
Tom Pearson

Uruguay has won a signifi cant decision in 
the International Centre for Settlement 
of Investment Disputes, against tobacco 
transnational Philip Morris to put a leash 
on corporation’s previously unbridled pro-
motion of its deadly products. The deci-
sion strikes a blow in the growing struggle 
against the imposition of all-encompassing 
global trade deals formulated by the tran-
snational corporations.

Under the Trans Pacifi c Partnership (TPP), 
to which Australia is a signatory, even limited 
democratic rights have been denied during its 
negotiations. This so-called “architecture for a 
21st century trade agreement” is designed to 
serve US corporate and strategic interests and 
to act as a model for future agreements.

Shrouded in secrecy
The big corporations are at the table, con-

sulted on every move but the public are being 
kept in the dark. If it were not for WikiLeaks we 
would still have little idea of how the Australian 
government is in the process of signing away 
our democratic and sovereign rights.

The Senate has called on the government to 
release details but it was fl atly refused, treating 
this democratically elected, representative body 
with total contempt.

No one is opposed to trade. What people 
want is fair trade. The Australian Fair Trade and 
Investment Network (AFTINET), one of the 
main forces representing the interests of Aus-
tralian people and the Australian economy, is 
promoting fair trade.

It is also dishonest to keep referring to the 
TPP, as the government does, as if it were just 
about trade. It is much more than a trade agree-
ment. It is these other aspects that the govern-
ment is particularly concerned to hide.

Not just a trade agreement
While the TPP might be referred to as a 

trade agreement, only about fi ve of the 26 chap-
ters that have been leaked are about trade. The 
remainder go to the heart of the powers and role 
of government; in particular, they seek to over-
ride the government’s sovereign powers and 
responsibility to legislate in the interests of its 
people, its economy and environment.

The government’s capacity to act or like-
lihood of not acting because of fear of being 
sued for hundreds of millions or even billions 
of dollars covers almost every aspect of life. 
Government authority can be challenged over 
such things as:
• price of prescriptions 
• environmental protection 
• workers’ rights 
• local content on TV 
• foreign investment rules 
• food and tobacco labelling 
• coal seam gas mining 
• fi nancial regulation 
• internet privacy 
• environmental protection 
• government procurement, and much more. 

The government claims it is commit-
ted to protecting the Pharmaceutical Benefi ts 
Scheme and Australia’s interests. Its promises 

mean nothing, especially when it so fears the 
response to its actions that it treats them as top 
secret.

One of the most dangerous, amongst many, 
policies on the table is the investor-state dis-
putes settlement (ISDS) provision, which the 
Turnbull government is supporting.

ISDS gives foreign corporations the power 
to sue the Australian government for poten-
tial (what they might miss out on), not actual, 
losses in profi ts resulting from government leg-
islation or policy relating to health, environ-
mental and other policies. Already under trade 
agreements with these clauses there are around 
650 such cases involving 98 countries. Three 
quarters of the cases are against developing and 
transition countries with Latin America and the 
Caribbean copping the largest share.

Cases under the ISDS will not be heard 
by an Australian court but by international 

tribunals whose decisions override Australian 
courts.

Uruguay’s victory over 
Philip Morris

The South Centre’s Germán Velásquez 
reports on the Uruguay outcome.

In a landmark decision that has been hailed 
as a victory of public health measures against 
narrow commercial interests, an international 
tribunal has dismissed a claim by tobacco giant 
company Philip Morris that the Uruguay gov-
ernment violated its rights by instituting tobac-
co control measures.

The ruling had been much anticipated as it 
was the fi rst international case brought against 
a government for taking measures to curb the 
marketing of tobacco products.
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On social democratic governments
Social democratic parties such as the Australian Labor Party 

and the British Labour Party have always been parties of com-
promise between the interests of the working people and the 
interests of the capitalist class. When the chips are down it is 
the interests of the employers that predominate.

In Australia, Labor Party leaders have for a long time now 
preached the idea that workers and employers have common 
interests. It was pushed hard by former Labour Prime Ministers 
Bob Hawke and Paul Keating. This was the basic idea underpin-
ning the Accord between the ACTU and ALP adopted in 1983.

But it is a false theory and life proves it to be false every day. 
Employers always want to reduce wages and working conditions 
while workers want to achieve improvements. Employers inces-
santly push to increase the exploitation of labour. This increased 
exploitation is behind the royal commission into trade unions. 
Employers want to corner for themselves the benefi ts from in-
creased productivity arising out of technological change while 
the working people expect to share in the benefi ts.

It is a one-sided compromise in which capital holds the domi-
nant position in the relationship. It is by these false claims of 
“partnership” and “common interests” – at the moment also 
pushed by the current Coalition government – that working 
people are expected to accept their subjugation and exploitation 
by capital.

It is not surprising that the right-wing leaders of the Labor 
Party distance themselves from the working people and their 
trade unions.

It is their failure to take a decisive stand against attacks on 
workers’ living standards, wages and conditions of work that is 
behind the steady erosion of support for the Labor Party.

But then this is where the ideas of Social Democrats inevitably 
lead. This has been confi rmed time and again both in Australia 
and in other countries that have had infl uential social democratic 
parties. None of these governments have led the working people 
and the trade unions to fundamental change in the interests of 
the worker. They all have - particularly in times of economic 
crisis - subjected the working class to the interests of capital. 
That is the real role of social democracy.

The Olympic spirit
The original Olympics were held in Greece from 776 BC to 

394 AD, a period of more than 1,100 years and were a contest 
among the young men and women of Greece in sport, poetry and 
music and are credited with bringing confl icts to an end during 
the period of the Games. For 1,500 years, no Olympic Games 
were held. They were revived only in 1896 but far from stopping 
wars, the Games were suspended during WW1 and WW2.

Irrespective of the good intentions of the overwhelming major-
ity of the world’s people and the athletes who come to contest 
their skills, the modern Olympics have become largely captured 
by big corporations and by governments that use the Games to 
promote nationalistic ideas. The Australian government at the 
time of the Sydney Games opportunistically used the occasion 
to bring in powers to bring troops onto the streets of Australian 
cities.

The fi rst fully privatised Games were those held in the US 
city of Atlanta which set up a private Olympic Committee.

The modern Olympics have been captured by the Western 
imperialist powers that historically have used their economic 
power to ensure that the Games are held in countries acceptable 
to them.

Sooner or later the Games will be rescued from the corpora-
tions and the nationalism that has been so assiduously promoted. 
When that is achieved it will be possible to hold the Olympic 
Games in the spirit of the Greek Olympiads of ancient times.

The Olympic Oath reads: “I promise that we shall take part 
in these Olympic Games, respecting and abiding by the rules 
which govern them, in the true spirit of sportsmanship, for the 
glory of sport and the honour of our teams.”

PRESS FUND
The hypocrisy stakes were raised in federal parliament last 
week when the government attacked hapless ALP member Sam 
Dastiari for having accepted $,1600 from a Chinese business, 
which the government claimed could have been a bribe from the 
Chinese government for his support in parliament. He certainly 
shouldn’t have done it. However, the figure is miniscule compared 
with the hundreds of thousands of dollars that both major 
parties accept each year as donations from businesses, including 
foreign corporations. And of course those gifts are intended to 
sway the parties to favour the donor! In future editions we’ll be 
campaigning for the banning of all corporate donations, and if you 
agree you can help us by sending in a contribution for the next 
issue. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:
Eric Durston $10, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5, 
“Round Figure” $15, Eddie Seymour 25
This week’s total: $60 Progressive total: $5,860

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

We start from different ideological positions. For you to be a 
Communist or a Socialist is to be totalitarian; for me no ... 
On the contrary, I think Socialism frees man.

Salvador Allende”

Continued from page 1
Philip Morris had started pro-

ceedings in February 2010 against 
Uruguay at the International Centre 
for Settlement of Investment Dis-
putes (ICSID) under a bilateral 
investment treaty (BIT) between 
Uruguay and Switzerland. The deci-
sion was given on July 8, 2016.

Under the BIT, foreign compa-
nies can take cases against the host 
state on various grounds, including 
if its policies constitute an expropri-
ation of the companies’ expectation 
of profi ts, or a violation of “fair and 
equitable treatment”. These invest-
ment treaties and arbitration tribunals 
like ICSID have been heavily crit-
icised in recent years for decisions 
favouring companies and that crit-
ics argue violate the right of states to 
regulate in the public interest.

In this particular case, the tribu-
nal gave a ruling that dismissed the 
tobacco giant’s claims and upheld 
that the Uruguayan pro-health meas-
ures were allowed.

