lawsuits against Uber in the US and it was
accused of breaching regulations in Belgium,
Germany, Canada, Australia, New Zealand/
Aotearoa and Brazil. Uber has been banned in
Spain, Thailand and France — where legislators
dubbed it “illegal” and “dangerous”.

Airbnb’s publicity relies largely on inspira-
tional personal stories about how the company
has provided a living for people who do not
have much money but do have a spare room.
In 2011 it had 50,000 listings; by mid-2015 it
had 1.2 million (more beds than the world’s
largest hotel company). Its market valuation is
US$24 billion.

Airbnb does not put the big swanky hotels
out of business, but rather small, regulated, tax-
paying guest houses and B&Bs. It emphasis-
es that many of its hosts are “artistic” — and
not wealthy. In fact, research shows that entire
house rentals are now the norm and, increasing-
ly, Airbnb hosts are well-off people with more
than one property to let.

New Internationalist &

'Ij"-:

The top 12 Airbnb hosts earned more than a $1 million a year, according to the New York
Attorney General’s office, and Airbnb takes a cut of every transaction. But this profit, lawmakers
say, comes with a catch for ordinary residents. When o landlord uses units for Airbnb, they’re no
longer available to city residents, which makes affordable housing even more difficult to find.

The power imbalance is not
the fault of technology. It is the result of an
exceptionally parasitic form of capitalism
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The myth of
the “"War on Terrorism”’

Justin Raimondo

Remember, “We’re fighting them
over there so we don’t have to
fight them over here”? That was
the justification for the worldwide
war on terrorism the Bush admin-
istration trumpeted in the early
days of the post-9/11 era. Keeping
in mind that the American people
don’t really care about what goes
on thousands of miles away, and
that the purpose of our foreign
policy is — ostensibly — to keep us
safe here at home, the Bushies and
their neo-con Praetorian Guard
always kept their focus on the
threat that was supposedly hang-
ing over our heads: another 9/11.

As that Old Right prophet Garet
Garrett put it some 60 years ago, US
foreign policy was rationalised to the
public with “a complex of vaunting
and fear,” and this was the fear part.

But now we hear that the latest
iteration of the Terrorist Threat — ISIS
— is losing ground in Syria, its home
base: some 12 percent of its territo-
ry has been lost to a combination of
opponents, and the Caliphate, we’re
told, is shrinking. So does that mean
the Terrorist Threat is abating, and
we can get back to living our lives?

Heck no!

As CNN reports:

“IHS [Information Handling
Services] senior analyst Columb
Strack says that ‘as the Islam-
ic State’s caliphate shrinks and it
becomes increasingly clear that its
governance project is failing, the
group is re-prioritising insurgency.”

“He told CNN: ‘As a result, we
unfortunately expect an increase in
mass casualty attacks and sabotage of
economic infrastructure, across Iraq
and Syria, and further afield, includ-
ing Europe’.

“In other words, ISIS is going
to become a more ‘traditional’ terror
group, boasting of its international

reach to attract recruits and bolster
morale as it loses ground in Iraq and
Syria.”

So let’s see if I have this straight:
we fought them over there so we
don’t have to fight them over here,
but now that we’re winning over
there they’re coming over there.

Got that?

This preposterous shell game is
becoming so transparently phoney
that not even the “experts” and gov-
ernment officials pushing it can pos-
sibly believe it.

In reality, the “war on terrorism”
had nothing to do with protecting
the American people from harm: it
was always all about projecting US
power as far as possible and effect-
ing “regime change” throughout the
Middle East. And not only there.

The real regime change came
about right here in the good ol’ US
of A: a system of universal surveil-
lance was instituted as the “Patriot”
Act was passed by a Congress that
never bothered to read it. The police
were militarised — after all, the Bad
Guys were about to launch an attack
on Peoria, or wherever, and we had
to be ready. The banks were forced
to report all “suspicious” transac-
tions, and if you bought a pressure
cooker your name went on a list of
“terror suspects.” This was followed,
more recently, by an attack by the
Left on the Second Amendment: if
your name is on a “terrorist watch
list” or the mysterious “no fly list,”
the Nanny State would prevent you
from getting your hands on a gun —
and screw the Constitution.

Regime change at home and
abroad — that’s the real point of the
“war on terrorism.” The idea was and
is to overthrow not only whatever
government dares to get in the War
Party’s way, but also to overthrow the
Constitution and the rule of law in the
United States. A real double-header!

