
Call from Refugee Action Coalition and 
Plan International for release of children 
and closure of camps.

During the election, Malcolm Turnbull and 
Immigration Minister Peter Dutton tried to 
use the refugee issue to win votes. But their 
efforts failed to work.

The Refugee Action Coalition points out 
that Dutton paradoxically blamed refugees for 
taking jobs and sitting on welfare, while Turn-
bull claimed that electing Labor would put 
“border security” at risk.

But despite the scare campaign, the election 
was far from a strong endorsement of Turnbull. 
The Coalition only narrowly avoided election 
defeat, and will hold onto government with 
among the thinnest of majorities.

The end of August marks 15 years since the 
Tampa affair, when then Liberal Prime Minister 
John Howard sent the SAS onto the commer-
cial tanker Tampa to stop a boatload of refu-
gees reaching Australia. They became the fi rst 
asylum seekers sent to Nauru.

Now the Coalition’s promises to “stop the 
boats” and keep out refugees are no longer the 
winning electoral formula they seemed in the 
past.

Furthermore, the system of offshore deten-
tion is facing a major crisis over Manus Island. 
On April 26 the PNG Supreme Court held that 
detention on Manus Island was unlawful and 
the detention centre would have to close.

Further court action in PNG is under way, 
in an effort to force both PNG and Australia to 
act on the ruling.

But there is nowhere else for the Manus 
asylum seekers and refugees to come but Aus-
tralia. The same is true on Nauru, where there 
are no arrangements for permanent resettle-
ment of those found to be refugees. We need to 
keep up the pressure to demand the government 
“bring them here”.

For them, and for the 30,000 still being 
processed, we need to demand permanent 
visas, not Temporary Protection Visas where 
the threat of being sent back to danger hangs 
over them. The government’s new “fast track” 
processing is deeply unfair. Appeal rights must 
be reinstated. 

The tide of public opinion is shifting. A 
strong majority of people now want those found 
to be refugees on Manus Island and Nauru to 
come to Australia. And the overwhelming 
majority will be found to be refugees. The 

267 asylum seekers in Australia from Nauru 
and Manus Island have still not been returned, 
thanks to the “Let Them Stay” movement ear-
lier this year. We need to step up the pressure to 
close the camps and bring them all here.

Children out
Child rights organisation Plan Internation-

al Australia has renewed calls to the Coalition 
government to immediately release all chil-
dren held in detention, following the release 
of leaked reports outlining abuse of children 
held on Nauru.

“Like so many Australians we are again 
waking up to shocking news of torture and 
abuse of children in our care on Nauru and 
wondering how our government can sanction 
this fl agrant abuse of human rights. No child 
belongs in prison,” Plan International Australia 
Acting CEO Dave Husy says.

“We are extremely concerned for the well-
being of the 49 very vulnerable children who 
are currently held on Nauru. It is clear that their 

ongoing detention is in breach of international 
human rights obligations.”*

More than half of the 2,116 reports revealed 
by the UK Guardian last week involve chil-
dren, although children made up only about 18 
percent of those in detention on Nauru during 
the time covered by the reports, May 2013 to 
October 2015.

In line with Article 31 of the Refugee Con-
vention, detention of asylum-seekers should 
always only be used as a last resort and for as 
short a time as possible.

“We want a commitment from the Coalition 
to never detain children during the process of 
determining their legal status. We remind the 
government that Australia is a signatory to the 
UN’s Convention against Torture. That means 
we have made a commitment that cruel, inhu-
mane and degrading treatment is never justifi ed 
under any circumstances.

“Rather than using vulnerable children 
as a deterrent to those seeking asylum, there 
should be a bipartisan approach to developing 

workable sustainable regional protection 
solutions.”

Husy added that the upcoming United 
Nations Summit on Refugees and Migrants 
on September 19 is an opportune time for the 
government to commit to releasing children in 
detention.

“We have long said that detention centres 
are no place for a child. We are locking up chil-
dren, some of whom are not even accompanied 
by their parents or families, and that’s some-
thing Australia ought to be ashamed of.

“These children have done nothing wrong. 
They have become innocent victims and are 
paying the highest price imaginable for politi-
cal gain. We have to consider the welfare of 
the children before the politics of immigration 
detention.”

Husy also renewed Plan International Aus-
tralia’s call for an independent monitor for chil-
dren in detention.
* 48 children were held on Nauru as of June 
30, 2016 
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A “Let Them Stay” rally in Sydney earlier this year. (Photo: Anna Pha)
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Whose terrorism?
The UN has never had an agreed defi nition of terrorism, 

because “terrorism”, like one’s attitude to many other issues, 
is determined by a class position. As such it includes the ques-
tion of independence and sovereignty – who is on the side of 
colonialists and imperialists and who is on the side of those 
who are for national liberation and independence.

The poverty stricken and unemployed are not terrorists 
but are legitimately using the only weapons they have to fi ght 
for a better life; for work and the means to get out of their 
grinding poverty.

In the Israeli-Palestinian confl ict the Israelis have regularly 
branded Palestinians as terrorists. Yet the Palestinians are 
responding to the military terror unleashed against the whole 
Palestinian people over many decades by the Israeli authorities.

They are responding to the refusal of the Israelis to accept 
their legitimate demand for the creation of an independent 
Palestinian state.

The actions of the Israeli government are an example of 
modern state terrorism that is unleashed against any people 
who take up the struggle for their national liberation.

When in South Africa the ANC established a military arm, 
Umkhonto we Sizwe (Spear of the Nation), which carried out 
some military actions against the infrastructure of apartheid, 
they were branded as terrorists by the apartheid regime. Most 
people now regard them as freedom fi ghters.

The class nature of terrorism is also illustrated by the catch-
all legislation enacted by almost all western governments in 
the name of anti-terrorism. This legislation is so sweeping it 
justifi es the term “creeping fascism” and can be used against 
anyone that the government of the day wishes to suppress – 
trade unions, environmentalists; even refugees escaping from 
war and oppression have been branded as potential terrorists.

The enactment of such catch-all legislation refl ects prepara-
tions by the ruling class for the time when protests grow as a 
result of economic crisis and the resultant unemployment and 
growing poverty and hardship, as can be seen in a growing 
number of countries.

The world is now facing perhaps the most dangerous pe-
riod in all history in which a cycle of endless and escalating 
war, waged with the most horrendous weapons, is leading to 
unparalleled destruction.

US imperialism’s pronouncement of endless war and 
military interventions are being carried into many countries 
and each intervention and war will be accompanied by the 
establishment of governments which will do the bidding of 
their US masters.

Central to the objectives of the confl icts currently cutting 
a swathe of destruction through a number of countries in the 
Middle East perpetrated by the US and NATO, is to surround 
China with US military forces and the establishment of bases.

This strategy is in response to the long-term decline in the 
overall economic position of the United States. The economic 
centre of the world is shifting slowly but decisively from the 
US and Europe to Asia with China’s economic growth central 
to that shift.

Staggering crimes have been carried out by the US and 
its allies over more than two decades of brutish and criminal 
assaults on the people of the Middle East, from Afghanistan to 
the current confl ict in Syria. Consider the victims of US wars, 
surrogate and direct since WW2; Korea, Vietnam, Cambodia, 
Nicaragua, the Dominican Republic, the Philippines, Liberia, 
Cuba, Guatemala, Grenada, Palestine, Lebanon, Iran, Somalia, 
Sudan, Haiti, El Salvador, Honduras, Angola, Yugoslavia … 
the list goes on.

This is the face of imperialist terrorism.
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Being an internationalist is to pay our own debt to humanity.
Fidel Castro”

NSW Minister for Health, Jillian Skinner, con-
fi rmed there would be more privatisations of hos-
pitals, claimed there was no evidence nursing home 
residents were better off with registered nurses and 
conceded more funding was needed for public serv-
ices at the NSW Nurses and Midwives’ Association’s 
(NSWNMA) 71st Annual Conference in Sydney last 
month.

During question time, nurses confronted the Minister 
about issues of serious concern, such as the lack of appro-
priate funding for safe staffi ng at new regional hospi-
tals; the removal of security staff at smaller sites, despite 
increasing problems with drugs and violence; allowing 
AiNs (assistant in nursing) to work in mental health inten-
sive care units; removing the requirement for registered 
nurses in nursing homes; privatising public health assets; 
and mandating nursing hours per patient day.

Minister Skinner washed her hands of the responsi-
bility to ensure safe and appropriate staffi ng in nursing 
homes, referring the issue to the federal government.

“What we did was look right across Australia. No 
other state or territory has this revision. They all left it to 
the Commonwealth. There’s absolutely no evidence that 
any other nursing home residents are better off or worse 
off than in NSW. That’s the reality. That’s what’s been 
found,” Ms Skinner said. 

The Minister also fi elded a question from the Manly 
District Hospital branch referencing a Commission of 
Audit report from the former Newman Queensland gov-
ernment a few years ago that showed clinical services 
in public hospitals were more effi ciently run under the 
public sector than the private.

“I can assure you that the contract we have signed 
with Healthscope for the Northern Beaches Hospital indi-
cated a tremendous fi nancial and quality advantage. We 
will look at involvement of the private sector and the not-
for-profi t sector in other places, such as Maitland. We’ve 
always said that. Watch this space for news about that in 
the near future,” Ms Skinner said. 

NSWNMA members from the Wagga Wagga Rural 
Referral Hospital branch raised the issue of understaff-
ing at the new facility and other new regional hospitals 
in NSW, such as Bega, Byron Bay and Tamworth. There 
has been a signifi cant increase in presentations at the 
Wagga Wagga hospital since opening, which has result-
ed in nurses averaging a sum total of 700 hours overtime 
a week. The branch questioned the logic in providing 
capital works for new buildings without the funding for 
staffi ng to cover the enormous footprint. 

General secretary of the NSWNMA, Brett Holmes 
responded by saying the Association would continue to 
campaign here in NSW and across the country around the 
important issues.

“Clearly there is a widely felt message you received 

today about our concerns around aged care here in NSW. 
There is a shortfall in the provision of expert care in aged 
care right across the country. We are concerned about the 
cost shifting that will occur from aged care into the public 
health system,” Mr Holmes said.

“Aged care has a review underway around the Poi-
sons Act and how that will impact nursing homes. If the 
protections are taken away there, that will be another 
reason the operators will say, ‘beauty, I can go to the 
bottom line, I can ask unqualifi ed people to do more in 
relation to the administration of poisons’. We remain con-
cerned for the welfare of those people in aged care facili-
ties if that goes ahead.

“We want to progress nursing hours per patient day 
or ratios beyond where they’re currently stalled by the 
government’s wages policy. The battle continues around 
enforceability of nursing hours per patient day. The view 
that they are maximums, not minimums will continue to 
be an issue for us.”

He said there were many issues involved and called 
on the government to conduct meaningful discussions at 
the bargaining table. These should include a review of 
wages policy. He said the union welcomed all of the new 
capital works.

Mr Holmes went on to deliver the general secretary 
report, referencing the many campaigns the NSWNMA 
has been involved in over the past year, from RN 24/7, 
Save Medicare, Hands Off our Disability Services and 
Build a Better Future to the federal election campaign, 
Save Our Weekend penalty rates, paid parental leave and 
trade and tax justice.

Federal secretary of the Australian Nursing and Mid-
wifery Federation Lee Thomas and assistant federal sec-
retary, Annie Butler also spoke to delegates about ongoing 
issues facing nurses across the country. 

In NSW, more 
privatisations
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Dr Hannah Middleton

In 1966 a group of Aboriginal people 
changed Australia forever.

On August 22, 1966, the Gurindji employed 
at Wave Hill and their families, more than 200 
people, left the station and walked several kil-
ometres to the local welfare settlement, where 
they made camp on the banks of the Victoria 
River near the Wave Hill Welfare Settlement 
and began a strike for better wages and work-
ing conditions.

The story of the fi rst days is still often told 
by the Gurindji – a column of men, women and 
children, the older children and adults help-
ing to carry the babies and the younger ones 
when they got tired, their blankets and what 
little other possessions and food they had been 
able to bring with them; a noisy crowd, excit-
ed, some happy, some frightened, some wor-
ried, surrounded by their dogs as they walked 
through kilometre after kilometre of rough bush 
country.

In March 1967, they moved 11 kilometres 
to Daguragu, on the banks of Wattie Creek. The 
place they chose is land traditionally owned and 
occupied by the Gurindji and is close to sev-
eral important Gurindji sacred sites, especially 
Seale Gorge. There is also a permanent supply 
of good water.