President Tabaré Vázquez of 
Uruguay, responding to the ruling, 
stated: “We have succeeded to prove 
at the International Centre for Settle-
ment of Investment Disputes that our 
country, without violating any treaty, 
has met its unwavering commitment 
to defend the health of its people … 
From now on, when tobacco compa-
nies try to undermine the regulations 
adopted in the context of the frame-
work tobacco convention with the 
threat of litigation, they (countries) 
will fi nd our precedent.”

Background
Philip Morris International (PMI) 

started legal proceedings against 
Uruguay’s government at the Inter-
national Centre for Settlement of 
Investment Disputes (ICSID), based 
at the World Bank, in February 2010. 
This was the fi rst time the tobacco 
industry challenged a state in front 
of an international tribunal.

Philip Morris claimed that the 
health measures imposed by the 
Ministry of Health of Uruguay vio-
lated its intellectual property rights 
and failed to comply with Uruguay’s 
obligation under its bilateral invest-
ment treaty (BIT) with Switzerland.

Two specific measures were 
contested by PMI: The fi rst measure 
was the Single Presentation Require-
ment introduced by the Uruguayan 
Public Health Ministry in 2008, 
where tobacco manufacturers could 
no longer sell multiple varieties of 
one brand. PMI had to withdraw 7 of 
its 12 products. Philip Morris alleged 
that the restriction to market only one 
variety substantially affected its com-
pany’s value.

The second measure contested 
by PMI was the so-called “80/80 

Regulation”. Under a presidential 
decree, graphic health warnings on 
cigarette packages should cover 80 
percent instead of 50 percent, of the 
packaging, leaving only 20 percent 
for the tobacco companies’ trade-
marks and advertisement.

Uruguay adopted strict tobac-
co control policies to comply with 
the World Health Organisation’s 
Framework Convention on Tobacco 
Control (WHO FCTC), in light of 
evidence that tobacco consumption 
leads to addiction, illness, and death.

According to the Ministry of 
Health, since Uruguay introduced 
its tobacco control program in 2003, 
its comprehensive tobacco control 
campaign has resulted in a substan-
tial and unprecedented decrease in 
tobacco use.

From 2005 to 2011 per person 
consumption of cigarettes dropped 
by 25.8 percent. Tobacco consump-
tion among school-going youth aged 
12–17 decreased from over 30 per-
cent to 9.2 percent from 2003 to 
2011. Ministry of Health data also 
indicate that since smoke-free laws 
were introduced, hospitalisation 
for acute myocardial infarction has 
reduced by 22 percent.

Since this was the fi rst interna-
tional litigation, the case is highly 
important for similar debates taking 
place in other forums, like the World 
Trade Organisation, where some 
states are being challenged by other 
states for their tobacco control meas-
ures. It is a signifi cant victory for a 
state facing commercial threats by 
tobacco companies fi ghting control 
measures.

The decision is supportive of 
states that choose to exercise their 
sovereign right to introduce laws and 
strategies to control tobacco sales in 
order to protect the health of their 
population.

This is a David against Golia-
th victory. The annual revenue of 
Philip Morris in 2013 was reported at 
US$80.2 billion, in contrast to Uru-
guay’s GDP of $55.7 billion. The 
international lawyer and practitioner 
in investment treaty arbitration Todd 
Weiler stated in a legal opinion: “The 
claim is nothing more than the cyni-
cal attempt by a wealthy multination-
al corporation to make an example of 
a small country with limited resourc-
es to defend against a well-funded 
international legal action …”

An important aspect of the case 
was that the secretariats of the World 
Health Organisation and the WHO 
Framework Convention on Tobacco 
Control (WHO FCTC) submitted an 
amicus brief during the proceedings.

The brief provided an overview 
of global tobacco control, includ-
ing the role of the WHO FCTC. It 
set out the public health evidence 

underlying Uruguay’s tobacco pack-
aging and labelling laws and detailed 
state practice in implementing simi-
lar measures.

The Tribunal accepted the sub-
mission of the amicus brief on the 
basis that it provided an independent 
perspective on the matters in the dis-
pute and contributed expertise from 
“qualifi ed agencies”. The Tribunal 
subsequently relied on the brief at 
several points of the factual and legal 
analysis in their decision.

In accepting submission of the 
amicus brief the Tribunal noted that 
given the “public interest involved 
in this case” the amicus brief would 
“support the transparency of the 
proceeding”.

The Tribunal’s ruling upheld that 
Uruguay could maintain the follow-
ing specifi c regulations:
• Prohibiting tobacco companies 

from marketing cigarettes in 
ways that falsely present some 
cigarettes as less harmful than 
others.

• Requiring tobacco companies 
to use 80 percent of the front 
and back of cigarette packs for 
graphic/pictures of warnings of 
the health danger of smoking.

Conclusion
This is a landmark ruling because 

it supports the case that it is the sov-
ereign right not only of Uruguay but 
of states in general to adopt laws and 
regulations to protect public health 
by regulating the marketing and dis-
tribution of tobacco products.

It is hoped that many other coun-
tries, which have been awaiting this 
decision before adopting similar 
regulations, will follow Uruguay’s 
example. As President Tabaré said, 
it is time for other nations to join 
Uruguay in this struggle, “without 
any fear of retaliation from power-
ful tobacco corporations, as Uruguay 
has done.”

Nevertheless, there is still a lot 
of public concern worldwide about 
the role that bilateral investment trea-
ties has played in curbing the policy 
space of countries, including for 
health policies. There have also been 
serious concerns about the rulings 
made by other tribunals of ICSID and 
other arbitration centres, which have 
favoured the claims of companies 
and imposed high monetary awards 
against states.

In the case of Philip Morris 
versus Uruguay, the tribunal’s ruling 
was correct in supporting the state’s 
right to regulate in the interest of 
public health. But the concerns in 
general are still valid. Other tri-
bunals in other cases may or may 
not be so sympathetic to the public 
interest. 

Blow against 
big tobacco



Guardian September 14, 2016  3Australia

Peter Mac

Over the last fortnight it was 
revealed that construction of 
Sydney’s infamous WestConnex 
toll road would destroy the last 
fragment of south-west Sydney’s 
original ironbark forest, that 
WestConnex contractors may 
have used asbestos-contaminated 
material, and that one of the con-
tractors may have been involved 
in bribery payments in the Middle 
East.

These are the latest scandals sur-
rounding WestConnex, Australia’s 
biggest-ever construction project, 
which involves the compulsory 
acquisition and destruction of parks 
and hundreds of homes in Sydney’s 
historic inner suburbs.

Fifty-eight homes have already 
been demolished in Haberfi eld, Aus-
tralia’s fi rst planned garden suburb, 
which is on the register of the Nation-
al Trust (and was listed in the Com-
monwealth Register of the National 
Estate before the former Howard 
government abolished the Register).

Residents of Haberfi eld, St Peters 
and Erskineville, whose homes have 
been resumed, have been paid less 
than the market price, and are being 
charged rent if they stay there. Some 
are taking their cases to court. The 
government won’t release a special 
report it commissioned two years ago 
on fairer compensation for affected 
homeowners.

Roads are a grossly ineffi cient 
means of mass transport. Transport 
analyst Chris Standen has pointed out 
that a light rail system can convey 
seven times as many passengers as 
a road system that carries 6,000 pas-
sengers per hour, and a single-deck 
railway can carry 27 times as many.

He commented recently that the 
$17 billion, 33 kilometre WestCon-
nex project “will increase the State’s 
daily vehicle kilometres 0.5 per-
cent, to 32.1 kilometres per licensed 
driver [in the state]. Put another 
way, the Baird government is spend-
ing $70,000 for every household in 
the state, and bulldozing homes, 

heritage areas, parks and trees, just 
so the average motorist can drive 
an additional 200 metres per day. 
And the road network will still be 
congested.”

Roads and rail 
up for sale

WestConnex would extend to 
Rozelle, on the western edge of the 
City of Sydney local government 
area. Sydney’s progressive mayor 
Clover Moore has vowed to block 
construction by shutting off streets 
intended to provide access to the toll 
road.

In the recent local government 
elections the government relied 
on the city’s businesses to try and 
remove Moore from offi ce. It not 
only granted all businesses (rather 
than ratepayers only) the vote in local 
government elections, but gave each 
business two votes, not one! It didn’t 
work, she romped in.

The government has also con-
templated shrinking the City of 
Sydney electorate to include only the 
central business districts, redistribut-
ing the surrounding residential sub-
urbs to adjacent electorates.