In fact, our “strategy” empowers
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what might have been marginal ter-
rorist groups, and seems almost
designed to do so. We attacked Iraq,
and created a power vacuum which
Al-Qaeda and ISIS filled: then we
aligned with “moderate” jihad-
ists in Syria in order to overthrow
Bashar al-Assad and drain off sup-
port from ISIS. Instead we accom-
plished exactly the opposite of the
stated intended goal: the “moderates”
defected to ISIS and Al-Qaeda, and
the “Caliphate” grew in size and stat-
ure. Thousands of Muslims flocked to
the region to fight the latest holy war.
So we essentially re-invaded Iraq —
Obama just sent in more troops, with
more to come — and retook 12 percent

The American Civil Liberties
Union (ACLU) have sued the
Baton Rouge police over their
alleged mistreatment of dem-
onstrators protesting at police
brutality.

The lawsuit details a shocking
litany of abuse of participants in the
Black Lives Matter (BLM) demon-
strations against last week’s shoot-
ing of local black man and father
Alton Sterling by two white police
officers.

Authorities arrested about 200
protesters over a three-day period,
with officers often taking to the
streets in riot gear or riding in mili-
tary-style vehicles.

More than 100 of those arrests
were made at a demonstration that
blocked an interstate highway, a
new tactic that is spreading across
the country.

“Plaintiffs have engaged in this
peaceful speech, association and
protest on the streets, sidewalks
and medians of Baton Rouge,” the
ACLU lawsuit reads.

“Unfortunately, this exercise of
constitutional rights has been met
with a military-grade assault on pro-
testers’ bodies and rights.”

The lawsuit accuses the police

and city authorities of various

abuses.

DeRay Mckesson, who was
among those arrested in Baton
Rouge, attended a meeting between
President Barack Obama, BLM
leaders, police organisations,
mayors and state governors.

Mr Obama said he would like
to see such “respectful conversa-
tions” repeated across the country,
but admitted: “We’re not even close
to being there yet, where we want
to be.”

Meanwhile, 41 more BLM dem-
onstrators were arrested at a similar
roadblock demonstration in Min-
neapolis, near where school canteen
supervisor and Teamsters’ Union
member Philando Castile was shot
dead by police last week.

A candlelight vigil was held to
mark the anniversary of the death of
Sandra Bland, a black woman who
apparently hanged herself in a Texas
jail cell after being subjected to vio-
lence during her arrest.

Among the lawsuit’s
allegations:

* Police gave protesters
contradictory and confusing
orders and arrested them when
they failed to comply.

* Demonstrators were arrested for
obstruction, for setting foot on
any paved surface adjacent to the
road, even if they did not obstruct
anything.

 Authorities used “unconstitutional
levels of force, including
physically tackling non-violent
demonstrators and using Mace,
Taser charges, and/or pepper spray
on non-violent protesters.”

 People in jail said they were
Maced or pepper-sprayed for
making comments or singing
protest songs.
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of their territory. And now they’re
spreading into Europe — and trying
to reach the US, as they did in San
Bernardino and Orlando.

ISIS split off from Al-Qaeda over
a strategic issue: where to concen-
trate their forces. The original strate-
gic vision of Osama bin Laden was
to go after the “far enemy” — that
is, to hit America — and wait until
going for their ultimate goal: the cre-
ation of a global “Caliphate.” ISIS
disagreed with this gradualism, and
determined that it was time to estab-
lish the Caliphate here and now. The
advantages of this strategy were two-
fold: 1) It would show that they could
actually govern, and that their pro-
gram wasn’t just a nihilistic vision of
destruction for its own sake, and 2)
The Caliphate would attract foreign
fighters in sufficient numbers to fight
the infidels and win.

Like all successful revolutionar-
ies, the leadership of ISIS employs
an entrepreneurial strategic and tac-
tical flexibility while never losing
sight of its ultimate goal. So while
the Caliphate may be losing territo-
ry at the moment, it is extending its
reach to make the enemy pay a high
price — and attracting more recruits
in the process.

The idea that we can stamp out
these terrorist outfits by going on the
offensive in distant Syria, or wher-
ever — denying them “safe havens” —
is a delusion that never seems to die.
That’s because the delusion serves
the domestic interests of our rulers
so well.
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The “nations” of the Middle East
were never real entities to begin with:
the borders of Iraq, Syria, Jordan, and
the Gulf states were determined by
the European colonialists who carved
up the remnants of the old Ottoman
Empire to suit their own purposes.