It became clear that they wanted more than 
equal wages and working conditions. They had 
never given up their land and now they wanted 
it back and they wanted control of their lives. 
They wanted Vesteys off their land, which they 
wanted to manage for themselves. They intend-
ed to establish an independent Gurindji com-
munity and to run a cattle operation that would 
supply many Gurindji families with meat and 
jobs.

Their initiative, consistent courage, dignity, 
perseverance, and determination to win their 
struggle were amazing. Bribes, trickery, delay-
ing tactics, threats and every other manoeuvre 
that could be dreamed up did not move them.

One of the leaders of the group summed it 
up by saying: 

“The block of land, it is ours and the name 
is ours and no one can take that away from us 
ever. The Dreamings here are ours.”

Their struggle was a turning point for Aus-
tralian society. From racism, paternalism and 
indifference emerged a readiness among a sig-
nifi cant section of the white community to sup-
port the demand of Indigenous communities for 
their land rights.

This dramatic shift in opinion would not 
have been possible without the efforts of the 
Communist Party of Australia (CPA), which 
used its considerable infl uence to build and 
educate a broad and active support base for the 
Gurindji.

Members of the CPA played a critical role 
in efforts to mobilise trade union support and 
build a solidarity movement with the Gurindji. 
Prominent among these activists were Darwin 
CPA members and union stalwarts Brian Man-
ning and George Gibbs.

For decades the Gurindji slowly built their 
community, acquiring equipment for grass 
cutting, grading and other small businesses. 
Houses were built, a cattle business begun, gar-
dens planted and more.

Then in June 2007 Daguragu and other NT 
Aboriginal communities were massively dam-
aged by the Invasion, usually known as the 
Intervention.

On the excuse of protecting Aboriginal 
children from sexual abuse and neglect, the 
government sent in 600 police and detachments 
of soldiers into NT Aboriginal communities. 

Over seven years there was not one pros-
ecution for child abuse, yet there has never been 
any discussion of this fact, nor any apology to 
the people who were affected by this sweeping 
generalisation.

The Invasion was replaced by the very sim-
ilar Stronger Futures policy in February 2012.

Even before the Invasion began, govern-
ments, mining corporations, pastoralists and 
other powerful forces were intent on destroying 
self-determination and Aboriginal control over 
land. Their aim was to regain ultimate control 
over Northern Territory land and development. 
Now their dreams became reality.

Under the Invasion, community township 
lands were transferred from Aboriginal Land 
Councils to a government statutory body. New 
compulsory fi ve year leases replaced commu-
nity owned land. 

Under the Invasion, the patrol offi cers of 
the paternalist past have been replaced with 
a new network of live-in Government Busi-
ness Managers (known as Ginger-Bread Men) 
who now take the decisions in communities. 
Responsibilities of elders were removed, under-
mining their authority and traditional culture. 

There was a multi-million-dollar theft from 
Aborigines as their land, buildings, assets and 
authority were stolen from their community 
councils.

From mid 2007 to mid 2008 community 
assets were ripped away without compensation 
and sent to regional centres in Alice Springs, 
Tennant Creek, Katherine and Darwin. Much 
of what has been lost is vital for the provision 
of essential services – road grading equipment, 
backhoes, grass cutting equipment, buses, trac-
tors and even fi re trucks. There are no longer 
bus rides for the elderly into centres for shop-
ping, fi rewood collection for the elderly or 
latrine-digging at ceremony camps.

Many Aboriginal workers lost their jobs 
and were forced onto unemployment benefi ts. 

Shire offi ces sent in contract workers to take 
over many of the tasks previously managed by 
the local workforce. All this led to a sharp fall 
in living standards in already impoverished 
communities.

In some cases, the slave labour of the past 
has returned. Aboriginal workers are expected 
to work for 25 hours in order to get their dole. 
Some are now being sent to work for companies 
that pay them with a government issued Basics-
Card, part of a demeaning income management 
system involving prescribed purchasing.

Despite promises, employment outcomes 
have deteriorated. Small communities have 
been devastated. The struggle for equal wages 
for black workers will have to be fought all 
over again.

The two communities of Kalkaringi and 
Daguragu lost up to 250 jobs as a result of the 
Invasion. The impact of these cuts on com-
munity life has been catastrophic. Almost no 
women from Daguragu have jobs.

School attendance is now tied to welfare 
payments that are in many cases a family’s only 
income. Some families face starvation if their 
children do not go to school.

The Invasion has been a disaster. Just four 
examples are revealing:
• Self-harm attempts since the introduction of 

the Invasion have more than tripled. 

• The rate of youth suicide in the NT has 
increased by 160%. 

• Incidents of domestic violence have 
doubled.

• The number of Aboriginal people in jail 
under the Invasion has almost doubled.

Today, there is a long way to go before 
the Gurindji achieve equal rights with other 
Australians.

The Gurindji must have their equipment 
returned to them immediately. They must be 
able to restart their small businesses and give 
community members their jobs back.

Plans for economic development and the 
provision of services for Daguragu must be 
built by the Gurindji themselves with genuine 
consultation, and constructive engagement.

Above all ownership and control of their 
land must be restored to the community.

The Gurindji were able to begin building 
a life at Daguragu through their courage and 
endurance and through a large, strong support 
campaign across the country. A movement this 
big is needed again to help ensure that Dagur-
agu survives.

The Communist Party of Australia calls on 
the trade union movement to once again stand 
side by side in solidarity with the Gurindji 
people in their struggle for self-determination 
and land rights. 

From the archives Economic Crisis – The Socialist, April 1982

“The Dreamings are ours”

Lingiari with Gough Whitlam at Daguragu. Lingiari led the walk-off from Wave Hill station in 1966.
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Comrades and friends, it is my 
great honour to address this gath-
ering today as the General Secre-
tary of the Party to which comrade 
Frank devoted much of his life 
and a good part of his enormous 
energies. I fi rst met Frank in 1990 
when I moved to Adelaide with my 
family. Frank had already retired 
from his trade union work but not 
from the struggle for socialism.

I can remember him selling the 
Guardian at the meetings of the 
Trades and Labour Council, picking 
up bundles of papers from our shop 
on Sturt St and delivering them to 
many trade union and other subscrib-
ers. I remember him as a practical 
person. I can still see him attach-
ing perplex sheets to the front of the 
Platon Club in Waymouth Street to 
prevent our enemies breaking the 
windows of our new offi ce.

I saw straight away what an unas-
suming working class person he was. 
A reasonable, modest and patient 
person. It was only later that I learned 
the full extent of his hefty contribu-
tion to the trade union movement and 
our communist movement in South 
Australia.

I know comrade Ben Carslake 
will be speaking about Frank’s dec-
ades-long contribution to the trade 
union movement, his role in uniting 
workers and unions to get a better life 
for workers in a very tough industry 
but I thought I would make a com-
ment about the political content of 
that work in the plasterers’ union 
and later at the head of the Building 
Workers’ Industrial Union in SA.

Frank became a bricklayer as 
a young man at a time when the 
employers were trying all sorts of 

new ways to further exploit work-
ers. That never changes. They were 
engaging bricklayers as contractors 
and constantly driving down the 
going rate. Frank understood the eco-
nomic and ideological underpinnings 
of the bosses’ attempts to divide 
workers and, from our perspective, 
the need for unity among workers to 
defend and advance their interests.

I was surprised to learn recent-
ly, given Frank’s understanding and 
patient nature, that he could “handle 
himself” in a scuffl e. This shouldn’t 
have surprised me given the nature 
of building and construction where 
the bosses, or their stooges, regularly 
take the gloves off to workers. I’ll say 
it again, nothing has changed and we 
see today the attacks being made on 
the CFMEU so as to force it from the 
industrial scene, to drive up profi ts at 
the expense of workers.

Frank was a steadfast opponent 
of opportunism in the trade unions 
and opposed to the class collabora-
tionist approach that swept over the 
movement with the advent of the so-
called Prices and Incomes Accord of 
the 1980s and 1990s. Unfortunately, 
voices like Frank’s didn’t prevail and 
I believe we are still paying a price 
for this setback.

I know that Frank’s Communist 
beliefs rankled with some conserv-
ative forces in the movement. His 
support for the celebration of May 
Day through the May Day Commit-
tee was frowned upon but his persist-
ence, through some very lean years 
it must be said, has born fruit. The 
success of May Day events today is 
built on Frank’s patient work both 
when he held trade union offi ce and 
after. Comrade Len Lean tells me that 

people will still come up to him at 
the May Day Dinner and ask where 
Frank is, i.e. on the rare occasion he 
was too ill to attend. He was a very 
early recipient of the May Day Col-
lective’s annual spanner award and I 
know Frank prized this award very 
highly.

Frank joined our Party at a very 
important time, in 1971. I’ve been 
told that he attended Party events 
with brother George for a long time 
before he took the leap to join his 
brother in the Party’s ranks. Our 
movement was being dragged in 
many directions at the time and, 
with all due respect to people present 
who took another position, I am con-
vinced Frank’s decision to join the 
Socialist Party of Australia (as it was 
called then) was the correct one.

Once Frank joined, he threw 
himself into the work of building the 

Party. He was a long-time member of 
the State Committee and was a sup-
porter of initiatives and new ideas 
to build the Party. He was active in 
his Party Branch as long as he was 
physically able, and that was a very 
long time. 

As I mentioned at the outset, our 
State Committee has an extensive 
delivery round for its weekly news-
paper, the Guardian. A lot of trade 
union offi ces take the paper. This 
round was established by Frank and 
while I know our paper is respected 
in progressive circles, a big factor in 
the establishment of this round was 
respect for Frank as a person and a 
comrade.

I wonder sometimes what will 
happen to the Party and the left more 
generally when Frank’s generation 
passes away. They were tough and 
resourceful people. Frank was an 

outstanding example. I was amazed 
to learn he had built his impressive 
stone family home in Plympton Park 
pretty much on his own. 

This generation built organi-
sations and publications, too, with 
scant resources and a lot of hard 
work. They sacrifi ced a lot of time 
for the Party out of a sense of duty 
and love for their class. Frank’s gen-
eration were the stalwarts.

Still, I remain confi dent because 
Frank and his generation built solid 
foundations. New generations of 
builders of a better socialist future 
will come to complete the work. 
They are coming – too slowly given 
the nature of the challenges in front 
of us but they are coming. I think we 
should never forget our great debt of 
gratitude for the painstaking, skilful 
and sheer hard work of comrades like 
Frank Gosden. 

Australia

Vale Frank Gosden 1926–2016

Vinnie Molina*

The Communist Party of Australia sends a greeting of solidarity to 
Commander Fidel Castro on his 90th birthday.

Comrade Fidel was born in Biran, Holguin Cuba on August 13, 1926. 
This year in August is a special occasion being celebrated by people 
around the world; the 90th birthday of Fidel Castro. Australia is no 
exception with the Australia-Cuba Friendship Society in Perth, Western 
Australia organising an exhibition of photographs by Roberto Chile who 
accompanied Fidel for more than 25 years. The photographic exhibition 
named “Fidel is Fidel” has become a worldwide event and captures very 
special moments of Fidel Castro from 2005 to 2012.

Fidel is one of those human beings who have been able to transcend 
borders to become a universal fi gure. His futuristic vision in particular 
has helped many countries in Latin America and other parts of the world 
to develop their health and education systems. He has become an exam-
ple to follow for many; a beacon of our time and posterity.

To reach 90 for anyone is amazing but Fidel has done so despite more 
than 600 attempts on his life by the enemies of progress who try to deny 
Cuba the right to self-determination in their struggle for freedom and the 
building of a socialist society.

Fidel has dedicated his entire life to the Cuban people and their 
socialist revolution. Since his early years of the Moncada to the Sierra 
Maestra guerrilla struggle, the US missile crisis and the collapse of the 
Soviet Union and the eastern bloc, he has continued in the pursuit of a 
better world, to win the battle of ideas and to build socialism in Cuba.

His personal qualities as a revolutionary leader and his concept of 
solidarity and internationalism have made his name and that of Cuba 
respected the world over.

For that reason we join all those around the globe who were affected 
by the disaster of hurricanes such as Mitch, earthquakes, radiation sick-
ness, illiteracy and poverty who admire and celebrate you. We thank you 
for all the doctors and educators who selfl essly work where others simply 
can’t go. We join those who have been able to study medicine free of 
charge at the Latin America School of Medicine and those who have been 
able to see the light thanks to the Miracle Operation say happy birthday 
Fidel.

A big embrace from Australian communists and other good-hearted 
people down under.
* Vinnie Molina is CPA President 

Happy birthday Fidel!

The people’s fl ag at half mast at the Semaphore Workers’ Club for comrade Frank Gosden – August 11.