To cap it off, the government 
wants to replace ballot box voting 
with compulsory postal voting, 
which would prevent community 
groups from infl uencing voters on 
election day and force them to pay 
for expensive mail-outs.

The malignant infl uence of big 
capital on government is not limit-
ed to road projects. The government 
plans to construct new privately-
operated Metro rail lines from the 
city west to Parramatta, another 
southwest to Bankstown and another 
to the eastern suburbs.

But residents have recently 
learnt that the existing Bankstown 
line  will not be supplemented by 
an extra metro line, but is to be con-
verted for the use of Metro-style 
single-deck carriages. Hundreds of 
thousands of passengers won’t get 
an extra line; they’ll lose the one 
they’ve got! During the line closure 

passengers would also have to com-
mute by bus for an indefi nite period.

The news confi rmed long-held 
suspicions that the new Metro trains 
are intended to eventually replace all 
the existing world-class government-
operated double-decker trains.

Efficiency is not the govern-
ment’s motive. During peak hours 
each existing double-decker train 
stops longer at each station than a 
Metro train would, but that’s because 
it carries 50 percent more passengers. 
The double deckers are far more effi -
cient at transporting peak-hour pas-
sengers than single deck metros. 
And Sydney is on the brink of losing 
them.

Anything goes
Some of Sydney’s biggest urban 

developments are now controlled by 
the government development agency 
Urban Growth, which operates inde-
pendently of local government plan-
ning controls.

As commentator, Elizabeth Far-
relly, stated recently “... vast projects 
including the Bays precinct, Green 
Square, Parramatta North, upzon-
ing along Parramatta Road, and the 
600 hectare immensity of Central to 
Eveleigh ... sit outside city planning 
purview: ... Urban Growth (formerly 
Landcom) is not a planning body. ... 
it’s a fl ogger of land for private pur-
poses, a quasi-developer briefed to 
maximise yield.”

Under existing legislation the 
government can designate any major 
development “a project of state sig-
nifi cance”, removing it from local 
government or state planning con-
trols. It can also compulsorily acquire 
the home of any resident who refus-
es to move when all the neighbours 

have left. Moreover, it can alter local 
government zoning at will, and has 
already done so, rezoning inner 
Parramatta Road and adjacent sub-
urbs for massive new multi-storey 
development.

The resulting development over a 
huge area of inner Sydney is likely to 
resemble Barangaroo, where proper 
planning for public benefit was 
dumped and huge buildings are now 
rising, jammed close together.

Meanwhile, Transurban, which 
operates Sydney’s three biggest 
toll roads, netted $799 million last 
fi nancial year, up 14 percent on the 
previous year. Tolls on two of its 
motorways rose 4 percent per annum, 
well above the current 1 percent 
annual infl ation rate. The head of 
Transurban, Scott Charlton, claimed 
these increases were justifi ed because 
they were consistent with the opera-
tional contracts.

He commented: “It is the cus-
tomers’ choice whether they believe 
[the toll roads] are value for money 
by paying that toll. At the end of the 
day that is their choice.” But motor-
ists are fi nding the choice limited or 
non-existent. The old road systems 
are clogged and rail transport is over-
crowded, threatened with replace-
ment by new privately-operated 
metro lines, or not available at all.

Social being 
determines social 
consciousness

The Baird government has 
appointed Lucy Turnbull, the Prime 
Minister’s wife, to run the Greater 
Sydney Commission, a body that’s 
supposed to implement “A Plan for 
Growing Sydney”. The Commission 

won’t interfere in WestConnex. Its 
chief executive commented dismiss-
ively: “Westconnex is a reality, we’ll 
see if we can work with it.”

Despite many protest rallies, 
sit-ins and the arrests of protest-
ing residents, all of which received 
widespread media publicity, Lucy 
Turnbull recently said she was “not 
aware of the loss of heritage” because 
of WestConnex, which she strongly 
endorsed.

As Chris Standen noted, mass 
transport should be planned by spe-
cialists “informed by a vision of the 
kind of city that inhabitants want”. 
And, in order to improve the qual-
ity of life for a city’s residents, its 
growth has to be controlled and lim-
ited to preserve enjoyable aspects of 
its character.

But that’s not what the govern-
ment wants. The servant of capital, 
it sees the city as an ever-expand-
ing commodity and its growth as an 
unlimited business opportunity, to be 
assisted by privatising all relevant 
areas of government activity.

This has led it to the facilitating 
of construction of massive new inner-
city developments (privately built), 
to try to meet the resultant increas-
ing demand for transport by build-
ing new roads, (privately operated 
and the least effi cient mode of mass 
transport), and to replace the cur-
rent trains with a less effi cient and 
far less comfortable system (also 
privately-operated).

The government is clearly acting 
in the interests of capital, in par-
ticular the extraordinarily powerful 
sector involved in large-scale proper-
ty development and the private oper-
ation of public roads and other means 
of mass transport. 

From the archives House prices – The Guardian, December 1988

Westconnex

Quagmire of scandals and 
bitter public opposition
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Dr Binoy Kampmark

Australia’s distance from various 
centres of power has been called 
a tyranny. But fl ip that tyranny 
over, and you have an assortment 
of benefi ts for local development, 
the mighty laboratory that bred 
a middle class experiment sup-
posedly egalitarian and oiled by 
principles of social justice.

These days, such distance is said 
to have been overcome, the effects 
of instant communication, rapid 
travel, and transport. People still 
think Australia might be somewhere 
in Europe, but that mistake does not 
get away from assumptions that a 
wandering fi nger on a globe would 
be able to land safely on Sydney or 
Melbourne.

Those imaginative creatures 
scribbling for Rumiyah, an Islamic 
State publication that combines wish-
ful thinking with equally wishful 
views of the world, decided to shine 
a spotlight on Australia. Well done 
indeed. “Light the ground beneath 
them afl ame and scorch them with 
terror.”

This agitated language had been 
motivated, in part, by the death of 
Ezzit Raad, an Australian jailed 
in connection with the 2005 plot 
to blow up the Melbourne Crick-
et Ground. Raad left Australia with 
brother Majed in 2013, months after 
his release. Islamic State subsequent-
ly announced that Raad was killed in 
July in the Syrian city of Manbij or, 
as Rumiyah preferred, when “a piece 
of shrapnel struck him and tore his 
chest open.”

Childish exhortations to target 
“a land cloaked in darkness and cor-
rupted by kufr, fornication and all 
forms of vice” follow in the heated 
note. “Kill them on the streets of 
Brunswick, Broadmeadows, Bank-
stown and Bondi. Kill them at the 
MCG, the SCG, the Opera House, 
and even in their backyards.” Like 

many ideologues steering the wheel, 
the authors mistake hyperbolic des-
peration for substance. “Stab them, 
shoot them, poison them, and run 
them down with your vehicles.”

Such a piece might well have 
been dismissed as the fantastic mean-
derings of a mind not only addled but 
lazy. Islamic State is getting a bat-
tering in a territorial sense, losing 
ground in Syria and northern Iraq.

Much of this is pure non sequitur 
stuff – Islamic State is merely a 
manifestation of circumstance. Here 
today, replaced tomorrow by some-
thing similar. The entire hot house 
of Middle Eastern politics needs to 
be disassembled before any genuine 
work can be done.

Incapable of creating and organ-
ising military units on a global scale, 
the frazzled ideologues have opted 
for recruitment on the cheap: words, 
words, words. Messages relayed glo-
bally to incite, to enrage, to even tit-
illate. Draw them out of the rooms; 

turn couch potatoes into assault rifl e-
bearing converts.

In so doing, the security servic-
es of various countries are put in a 
bind. Ignore the rant, or hunker down 
for the inevitable rise of the crazies? 
The obvious equation of idiocy is 
that it takes one to know one, and 
the State apparatus is always going to 
supply credence where none should 
be given. To play the terrorist game, 
the line between mere reaction and 
becoming reactionary is a fi ne one 
indeed.

Prime Minister Malcolm Turn-
bull deemed the message worthy of 
extensive public comment. Speaking 
in Laos, Turnbull’s prognostication 
was grim. “As Daesh comes under 
more and more pressure on the bat-
tlefi eld in Syria and in Iraq – as it is 
rolled back, as its territory is being 
taken back – it will resort to terrorist 
activities outside of the Middle East” 
(ABC News, September 7).

The gold dust here lay in the 

solitary attacker, that convenient 
confection of security studies. Aus-
tralians, urged Turnbull, “have to 
be very alert to the actions of these 
lone actors – individuals who, as 
I’ve described in the national secu-
rity statement last week, for a variety 
of reasons, may be radicalised.”