And when these “nations”
achieved “independence”, they did
not suddenly become more real. What
is happening today is the shakeout of
competing factions along religious
and ethnic lines: the Sunnis, the
Shi’ites, the Kurds, etc, are all assert-
ing their right to self-determination.
When ISIS demolished the flimsy
barrier that separated Syria from
Iraq, and proclaimed the abolition
of the Sykes-Picot agreement, they
were expressing their contempt for
the post-World War I order imposed
by the West — an order that is dying a
bloody and chaotic death in spite of
our futile efforts to preserve it.

So what’s the solution?

Terrorist attacks on the West
won’t stop any time soon, no matter
what is done or not done. Too much
blood has been spilled, and the dead
cry out for vengeance. We can’t undo
the invasion of Iraq — the single most
destructive act in the modern histo-
ry of the Middle East — but we can
stop making the same mistake unto
eternity.

Stop supporting the Saudis — the
main agitators of jihadism; stop sup-
porting Israel: stop supporting the
Iraqi “government”; and stop send-
ing in troops.

In%ormaﬁon Clearing House &
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Driving the world
fto nuclear war

Paul Craig Roberts

A Reuters news report by Robin
Emmott and Sabine Siebold
shows how devoid the West is of
honest, intelligent and responsi-
ble journalists and government
officials. First we will examine the
dishonesty or incompetence of the
reporters and then that of West-
ern government officials.

Emmott and Siebold describe
NATO as a “Western defence alli-
ance”. Since the Clinton regime,
NATO has been an alliance for
waging offensive war, a war crime
under the Nuremberg rules estab-
lished by the United States. Under
the NATO banner a number of coun-
tries have been bombed, invaded, and
had their governments overthrown by
Washington acting under the cover
of NATO.

These destroyed countries posed
no threat whatsoever to the countries
of the NATO alliance and undertook
no aggressive actions against NATO
members. How is it possible that
Reuters’ reporters and editors are not
aware of this?

Why do they call an instru-
ment of Washington’s aggression a
“defence alliance™?

Emmott and Siebold report that
“Russian aggression” is the reason
NATO is deploying 3,000 to 4,000
troops in the Baltic states and Poland.
In other words, something that does
not exist — Russian aggression toward
the Baltics and Poland — is assumed
to be a fact that must be countered
with military deployments.

The reporters do not question
whether this insignificant number of
NATO troops constitutes a defence
or a provocation. The number of
troops would have to be 100 times
greater before the force even begins
to approach a defensive force. What
then is the purpose of the 3,000 or
4,000 NATO troops?

Every informed person knows
that there is no need of a defence
force against Russia in the Baltics
and Poland. Aside from this fact,
only an absolute idiot could think that
three or four thousand troops consti-
tutes a defence against the Russian
Army.

In June 1941 Operation Barbaros-
sa hit Russia with an invasion of four
million troops, the majority German
component of which were probably
the most highly trained and disci-
plined troops in military history. By
the time that the Americans and Brit-
ish got around to the Normandy inva-
sion, the Russian Army had chewed
up the Wehrmacht. There were only

a few divisions at 40 percent strength
to resist the Normandy invasion. By
the time the Russian Army got to
Berlin, the German resistance con-
sisted of armed children.

The Reuters reporters raise no
question about President Obama’s
statement that 1,000 of this insignifi-
cant force will be Americans in order
“to enhance our forward presence in
central and eastern Europe.” Why
does the United States need a “for-
ward presence” in central and eastern
Europe? What does a US “forward
presence” in central and eastern
Europe represent except an insane
recklessness? One thousand US
troops are good for nothing except a
provocation.

Emmott and Siebold report with
a straight face without laughter or
question unverifiable accusations of
Russian aggression by White House
Deputy National Security Adviser
Ben Rhodes, Polish Foreign Minis-
ter Witold Waszczykowski, President
Obama, and head of NATO’s mili-
tary committee, Czech General Petr
Pavel.

General Pavel “said Russia was
attempting to restore its status as a
world power, an effort that included
using its military.”

Obama said it is necessary to
“keep sanctions on Moscow in place
until it fully complies with the cease-
fire agreement in Ukraine.”

Waszczykowski said:

“We have to reject any type of
wishful thinking with regard to prag-
matic cooperation with Russia as
long as Russia keeps on invading its
neighbours.”

Rhodes threatened Russia with a

NATO response to Russia’s “contin-
ued aggression.”

These statements are
propagandistic.

Is it possible that the Czech gen-
eral does not know that Russia has
used its military only to repel a Wash-
ington-inspired Georgian invasion
of South Ossetia and against ISIS in
Syria, which the US, UK, and France
also claim to be doing? After repel-
ling the Georgian invasion, Russia
withdrew its forces. After dealing
ISIS a setback in Syria, Russia with-
drew and was forced to return by
Washington’s resupply of ISIS.