The following contribution by CPA General Secretary Bob Briton was 
made at a celebration of the life and work of Frank Gosden at the 
Semaphore Workers’ Club last Thursday.

Bob Briton, CPA General Secretary, doing the honours of cutting the ribbon at the opening of the Fidel bar at the 

Royal Park Doghouse Club in Adelaide, August 13.
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Anna Pha

The 2016 Census is a massive 
and potentially dangerous inva-
sion of privacy, the likes of which 
has never been witnessed before 
in Australia. Despite all the talk 
about deletion of names and 
addresses after four years, the 
intent is to keep such information 
for linkage to other data collec-
tions. Big Brother or Corporate 
Dictatorship is writ large over the 
2016 Census.

The extent to which the 2016 
Census becomes an unreliable col-
lection of personal data remains to be 
seen. But there is no doubt about the 
lack of trust in and frustration with 
the Australian Bureau of Statistics’ 
(ABS) conduct of the Census.

It is looking more like a weapon 
of mass surveillance than a collection 
of aggregate data. It also adds to the 
data being compiled by the govern-
ment’s meta data retention laws, by 
various internet providers and intel-
ligence agencies.

It was the fi rst online Census 
and turned into farce as the ABS 
website went down on census night 
(August 9) when millions of Austral-
ians attempted to fi ll out the online 
form. The debacle only added to the 
government’s woes over the already 
highly controversial census.

The simplest and most obvious 
explanation is the system could not 
handle the peak volumes of traffi c – 
the last thing the ABS or government 
were willing to admit.

The census has historically 
played an important role in provid-
ing aggregate statistical information 
that can be used in making decisions 
such as for the provision of services 
or infrastructure and to researchers.

Prime Minister Malcolm Turn-
bull claims that the ABS “Always 
protects people’s privacy” and that 
the security of personal details is 
“absolute and that is protected by law 
and practice.”

No matter what guarantees Prime 
Minister Malcolm Turnbull and his 
Ministers make about the security of 
the information, they are meaning-
less. In this digital age, there are no 
such guarantees.

“Census is meant to collect 
aggregated data for planning purpos-
es. It is a breach of trust to turn it into 

a giant database with highly personal 
information linked to our names and 
addresses,” the Australian Privacy 
Foundation (APF) pointed out.

A key
The ABS says, “Names and 

addresses will be used by the ABS to 
generate anonymous keys that can be 
used to combine existing data sets to 
create richer and more valuable sta-
tistics for Australia.”

These keys are known as SLK 
ID (statistical linkage key) numbers. 
They form the basis of a national ID 
system in which the compulsory pro-
vision of names and addresses in the 
2016 Census plays an important role.

“The combination of Census data 
and health data can help improve 
Australia’s understanding and sup-
port of people who require mental 
health services and assist with the 
design of better programs of support 
and prevention,” the ABS says.

That begs the question: What 
other data sets? MyHealth medi-
cal records, Pharmaceutical Ben-
efi t Scheme records, mental health, 
social security, NewStart, tax, work-
ers’ compensation? MyHealth has 
now been changed to an “opt out” 
scheme without the knowledge of 
many people.

Will individuals be grouped on 
the basis of religion or politics or 
country of birth? What would an ultra 
right-wing government do with this 
information?

Australians will be given no 
say in how this information will be 
used. The ABS says the provision of 
names and addresses is compulsory 
and is threatening people who do not 
comply with fi nes of $180 a day until 
their Census is correctly returned.

Former Australian Statistician 
Bill McClelland raises the question 
of the demands being made breach-
ing the Privacy Act. “… the com-
position of a census, as defi ned in 
legislation, does not include match-
ing the census data with administra-
tive data, after the census has been 
taken,” McClelland said.

“Honey pot”
In this digital age, no one can 

guarantee the security of electroni-
cally stored data.

Hackers will see it as a tempt-
ing “honey pot” of rich personal 

information which could be worth 
millions of dollars if sold on to cor-
porations. It would also be attractive 
to employers, insurance companies 
and other parasites.

“The 2016 approach is an incre-
mental change to the widely publi-
cised and consulted … Census Data 
Enhancement program undertaken 
with the 2006 and 2011 Census,” 
the ABS said. Again, another ques-
tion: What is the next “incremental” 
change”?

The retention of names and 
addresses and plans to link them with 
other records is designed to provide 
the government and other agencies 
and organisations with a centralised 
collection of personal details of every 
resident.

No guarantee of 
security

The Australian Bureau of Sta-
tistics and the Government keep 
claiming that the information will 
be secure because it is protected by 
law. This is rubbish. Laws can be 
changed. Laws can be broken. Intel-
ligence agencies are unaccountable 
and from time to time are exposed 
for their illegal operations. We might 
never know how they are using it.

The government called in the 
Signals Directorate to identify the 
source of the problems on Census 
day. We have already been told that 
they may not be able to tell the public 
its fi ndings for security reasons!

McLennan has spoken out 
strongly against the linkage of names 
and addresses to other data and their 
retention.

Leaks of information can arise 
through hacking, from internal sourc-
es or just straight-out negligence. The 
Department of Immigration’s bungle 
saw 9,250 asylum seekers’ details 
published online.

There is only one way to prevent 
data breaches occurring and that is 
not to hold the information in the fi rst 
place.

Census outsourced
Hardly reassuring when laws can 

be changed and signifi cant parts of 
the operation of the online collection 
of personal information has been out-
sourced to Softlayer, a subsidiary of 
the private US corporation IBM. The 
information passes through Softlayer 
before the ABS receives it.

The Austral ian Privacy 

Foundation raises a number of impor-
tant questions about this outsourcing:
• What legal arrangements have 

been entered into between the 
ABS and IBM/Softlayer to ensure 
the security of data?

• Will the Census-related data be 
sent outside Australia or processed 
offshore?

• What other data IBM might be 
collecting on Australians, such 
as their Internet Protocol (IP) 
addresses?

• As IBM/Softlayer is subject to 
US law, can any data obtained or 
processed or stored by them be 
lawfully accessed, such as under 
the Patriot Act, by US government 
agencies such as the National 
Security Agency?

National ID system
The move to establish a nation-

al identifi cation system, attaching a 
unique number to each resident was 
defeated by the Senate and public 
opposition in 1987. The Hawke 
Labor government’s Australia Card 
was dropped and the tax fi le number 
scheme to enable cross-referencing 
benefi ts received and tax paid by 
individuals.

The next attempt was by the 
Howard government in 2006. 
Howard tried to sell the card by 
emphasising its “non-compulsory” 
nature. It would replace 19 other 
cards being used by people to access 
Medicare, pensions, unemployment 
benefi ts, family tax benefi ts, conces-
sions for medicines and so on.

It would initially include a digit-
al photograph, a unique number, sig-
nature, date of birth and address on 
its embedded computer chip. People 
could choose to have their health and 
emergency contact numbers on it for 
the use of ambulance staff.

It was claimed that such a card 
was needed following the 2005 
London bombings, although the pro-
posed uses hardly seemed relevant to 
catching terrorists.

The 2016 Census has all the 
makings of a national ID system with 
a unique number (SLK ID number – 
statistical linkage key) allocated to 
each resident and centralisation of 
personal data.

Who can you believe?
McCormack was quick to claim 

that “No census data was compro-
mised and no data was lost.” This 
was before any investigation took 

place! And, we have been advised 
that when the Army’s Signals Direc-
torate has fi nished its “thorough and 
transparent” investigation we are 
unlikely to be told its fi ndings for 
security reasons!

The most likely scenario accord-
ing to most analysts with a technical 
background, unlike many of the gov-
ernment ministers, is simple overload 
which crashed the system. 

Prime Minister Malcolm Turn-
bull said the site was taken down “out 
of an abundance of caution”.

Australian Bureau of Statistics 
head David Kalisch blamed overseas 
cyber “attacks”.

The debate around the cause of 
the crash and the inability of people 
to fill out the online form or get 
through on the telephone to request 
a paper form has diverted attention 
from the purpose of the Census.

Attorney General George Bran-
dis said it was not a cyber “attack”, 
just numerous attempts of denial-of-
service by foreign sources. These 
attempts of denial of service simu-
late a lot of users trying to access 
the site at the same time resulting 
in a crash.

And all these claims before the 
investigation into the causes had 
been carried out!

The Australian Privacy Founda-
tion has called on the government to:
• Scrap the current census
• Hold a Senate Committee 

investigation into the ABS’s 
failures and in regard to privacy 
and personal information security

• Abandon the requirement for 
names, including the names of 
people’s employers 

• Amend the Census and Statistics 
Act the so that there can be no use 
of census data for data linking

• Abandon the threat of fi nes for 
non-completion

• Conduct an open, independent 
Information technology risk and 
privacy impact assessment which 
would include the vulnerabilities 
of the new online collection 
model and the new SLK ID 
number.

As former Deputy Privacy 
Commissioner and a privacy con-
sultant for the past 12 years, Anna 
Johnson says, “The Census should 
be a national snapshot, not a tool 
for detailed data-linking on every 
individual.” 

Weapon of mass surveillance

Adelaide

Diane, Paul & Ralph are 
proud to announce that their Mum ...

BERYL Miller
is celebrating her 90th birthday this year!

Sunday September 11
Semaphore Workers’ Club

(Esplanade Semaphore – car park at rear)

1:00pm – 3:30pm

Please join our celebrations for afternoon tea, coffee, 
singing, toasts, conversation & laughter. 

Alcohol @bar prices, pool table, photo board, time line. 
No gifts or cards but bring your best pen & add your autograph 

& pithy comment to the parchment. Please feel free to 
share stories, photos or events from when 

Beryl became a part of your life!

RSVP for catering arrangements by September 7
to Diane 0415 092 915 or 08 8261 0706
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There have been recently quite a few people 
who have been insisting Britain isn’t cor-
rupt. They claim to see nothing wrong with 
former Prime Minister David Cameron 
describing countries such as Afghanistan 
and Nigeria, whose leaders were in London 
for the Anti-Corruption Summit in May, 
as “fantastically corrupt”. When Cameron 
was caught on camera uttering these words 
in what he thought was a private conversa-
tion with the Queen, his clear insinuation 
was that their former colonial master is, by 
comparison, whiter than white.

On social media, many people subsequent-
ly claimed they could see nothing wrong with 
the prime minister’s remarks. As evidence they 
cite Transparency International’s Corruption 
Perceptions Index (CPI), according to which 
Britain is the 10th least corrupt country of 168 
countries surveyed. Or, to be precise, Britain 
is ranked 10th “least corrupt country”, along-
side Luxembourg and Germany. By contrast, 
Afghanistan, where Britain fought a war from 
2001-14, was ranked 166th, and Nigeria, which 
was a British colony until 1960, was ranked 
136th.

However, the methodology Transparen-
cy International uses to produce its corrup-
tion index is fl awed. It is based on subjective 
“perceptions” of corruption garnered from pre-
existing surveys and interviews – whose very 
subjectivity means there’s a risk of reinforc-
ing existing stereotypes – not from primary 
research.

Off the scale
Even though “brown envelopes” are less 

ubiquitous here than they are in places like 
Afghanistan and Nigeria, there can be no doubt 
that Britain is seriously corrupt.

The failure to prosecute any of the bank-
ers who are widely believed to have commit-
ted fraud in the run-up to the banking crisis and 
our so-called “two-tier justice system” are clear 
evidence for that. This was encapsulated by the 
announcement from Scotland’s state prosecu-
tor, the Crown Offi ce and Procurator Fiscal 
Service, on May 12 that it had found “insuf-
fi cient evidence” to press criminal charges on 
Fred Goodwin or other former directors of 
Royal Bank of Scotland, despite what is widely 
considered to have been the bank’s fraudulent 
rights issue in April 2008. That was capped by 
the appointment of the Lord Advocate who 
presided over the inquiry – or should I say 
“whitewash”?

The bailing out of kleptocratic banks with 
more than 1.3 trillion of taxpayers’ funds in 
2008-09 without demanding or enforcing struc-
tural or behavioural change on the banking 
sector is another sign of, at best, “crony capi-
talism” and, at worst, “corruption”. One might 
argue that the rebranding of criminal fraud as 
“misselling” and “misconduct” is another; as 
is the UK government’s shameful kowtowing 
to the congenitally corrupt HSBC, which saw 
Cameron’s government last year water down 
much-needed post-crisis banking reforms, 
after Europe’s largest bank rattled its sabre and 
threatened to remove its headquarters from the 
UK.