Others did not see that same 
urgency, let alone gravity. Victorian 
Premier Daniel Andrews made little 
fuss about it, despite taking “every 
threat … very seriously.” The Vic-
torian Police Chief Commission-
er, Graham Ashton, noted that “the 
only new content is essentially a 
poem making reference to a number 
of Australian locations.” It had also 
been released in other languages 
(German, French, Indonesian) with 
threatened targets accordingly adjust-
ed. What to make of it? Propaganda, 
he calmly, suggested.

Other outlets were similarly luke-
warm about any impending calamity. 
The Sydney Morning Herald did not 

feel an increased sense of urgency, 
noting that “there has not been any 
chatter by counter-terrorism author-
ities.” Nor did staff at the Sydney 
Opera House.

The Turnbull government has 
already demonstrated that specula-
tion is a far better milch cow in the 
making of security policy than evi-
dent threat. It promises police state 
measures, extensive detention peri-
ods for those convicted of terror-
ist charges (even the fl imsier ones).
Assessing intelligence generally 
demands dull, hallucinatory free 
sobriety; the reactionary posture, all 
the hallucinatory visions needed. All 
it takes these days is a threatening 
word to change the world, to com-
mand attention. Forget the actual 
value of the evidence, the value, in 
other words, of action.
Dr Binoy Kampmark was a 
Commonwealth Scholar at Selwyn 
College, Cambridge.
globalresearch.ca 

Australia

Islamic State, lone wolf 
attacks and Australia

Thousands of Community and 
Public Sector Union (CPSU) mem-
bers from key Commonwealth 
agencies walked off the job on 
September 9, striking for 24 hours 
in protest at the Turnbull govern-
ment’s 1,000 days of incompetence 
over public sector bargaining.

The all-day strike involved staff 
across agencies including Human 
Services, Medicare, Centrelink, 
Child Support, the Tax Offi ce, 
Defence, the Bureau of Meteorolo-
gy, Agriculture and Water Resourc-
es and Prime Minister and Cabinet.

The union notes that the Depart-
ment of Human Services – cover-
ing Medicare, Centrelink and Child 
Support – has warned of “reduced 
numbers of staff in service centres 
and on the phone, and increased 
wait times”.

CPSU national secretary Nadine 
Flood said: “These people are the 
engine that runs the public services 
that Australians know and rely on, 
yet they’ve been forced to fi ght off 
the Turnbull government’s attacks 
on their rights and livelihoods for 
more than 1,000 days. These work-
ers are striking to hold the Govern-
ment accountable for this debacle.

“Our members are enormously 
committed to their work helping 
ordinary Australians and making 
the country a better place now and 
in the future. This strike may cause 
temporary disruption, but that’s 
nothing compared to the terrible 
damage infl icted on public services 
by the Turnbull government’s slash-
ing of jobs and budgets and ongoing 
efforts to hurt these workers.

The union started bargaining 
with this government in late 2013 
but around 100,000 Commonwealth 
public sector workers still do not 
have new enterprise agreements, 
despite those workers’ ongoing will-
ingness to talk and compromise. 
Ms Flood said that the “buck abso-
lutely stops” with Prime Minister 
Malcolm Turnbull and the minis-
ter responsible Michaelia Cash, yet 
they still will not even talk let alone 
abandon their counter-productive 
attack on critical workplace rights 
and conditions.

“These people are trying to sup-
port their families without a pay 
rise for three years and struggling 
to hold onto basic workplace rights 
and conditions, particularly family-
friendly rights that let them do their 

job while dropping their kids off at 
school or day-care. They’re will-
ing to endorse a sensible solution 
but see nothing to gain in giving up 
those rights for 1% a year under the 
Turnbull government’s unreason-
able and unworkable public sector 
bargaining policy.

“Minister Cash and her ideo-
logical attack dog, Public Service 
Commissioner John Lloyd, have 
ridiculously claimed the CPSU is 
standing in the way of a resolution 
but history shows the opposite. This 
union has successfully fi nalised 
deals for more than two decades 
with prime ministers of all shapes, 
from Bob Hawke to John Howard; 
it’s only the incompetent tenures of 
Tony Abbott and Malcolm Turnbull 
that have led to this protracted mess.

“These workers are prepared 
to compromise but they’re abso-
lutely determined to get a decent 
outcome. It’s time for Prime Min-
ister Turnbull and Minister Cash 
to stop sitting on their hands and 
instead follow the lead set by suc-
cessful major employers by treat-
ing their workers with respect and 
offering them a fair and reasonable 
deal.” 

Govt refusals fuel strike

more info: closepinegap.org
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In the decades following WW2, 
the West actively prepared for war 
with the Soviet Union, camoufl ag-
ing their war plans with a constant 
barrage of propaganda about the 
danger of an imminent invasion of 
Western Europe by the Red Army. 
Roberts has an ingenious theory 
about why that did not happen. 
“The Soviet Union suffered enor-
mous population loss in World 
War II and required its remain-
ing manpower for post-war recon-
struction. It was beyond Soviet 
ability to occupy Western Europe 
in addition to Eastern Europe.”

So that was the reason: not that 
they didn’t want war, but they just 
didn’t have enough people to do it? 
He seems to have forgotten that ear-
lier in the article he admitted that 
the USSR “had no hegemonic ambi-
tions.” Surely that is a more likely 
reason than a manpower shortage?

Roberts is fully committed to 
capitalism. But capitalism with a 
human face, not the war-mongering, 
government smashing, anti-demo-
cratic capitalism epitomised by Big 
Oil and the like. Unfortunately, he’s 
living in a fool’s paradise, for capi-
talism drops its human face when-
ever it inhibits the drive for profi t. 
Nevertheless, he says some interest-
ing things, especially in view of his 
position as a member of the capitalist 
establishment.

Trump and divisions
Roberts, like Malcolm Fraser did 

in Australia, refl ects the viewpoint of 
the national bourgeoisie, the sector 
of capitalism that does not benefi t 
signifi cantly from globalisation. In 
fact, unlike the transnational corpo-
rations, the national bourgeoisie gen-
erally loses out from globalisation, 
sometimes badly.

For instance, Roberts’ attitude 
to Donald Trump refl ects the seri-
ous divisions in the US ruling class 
over whether they should support 
Trump’s blatant fascism or Hillary 
Clinton’s more respectable, but still 
very dangerous, ultra-conservatism. 
It also refl ects Roberts’ own confu-
sion. “Donald Trump has said the 
only hopeful thing in the presidential 
campaign. He called into question 
NATO and the orchestrated confl ict 
with Russia. [Hillary Clinton on the 
other hand] declared the President of 
Russia to be the Ultimate Threat – 
‘the new Hitler’.”

Nevertheless, he has misgivings 
about Trump: “We don’t know if we 
can believe him or whether his gov-
ernment would follow his direction.” 

I think we know exactly if we can 
believe him. What he says on the 
campaign trail and what he would 
say once in offi ce will have little cor-
relation to one another.

Roberts has even less time for 
Hillary Clinton, however, referring 
to her exclusively as Hitlery. “Hit-
lery is a warmonger, an agent of the 
neo-conservatives, the military-secu-
rity complex, the Israel Lobby, the 
banks too big to fail, Wall Street, and 
every foreign interest that will make 
a mega-million dollar donation to the 
Clinton Foundation or a quarter mil-
lion dollar fee for a speech.”

No doubt, but how does he think 
Trump got to be a billionaire?

Roberts sensibly does not believe 
that Russia is a threat to the capital-
ist West. “The neo-liberal economic 
policy that Washington convinced 
the Russian government to imple-
ment was designed to keep the Rus-
sian economy in the role of supplier 
of raw materials to the West. Russia 
expressed no territorial ambitions 
and spent very little on its military.”

Class in politics
His explanation as to why the 

Cold War has been ramped up again 
is interesting if typically idiosyn-
cratic (and free of any understanding 
of the role of class in politics): “The 
new Cold War is the work of a hand-
ful of neo-conservative fanatics who 
believe that History has chosen the 
US to wield hegemonic power over 
the world. Some of the neo-cons are 
sons of former Trotskyists and have 
the same romantic notion of world 
revolution, only this time it is ‘demo-
cratic-capitalist’ and not communist.”

Roberts says “the respective war 
doctrines of the nuclear powers have 
changed. The function of nuclear 
weapons is no longer retaliatory.” 
Well, frankly, Doctor, they never 
were. The US sought strenuously to 
achieve a fi rst strike capability and 
the political opportunity to carry it 
out. However, the world’s people 
would not wear it; the UN wouldn’t 
wear it, even the USA’s allies baulked 
at it. It was the Soviet Union that 
made the US recognise the reality of 
MAD (Mutually Assured Destruc-
tion) which sort of guaranteed that 
nuclear weapons would not be used.