Can the Polish Foreign Minister
identify the countries that “Russia
keeps on invading™?

Does the President of the United
States really not know that Russia is
not a party to the ceasefire agreement
in Ukraine? This is an agreement
between the breakaway republics and
the government in Kiev. Washington
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has done everything possible to
discourage Kiev from keeping the
agreement Kiev signed.

Can National Security Advis-
er Rhodes tell us where “continued
aggression by Russia” is occurring?
What countries are being invaded
and overrun?

How can there be so much Rus-
sian aggression and no evidence of
it?

Recently, President Putin dressed
down to their faces the Western
media drones who are fanning the
flames of World War III by repeat-
ing without question Washington’s
propagandistic lies. These lies are
reckless. They endanger all life on
planet Earth.

The Clinton, George W Bush,
and Obama regimes have done eve-
rything possible to raise the tensions
between nuclear powers to heights
beyond those of the most dangerous
days of the Cold War.

The Clinton regime broke the
word of the government of the United
States by taking NATO to Russia’s
borders.

The George W Bush regime
pulled the US out of the ABM Treaty
and rewrote US war doctrine in order
to elevate nuclear weapons from a
retaliatory weapon to a first strike
weapon. This insane act put the Rus-
sians on notice.

The Obama regime intends to
place nuclear missiles on Russia’s
borders in Poland and Romania and
engineered a coup in Ukraine with
the intent of depriving Russia of its
Black Sea naval base in Crimea, Rus-
sia’s only warm water port.
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Faced with a Russophobic
Washington-installed government in
Ukraine, the Russian population in
Crimea, a Russian province since the
1700s, voted practically unanimously
to rejoin Russia, where Crimea had
resided until Khrushchev reassigned
the Russian province to Ukraine in
the mid 20th century.

The Russian government’s
acceptance of the wishes of its own
people were propagandistically mis-
represented by Washington and the
mass media as “Russian invasion
and annexation of Crimea.” This
lie is where the myth of “Russian
invasion” came from. Russian mili-
tary forces were already present in
Crimea, because when Russia grant-
ed independence to Ukraine, Russia
retained a long-term lease on the
Russian naval base in Crimea. As all
international observers testified, the
vote was independent of the Russian
military presence.

The White House’s Rhodes said
that the vote in Crimea was meaning-
less because all of Ukraine did not
get to vote. He was too ignorant to
know that by this laughable charge he
discredited the American Revolution
because the British people didn’t get
to vote. For the precise same reason
that the US wants Crimea returned
to Kiev, the US must be returned to
Britain. I doubt that the British would
have us. Who wants a war criminal
nation drowning in its own hubris?

The world is now faced with the
prospect that insouciant Americans
will either elect a crazed and incom-
petent criminal or a semi-criminal
as their president, a person who has

Sydney

declared the President of Russia to be
“the new Hitler.” That stupid state-
ment is a declaration of nuclear war,
and this dangerous, reckless, incom-
petent, careless person has been
selected by the Democratic Party as
the next POTUS !

Little wonder that Vladimir Putin
is desperate that the Western media
understand that their irresponsi-
ble negligence to the truth is help-
ing Washington drive the world to
nuclear war.

Putin does not want war. He is
doing everything in his power to
avoid it. But Putin is not going to
surrender Russia to Washington.
The trip-point of World War IIT will
be the installation of Washington’s
missiles in Poland and Romania. As
Putin recently made clear to Western
journalists, these missiles can easily
and secretly be changed from anti-
ballistic missiles to nuclear attack
missiles that can strike their Russian
targets within five or fewer minutes
of launch, thus depriving Russia of
its retaliatory deterrent. Once these
missiles are in place, Washington can
issue orders to Russia.

Whatever the evil men and
women in Washington who are gam-
bling with the life of the planet think,
Russia is not going to accept these
missiles.

Where does world leadership
reside? In Washington, the war crimi-
nal capital of the world that is driving
the world to nuclear war or in Russia
whose leadership accepts countless
affronts and provocations in an effort
to avoid war?
globalresearch.ca &
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On greyhound
racing ban

The peak body for veterinarians
has supported the move by New
South Wales to ban greyhound
racing, while also expressing con-
cern about the animals affected.
While they move forward with
this ban, there needs to be assurances
for the welfare of the dogs involved.

As the Premier noted, the phas-
ing out of the industry will affect
many people and communities that
rely on this industry and we want to
be sure that transition arrangements
will support their needs as well as the
greyhounds.