Other signs of insidious corruption in the 
UK include the ability of the former prime 
minister Tony Blair to (i) appease bankers by 
enfeebling City regulation, mainly in 2002-07, 
a period when he and fellow Labour cabinet 
ministers repeatedly intervened to prevent the 
Financial Services Authority from doing its job 
in order to protect banks from much-needed 
scrutiny; (ii) take a $3-million-a-year senior 
advisory role with JPMorgan Chase within 
weeks of leaving Downing Street. And don’t get 
me started on the other roles Blair has fulfi lled 
since 2007, including his notorious 5 million 
deal to launder the image of Kazakh President 
Nursultan Nazarbayev, a man accused of hor-
rendous human rights abuses.

The revolving door between Westminster/
Whitehall and the City of London/private sector 
is not the exclusive preserve of former prime 

ministers. Former chancellor Alistair Darling 
is now a director of US banking giant Morgan 
Stanley, and former chief secretary of the Treas-
ury Danny Alexander, who lost his parliamen-
tary seat in the May 2015 general election, is 
now vice-president and corporate secretary of 
the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank. And 
of course, another former Labour prime minis-
ter, Gordon Brown, last December joined the 
global advisory board of Pimco, the world’s 
largest bond fund manager.

According to a piece in the Daily Mail, 
these four are just the tip of the iceberg. Nearly 
400 former government ministers and senior 
civil servants have, since 2008, cashed in on 
their experience of government in order to pass 
through the gilded revolving door into lucrative 
private sector and regulatory jobs. The revolv-
ing door also works in the other direction, with, 
for example, Stephen Green, former chairman 
of HSBC, ennobled by Cameron so he could 
become a trade minister. As the door has spun 
at warp speed, so the scope for corruption has 
intensifi ed.

The recent failure of David Cameron’s gov-
ernment, despite the revelations contained in 
the Panama Papers, to force Britain’s Overseas 
Territories and Crown Dependencies, which 
include the British Virgin Islands, and indeed 
the City of London itself, to become more open 
and transparent and to cease acting as a hiding 
place for tax evaders, money launderers, drug 
barons, fraudsters and corrupt politicians to 
stash their ill-gotten gains as the most glaring 
recent example of corruption.

The governments of Nigeria, Kenya, France 
and Afghanistan all recently committed to pro-
viding public registers of the benefi cial owner-
ship of companies, trusts and foundations. But 
the UK’s tax and secrecy havens are refusing to 
make any such commitment and Cameron has 
no intention of forcing their hands.

Fuelling war
Dirty money from tax-evading oligarchs 

and other nefarious individuals is infl ating Lon-
don’s property bubble (in the process turning 
the capital into even more of an unlivable city 
for ordinary mortals) at the same time as adding 
what is perceived to be much-needed liquid-
ity to London’s fi nancial markets. However, in 
welcoming it, we’re effectively giving a “geta-
way vehicle” to international gangsters. In the 
process we’re fuelling international crime, war 
and terrorism and depriving developing coun-
tries including Russia, China and India of hun-
dreds of billions of dollars that are rightfully 
theirs.

None of this would be possible were it not 
for the UK’s notoriously feeble anti-money 
laundering defences.

In its excellent “Don’t Look, Won’t Find” 
report, Transparency International highlight-
ed how so-called professionals in banking, 
accountancy, law, estate agency and company 
formation – as well as direct sellers of prod-
ucts and services to wealthy foreigners includ-
ing auction houses, purveyors of luxury goods 

and private schools – are ushering in this toxic 
tide. Most of the 22 regulators that are sup-
posed to stem the fl ow of “dirty money” into 
the UK were revealed to be far more interested 
in cheerleading and lobbying for their member 
fi rms (which of course make huge sums from 
laundering dirty cash) than in regulating them. 
Such self-regulation has become an utter farce.

Scotland’s company factories
The situation in company formation is par-

ticularly worrying. Anyone from anywhere in 
the world can set up an opaque UK-registered 
limited partnership (LP) (shell company) for a 
relatively small fee, on a no-questions-asked 
basis.

Companies House admits that verifying the 
identities of those who incorporate such vehi-
cles, or checking whether they have legitimate 
intent, are outside its remit. Last summer Rich-
ard Smithand I, when researching the role of 
Scottish limited partnerships (SLPs) in a US$1 
billion Moldovan bank fraud, discovered that 
such vehicles are now widely recognised as 
“Europe’s secrecy vehicle of choice” and are 
widely favoured by organised criminals, tax 
evaders, fraudsters and money launderers.

Today these secrecy vehicles are being 
churned out at a rate of 6,000 a year (up from 
500 a year in 2008) by “company factories” 
based in a twilight zone of modest ex-council 
fl ats in housing schemes in places like Edin-
burgh and Inverness in Scotland. We found that 
a single ground-fl oor, one-bedroom fl at located 
in the neighbourhood where Irvine Welsh set 
his Trainspotting movie was not only home to 
two company formation businesses – Royston 
Business Services and Arran Business Serv-
ices – but was also the registered address of 
425 companies.

At least 90 percent of the Scottish limited 
partnerships churned out by these “company 
factories” have anonymous general and lim-
ited partners (corporate “benefi cial owners”) 
located in offshore secrecy havens such as the 
British Virgin Islands, Marshall Islands, Sey-
chelles, Belize and Panama. Fortuna United 
was controlled by two fi rms purportedly based 
in Seychelles – Trafford United Ltd, where 
the fl at’s owner Viktorija Zirnelyte is the sole 
director, and Brixton Ventures Ltd, where her 
fellow Lithuanian Remigijus Mikalauskas is 
sole director.

Scottish limited partnerships along simi-
lar lines to Fortuna United – whose opacity 
is so impregnable it’s virtually impossible to 
verify the purpose to which they’re being put, 
who controls them or the sums being chan-
nelled through them – are today being heavily 
marketed by outfi ts across Central and East-
ern Europe including Darwin Tax (believed 
to be a feeder for Zirnelyte and Mikalauskas), 
Five Consult, Gestion Baltic, Inlat Plus, LTSS 
and Sanemto, all Riga-based, and by incorpo-
ration agents based in jurisdictions including 
Belarus, Belize, Cyprus, Dominica, Greece, 
Ukraine (where there are a great many provid-
ers), Panama, Russia and Hong Kong.

Shell companies
If it was not for the ready availability of 

anonymous shell companies registered in sup-
posedly reputable tax havens and jurisdictions 
such as the UK, time could be called on the off-
shore game. Without them, the corrupt would 
be unable to loot developing countries without 
leaving fi ngerprints, and Western fi rms, alleg-
edly including Rolls-Royce, Petrofac and Weir 
Group would have no anonymous conduits with 
which to grease the palms of overseas offi cials 
and politicians in the hope of securing lucra-
tive contracts. 

In her excellent BBC Radio 4 File on 4 doc-
umentary on the Unaoil scandal fi rst broadcast 
on May 10, “Dirty Oil”, Jane Deith revealed 
how UK-based shell companies, including 
Comex Industries LLP, were allegedly being 
used by Monaco-based Unaoil to funnel bribes 
to, among others, Iraqi politicians.

Despite the recent grandiloquent claims 
from former PM David Cameron, neither the 
British nor the Scottish government seems will-
ing to do anything to address this particular 
open sore, as the revised benefi cial ownership 
rules he keeps trumpeting don’t apply to lim-
ited partnerships with overseas-based general 
partners and limited partners.

David Whyte, professor at the University 
of Liverpool, recently produced a comprehen-
sive guide that includes other examples of seri-
ous corruption in the UK. Editor of the book 
How Corrupt Is Britain?, Whyte summed up 
the situation in an earlier interview given to 
Afshin Rattansi of RT’s Going Underground. In 
the interview, Whyte said: “We have a nation-
al myth that Britain is not corrupt ... There’s 
an almost racist assumption that Britain is not 
infected by corruption ... in banking, the SFO 
[Serious Fraud Offi ce] only prosecutes about 
20 cases a year, but there are around 40,000 
burglaries that end up with prosecutions each 
year ... we have a problem of impunity and a 
problem with institutions which are unable to 
hold the powerful to account.”

Still, at least we’re in the world’s top 10 
least corrupt countries – according to Trans-
parency International’s Corruption Perceptions 
Index anyway.

Responding to Cameron’s “fantastically 
corrupt” comment, Cobus de Swardt, manag-
ing director of Transparency International, said: 
“There is no doubt that historically, Nigeria and 
Afghanistan have had very high levels of cor-
ruption, and that continues to this day. But the 
leaders of those countries have sent strong sig-
nals that they want things to change, and the 
London Anti-Corruption Summit creates an 
opportunity for all the countries present to sign 
up to a new era. 

This affects the UK as much as other coun-
tries: we should not forget that by providing 
a safe haven for corrupt assets, the UK and 
its Overseas Territories and Crown Depend-
encies are a big part of the world’s corruption 
problem.”
Third World Resurgence 

Just how corrupt is the UK?

Britain’s Queen Elizabeth speaks with Prime Minister David Cameron when he dropped his “fantastically corrupt” bomb.

Even though “brown envelopes” are 
less ubiquitous in Britain than they are 
in places like Afghanistan and Nigeria, 
there can be no doubt that the country is 
seriously corrupt, says Ian Fraser.
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Michel Chossudovsky

This year the World Social Forum is being 
held in Montreal, regrouping committed 
social activists, anti-war collectives and 
prominent intellectuals.

Most of the participants are unaware that 
the WSF is funded by corporate foundations 
including Ford, Rockefeller, Tides, et al. Much 
of this funding is channelled to the WSF organ-
isers under the helm of the WSF International 
Council.

This is an issue which has been raised on 
numerous occasions with progressive organisa-
tions and WSF activists: you cannot effective-
ly confront neo-liberalism and the New World 
Order elites and expect them to fi nance your 
activities.

The World Social Forum operating under 
the banner of “Another World is Possible” was 
founded in 2001 at its inaugural venue of Porto 
Alegre, Brazil.

From the outset in 2001, the WSF has been 
upheld as an international umbrella represent-
ing grassroots people’s organisations, com-
mitted to reversing the tide of globalisation. 
Its stated intent is to challenge corporate capi-
talism and its dominant neo-liberal economic 
agenda.

The World Social Forum at its inaugural 
meeting defi ned itself as a counter-offensive to 
the World Economic Forum (WEF) of business 
leaders and politicians which meets annually 
in Davos, Switzerland. The 2001 Porto Alegre 
WSF was held simultaneously with that of the 
WEF in Davos.

While there have been many important 
accomplishments of the WSF, largely as a result 
of the commitment of grassroots activists, the 
core leadership of WSF – rather than effective-
ly confronting the New World Order elites – 
has (often unwittingly) served their corporate 
interests. In this process, co-optation has been 
achieved through the corporate funding of the 
WSF.

Among the two major accomplishments are 
the participation of the WSF in the February 
2003 Worldwide protest against the US led war 
on Iraq. The WSF has also supported progres-
sive movements and governments, particularly 
in Latin America.

In contrast, at the Tunis 2013 WSF, the fi nal 
declaration paid lip service to to the US spon-
sored “Syrian opposition”. Similarly the Al-
Qaeda affi liated Libya Islamic Fighting Group 
(LIFG) which allegedly led the “Arab Spring” 
against the government of Muammar Gadd-
afi  was tacitly upheld as a revolutionary force. 
Several workshops on Libya applauded West-
ern military intervention. A session entitled 
“Libya’s transition to democracy” focused on 
“whether Libya was better off without Muam-
mar Gaddafi .”

Funding dissent
From the outset in 2001, the World Social 

Forum was funded by governments and corpo-
rate foundations, including the Ford Foundation 
which has ties to US intelligence.

The anti-globalisation movement is 
opposed to Wall Street and the Texas oil giants 
controlled by Rockefeller, et al. Yet the foun-
dations and charities of Ford, Rockefeller et al 
will generously fund progressive anti-capitalist 
networks as well as environmentalists (opposed 
to Wall Street and Big Oil), etc. with a view to 
ultimately overseeing and shaping their vari-
ous activities.

The mechanisms of “manufacturing dis-
sent” require a manipulative environment, a 
process of arm-twisting and subtle co-optation 
of a small number of key individuals within 
“progressive organisations”, including anti-war 
coalitions, environmentalists and the anti-glo-
balisation movement. Many leaders of these 
organisations have in a sense betrayed their 
grassroots.

The corporations are funding dissent with 
a view to controlling dissent.

The Ford Foundation (which has links 
to the CIA) provided funding under its 

“Strengthening Global Civil Society” program 
during the fi rst three years of the WSF.

When the WSF was held in Mumbai in 
2004, the Indian WSF host committee declined 
support from the Ford Foundation. This in 
itself did not modify the WSF’s relationship 
to the donors. While the Ford Foundation for-
mally withdrew, other foundations positioned 
themselves.