Nuclear threat
Until now. As Roberts says, “In 

the new war doctrine nuclear weap-
ons have been elevated to fi rst-use in 
a pre-emptive nuclear attack. Wash-
ington fi rst took this step, forcing 
Russia and China to follow.”

He sees tensions between the 
West and the rest developing alarm-
ingly. “William Perry, Secretary 
of Defence in the Clinton regime, 
recently spoke of the danger of nucle-
ar war being launched by false alarms 
resulting from such things as faulty 
computer chips. Fortunately, when 
such instances occurred in the past, 
the absence of tension in the rela-
tionship between the nuclear powers 
caused authorities on both sides to 
disbelieve the false alarms. Today, 
however, with constant allegations 
of pending Russian invasions, Putin 
demonised as ‘the new Hitler’, and 
the build-up of US and NATO mil-
itary forces on Russia’s borders, a 
false alarm becomes believable.” 
Scary thought. Very scary.

His curious belief that NATO is 
a defensive alliance that has “lost its 
purpose” leads him to posit a typi-
cally singular notion of what NATO’s 
purpose is today: “to implicate all of 
Europe in Washington’s war crimes. 
Since all are guilty, European gov-
ernments cannot turn on Washing-
ton and accuse the Americans of war 
crimes.” I’m sorry, but that is not 
how international affairs work.

However, Roberts is right about 
one thing: “The West does not 

represent the values that the world 
has been brainwashed to believe are 
associated with the West.” But then 
he contradicts himself: “Despite its 
vast crimes against humanity, the 
West still retains the position of ‘a 
light unto the world’, a defender of 
truth, justice, human rights, democra-
cy, and individual liberty. This repu-
tation persists despite the destruction 
[in the US] of the Bill of Rights and 
police state repression.”

He should ask the people of 
the numerous countries from Cen-
tral America to Libya, Ukraine to 
Afghanistan, that the US has bombed 
or where it has overturned a demo-
cratically elected government wheth-
er they see the West as a “a light unto 
the world”. Why does he think so 
many volunteers for suicide bomb-
ings come from countries the US has 
pulverised?

The summation to his article is 
the same mix of accuracy and con-
fusion. “Could it be any more clear? 
A vote for Hitlery is a vote for war. 
[And a vote for Trump isn’t?] Despite 
this most obvious of all facts, the US 
media, united as one, are doing eve-
rything in their power to drive Trump 
into the ground and to elect Hitlery.”

Roberts is clearly terrified by 

the potential of a Hillary Clinton 
presidency to plunge the world into 
a nuclear war. And it is certainly a 
very real danger. But to assume that a 
Donald Trump presidency would not 
run the same risks is naive.

Both Trump and Clinton take 
their orders from the boardrooms 
of the biggest corporations. Roberts 
never even hints at the profi t-driven 
willingness of corporate America to 
go to war. Instead, he writes off the 
American people as being “as dumb 
as shit”.

Which leads him to conclude: 
“What the Russians and Chinese see 
are a people too brainwashed and 
ignorant to be of any support for 
peace. They see war coming and are 
preparing for it.”

Typically, he sees no way of pre-
venting war (other than, apparently, 
electing Donald Trump – not a pros-
pect I would put much faith in). On 
the other hand, I fi nd it very comfort-
ing to see that at all levels of Ameri-
can society, even within the capitalist 
establishment, there are people argu-
ing for peace and democratic rights. 
In fact, I think putting our faith in 
that movement – and doing every-
thing we can to support it – is our 
best bet for guaranteeing peace. 

Taking issue: Rob Gowland

The capitalist establishment – Part 2

Nuclear “new war doctrine”

Both Trump and Clinton take their orders from the boardrooms of the biggest corporations.
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Pine Gap: Serving US Militarism for 50 years
Time for Independence

Public Forum
7pm Wednesday September 14

New Council Chambers – Victoria Trades Hall – 54 Victoria Street Carlton
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Daniel Deiss, J Hawke, Edwin Wilson

The EU migration crisis is still at the top 
of the agenda. Various political forces are 
trying to use this problem for their own 
benefi t, often forgetting that most of the 
refugees from the Middle East and Africa 
who arrived in the EU in the last two years 
did so out of fear for their lives. They traded 
their modest but stable and predictable 
lives for chaos, loss of loved ones, poverty of 
refugee camps, criminality of city outskirts, 
and ostracism by the EU populace.

In reality, the second decade of the 21st 
century, which only a quarter century ago was 
predicted to be socially progressive and techno-
logically creative, saw millions of people dis-
placed from their homelands due to their desire 
to simply survive physically.

The EU soon saw the arrival of 1,353,000 
migrants in 2015. Germany received 539 thou-
sand, Sweden 152 thousand, Hungary 149 thou-
sand, and Italy and Austria 90 thousand apiece, 
according to Eurostat. Over 3,700 migrants per-
ished on the way to Europe in 2015.

Meanwhile, Germany will not reconsider 
its migration policies even after the series of 
terrorist attacks, according to German Chancel-
lor Angela Merkel’s statement on July 28. She 
emphasised that Germany will do everything 
possible to ensure security in a way consistent 
with humanitarian values.

Moreover, she stated that “Germany will 
continue to adhere to its principles and offer 
shelter to all who deserve it regardless of 
whether they come before September or after. 
There are enough volunteers and helpers to 
help everyone who wishes to live in peace in 
Germany.

“However, our understanding of freedom 
and security is being tested. We once again have 
to fi nd balance among them. Terrorists want us 
to discard our key beliefs. They want to divide 
our society, our cooperation, they want to attack 
our way of life, our openness, and they want 
to prevent us from meeting others. They are 
sowing hatred among peoples. We are fi nally 
taking measures against them. I have told this 
to the entire German government and security 
services, including federal authorities.” Merkel 
added that the FRG will accelerate the deporta-
tion of those whose refugee status was denied.

Geneva Convention
In normative terms, Merkel was refer-

ring to the 1951 Geneva Convention on Refu-
gees which states that practically all unlawful 
migrants arriving in the EU have the right to 
refugee status. Refugees may not be deported if 
they are in danger in countries from which they 
arrived. Moreover, the Convention views any 
individual who, “due to justifi ed concerns of 
becoming a victim of persecution due to race, 
faith, citizenship, social group membership, 
or political beliefs, has found himself outside 
one’s country of citizenship and can’t use that 
country’s protection or does not wish to use 
that protection due to concern for safety” as 
a refugee.

The treatment of refugees is moreover 
enshrined in the UN Declaration of Human 
Rights, which likewise speaks to the individu-
al’s right to seek asylum, cross borders in search 
of protection from persecution, and seek preser-
vation of individual freedoms and dignity, etc. 
These lofty ideals are increasingly being chal-
lenged by the facts on the ground in the form of 
the steadily deteriorating situation both in the 
EU (including Germany) and the EU’s politi-
cally relevant immediate neighbourhood from 
which the refugees, thanks to “regime change” 
and “colour revolution” policies supported by 
the EU’s member states, originate.

Since the situation in the Middle East and 
North Africa is not improving, and will gener-
ate new waves of migration which will likewise 
be beyond the German or EU bureaucracy’s 
ability to cope, due to their inability to rethink 
their approaches to the problem. This will lead 
to the worsening of migrants’ welfare, and to 
further splits within the society.

Given the dire circumstances among the 
displaced persons, their societal marginalisa-
tion and inability or unwillingness to assimi-
late, humanitarian efforts are failing. Crime and 
inter-ethnic confl ict is on the rise, and terror-
ists’ appeals are fi nding willing recruits among 
the youth.

Organised crime groups in large German 
cities are trying to recruit the refugees living in 
shelters into their ranks. They are mainly inter-
ested in young, strong and fi t males who are to 
perform the dirty work, such as the drug trade, 
robberies and burglaries. According to the 
German police labour union head Bodo Pfaltz-
graff, there are reports that as soon as a new 
refugee camp is opened, a few days later large 
black limos arrive there to begin recruitment. 
Berlin chief prosecutor for organised crime, 
Sjors Kamstr, explains that the migrants’ lack 
of knowledge of German pushes them into the 
arms of those who speak their native language.

Kidnappings
Moreover, European media are worried by 

the mass kidnappings of children who arrived 
in Europe as refugees. Authorities can’t account 
for thousands of children who arrived in the 
EU. According to Interpol, up to 10,000 ado-
lescents have disappeared without a trace since 
the crisis began. There is a possibility organised 
crime groups are deliberately targeting them for 
exploitation of various types.