We would encourage any other
state or territory considering such
an action to consult with the Aus-
tralian Veterinary Association so we
can help to develop an effective plan
that supports greyhounds during the
transition.

It will be a considerable chal-
lenge to care for the greyhounds
during the transition and ensure their
welfare is not compromised.

There needs to be an adequate
timeframe to appropriately phase out
the industry while not compromising
the welfare of the dogs. The veteri-
nary profession is certainly willing
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to help these efforts and work with
stakeholders.

We encourage families to consid-
er re-homing a greyhound as they can
make wonderful pets. No one wants
to see greyhounds euthanased as a
result of this decision, and we sin-
cerely hope this can be avoided.

Dr Robert Johnson
President,

Australian Veterinary
Association

Real jobs needed

It is one thing for politicians to
keep repeating the “jobs and
growth” slogan; what we must
do is decide what type of jobs and
growth we really want and need to
create in our society. We want real,
sustainable jobs that don’t damage
or pollute our environment and

gives people lifetime employment,
not boom and bust growth.

We need to boost financial back-
ing for solar and other renewable
energy industries that will create
many thousands of viable, permanent
manufacturing, technical, trades and
other jobs and clean, safe energy.

If we wish to have a good trans-
port system we must support public
transport as this provides the most
beneficial and efficient transporta-
tion for people, generates numerous
jobs and is best for the environment.

To continue bringing tourists to
this country to see our nation’s nat-
ural wonders and spend money; we
need to provide funding to properly
protect and care for these wild places.
This will create hundreds of thousands
of long term jobs in the national parks
service, tour companies, catering and
services companies and many others.

Guardian

If we really want to look after the
wellbeing of the young, elderly and
disadvantaged we must appropriately
fund education, health and welfare,
this creates employment for teachers,
support staff, office workers, carers,
builders and a wide range of other
ongoing, lasting jobs and this gener-
ates economic growth.

It’s not just about job creation
and growth, but creating the right
sort of work that is decent, sustain-
able and gives this country and its
people a bright, healthy and secure
future that’s most important. We
can give people employment and
have progress without continuing to
deplete the earth’s resources. Pursu-
ing genuine sustainable policies will
help both people and the planet.

Steven Katsineris
Vic
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US OK with Brexit?

Here’s a question for you: Did Britain’s
Brexit vote really upset the USA? Yes, I
know US Secretary of State Kerry shot off
to Europe in a hurry immediately after the
vote, ostensibly to mend fences but there
could have been a much more serious
reason.

The EU is essentially an imperialist con-
struct. Its original purpose was to enable post-
WW2 European capitalism to more rapidly
regain the imperialist stage. This was partic-
ularly important for the two major European
powers France and Germany. To negate the
influence of socialism represented by the USSR
and the countries of Eastern Europe, the USA
poured money into Western Europe through the
Marshal Plan. US intelligence agencies, backed
by their European counterparts and the Vatican,
engaged in subversion and terrorism to prevent
the ascendency of left-wing governments in
Western Europe.

Over the years, as capitalism regained its
strength in the main European countries, the
goal of integrating them into a single economic
bloc was advanced, step by step. US imperial-
ism supported this development as strengthen-
ing Europe’s anti-Soviet role. The assumption
that European imperialism would be content to
play second fiddle to their American “partner”
was naive but with NATO to keep everyone in
line, what could possibly go wrong?

The trouble began with Europe’s actual
colonial empires. France was booted out of
Indo-China and then lost a long struggle with
national liberation forces in Algeria. The US
moved into the colonial vacuum in Indo-Chi-
na left by the French departure but eventually
they too suffered an ignominious defeat. The

attempt by the long-serving fascist regime in
Portugal to crush the national liberation move-
ments in its colonial empire resulted in revolu-
tion in Portugal itself. Bourgeois democracy
weathered the storm but US and European capi-
talism was badly rattled. The push to turn West-
ern Europe into a global power in its own right
was given more impetus by the imperial ambi-
tions of French and especially German corpo-
rate heavyweights.

The USA looked on approvingly as Ger-
many fostered the destruction of Yugoslavia,
bastion of the anti-imperialist non-aligned
movement. The break-up of Yugoslavia into
a cluster of tiny countries accorded with US
policy of fracturing troublesome states into a
number of impotent “statelets” whose resourc-
es are nevertheless still available for exploita-
tion. That the destruction of Yugoslavia brought
fascism to power again in the former German
puppet state of Croatia did not unduly concern
the US. Only Left-wing governments worry the
White House.