The WSF among several sources of funding 
is supported by a consortium of corporate foun-
dations under the advisory umbrella of Engaged 
Donors for Global Equity (EDGE).

This organisation, which previously went 
under the name of The Funders Network on 
Trade and Globalisation (FTNG), has played 
a central role in the funding of successive 
WSF venues. From the outset in 2001, it had 
an observer status on the WSF International 
Council.

In 2013, the Rockefeller Brothers repre-
sentative Tom Kruse co-chaired EDGE’s pro-
gram committee. At the Rockefeller Brothers 
Fund, Kruse was responsible for “Global Gov-
ernance” under the “Democratic Practice” pro-
gram. Rockefeller Brothers grants to NGOs are 
approved under the “Strengthening Democra-
cy in Global Governance” program, which is 
broadly similar to that put forth by the US State 
Department.

A representative of the Open Soci-
ety Initiative for Europe currently sits on 
EDGE’s Board of directors. The Wallace 
Global Fund is also on its Board of Direc-
tors. The Wallace Global Fund is special-
ised in providing support to “mainstream” 
NGOs and “alternative media”, including 
Amnesty International, and Democracy Now 
(which supports Hillary Clinton’s candidacy 
for president of the US).

The donors not only fund the activities, 
they also infl uence the structure of the WSF 
venue, which was determined in Puerto Alegre 
in 2001, namely the decentralised and dispersed 
mosaic of “do it yourself” workshops.

With regard to the Montreal WSF, the Con-
sortium of Donors (EDGE) intent is:

“… to develop an intersectional space 
for funders and various movement partners – 
organisers thought leaders and practitioners 
– to build alignment by cultivating a shared 
understanding of the visions, values, princi-
ples and pathways of a ‘just transition’.” (See 
edgefunders.org/wsf-activities)

“Just Transition” implies that social activ-
ism has to conform to a “shared vision” with 
the corporate foundations, i.e. nothing which in 
a meaningful way might upset the elite struc-
tures of global capitalism.

From the standpoint of the corporate donors 
“investing in the WSF” constitutes a profi t-
able (tax deductible) undertaking. It ensures 
that activism remains within the confi nes of 
”constructive dialogue” and “critique” rather 
than confrontation. Any deviation immediately 
results in the curtailment of donor funding:

“Everything the [Ford] Foundation did 
could be regarded as ‘making the World safe for 
capitalism’, reducing social tensions by helping 
to comfort the affl icted, provide safety valves 
for the angry, and improve the functioning of 
government”. (McGeorge Bundy, National 
Security Advisor to Presidents John F Kennedy 
and Lyndon Johnson (1961-1966), President of 
the Ford Foundation, (1966-1979))

The limits of social dissent are thereby 
determined by the “governance structure” of 
the WSF, which was tacitly agreed upon with 
the funding agencies at the outset in 2001.

“No Leaders”
The WSF has no leaders. All the events 

are “self-organised”. The structure of debate 
and activism is part of an “open space” 
(See Francine Mestrum, “The World Social 
Forum and its governance: a multi-head-
ed monster”, CADTM, 27 April 2013, 
cadtm.org/The-World-Social-Forum-and-its).

This compartmentalised structure is an 
obstacle to the development of a meaningful 
and articulate mass movement.

The mosaic of separate WSF workshops, 
the relative absence of plenary sessions, the 
creation of divisions within and between social 
movements, not to mention the absence of a 
cohesive and unifi ed platform against the Wall 
Street corporate elites, against the fake US 
sponsored “global war on terrorism”, which has 
been used to justify US-NATO’s “humanitarian 
R2P” (Responsibility to Protect) interventions 
(Afghanistan, Syria, Iraq, Libya, Ukraine, etc).

The corporate agenda is to “manufacture 
dissent”. “The limits of dissent” are established 
by the foundations and governments which ulti-
mately fi nance this multimillion dollar venue. 
The fi nancing is threefold:
1. Core fi nancing of the WSF Secretariat and 

the costs of the WSF venue.

2. Many of the constituent NGOs which 
participate in the venue are recipients of 
donor and/or government support.

3. The WSF venue in Montreal also receives 
funding from the government of Canada 
as well as from the Quebec provincial 
government.
What ultimately prevails is a ritual of dis-

sent which does not threaten the New World 
Order. Those who attend the WSF from the 
grassroots are often misled by their leaders. 
Activists who do not share the WSF consensus 
will ultimately be excluded:

“By providing the funding and the policy 
framework to many concerned and dedicated 
people working within the non-profi t sector, 
the ruling class is able to co-opt leadership 
from grassroots communities, … and is able to 
make the funding, accounting, and evaluation 
components of the work so time consuming 
and onerous that social justice work is virtually 
impossible under these conditions” (Paul Kivel, 
“You Call this Democracy, Who Benefi ts, Who 
Pays and Who Really Decides”, 2004, p. 122)

“Another World is Possible” is nonethe-
less an important concept, which characterises 
the struggle of the people’s movements against 
global capitalism as well as the commitment of 
thousands of committed activists who are cur-
rently participating in the Montreal 2016 WSF.

Activism is being manipulated: ”Anoth-
er World is Possible” cannot, however, be 
achieved under the auspices of the WSF which 
from the outset was funded by global capitalism 
and organised in close liaison with its corporate 
and government donors.

The important question for activists in 
Montreal:

Is it possible to build “an Alternative” to 
global capitalism, which challenges the hegem-
ony of the Rockefellers et al and then asks the 
Rockefellers et al to foot the bill? 

We call upon participants of the Montreal 
World Social Forum (WSF) to raise and debate 
these issues: the campaign against neo-liberal-
ism is fi nanced by corporate foundations (and 
governments) which are fi rmly committed not 
only to the tenets of neo-liberalism but also to 
the US-NATO led military agenda.

Why would they fund organisations which 
are actively campaigning against war and glo-
balisation? The answer is obvious. …
globalresearch.ca 

The commencement of the World Social Forum kicks off with a march.

Corporate funding 
of social activism
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Jerry Rubin

Palestinians living in Hebron, in 
the West Bank, are not allowed 
to enter certain parts of their 
city without permission from the 
Israeli government. Most stretches 
of Al-Shuhada Street, which used 
to be a main thoroughfare, are off 
bounds altogether. If their homes 
face the street, Palestinians must 
enter through the back, which 
means walking through steep, 
narrow, torturous alleyways.

Hebron once was thriving. It is 
mentioned in the Bible as the place 
where Abraham and his family are 
buried, making it holy to Jews, Chris-
tians and Muslims alike. The Tomb 
of the Patriarchs and Matriarchs, 
located at the foot of Al-Shuhada 
Street, was one of the world’s busi-
est tourist attractions and many Pal-
estinians had small shops catering to 
the tourist trade.

No more.
In the mid 1990s, the Israeli army 

took over the area. Ultra-Orthodox 
Jewish fanatics moved in. Pales-
tinians were barred from making a 
living.

Those who could moved out.
Today, some 700 Jews live in 

Hebron protected by almost twice as 
many soldiers. Many would seem not 
to need such protection because they 
carry automatic rifl es slung across 
their chest and continually threaten 
Palestinians they pass.

There are anti-Arab racist signs 
and graffi ti everywhere. It is com-
monplace for the Jews to curse, spit 
and throw rocks at their Palestinian 
neighbours.

If you try to pierce the wall of 
segregation, you become a target 
of the Israeli army, no matter what 
ethnic or religious group you belong 
to. 

For example, a group of Jewish 
non-violent activists were arrested 
recently while renovating an aban-
doned building; hammering and 
sawing side by side with Palestinians.

The suffering of Hebron’s Pales-
tinians is emblematic of the oppres-
sion and discrimination burdening 
Palestinians living in the area con-
trolled by Israel, which stretches 

from the Jordan to the sea, regardless 
of what treaties say on paper.

A short time ago, for example, 
the Israeli army bulldozed fi ve homes 
in the South Hebron Hills village of 
Umm al Kheir. That’s the second 
time since this past April that Pal-
estinians living in the village were 
made homeless.

The activists who were arrest-
ed are with the Centre for Jewish 
Nonviolence (CJN). Last year, I 
went with them to help a Palestin-
ian farmer replant fruit trees that had 
been destroyed by the Israeli army, 
even though traditional Jewish law 
specifi cally prohibits the destruction 
of such trees even if – especially if 
– they are growing on the land of an 
“enemy” you are “besieging,”

We also tried to walk down Al-
Shuhada Street to meet with leaders 
of a Palestinian non-violent resist-
ance group. A platoon of Israeli sol-
diers blocked our way, threatening to 
kill us if we proceeded further. We 
were able to talk our way out of that 
situation, but this year the CJN del-
egation was not so lucky.

Ilana Sumka, CJN founder, 
describes what happened:

“In partnership with our Pales-
tinian allies, Youth Against Settle-
ments, and our Israeli partners, All 
That’s Left, we took the fi rst steps to 
revitalise a Palestinian factory, long-
shut down as a result of occupation,” 
Sumka explains.

“We were invited by the build-
ing’s owner, Jawwad Abu Aisha, 
to help transform the factory into a 
community movie theatre.”

She continues, “It wasn’t long 
before the Israeli army came and 
declared the area off-limits as a 
‘closed military zone’. We staged a 
peaceful sit-in, linked arm to arm.”

Then, as reported in The For-
ward, a progressive Jewish newspa-
per, “Soldiers lifted the activists from 
the ground one by one and directed 
them up a steep stone path as they 
chanted a Hebrew song, leaving 
behind the incomplete cinema. Six 
activists with Israeli citizenship were 
detained.”

Sumka adds “Seven of our Pal-
estinian partners were detained as 
well.”

She says, “With members locked-
up, the rest of us defied military 
orders by walking through the mili-
tarised streets of Hebron to the police 
station, calling for their release.

“Seven hours later, after stag-
ing a peaceful sit-in at the police 
station and thanks to our extraor-
dinary legal team, we were able to 
secure the release of our non-vio-
lent activists.”

Harassment of people seek-
ing peace happens regularly across 
Israel and Israeli occupied territory. 
But peaceful protests are particularly 
dangerous to do in Hebron because of 
a cockamamie theological doctrine 
developed almost a hundred years 
ago.

Rabbi Abraham Isaac Kook 
wrote that the Age of the Mes-
siah has arrived, which requires, 
among things, that Jews settle in 
Hebron because both patriarchs and 

matriarchs are buried there, unit-
ing the “aspects of God.” Settling 
Hebron is not only a duty, but it is 
doing the people of the world a serv-
ice by bringing about their redemp-
tion, even if this means breaking the 
law and perpetrating violence upon 
Palestinians.

That teaching might have moti-
vated Baruch Goldstein, an Ameri-
can-born Jewish lunatic with Israeli 
military training. He walked into 
the Tomb of the Patriarchs on Feb-
ruary 25, 1994 and shot to death 
29 Palestinian Muslims who were 
kneeling in prayer. He wounded 
another 125 and stopped fi ring only 
when he was killed by survivors of 
his attack.

You might think that since then 
the government of Israel would 
take steps to protect Palestinians in 
Hebron.

The opposite is true: the 

govern ment used the attack as a 
pretext for shutting down Palestin-
ian businesses near the Tomb and 
shutting out Palestinians from their 
ancestral homes.

Indeed, when the Israeli platoon 
stopped us from walking down Al-
Shehuda Street last year, they said 
they were protecting us from rocks 
that might be thrown by Jewish set-
tlers. Stopping the settlers from 
throwing the rocks did not seem to 
be an option.

Ashley Bohrer, a CJN activist 
says “The ongoing campaigns of 
destruction and dislocation of Pal-
estinian lives [by the Israeli govern-
ment] ... breaks my heart and boils 
my blood.

“[I] must say unequivocally that 
the destruction of Palestinian homes 
and lives do not represent [my] 
values or [my] Judaism.”
People’s World 

Israel jails Jewish activists

Israeli borderguards talk to a Palestinian man and his family at a checkpoint.

Wage thieves outed
Conrad Landin

BRITAIN: Football clubs joined 
care homes and hairdressers in 
a roll call of shame yesterday 
as a record 198 companies were 
named as failing to pay even the 
meagre minimum wage to their 
staff. Among the offenders was a 
pub in David Cameron’s constitu-
ency which was once frequented 
by “Chipping Norton set” celebs 
including former Sun editor 
Rebekah Brooks.

Brighton and Hove Albion, 
which plays in the Championship, 
was found to owe £2,861.64 to one 
worker, while League Two side 
Blackpool had to pay out £517.88.

Among the worst offenders 
were Italian restaurant chain San 
Lorenzo, which boasts of being 
“unchanged by modern trends.” 
It had to shell out £99,541.98 to 
30 workers. Derby-based Premier 
Recruitment paid out £34,797.33 to 
424 workers and hairdressing giant 
Regis paid out £25,712.19 to 604 
workers.