EU law enforcement is convinced that 
human traffi cking is a quick-profi t multi-bil-
lion-dollar business, controlled by over 40,000 
members of various criminal syndicates, says 
the Financial Times. Europol has described a 
broad spectrum of criminal activities revolv-
ing around the migration crisis: document for-
geries, bribes, sexual exploitation of children, 
prostitution and slave labour.

Moreover, organised crime is exploit-
ing migrants in restaurants and underground 
workshops. In southern Italy, local syndicates 
are forcing migrants to work in agriculture. 
The organisers have arrived in the EU from 
the same countries as the current refugees, and 
already had residence permits or passports by 
the time the crisis began. The ongoing migra-
tion crisis is not only useful to the crime syndi-
cates, but also criminal bankers, since they are 
engaged in money laundering associated with 
traffi cking. According to a Europol report, last 
year criminal groups earned up to US$6 bil-
lion on the migration wave that fl ooded Europe.

Criminal networks
Nine out of 10 migrants arriving in the EU 

in 2015 used the services’ far-fl ung criminal 
networks, operating along migrant movement 
routes.

In 2015 alone, approximately 1 million 

migrants arrived in the EU, and most of them 
paid between 3,000 and 6,000 Euro. Thus the 
human traffi ckers’ profi t is estimated to have 
reached somewhere in the vicinity of US$5-6 
billion.

If this situation is not to get worse, it would 
require the adoption of a revised approach, 
namely a unifi ed, well-funded and comprehen-
sive EU-level migration policy, consisting of 
protecting the rights of migrants, combating 
organised crime among ethnic groups, screen-
ing new arrivals, guaranteeing access to social 
services and labour markets, etc. Otherwise, 
the EU is risking a massive social explosion 
provoked by growing inter-ethnic and inter-
religious confl ict, and the constant perception 
of a growing terrorist threat. Unless addressed 
rapidly, these problems could be suffi cient to 
destroy the already fragile EU common secu-
rity framework.

The other increasingly plausible alternative 
is the “palestinianisation” of the refugees on 
EU’s territory, which would actually represent 
a mere extension of the “no-go” zones increas-
ingly in evidence in various major European 
urban agglomerations.

The original “no-go” zone, Palestinian ref-
ugee camps in Lebanon are a classic ghetto, 
a state within a state. Neither the army not 
police venture there. Formally they are under 
UN jurisdiction, but they lead to a trapped, 
self-contained existence with all the seeming 
attributes of independence: armed forces, ideol-
ogy, population, and even social policies, with 
only sovereign territory being absent.

According to the UN, 2/3 of the 400,000 
refugees registered in Lebanon live in poverty, 
with unemployment reaching 70%. Palestin-
ians themselves claim these numbers are even 
higher, 90% and 80%, respectively.

The sad state of the local Palestinian 
Diaspora is due to the country’s government 
policies which are not aimed at assimilating 
these “guests”. Palestinians in Lebanon are 
de-facto prohibited from working; there is a 
“ban list” of 67 professions which they may 
not engage in no matter what. The remainder 
(mainly consisting of physical labour jobs) are 
open to the Palestinians, but only with the indi-
vidual permit of the Ministry of Labour. These 
permits are all but impossible to obtain.

Palestinians are also forbidden to do many 
other things. Some camps forbid repairing or 
building housing. However, since it can’t be 
enforced, army checkpoints around the camps 
simply stop anyone trying to bring in construc-
tion materials.

All Palestinians, without exception, are 
banned from buying real estate outside the 
camps. That law was adopted only in 2001, prior 
to which many managed to acquire an apart-
ment or a plot of land. Recognising that fact, the 

Lebanese government adopted a law, making it 
impossible to pass real estate from generation to 
generation. Once the owner dies, the property 
reverts to the Lebanese government.

After several Arab-Israeli wars, by the mid-
1970s, Lebanon and the UN lost control over 
all of the 15 camps which then came under con-
trol of armed movements which comprised the 
PLO under Yasser Arafat. The ensuing civil war 
saw Palestinians take active part in the fi ght-
ing. In 1982, the PLO’s existence outside the 
UN’s control was used by Israel as an excuse 
to invade and to occupy Beirut. Saving them-
selves from Israeli forces, the leadership and 
many thousands of armed PLO fi ghters left for 
Tunisia. The unprotected camps fell victim to 
mass slaughter.

The surviving camps function under a self-
government, consisting of collegial structures 
such as people’s committees. They include the 
representatives of 12 infl uential Palestinian par-
ties, the elders, and respected inhabitants of the 
camps. There is no tax collection. The commit-
tees only deal with questions of security, for 
which a small sum is collected from the camp’s 
inhabitants.

While it may seem that, at the moment, 
nothing of the sort could spring up within the 
borders of the EU, the presence of practical-
ly permanent refugee camps and the growing 
number of the refugees mean that, unless action 
is taken soon, the “palestinianisation” of the 
EU’s refugees will take place by default, given 
the EU’s inability to take concerted action and 
fi nancial constraints imposed by the European 
Central Bank and the EU Stability Pact. But the 
natural consequence will be the “lebanisation” 
of the EU, which would spell the end of the 
European integration project, and of the very 
idea, for decades if not centuries to come.

Therefore what is left for the EU to do? The 
most obvious answers are:
• The EU must quickly and honestly 

acknowledge the problem’s existence and its 
magnitude, as well as the failure of earlier 
policies.

• It must quickly change its approach toward 
forming a unifi ed migration policy and 
reaching out to migrants, ensuring their 
rights, and combating organised crime 
groups.

• It must implement effective screening of the 
new arrivals.

• Those who are allowed to remain should 
gain access to social and medical services 
and the legal labour market.

• Migrants ought to be ensured basic living 
conditions.

Can all that be done? Will it be done in 
time? Will that be enough? These are the most 
pressing questions of our time.
South Front 

The dispossessed: a pressing 
question of our time
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Large-scale political and economic chal-
lenges are confronting the US multi- 
national corporate elite. Apple, Google, 
Facebook, Microsoft, Pfi zer and scores of 
other multinational tax evaders are facing 
the triple threat of multi-billion dollar fi nes, 
the redistribution of their wealth and the 
possible reintroduction of equitable socio-
economic programs, which could under-
mine their power.

Washington-backed exporters and fi nan-
ciers, eager to impose free trade agreements 
on European and Asian business classes, have 
been faced with stiff resistance and outright 
rejection.

In Latin America, the Obama adminis-
tration recently installed neo-liberal regimes 
in Argentina and Brazil, provoking massive 
opposition from small and medium sized fi rms 
driven into bankruptcy by their harsh policies.

Intense intra-capitalist rivalries are no 
longer confi ned to the conference table: open 
warfare, involving large-scale transfers of capi-
tal, has undermined the foundation of interna-
tional capitalist class solidarity. While working 
class movements and mass protests still occur, 
the fundamental internal capitalist antagonism 
toward the US Empire has become the driving 
force of the current upheavals.

The EC and Apple
The European Commission (EC) imposed 

an initial US$13 billion penalty on the Apple 
Corporation for tax evasion – with tens of bil-
lions of more fi nes to come. The EC announced 
that Apple’s ridiculous 0.005% corporate tax 
rate in Ireland was a form of theft, exposing its 
phoney posture as a defender of human rights 
and a paragon of corporate social responsibility. 
Scores of the biggest US multi-nationals have 
set-up overseas operations, especially in Ire-
land, specifi cally to avoid paying taxes. These 
include Google, Facebook, Microsoft, Pfi zer 
and scores of others among the Fortune Five 
Hundred.

Apple’s multi-billion-dollar tax scams were 
possible because of support from the US Treas-
ury, Commerce and Trade Departments. Indeed, 
Treasury Secretary, Jack Lew, launched a tirade 
against the European Commission, threatening 
retaliation, claiming that these US tax swin-
dles were vital to the security of world trade. 
Wall Street fl unky, Senator Charles Schumer 
called the EU penalty “a cheap money grab” 
and threatened to start a trade war with Europe 
if the Democrats regain power in the upcoming 
Senatorial and Congressional elections.

The entire US imperial edifi ce operates 
through corrupt multi-national corporate tax 
swindlers who control and direct their politician 
stooges who, in turn, intimidate submissive 
European regimes (like Ireland). The system is 
now being challenged by rival European eco-
nomic powers intent on reducing the US tax 
advantages to increase their competitiveness. 
The growing competition over profi ts, markets 
and tax receipts has important political implica-
tions as the US dominance of Europe depends 
on the supremacy of its multi-nationals.