Left-wing governments like that of Slobo-
dan Milosovic and the Socialist Party of Serbia.
His attempt to maintain the Non-Aligned
Movement and to promote even a modest
form of socialism led first to his country being
bombed by NATO and then to he himself being
kidnapped and taken to the Hague where he
was treated to a farcical “trial” while his health
was systematically undermined until his heart
gave out and he died.

The destruction of Yugoslavia benefit-
ed both German and US imperialism. It was
begun by a resurgent German imperialism but
finished by combined British and US imperial-
ism. Inter-imperialist rivalry is an inevitable

concomitant of the development of capital-
ism to the stage where profits are being invest-
ed abroad. British imperialism initially stood
aloof from the attempt by European capitalism
to form a common market, but soon realised it
would have more influence in it than outside it.

Once Britain became part of first the
Common Market and then the EU, it became
a stalking horse for its powerful ally, the USA.
Just as Britain is an “unsinkable aircraft carrier”
for the US and NATO off the coast of Europe,
so British imperialism is an unshakable ally of
the US and NATO within the forums of the EU.

At least, that was the perception. The Brexit
vote however raises the very interesting ques-
tion of whether US imperialism really wants
that situation to continue. Europe is a devel-
oping rival to US imperialism. German and
French imperialism, in particular, protect their
own interests regardless of US wishes. Ger-
many, for example, co-operates with the US
on some things, such as the overthrow of the
elected government in Ukraine, but does not
co-operate on things like imposing sanctions on
Russia, where the action the US wanted would
have inconvenienced German businesses.

French armaments corporations similarly
refused to cancel their sales of specialist war-
ships to Russia, despite specific urging from
the US to do so.

As a consequence, the US is obliged to
pursue a two-pronged approach to the EU.
On the one hand, it is feverishly strengthening
NATO’s capabilities, conducting massive joint
military exercises combining US and Euro-
pean forces while simultaneously expanding
the aggressive alliance eastwards into former
socialist countries of Eastern Europe and

placing US missile systems right up to the bor-
ders of Russia.

On the other hand, the US, supported by
Britain, tried to restrain European companies
from developing trade with Russia. The US is
trying to inhibit the growth of its rival, Euro-
pean imperialism, to keep it under America’s
thumb. However, German, French and Italian
companies found trade with Russia very lucra-
tive and were understandably resentful of US
efforts to interfere with their profitability.

The trade union-based “Lexit” (Left exit)
campaign in Britain was concerned with regain-
ing British national sovereignty and defend-
ing British jobs and working conditions. The
“Brexit” campaign on the other hand, which
was backed by many of the reactionary forces,
was all about surrendering UK sovereignty to
the US.

As far as the capitalist media is concerned,
the vote in Britain to leave the EU is a victory
for Brexit, a view that accords with US inter-
ests. The severing of Britain’s ties to the EU
simultaneously weakens European imperialism
and allows Britain at least to be tied even more
closely to the United States. Removing Britain
from the EU significantly lessens the financial
clout of the EU.

US Secretary of State John Kerry went
post-haste to visit the EU leaders to reassure
them that the US was still their devoted sup-
porter, but US/European rivalry is a fact of
capitalist life. It will become more significant
as the economic centre of world trade shifts
eastward with the development by Russia and
China of the extraordinary energy and trans-
port super-route they are establishing through
Central Asia. @&
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Michal Boncza

Last week the Holmes Road Studi-
os in north-west London, designed
by Peter Barber Architects (PBA),
won the New London Awards.

The terrace of studio flats in
Camden for 59 homeless people was
given the award by New London
Architecture, a discussion forum
which aims to bring people together
to “shape a better city.”

Barber and his uniquely focused
and principled collaborators — in a
sense the Robin Hoods of architec-
ture — have been doing precisely that
for some time now.

“We think that space conditions,
and is in turn conditioned by, society
and culture and that architecture can
create the potential for social action
and activity,” is the firm’s declared
aim.

In 2015 it won the Royal Acad-
emy Grand Prize for Architecture,
of which the UK Guardian wrote
— hopefully prophetically — that
“come the revolution” they should
be entrusted with the new council
housing.

In 2010 it carried off the Build-
ing Design prize for Spring Gardens,
a rehabilitation centre for homeless
people in south London, described as
“a radical new concept in homeless

[housing] provision ... an emblem of
a better world.”

Barber told the Morning Star that
the New London prize is encourag-
ing because “it vindicated our long-
standing commitment to a social
housing architecture that is respect-
ful and generous to its occupants.

“By providing a real sense of
belonging, empowerment and self-
worth it will enable them to find their
feet whenever possible. I wouldn’t
mind living in one of those units if I
were alone.” Barber is canny enough
to know that one swallow does not
a summer make but he believes that
such individual efforts will have a
cumulative effect.