The list of losers also includes 
at least 20 social care providers – a 

sector where bosses are known to 
regularly fl out minimum wage leg-
islation. Companies providing home 
visits have been exposed for refus-
ing to pay carers for their travel 
time between assignments.

Careworkers’ union Unison 
leader Dave Prentis said: “It’s good 
to see these companies named and 
shamed. But this represents just a 
tiny fraction of those employers 
who are still not paying the mini-
mum wage to home care workers 
for travel time.

“Unison wants to see action 
against all those fi rms which are 
failing to pay their workers fairly.” 
TUC general secretary Frances 
O’Grady said the scale of underpay-
ment was “truly eyewatering” and 
called on the government to “redou-
ble” its crackdown.

“Ministers are absolutely right 
to name and shame these compa-
nies, but we also need to see pros-
ecutions for the worst offenders,” 
she said. 

“We know that thousands more 
rogue employers are cheating their 
staff and getting away with it.”

She warned that the law alone 

would not solve the problem of 
unscrupulous bosses.

“Unions stand up for workers 
getting less pay than they deserve,” 
she added. “Joining a union is one 
of the best things you can do to 
improve your pay packet.”

Tory Business Minister Margot 
James said: “It is not acceptable that 
some employers fail to pay at least 
the minimum wage their workers 
are entitled to.”

But Green peer Lady Jones said 
only a “real living wage” would end 
poverty pay.

Last week, Labour leader 
Jeremy Corbyn included a call for 
a £10 an hour compulsory living 
wage in the 10 policy pledges of his 
re-election campaign.

Owen Smith, his rival for the 
party leadership, promised the big-
gest pay rise “in a generation,” with 
minimum pay of £8.25 an hour.

His critics said that this was less 
than the government’s promise to 
increase the minimum rate to £9 an 
hour by 2020 under its own “living 
wage,” although the Tory scheme 
only applies to workers over 25.
Morning Star 

cubabrigade.org.au
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Anyone who has been following 
Ukraine-related news recently will 
be aware of reports of Russian 
troop movements in Crimea, of a 
shoot out there between the Rus-
sian security forces and alleged 
Ukrainian infi ltrators which left 
several people dead, and of claims 
that Ukrainian sabotage groups 
had attempted to infi ltrate the 
peninsula.

On August 19 came fi nal confi r-
mation of the incident from Russia’s 
counterintelligence and anti-ter-
rorism agency, the FSB reported 
separate incidents involving three 
Ukrainian sabotage groups connected 
to the Main Intelligence Directorate 
of Ukraine’s Defence Ministry, shoot 
outs between FSB operatives and the 
Russian military and the Ukrainian 
military across the border line, and 
the deaths of one FSB operative and 
of one Russian soldier caught up in 
the shoot outs.

Other reports speak of the death 
of at least two Ukrainian infi ltrators, 
and of the capture of several others, 
which claims however the FSB 
report does not confi rm. The FSB 
report does, however, speak of 20 
improvised explosive devices con-
taining more than 40 kilograms of 
TNT equivalent, ammunition, fuses, 
antipersonnel and magnetic bombs, 
grenades and the Ukrainian armed 
forces’ standard special weapons 
being found in one of the locations 
involved in the incident.

The FSB report also says that 
several Ukrainian and Russian citi-
zens belonging to an undercover spy 
ring operating inside Crimea have 
been arrested on charges of planning 
to help the saboteurs. The FSB has 
named the ringleader as Yevgeny 
Panov, a resident of Ukraine’s Zapo-
rozhye region born in 1977, who 
the FSB says is an employee of the 
Ukrainian Defence Ministry’s Main 
Intelligence Directorate. Presuma-
bly he has been working in Crimea 
for some time under cover. The FSB 
says it has arrested him and that he is 
“giving evidence”.

The FSB has not identifi ed the 
targets of the saboteurs other than 
saying that they were “critical infra-
structure and life support facilities on 
the peninsula”. Some Russian media 
reports have suggested that the inten-
tion was to create “false fl ag” inci-
dents that would set Crimea’s Tatar 
and Russian communities against 
each other. The reference to “critical 
infrastructure and life support facili-
ties on the peninsula” does not how-
ever support this. Rather it suggests 
an attempt to disrupt power supplies 
and possibly water treatment plants at 
the height of Crimea’s tourist season 
and on the eve of the elections.

The Ukrainians for their part 
deny all these allegations, claim-
ing that the whole incident has been 
invented by the Russians. The West-
ern media, predictably enough, is 
following the Ukrainian line with 
wild speculations that the Russians 
have fabricated the whole incident in 
order to justify a Russian invasion of 
Ukraine during the Olympic Games.

Whilst the full truth of this inci-
dent will only become known over 
time – when or if people like Panov 
are put on trial – there is actually 
no reason to doubt that the Russian 
account is true. The Russians are 
hardly likely to arrange the death 
of one of their own FSB operatives 
and of one of their soldiers in order 
to fabricate an incident like this, and 
the report of the capture of several of 
the saboteurs, and the confi rmation 
of the arrest of the members of the 
spy ring which was created to sup-
port them, all but confi rms that the 
Russian claims about this incident 
are true.

Indeed, given that Ukrainian 
leaders frequently speak of Ukraine 
being at war with Russia, it is not dif-
fi cult to see why they might author-
ise a sabotage mission of this sort 
in order to disrupt elections which 
would confirm the extent of Cri-
mea’s integration into Russia. Pre-
sumably, the Ukrainian plan was 
to claim that the attacks were the 
result of local anti-Russian resist-
ance cells, thereby fostering the fi c-
tion that there is opposition within 

Crimea to its unifi cation with Russia. 
It has been a cause of serious embar-
rassment to the Ukrainian leadership 
and its Western backers that there has 
been no real evidence of such oppo-
sition up to now. The sabotage mis-
sion appears to have been intended to 
“correct” this.

Might there have been any pur-
pose to this Ukrainian sabotage 
mission other than to create the 
appearance of instability in Crimea 
during the tourist season and during 
the coming election season? Putin, 
in the joint press conference he held 
in Moscow following his meeting 
with Armenia’s President Sargsyan, 
linked the incident to the attempted 
murder of Igor Plotnitsky, the leader 
of the Lugansk People’s Republic. If 
true, that would suggest that having 
despaired of a military victory the 
government in Kiev is now turning 
to assassination and sabotage tactics 
in order to keep the struggle with 

Russia going and to achieve its polit-
ical goals.

Alternatively, it could be that the 
Ukrainians have carried out these 
operations in preparation for the 
summer offensive in the Donbass 
that has been much talked about but 
which has yet to happen, though it 
is not clear how planting bombs in 
Crimea could aid a military offensive 
in the Donbass. Yet another explana-
tion is that the Ukrainians might be 
sensing a weakening in European 
support and might have launched 
the operation in order to heighten 
tensions and to rally support to fur-
ther undermine the Minsk II peace 
process.

However, the most likely expla-
nation for this frankly reckless action 
– which will cause serious embar-
rassment to some of Ukraine’s Euro-
pean backers even if they are not 
prepared to say so publicly – is the 
chaotic condition of the Ukrainian 
power structure and the perennial 
infi ghting that goes on there.

Given the luridly romantic 
language many members of the 
Maidan movement customarily like 
to indulge in, I can easily see how 
the sabotage operation in Crimea 
and the murder attempt on Plotnit-
sky – if the two are indeed connected 
– might have been planned by indi-
viduals in Kiev who might think that 
the success of such operations would 
increase their credibility and popular-
ity within the Maidan movement and 
therefore their chances of achieving 
political success in Ukraine.

Whatever the precise motivations 
behind this incident, Putin has made 
it very clear that the Russians are 
taking it extremely seriously. He has 
already said that there will be no Nor-
mandy Four meeting with Merkel, 
Hollande and Poroshenko at the 
forthcoming G20 summit in China.

The Russian FSB averted ter-
rorist acts in the Republic of Crimea 
that were being prepared by the Main 
Intelligence Directorate of the Minis-
try of Defence of Ukraine, and which 
targeted certain critical infrastruc-
ture and life support facilities on the 
peninsula.

The goal of the attacks was the 
destabilisation of the socio-politi-
cal situation on the peninsula prior 

to the approaching elections to the 
federal and regional governmental 
institutions.

The search operations carried out 
during the night of 6/7 August 2016 
in the vicinity of the city of Army-
ansk, Republic of Crimea, uncovered 
a group of saboteurs. While attempt-
ing to detain the terrorists, an FSB 
operative was killed by enemy gun-
fi re. The following was discovered on 
the scene: 20 improvised explosive 
devices with a total explosive power 
of 40 kilograms of TNT, munitions, 
special detonators, standard-issue 
anti-personnel and magnetic land 
mines, grenades, and special-issue 
weapons used by Ukrainian armed 
forces’ special operations units.

The follow-on measures on the 
territory of the Republic of Crimea 
eliminated a network of agents 
operated by the Main Intelligence 
Directorate of the Ukrainian Armed 
Forces. Ukrainian and Russian citi-
zens, engaged in the preparation of 
terrorist attacks, were arrested, and 
are now giving evidence. One of the 
organisers is Yevgeniy Aleksandrovi-
ch Panov, born 1977, an inhabitant of 
the Zaporozhye Region of Ukraine, 
an operative of the Main Intelligence 
Directorate of Ukrainian MOD, who 
has also been arrested and is giving 
evidence.

During the night of August 8 
Ukrainian MOD special operations 
units attempted two more infi ltra-
tions by saboteur units which were 
prevented by the armed units of the 
FSB and collaborating entities. The 
infiltration effort was covered by 
heavy fi re from the adjacent coun-
try, including by armoured vehicles 
belonging to Ukrainian military. A 
Russian soldier was killed by the fi re.

On the basis of the investigative 
and combat actions, the Crimea FSB 
Directorate’s investigations depart-
ment has launched a criminal case. 
Additional investigative measures 
are being implemented. Places where 
large groups of tourists are concen-
trating and resting, and critically 
important infrastructure and life sup-
port facilities have been taken under 
additional security. A strengthened 
border control regime has been intro-
duced on the border with Ukraine.
globalresearch.ca 

International

Was the attempted assassination of Igor Plotnitsky, the leader of the Lugansk People’s Republic, a tactic to keep the 

struggle with Russia ongoing?

Ukrainian sabotage 
in Crimea

IPAN National Conference
Alice Springs 2016

The Chifl ey, Alice Springs Resort 34 Stott Terrace, Alice Springs

Pine Gap: Serving US Militarism for 50 years ... 
Time for Independence?

Saturday 1st October 2016 8:30am - 5:00pm

IPAN Public Forum Pine Gap: Secrets in the Centre
Friday 30th September 2016 6:30pm - 8:00pm

Speakers:
Prof. Lisa Natividad (University of Guam)

Prof. Kosuzu Abe (University of Ryukyus, Okinawa)
Prof Richard Tanter (University of Melbourne)

Senator Scott Ludlam (Australian Greens)

Joint Cavalcade to Pine Gap gates
Sunday 2nd October 9:00am - 12:00pm

IPAN members, conference attendees, and activists join together 
in a public and authorised cavalcade from Alice Springs to Pine Gap
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Very particular 
lunatics
The spate of attacks presently 
underway in Germany are being 
perpetrated by a particular circle 
of refugees recently arrived from 
Alleppo, Syria. The Muslim com-
munity in Germany has brought 
these men to the attention of 
German authorities repeat-
edly since their arrival, because 
these men are not part of that 

community, and are particularly 
dangerous to other Muslims as 
well as the general public.

Who are these men? They are 
what remains of the Alleppo rebel 
insurgency sponsored by the USA 
to give grief to Syria’s people and 
its government. The Syrian govern-
ment’s ongoing campaign to retake 
Alleppo has gained ground, forcing 
many of the rebels to fl ee. Some of 
them are now in Germany, where, 
ironically, they seek to hide out 
among the very same community of 
Syrian refugees whom they them-
selves originally drove out of Syria.

They do not represent Islam. 
They think they do, in the same 
way that a Witchfi nder thinks he is 
Christ’s representative on Earth when 
he sets fi re to half a dozen supersti-
tious women for brushing their cats’ 
hair to the left or scrubbing fl oors on 
Good Friday. They are very particu-
lar lunatics who have made a career 

out of persecuting ordinary Islamic 
people.

Their contempt for other faiths 
and secular peoples is equally bitter, 
and they will attack any target that 
seems good to them.