US taxpayers subsidise the US multi-
nationals even when they relocate jobs abroad 
to cheap labour markets and move their cor-
porate head offi ces to low-tax countries. The 
result is that the US government has to increase 
the tax burden on wage-salaried workers and 
small business people to fi nance social pro-
grams and critical infrastructure because the 
US multinationals have moved their “address-
es” to tax havens.

As Europe tightens the squeeze on the US 
billionaire tax fraudsters, Washington will retal-
iate by mobilising its own stable of European 
fl unkies and the ever-compliant US Senators. 
Capitalist warfare may increase “nationalist” 
rancour and undermine Atlantic trade treaties.

Trade agreements
In demanding an end to negotiations with 

the US over the trans-Atlantic trade deal, the 
French minister for foreign trade summed up 
his country’s position: “There is no political 
support from France for those negotiations ... 
the Americans give nothing or just crumbs”. 
Throughout Europe, politicians of the Left and 
Right have pointed out that closer ties with the 
US undermine their business deals with Russia 
and China, dilute environmental protection and 
abolish workers’ rights.

Parallel developments are taking place in 
Asia with regard to the Trans Pacifi c Partner-
ship trade deal: The US has failed to convince 
Asian countries to sign bilateral and multilat-
eral trade pacts designed to exclude China.

Asia’s increasing use of China’s currency 
(the renminbi) shows that the Anglo-Ameri-
can bloc has declined as the centre of for-
eign exchange markets and trade. The US no 
longer dominates Asia: even its former colony, 
the Philippines, has made overtures to China. 
Cambodia has granted China extended use 
of a deep-water port, strengthening Beijing’s 

position as the dominant maritime power 
in Asia. The US ally, Australia, increasingly 
depends on trade with Beijing. China’s mix of 
public-private capitalism has out-muscled the 
US in Asian markets while deepening its trade 
links with Russia, Iran, the Gulf States, Africa 
and Latin America.

To the extent that international capitalism 
has “recovered” from the economic crisis of 
the recent past, it is thanks to Chinese–Asian 
capitalism. The policy failures of the US Treas-
ury, Commerce and Trade departments have led 
to calls for protectionism – domestically, with 
the Trump campaign – and growing militarism 
among both candidates.

Increasingly, the struggle for world markets 
among regional capitalist blocs-Anglo-Amer-
ican, European and Sino-Asian – defi nes the 
nature of global instability.

Rebellion of the Middle Class
On the surface, Washington and Wall Street 

have gained some important political victo-
ries: In Argentina, the Mauricio Macri regime 
has imposed an economic agenda totally in 
line with Washington’s free trade demands.  
In Brazil, Washington successfully promoted 
the legislative coup impeaching the centre-left 
government of President Dilma Rousseff and 
installing the corrupt Vice President Temer. The 
proxy regime is dedicated to de-nationalising 
and privatising strategic, lucrative sectors of 
the economy.

In Venezuela, Washington’s proxies, who 
have gained control of the congress are organ-
ising to oust the left-of-centre Maduro govern-
ment through street protests, sabotage and the 
hoarding of vital commodities.

Nevertheless the image of middle class 
and local capitalist support for Washington’s 
agenda is proving ephemeral. Once installed at 
the top, the US-backed local proxies are rapidly 
imposing brutal austerity policies that under-
mine middle class and, of course, working class 
support.

After merely nine months in power, Argen-
tine President Macri and his Washington back-
ers face open opposition from the entire range 
of small and medium size businesses.

Infl ation and defl ation, utility price increas-
es of 400% to 1,000%, have bankrupted at least 
a fourth of small-scale commercial and medi-
um-size business fi rms in Argentina. Thousands 
have massed in the streets. On September 2, a 
broad based multi-class demonstration of sev-
eral hundred thousand took over the famous 
Plaza de Mayo in the centre of Buenos Aires 
to denounce Macri’s devastating neo-liberal 
agenda.

Similar mass actions are erupting in Brazil, 
as the US-backed Temer regime slashes gov-
ernment budget subsidies, credit and public 

investments. His public approval rating (never 
high because of his own corruption) has 
dropped to a single digit.

In a short time the business class has 
become deeply divided between the top tier, 
linked to international capital, and the middle 
and lower tiers. The initial consensus opposing 
the left-populist government has rapidly disin-
tegrated while the unity of the capitalist class 
has collapsed.

Conclusion
In the current phase of global capitalism, 

the most striking socio-economic dynamics are 
located in the deepening intra-capitalist con-
fl icts between regions, nations and among seg-
ments of the capitalist class. The ideologues 
of capitalist globalisation and regional inte-
gration are fi nally exposed as false prophets. 
Attempts by the US to impose a new world 
order that subordinates Europe and Asia have 
failed; the US now faces internal dissension, 
notably in US Presidential candidate Donald 
Trump’s “American First” campaign, pressing 
for “national solutions”.

The European capitalist elite is now only 
willing to collaborate with Washington, where 
US-Europe trade agreements can be mutually 
benefi cial – they openly reject being reduced 
to “reaping crumbs”. National capitalism has 
emerged as the new reality on both sides of 
the Atlantic and across the globe in Asia, as 
China emerges as the dominant economic force 
in the region. China’s quest to secure global 
markets and investment sites has set in motion 
rival nationalist alignments, which threaten US 
regional power.

Rebellions by capitalist political elites are 
the “new norm” everywhere. Multi-national 
rivalries over tax evasion and its consequences 
are leading to “tit-for-tat” reprisals, which can 
rupture historical ties.

Latin American capitalist triumphs over the 
left are short-lived, as the different segments 
engage in violent divisions and realignments.

The ultra-militarist US is incapable of 
establishing a stable world capitalist order 
under its direction. Instead, we now fi nd a mul-
tiplicity of capitals and competing state regimes 
with subordinate and divided segments of the 
capitalist class. 

Trans-Atlantic and Pacifi c unity fractures, 
and each sub-region seeks its own socio-eco-
nomic partners. Trade talks cease and acrimony 
reigns.

Given the total reliance of the US on mil-
itary-driven empire building, this post-imperi-
al emergence of national and class rivalries is 
more likely to lead to war than to a new just 
social order.
globalresearch.ca 

Inter-capitalist rivalries 
and the corporate elite

The entire US imperial edifice 
operates through corrupt 
multi-national corporate tax 
swindlers who control and direct 
their politician stooges who, 
in turn, intimidate submissive 
European regimes.
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The impeachment and removal of Rousseff 
came after she was suspended from offi ce 
in May. Though at least 60 percent of the 
senators who voted for her impeachment 
are credibly accused of corruption, Rous-
seff herself was not accused of corruption, 
but only of carrying out adjustments in the 
2015 budget that her enemies claim amount 
to a “crime of responsibility”, a legalistic 
phrase that has to be invoked to impeach 
and remove a Brazilian president. Rousseff 
pointed out that what she did was similar 
to what other presidents have done in the 
past and was necessary to save vital social 
programs that have pulled millions of Bra-
zilians out of poverty during her adminis-
tration and that of her predecessor, former 
President Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva.

In her defi ant speech, Rousseff asks Brazil-
ians to look at the real reasons for her impeach-
ment and removal from power. She points out 
that the politicians that pushed for her remov-
al have expressed fear that if she remained in 
power, investigations into their corrupt prac-
tices, many revealed by an investigation called 
“Lava Jato” or “Jet Car Wash”, will continue. In 
other words, her impeachment and removal will 
allow the real guilty parties to escape justice.

She points out that she was re-elected to the 
presidency in 2014 with 54 percent of the vote, 
which was negated by the action of 61 of the 
81 members of the Brazilian Senate.

Further, she underlines the reactionary 
ideology that motivates Mr Temer and his 
colleagues. While deposing the fi rst woman 
president in Brazil’s history, they have installed 
a cabinet composed exclusively of white men. 
The policies that Mr Temer is carrying out are 
aimed at reversing the progressive changes ini-
tiated when Lula da Silva fi rst took power in 
2003. They sharply cut the health, education, 
housing, and social welfare budgets; eliminate 
government agencies that focused on social jus-
tice for women, Afro-Brazilians, Indigenous 
people, youth, LGBT people, pensioners, and 
the poor; and privilege the interests of Brazil-
ian and transnational big business. Workers’ 
and labour unions’ rights are especially threat-
ened by the new, un-elected regime. This is 
why Rousseff, her Workers’ Party (Partido dos 
Trabalhadores), and their allies refer to what 

happened as a “coup”. She makes pointed refer-
ence to the similarity to the 1964 military coup, 
after which she and many others were subjected 
to vicious repression - including torture in her 
case.