He likens PBA and other simi-
larly committed practices to “guer-
rillas fighting for change in a hostile
environment and trying to retrieve
and give an edifying meaning to any
small space that is available.”

This is one area where, he
believes, the former Labour govern-
ment made a difference by funding a
program of hostel building, equipped
with a comprehensive support infra-
structure, and he praises Camden
Council’s commitment to making
this happen.

Although Holmes Road Studios
will not open its doors for another two
months, Barber, ever the perfectionist,

has concerns about the immediate care
of the gardens that are central to the
development as recreation and leisure
spaces, with areas where vegetable
cultivation is envisaged.

Not surprisingly, he favours
the involvement of local volunteers
rather then some corporate outfit.

PBA has also won two other
New London awards for its Mount
Pleasant Studios near King’s Cross,
described as “a beautiful new shel-
tered housing project for homeless
people, set within a secluded and
peaceful courtyard.” Again, the well-
being of the most vulnerable is the
core focus.

And its Employment Academy
Scheme, a state-of-the art training
and advice centre in Southwark offer-
ing skills training and support serv-
ices for the long-term unemployed,
which helps them back into sustaina-
ble employment, also won an award.

But however laudable PBA’s ini-
tiatives are, they are an oasis in a cap-
ital crying out for a major program
which can resolve the housing crisis
for the homeless and those struggling
to rent.

Barber’s advice on the issue to
new London Mayor Sadiq Kahn is
as unequivocal as it is blunt: “Build
more social housing.”
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Theatre review by Evan Pritchard
Revival of a 1930s polemic

This promenade production® of Love on the Dole in
five different locations — three of them in an unsea-
sonal but appropriate Salford downpour — opens in

an old Salford mill.

What follows is a first-class interpretation of Walter
Greenwood’s classic account of a community blighted

by unemployment in the 1930s.

Its themes of poverty, industrial life, family, class
relationships and politics still resonate.

The initial scenes make their impact as the audience
intermingle with the cast and the action then moves
towards the march organised by the National Unem-
ployed Workers” Movement and the subsequent clashes

with the police.

The infamous Battle of Bexley Square — in the

course of which a number of activists, including the
late Eddie Frow, Young Communist League member
and future co-founder of the Working Class Move-

people back.

Salford Community Theatre re-stages the infamous
Battle of Bexley Square.

“responsible” Labour Party activist trying to hold

This tells it as it really was and hopefully the Sal-

ment Library were assaulted and arrested — has all the
immediacy of a real-life march, complete with red flags,
songs and slogans. Cars beep us in support.

Implicit in the fascinating and informative program
and the production itself, the politics of this version are
very different from those of the otherwise marvellous
film of Greenwood’s novel, which many credited with
helping Labour win the 1945 election.

While there is no mention of the “c” word, nor is
there an attack on the communists as dangerous irre-
sponsible instigators of violence, with the hero as

ford Community Theatre Project will get the chance to
stage this stirring production again.

* Site-specific theatre is any type of theatrical production
designed to be performed at a unique, specially
adapted location other than a standard theatre. This
specific site either may be originally built without any
intention of serving theatrical purposes (for example,
in a hotel, courtyard, or converted building), or may
simply be considered an unconventional theatre space
(for example, in a forest).
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The terrace of studio flats in Camden for 59 homeless people.

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 Auvgust 7
Curtin University — Building 300 Room 216

Free entry

Contact Aaron Beardsell: 0426 978 195
Email: cpaperth@gmail.com

Sydney

IN THE PUB

July 21

$100,000 DEGREES; THE CORPORATE HI-JACKING OF
OUR UNIVERSITIES AND WHAT TO DO ABOUT IT.

* Emeritus Professor Raewyn Connell, University of Sydney;

* Julie-Ann Robson, Lecturer UNS and General Staff, University of
Sydney

July 28

A MAY 2017 REFERENDUM TO CHANGE THE
AUSTRALIAN CONSTITUTION TO RECOGNISE
AUSTRALIA’S FIRST PEOPLES. WHAT’S HAPPENING?
» Tanya Hosch, Co-Convenor Recognise Campaign;

« Sylvie Ellsmore, Greens Councilor, Marrickville Council and former
worker with Reconciliation NSW.