If you want Western governments 
to take a direct-action approach to 
crushing this murderous movement, 
tell them to stand with the Syrian/
Russian campaign to secure Syria.

Max Gowland
Sydney

Support courageous 
Chelsea
On July 5, after years of appall-
ing mistreatment as a transgender 
woman in an all-male military 
prison, Iraq War whistleblower 
Chelsea Manning attempted 
suicide in her cell at Fort 
Leavenworth.

Chelsea has been denied access 
to medical care. She’s even been 
denied access to her own lawyers. 
Now, believe it or not, the US mil-
itary is trying to punish her for her 
suicide attempt with up to 30 years 
in solitary confi nement.

Chelsea’s legal team has asked 
for help with the cost of her ongo-
ing defence. Let’s be clear. Chelsea is 
enduring these abuses for one reason: 
because she exposed the truth about 
war crimes committed by the US 
military during the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan.

She uncovered video of an 
Apache helicopter fi ring on unarmed 
civilians, including a Reuters journal-
ist and those attempting to transport 
the wounded.

She revealed how the American 
people were being lied to over and 
over.

She did the world an enormous 
service – and is now facing decades 

of mistreatment so severe that it 
meets the UN’s defi nition of torture.

Last year, when Chelsea was 
threatened with solitary confi nement 
as punishment for being caught with 
a magazine and an expired tube of 
toothpaste in her cell, Watchdog.net 
members rallied to her defence. 

Now Chelsea’s legal team says 
they need $80,000 to defend her 
against these new charges. If you 
chip in today, we’ll send half of your 
donation directly to Chelsea Man-
ning’s defence fund and use the other 
half to power our ongoing public 
campaign to draw attention to the 
abuses she’s facing.

Thanks for standing with us.
David Segal 

and the team at Watchdog.net

Letters to the Editor
The Guardian
74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills NSW 2010

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Cinema is an art form, “the art form of 
the 20th century” those of us involved in 
studying and promoting it as an art form 
proudly declared. It began simultaneously 
as a fairground novelty and a scientifi c tool, 
but its artistic potential was very quickly 
grasped.

DW Griffi th’s 1915 classic The Birth of a 
Nation proved conclusively that the dramat-
ic arts had a new and powerfully expressive 
medium in which to operate. Its bigoted, racist 
version of the causes and effects of the Ameri-
can Civil War also showed what a powerful 
propaganda weapon cinema could be.

The extraordinary ability of the “moving 
picture” to present fi ction as though it were 
reality was early recognised by people involved 
in making fi lms as a business. Others, such as 
British documentary fi lmmaker John Grierson, 
saw that cinema had a unique ability to present 
reality itself to a wide audience. His Drifters 
revealed the drama and the skill in the working 
lives of North Sea fi shermen.

The Communists in the Soviet Union, 
engaged in building a new society, immediately 
saw the potential of cinema to aid their colossal 
undertaking. “For us,” said Lenin, “cinema is 
the most important art.” Soviet fi lmmakers like 
Eisenstein, Pudovkin and Dovzhenko, sought 
to dramatise the whole Soviet political-histor-
ical experience to educate as well as entertain 
the people of the former Russian empire. Docu-
mentarist Dziga Vertov on the other hand pre-
sented the actual reality of what was being done 

in the Soviet Union as more exciting than any 
invented drama.

In the capitalist world, however, cinema 
producers preferred cinema’s ability to evade 
reality, to take audiences into worlds of out-
right fantasy – like the truly marvellous Thief 
Of Bagdad with Douglas Fairbanks – or into 
a romanticised version of real life that could 
be amusing or grim, tragic or reassuring as 
desired.

The fi lm industry, especially in the USA, 
quickly became hugely profitable. They 
churned out a constant stream of movies for 
their numerous associated cinemas, big budget 
“A” movies for long runs to generate substan-
tial profi ts, and low budget “B” movies to sup-
port them or to fi ll up the screens of the smaller, 
cheaper cinemas in poor neighbourhoods. As 
long as the product of a studio made money 
over the year, the studio could afford to let 
the fi lmmakers it employed take chances on 
original work, on previously untried themes or 
formats.

Each studio had its own house style but 
whatever was successful for one studio was 
carefully studied by the others to see if they 
could or should do something similar. In the 
1930s, for example, all the studios in Holly-
wood turned out screwball comedies, which 
were a welcome relief to people trying to cope 
with the dreadful effects of the Great Depres-
sion (a subject Hollywood only dealt with spo-
radically at best).

Post WW2, however, this cosy fi lmmaking 

and exhibiting arrangement came to a disas-
trous end. In the US, the link between the stu-
dios and the cinema chains was severed by 
anti-trust legislation and at the same time tel-
evision came to life. Studios no longer had a 
guaranteed revenue stream. Banks now pro-
vided funds for production only if they felt con-
fi dent the intended fi lm would return a profi t on 
their investment.

Film production in English-speaking coun-
tries like Australia or Britain had always strug-
gled to compete with the high budgets and 
massive promotion of fi lms from Hollywood. 
Film production in non-English speaking coun-
tries like France, Italy or Sweden fared better, 
with schemes in place in countries like Sweden 
for example that subsidised local production. 
But these national industries were always poor 
relations.

In the USSR and Eastern Europe, until the 
overthrow of socialism under Gorbachev, fi lm 
production was seen as an essential aspect of 
national culture and education. Budgets were 
not dependent on profi ts from ticket sales, but 
rather on the perceived worth of the project. 
This sometimes led to a tendency to put for-
ward for production safe bets like adaptations 
of national literary classics or fi lms on patriotic 
or topical issues of immediate concern to the 
government.

In the West, however, fi lmmaking was 
strictly a business, and fi lmmakers had to 
spend as much time raising the money neces-
sary to make the fi lm as they spent actually 

making it. A writer or director with an idea 
for a new fi lm had fi rst to secure funds from 
a bank to produce it before production could 
commence. And banks are not run by fi lm-
makers. They have to be convinced that the 
proposed fi lm will make them a profi t before 
they will commit to it.

For this they rely on formulas by which 
they can assert with confi dence that a sequel 
to a previous success will make a known per-
centage of the previous fi lm’s profi t. Similar-
ly, a remake can be calculated to emulate the 
success of the original, depending on the box-
offi ce potential of the anticipated lead actors.

An original idea, however, is strictly an 
unknown quantity, and banks are reluctant to 
take a chance on them, especially since fi lm 
production has become so extremely expensive. 
The result has been a long succession of fi lms 
that are either remakes of earlier fi lms, seem-
ingly endless sequels, or just plain imitations 
of other successful fi lms. It’s not because origi-
nality has deserted the ranks of movie writers, 
directors or actors.

It is because they have such a hard time 
raising the money to make an original fi lm, one 
which isn’t a copy of someone else’s movie. If 
they want to make movies, it’s just easier to 
settle for remakes, sequels or copies.

It took a while to get to this point in the 
history of cinema, but it is an inevitable con-
sequence of capitalism in the fi eld of art. Profi t 
before all else. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Documentarist Dziga Vertov presented the actual reality of what was being done in the Soviet Union as more exciting than any invented drama – 

Man with a Movie Camera (1929).

The fi lmmaking business
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Jason Bourne is the fi fth instal-
ment in the Bourne fi lm franchise 
derived from Robert Ludlum’s 
espionage novels that began 
with 2002’s The Bourne Identity. 
Ludlum’s original Bourne trilogy 
began in 1980 but didn’t reach the 
big screen until shortly after 9/11, 
when the Central Intelligence 
Agency and other US intelligence 
agencies turned to what author 
Jane Mayer called “The Dark 
Side”. The latest sequel continues 
the Bourne formula of non-stop 
action combined with criticism 
of the CIA. It’s the fourth movie 
starring Matt Damon as the title 
character and the series’ third 
feature helmed by British direc-
tor Paul Greengrass, starting with 
2004’s The Bourne Supremacy.

In 2012’s Tony Gilroy-directed 
The Bourne Legacy, Jeremy Renner 
(star of 2008’s Iraq War drama The 
Hurt Locker) played Aaron Cross. 
But now, Damon is back as the 
troubled amnesiac groomed to be a 
member of a highly trained cadre of 
a killer elite doing the CIA’s deadly, 
nefarious bidding around the world. 
Sort of Hawaii Five-O on steroids, 
unbound by trivialities such as, oh, 
you know, civil liberties, ethics 
and a little bauble called the US 
Constitution.

There’s only one fl y in this omi-
nous assassin’s ointment: Bourne 
(né David Webb) has a conscience, 
which may explain his amnesia. 
He’s probably repressing all of the 
god-awful things he was deployed to 
do for the CIA as a lethal errand boy 
for what President Lyndon Johnson 
pithily described as “Murder Inc”.

Jason Bourne reveals more 
details about the character’s mys-
terious past, with his CIA analyst 
father Richard Webb, portrayed by 
character actor Gregg Henry, who 
as Hollis Doyle on TV’s White 
House drama Scandal is no stranger 
to covert operations. Julia Stiles is 
also back for her fourth outing as 
disaffected CIA agent Nicky Par-
sons. And, typically for the Bourne 
franchise, we get a constant barrage 
of bombs, bullets and automobile 
crashes.

However, what’s arguably most 
interesting about Jason Bourne is its 
up-to-the-minute topicality, ripping 
those proverbial headlines right off 
the front pages (or websites, as the 
case may be). 

The film alludes to collusion 
between the CIA and Silicon Valley 
as part and parcel of the Agency’s 
surveillance-state campaign to 
snoop on everyone. Riz Ahmed (of 
2014’s superb Nightcrawler) plays 

digital tycoon Aaron Kalloor, who’s 
playing footsie with those spies who 
hate us.

Uncannily, Jason Bourne deals 
with cyber-attacks while premiering 
just days after WikiLeaks revealed 
that Democratic National Commit-
tee emails were hacked, disclosing 
the fact that the supposedly impar-
tial DNC tipped the scales in favour 
of Clinton over Sanders.

The most interesting aspect of 
the Bourne saga is that, like that 
old “good cop/bad cop” routine 
from 1971’s The French Connec-
tion, Hollywood has played out 
the “good CIA vs. the bad CIA” in 
our post-9/11 motion picture public 
discourse. 

The clearest example of this 
came in 2012, with the “bad CIA” of 
Zero Dark Thirty that waterboards 
and otherwise tortures suspects vs 
the “good CIA” of Argo, that carries 
out covert ops to rescue American 
hostages from Iranian zealots. (Of 
course, in the garb of mass entertain-
ment, both fi lms were militaristic, 
pro-CIA propaganda pictures.)

In a similar way the “good vs 
bad” CIA has also played out in the 
Bourne series, with Joan Allen play-
ing Pamela Landy, who opposes the 
excesses of her counterparts, such as 
Noah Vosen in 2007’s The Bourne 
Ultimatum, the overzealous support-
er of the Company’s elite assassin 
program that gave birth to Bourne. 
That movie ends with Landy tes-
tifying before Congress about the 
CIA’s excessive use of unconstitu-
tional force.

Earlier incarnations of the “bad 
CIA” included Chris Cooper as Con-
klin and Brian Cox as Ward Abbott 
in The Bourne Identity. Cox has a 
cameo, probably as a fl ashback, in 
the current iteration. But now, in 
Jason Bourne, CIA Director Robert 
Dewey is the heavy, backing crude, 
extraconstitutional foul play such as 
assassination, and is portrayed by 
Tommy Lee Jones.

Now, Dewey’s counterpart 
advocating for a more “humane” 
CIA is Agency cyber whiz kid 
Heather Lee (played by Swedish 
actress Alicia Vikander). It’s inter-
esting to note that Jason’s Argonauts 
– the good guys in the Bourne pic-
tures – tend to be women, starting 
with Franka Potente as Marie in the 
franchise’s fi rst outing and in 2004’s 
The Bourne Supremacy.

As Jason Bourne struggles to be 
liberated from his espionage peon-
age, Damon deploys his deadly 
skills with devastating results. The 
relentless Jason Bourne is carpeted 
with wall-to-wall violence: Theatre 

goers who love special effects and 
amped-up action will probably be 
entertained by it while munching 
on their popcorn – they may even 
momentarily be distracted from 
texting-while-viewing. 

There is a car chase to end all 
car chases – to today’s cinema what 
The French Connection was to the 
1970s’ screen – as Bourne and his 
enemies wreak havoc and mayhem 
across a Las Vegas redolent with 
representations of America’s over-
the-top greed, materialism and capi-
talism gone berserk, not unlike the 
agents battling it out.