Every Thursday 6:30 pm

Harold Park Hotel
Cnr Wigram Rd & Ross St Glebe

Charles Bradley 02 9692 0005
odl_bradley@pacific.net.au

www.politicsinthepub.org.au
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Free Sundiata Aco

In prison he may be, but his mind is free,

Is so free and always will be free,

But for far too long they have kept him in chains,

And now let's get his body out of this wretched captivity.
Sundiata fought discrimination, racism and inequality,

He struggled and sacrificed himself for the freedom of others,
You and me and the next generation yet born.

Let's see his brave and boundless spirit liberated,

To wander away in the world with his beloved family and friends.
His body confined, but his mind is free, always so free.

Sundiata is freer than all those corrupt cronies and functionaries,
That have imprisoned him will ever be.

Sundiata dared to challenge the colonial, oppressive elite,

For that temerity they wanted him off the sireet,

To bury his strong and principled voice under harsh prison rules.
This injustice just can’t go on; we've got fo do whatever we can,
To campaign to stop the corporate state’s cruel plan,

And see Sundiata Acoli set free at last.

Steven Katsineris Sundiata Acoli

| wrote this poem in response to hearing that political prisoner Sundiata Acoli,
78 years old and a former Black Panther Party activist had been denied parole
again. He has spent 42 years in il for struggling against injustice and racism.

There is a campaign to win his release through a presidential pardon.

Letter

Dear Editor,

Black political prisoner and former Black Panther Party member
Sundiata Acoli has been denied parole again. He was sentenced
to life in prison plus 24 to 30 years in 1974. Sundiata was denied
parole in 1993 and 2004 due to his political activism and his affili-
ations. He is now 78 years old has spent over 42 years in prison.

Sundiata Acoli is a mathematician, and computer analyst. During the
summer of 1964 he did voter registration work in Mississippi. In 1968 he
joined the Harlem Black Panther Party and did community work around
issues of schools, housing, jobs, child care, drugs, and police brutality.

Sundiata Acoli was found guilty of murder in the 1973 shooting
death of trooper Werner Foerster during a struggle at a traffic stop on the
New Jersey Turnpike. Despite no evidence he killed the state trooper or
even fired a gun, he was sentenced to life in prison. Black Panther, Zayd
Shakur, was also shot and killed in the scuffle. Another Black Panther
Assata Shakur was also wounded in the clash.

At the time Sundiata Acoli and his friends were members of the
Black Panther Party and were subject to a campaign of harassment,
arrests and violent attacks that resulted in the killings of numerous BPP
activists and the jailing of hundreds. Many Black Panthers went into
exile or underground to escape the harsh repression unleashed by state
authorities and other organisations.

Sundiata Acoli became a target of the FBI’s counterintelligence pro-
gram, which carried out brutal direct and covert actions against national
liberation movements like the Black Panther Party and the American
Indian Movement and others during the 1960s and “70s.

Sundiata Acoli was also a member of the New York Panther 21 case,
a group of 13 militants who were held in jail for two years without bail.
When the case came to court they were quickly acquitted on May 13,
1971, when a jury rejected the government’s frame-up after deliberating
for only 45 minutes.

Sundiata Acoli is one of hundreds of US political prisoners who have
been unjustly jailed for decades. Their real “crime” has been advocating
for the freedom of their oppressed peoples from racism, inequality and
oppression in the US. Sundiata’s imprisonment and this injustice must
end. There is a campaign asking US President Obama for a pardon for
Sundiata, please write nice letters or emails requesting this and publicise
this campaign as widely as possible. With enough support we can exert
sufficient pressure for the president to release him. It is customary for
outgoing presidents to do such compassionate gestures.

Steven Katsineris

30/06/2016

Guardian

The fragility of life

The distinguished Brazilian modernist poet Joao Cabral de Melo Neto (1920-1999) was born in Per-
nambuco in the impoverished northeast of the country. His poetry quite often evoked the precarious
existence and harsh life of the region’s rural inhabitants. Cemeteries are a recurring theme and his
poem below on one of these — Pernambuco (Our Lady of Light) — alludes to the fragility of life and

utter destitution of its hapless inhabitants.

Cemetery in Pernambuco
(Our Lady of Light)

Nobody lies in this earth

because no river is at rest

in any other river, nor is the sea

a potter’s field* of rivers.

None of these dead men here
comes dressed in a coffin.
Therefore they are not buried

but spilled out on the ground.
Wrapped in the hammocks they slept in,
naked to sun and rain,

they come bringing their own flies.
The ground fits them like a glove.
Dead, they lived in the open air.
Today they inhabit open earth,

so much the earth’s that the earth

does not feel their intrusion.
Joao Cabral de Melo Neto

Translated by Jane Cooper
* Potter's Field: public burial place for paupers, unknown persons and criminals
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