Paul Greengrass is a gifted 
fi lmmaker who made 1998’s The 
Theory of Flight, 2002’s Bloody 
Sunday (about the struggle for Irish 
rights), and 2006’s airborne United 
93 (an early look at a 9/11 hijacking 
many deemed “too soon”), as well 
as the Bourne features. But Jason’s 
123 minutes of nearly non-stop vio-
lence is so extreme that it becomes 
mind-numbing.

Having said that, what redeems 
Jason Bourne is its critique of the 
CIA. The giveaway that this may 
not be just another piece of pro-
CIA agitprop is that there are no 
shots inside of the Agency’s Lan-
gley, Virginia HQ, which are only 
“rewarded” to fi lmmakers after their 
shooting scripts are submissively 
submitted to the CIA to vet. 

The way it works is if there are 
any offending scenes or lines that 
may hurt the Company’s image 
(and, boohoo, its feelings) or its 
chances to lobby Congress for ever 
bigger budgets, they are removed. 
There are, however, exterior long 
shots and aerials. 

Another telling factor is that so 
far as I could determine, no CIA 
“advisor” or “consultant” is listed 
in the credits. Minus these intel 
watchdogs and those coveted inte-
rior shots at Langley, I am assum-
ing this fi lm was shot independently, 
without direct CIA infl uence, hence 
its ability to criticise Agency abuses.

It’s telling that when former CIA 
director and ex-Defence Secretary 
Leon Panetta delivered his speech at 
the Democratic Convention, he was 
booed. Because the truth is, there 
is no “good CIA” and this bureau 
of dirty tricks tasked with enforc-
ing Washington’s imperial policies 
should be immediately pulverised 
into – as JFK put it – “1,000 pieces.” 
The only good CIA is no CIA. 

But until that fi ne day, ticket 
buyers can expect yet another sequel 
to the seemingly never ending 
Bourne series.
People’s World 

The Guardian
Editorial Offi ce

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010
Ph: 02 9699 8844 Fax: 02 9699 9833

Email: guardian@cpa.org.au

Editor: Tom Pearson

Published by
Guardian Publications Australia Ltd
74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

Printed by Spotpress
24-26 Lilian Fowler Pl Marrickville 2204

Responsibility for electoral comment
is taken by T Pearson,

74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

Subscription to The Guardian
12 months: $100 ($80 conc / $150 solidarity) 6 months: $55 ($40 conc / $80 solidarity)
Special offer : 10 issues for $10 (new subscriptions only)
NAME:    ___________________________________________________
ADDRESS: ___________________________________________________

_______________________________________POSTCODE:____________

Pay by  Cheque Money order (Payable to “Guardian Publications”)
Phone in details on 02 9699 8844 or info@cpa.org.au
Or send to: Guardian Subscriptions
 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, NSW 2010
or by credit card:  Mastercard  Visa *$20 minimum on cards
Card # _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _
Amount: ________ Expiry Date: ____/____  Date: ________
Signature:________________________________________

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

August 18
IS EUROPE FRAGMENTING – UK AND SPAIN?
• Dr Luis Angosto-Ferrández, Dept of Spanish & Latin American 

Studies, University of Sydney;
• Second speaker TBC

August 25
HOW THE BAIRD GOVT’S NEW PLANNING TARGETS ARE 
UNDERMINING GOOD GOVERNANCE.
• Jeanette Brokman, Better Planning Network;
• David Shoebridge, Greens MLC.

September 1
AUSTRALIA’S PROSPECTS AFTER THE JULY 2 
ELECTIONS.
• Pat Conroy, MHR (ALP);
• Senator Lee Rhiannon, (Australian Greens).

September 8
PROSPECTS FOR PAPUAN AUTONOMY OR 
INDEPENDENCE UNDER PRESIDENT WIDODO.
• Sr Susan Connelly, Mary Mac Killop Institute;
• Joe Collins, Secretary, West Papua Association, Sydney.

September 15
THE CHILCOT REPORT HAS EXPOSED BLAIR FOR THE 
IRAQ INVASION OF 2003. HOW CULPABLE IS FORMER 
PRIME MINISTER JOHN HOWARD FOR THIS ONGOING 
DISASTER?
• Dr Alison Broinowski, former diplomat;
• Second speaker TBC

September 22
SMALL GOVERNMENT – BIG MISTAKES: WHY 
CONSERVATIVE POLICIES NO LONGER HAVE ANY 
RELEVANCE TO A SOCIALLY JUST AUSTRALIA AND 
AFFORDABLE HOUSING.
• Professor Peter Phibbs, Architecture, Design & Planning, University of 

Sydney;
• Honourable David Mehan MP, Member for The Entrance.

September 29
WHAT’S BEHIND THE CRISIS IN VENEZUELA, BRAZIL 
AND ARGENTINA?
• Dr Peter Ross, School of Spanish & Latin American Studies, UNSW;
• Dr Fernando Lopez, Latitudes: Latin American Research Group, 

Australia.

October 6
THE ROJOVA REVOLUTION AND THE RADICAL 
DEMOCRATIC PROJECT OF THE SYRIAN KURDS.
• Dr Govand Azeez, Centre for Middle East and North African Studies, 

Macquarie University;
• Rawand Azeez, Australian Kurdish Association.

POLITICSin the pub

Sydney

Film review – Ed Rampell

Jason Bourne

Matt Damon as Jason Bourne.



12  August 17, 2016 Guardian

Communist Party of Australia
Head Offi ce (Sydney)
postal: 74 Buckingham St, Surry Hills, 2010

phone: 02 9699 8844 fax: 02 9699 9833 email: info@cpa.org.auwww.cpa.org.au      cpa@cpa.org.au

General Secretary 
Bob Briton
email: gensec@cpa.org.au

Party President
Vinnie Molina
email: president@cpa.org.au

Adelaide Bob Briton postal: PO Box 612, Port Adelaide BC, SA 5015
phone: 0418 894 366 email: sa@cpa.org.au web: www.adelaidecommunists.org

Brisbane postal: PO Box 6012, Manly, Qld 4179 phone: 0499 476 540
email: bris@cpa.org.au

Canberra Ruben Duran phone: 0421 049 602 email: act@cpa.org.au

Darwin Vinnie Molina phone: 0419 812 872 email: darwin@cpa.org.au

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

Newcastle email: newcastle@cpa.org.au

Perth Vinnie Molina postal: PO Box 98, North Perth, WA 6906
phone: 0419 812 872 email: perth@cpa.org.au

Riverina Allan Hamilton
postal: 2/57 Cooper St, Cootamundra, NSW 2590
email: riverina@cpa.org.au

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

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

WT Whitney

Who else alive today is more deserving than 
Fidel Castro of the honours he’ll receive for 
his 90th birthday on August 13? The revolu-
tion he guided has served the Cuban people 
and, beyond that, he’s been a protagonist 
of peace and justice for all peoples. There 
are millions of people throughout the world 
who hold up Fidel Castro as the protector 
of a small nation’s sovereignty under siege 
by a superpower. The nature of his enemies 
thus adds to his celebrity.

Fidel Castro exemplifi es the idea of revo-
lution and is a model for how to lead one. He 
is the pre-eminent symbol for revolutionary 
action. Political revolutions with large-scale 
progressive aspirations are uncommon, those 
with social justice engrafted, like Cuba’s, even 
more so. On the short list are: maybe Britain’s 
incremental shedding of feudalism in the 17th 
century, Philadelphia in 1776, Paris in 1789, St. 
Petersburg in 1917, revolutionary China from 
the 1920s on, and the victory of Cuba’s revolu-
tion on January 1, 1959.

Revolutions calling for progressive polit-
ical and social change stand for democracy, 
human dignity, and human survival. No one 
has headed one for as long and as effectively 
as Fidel Castro.

Revolutionary pragmatism
What, one asks, did he do to make his revo-

lution work?
Fidel Castro learned from history and from 

ongoing realties. He discovered that oppres-
sion was rooted in systems programmed for 
the benefi t of the wealthy and powerful and that 
change was in the hands of victims themselves, 
if they united. He placed himself in the stream 
of history, allying his political movement to 
that of José Martí who, decades earlier, had 
organised the “necessary” war for independ-
ence from both Spain and the United States and 
whose watchword was “With all and for the 
good of all.”

In pragmatic fashion, Castro and his gov-
erning colleagues learned from experience. 
They changed primary health care from small 
group practices to the family doctor/nurse 
system, launched the “rectifi cation” campaign 
of the 1980s, abandoned of restrictions on gay 
people, invited religious believers to assume 
political roles, gave up backing for armed rev-
olutionary struggle in the region, and sought 
practical means for overcoming the rigors of 
the “special period.”

Additionally, Fidel Castro fought his revo-
lution with ideas, among them: bolstering polit-
ical consciousness through the tools provided 
by the revolution like literacy and education 
for all; using health care and the biomedical 
industry to maintain health, advance interna-
tional solidarity, and generate income for the 
nation; strengthening bonds between Cuba and 
Africa to accord with the African heritage of 
many Cubans; putting Simon Bolivar and José 
Martí’s ideal of Latin American and Caribbean 
integration into visible practice; and grafting 

the imperative of social justice onto the age-old 
banner of national liberation.

Two of Castro’s ideas, in particular, assure 
his pre-eminence among revolutionary lead-
ers. In word and deed, Castro and his political 
movement added social and economic rights 
to the defi nition of democracy, previously con-
fi ned mostly to political rights. And, Cuba’s 
revolution propounded the notion of world rev-
olution through its practice of international sol-
idarity and through its full-throated insistence 
that the world community face up to threats to 
human survival like climate change, wastage 
of the environment, and nuclear proliferation.

A leader and 
a teacher

As a revolutionary leader Fidel Castro was 
a teacher, a job which fi t him well. His speeches 
to the Cuban people, in international forums, or 
in political assemblies, whether read or listened 
to, are replete with facts, data, and reasoning. 
They were presented conversationally, as if the 
readers or listeners were colleagues.

A teacher tells the truth. Fidel Castro often 
reported bad news, such as problems associ-
ated with the “special period” of the 1990s and 
corruption, which in a speech on November 
17, 2005, he identifi ed as a threat to the revolu-
tion’s survival. Commentators have frequently 
testifi ed that Castro’s frankness led the Cuban 
people to believe what he said.

Fidel Castro demonstrated a power of 
analysis befi tting the role of a good teacher. 
Doubters need only read Castro’s speech of 
November 23, 1963. There, a day after the 
event, Castro explored factors leading to the 
assassination of President John Kennedy.

Fidel Castro took the revolution and his 
job seriously. In a conversation, the present 
writer listened to a former member of the 
armed wing of South Africa’s African Nation-
al Congress tell about a meeting Castro held 
with his comrades and himself. They were 
in Havana in 1978 attending the 11th World 
Festival of Youth and Students. Throughout 
much of the night, the story goes, Castro asked 
detailed questions of the South Africans about 
methods and realities of their struggle while 
proposing action plans and reviewing modes 
of Cuban support.

Indeed, for this author – true confessions 
here – Fidel Castro has served as a beacon 
of history since that day in 1957 when, as an 
undergraduate history student, he bought the 
latest edition of the New York Times. There, 
Herbert Matthews was reporting from the 
mountains of eastern Cuba after interviewing 
the guerrilla leader. The headline read: “Castro 
Is Still Alive and Still Fighting in Mountains.”

Astonishingly, it seemed that world-shak-
ing events were taking place on a smallish 
island and not necessarily, as one assumed, in 
Europe or the United States. And the entry onto 
the stage of world history of a youthful lawyer 
was mind-bending. Vicariously at least, the stu-
dent would be joining in on the leader’s long 
journey.
People’s World 

Fidel turns 90

A Worker Reads History
Who built the seven gates of Thebes?
The books are fi lled with names of kings.
Was it the kings who hauled the craggy blocks of stone?
And Babylon, so many times destroyed.
Who built the city up each time? In which of Lima’s houses,
That city glittering with gold, lived those who built it?
In the evening when the Chinese wall was fi nished
Where did the masons go? Imperial Rome
Is full of arcs of triumph. Who reared them up? Over whom
Did the Caesars triumph? Byzantium lives in song.
Were all her dwellings palaces? And even in Atlantis of the legend
The night the seas rushed in,
The drowning men still bellowed for their slaves.

Young Alexander conquered India.
He alone?
Caesar beat the Gauls.
Was there not even a cook in his army?
Phillip of Spain wept as his fl eet
was sunk and destroyed. Were there no other tears?
Frederick the Great triumphed in the Seven Years War.
Who triumphed with him?

Each page a victory
At whose expense the victory ball?
Every ten years a great man,
Who paid the piper?

So many particulars.
So many questions.

Bertolt Brecht

Fidel Castro exemplifies the idea of 
revolution and is a model for how 
to lead one. He is the pre-eminent 
symbol for revolutionary action.