Rousseff calls for the people of Brazil who 
have benefi ted during her and Lula’s adminis-
trations to resist the coup and fi ght the gutting 
of progressive policies. She ends with a poem 
by Soviet poet Vladimir Mayakovsky (1893-
1930), predicting that the Brazilian people will 
overcome present diffi culties the way the keel 
of a ship cuts through the waves.

The left in Brazil is continuing mass dem-
onstrations against the right’s power grab and 
promoting new snap elections – an idea highly 
popular with the Brazilian people.

Emile Schepers for People’s World

Speech by 
Dilma Rousseff 
upon her removal as 
President of Brazil

Greetings to ex-president Luiz Inácio Lula 
da Silva, senators, federal deputies, party lead-
ers, leaders of social movements, and to the 
women and men of my country.

Today the federal Senate made a decision 
that will enter history alongside its great injus-
tices. The senators who voted for impeachment 
chose to tear up the federal Constitution. They 
decided to interrupt the mandate of a president 
who did not commit a crime of responsibility. 
They condemned an innocent woman and con-
summated a parliamentary coup.

With the approval of my defi nitive removal 
from offi ce, politicians who have desperately 
sought to escape the arm of the judicial system 
have seized power, alongside the ones who lost 
the last four elections. They do not ascend to 
the government through the direct vote, like 
Lula and I did in 2002, 2006, 2010, and 2014. 
They have appropriated power through a coup 
d’état.

It is the second coup that I have faced in 
my life. The fi rst, the military coup [of 1964], 
supported with the violence of arms, of repres-
sion, and of torture, affected me when I was a 

young activist. The second, the parliamentary 
coup carried out today by means of a juridical 
farce, removes me from the offi ce to which I 
was elected by the people.

It is indisputably an indirect election, in 
which 61 senators substitute the will expressed 
by 54.5 million voters. It is a fraud, which we 
will appeal at every possible level of the judi-
cial system.

It is horrifying that the greatest effort 
against corruption in our history, made possi-
ble by actions developed and laws created since 
2003 and deepened under my government, have 
wound up bringing to power a group of cor-
rupt [politicians who are themselves] under 
investigation.

The progressive, inclusive, and democratic 
national agenda that I represent is being inter-
rupted by powerful conservative and reaction-
ary forces, with the support of a biased and 
venal press. They have seized the institutions 
of the state in order to place it at the serv-
ice of radical economic liberalism and social 
regressiveness.

They have overthrown the fi rst female pres-
ident of Brazil, with no justifi cation whatsoever.

But the coup was not carried out solely 
against me and against my party. This was just 
the beginning. This coup will indiscriminately 
attack any progressive and democratic political 
organisation.

This coup is against social movements, 
against labour, and against those who fi ght for 
rights of any kind – for the right to work and 
the protection of labour laws; the right to a just 
retirement; the right to housing and to land; 
the right to education, to health, and to culture; 
the right of the youth to be the protagonists of 
their own history; the rights of black people, 
Indigenous people, the LGBT community, and 
women; the right to demonstrate without being 
repressed.

The coup is against the people and against 
the nation. The coup is misogynist. The coup 
is homophobic. The coup is racist. It represents 
the imposition of the culture of intolerance, of 
prejudice, of violence.

I ask the Brazilian people to hear me. I am 
speaking to the more than 54 million who voted 
for me in 2014. I speak to the 110 million who 
validated direct elections as the way presidents 
should be chosen.

I speak principally to the Brazilians who, 
during my time in offi ce, overcame misery, 
realised the dream of owning their own home, 
began to receive medical care, got into college, 
and stopped being invisible in the eyes of the 
nation, beginning to possess rights which had 
always been denied them.

The disbelief and the hurt that we feel at 
moments like this are not what you should 
allow to counsel you. Don’t stop fi ghting.

Listen well: They think that they have 
defeated us, but they are wrong. I know that 
we are all going to fi ght. There will be against 

them the fi rmest, most untiring, and energetic 
opposition that any government that comes to 
power by a coup can face.

When President Lula was elected for the 
fi rst time, in 2003, we came to the government 
singing together that no one should be afraid 
to be happy. For more than 13 years, we suc-
cessfully carried out a project that promoted 
the greatest social inclusion and reduction in 
inequality in the history of our country.

The story does not end like this. I am cer-
tain that the interruption of this process by the 
coup is not defi nitive. We will return. We will 
return in order to continue on our journey to a 
Brazil in which the people are sovereign.

I hope that we will know how to come 
together in defence of causes that are common 
to all progressives, independent of our party 
affi liation or political position. I propose that 
we fi ght, all together, against this step back-
wards, against this conservative agenda, against 
the revocation of our rights, for our national 
sovereignty, and for the full re-establishment 
of democracy.

I leave the presidency the way I arrived: 
without being guilty of any illicit act, without 
having betrayed any of my commitments, with 
dignity, and carrying in my chest the same love 
and admiration for the Brazilian people and the 
same will to continue fi ghting for Brazil.

I lived my truth. I gave the best I was capa-
ble of. I did not fl ee from my responsibilities. I 
felt the pain of human suffering. I was moved 
by the fi ght against misery and hunger. I com-
bated inequality.

I fought good battles. Some I lost, many I 
won. In this moment, I am inspired by Darcy 
Ribeiro to say, I would not like to be in the 
place of those who judge themselves victors. 
History will be implacable against them.

To the women of Brazil, who covered me 
in fl owers and in affection, I ask you to believe 
that you [still] can. Future generations of Bra-
zilian women will know that the fi rst time a 
woman became president of the Republic, 
chauvinism and misogyny showed their ugly 
faces. We have begun building a one-way path 
to gender equality. Nothing will make us stop.

At this moment, I will not tell you goodbye. 
I am certain that I can tell you, ‘See you soon’.

In closing, I share with you some beau-
tiful encouragement from the Russian poet 
Mayakovsky:

We are not happy, it’s true
But what reason would we have to be sad?
The sea of history is agitated
Threats and wars, we will have to pass 
through them
Breaking them as we do
Cutting them like the keel of a ship.

A tender embrace for all the Brazilian 
people, who share with me a belief in democ-
racy and who dream of justice.
People’s World 

“Believe in democracy, 
dream of justice”

Dilma Rousseff.

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

We pass on to our readers the following translated version of a speech by deposed 
Brazilian President Dilma Rousseff, given on August 31, after Brazil’s Senate voted 
61 to 20 to remove her from power and replace her as president with the right-wing 
former Vice President, Michel Temer.
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On August 31 the British Medical 
Association (BMA) council voted 
to endorse a program of further 
industrial action, proposed by the 
junior doctors committee (JDC), 
just weeks before the fi rst group of 
junior doctors are to be faced with 
the new contract. Strike action is 
planned for October, November 
and December.

Consultants and others medics 
not classifi ed as junior doctors will 
be staffi ng the National Health Serv-
ice (NHS), as was the case during 
strike action taken earlier this year, 
in order to ensure our patients are not 
left without medical assistance.

Taking strike action is not some-
thing I, or my colleagues, do willing-
ly or without signifi cant forethought. 
The media spin is once again in over-
drive and on cue to portray junior 
doctors as reckless anarchists who are 
striking to the detriment of patients in 
order to score political points.

One does not need a medical 
degree to fi gure out that individu-
als who make immense sacrifi ces to 
get into and through medical school, 
to be followed upon graduation by 
further sacrifi ces to their free time, 
comfort, social and family lives (to 
the extent that their own physical and 
mental health sometimes suffers) in 
order to care for the sick, would sud-
denly choose to put patients at risk 
and lose a week’s pay while doing 
so. Junior doctors, like most other 
people, are only a pay cheque or two 
away from being unable to pay their 
mortgages or rent or put food on the 
table.

From my perspective, I am not 
just a doctor working in the NHS. 
I also use the NHS, as do my part-
ner and family. As anyone who has 
visited a hospital during the week-
end will tell you, a seven-day NHS 
already exists, albeit one staffed by 
overworked and overstretched staff.

Jeremy Hunt’s claim, based upon 
carefully chosen statistics – that an 
additional 6,000 annual deaths occur 
during the weekend – has been 

soundly debunked. Furthermore, a 
report leaked by the Department of 
Health earlier this year indicated that 
there was no evidence that increased 
staffi ng levels on weekends would 
actually reduce mortality among 
patients admitted during those days, 
removing a linchpin from Hunt’s 
argument that extra staff are needed.

The report also showed that if 
hospitals are to function on week-
ends, as they do Monday to Friday, 
an additional 11,000 staff (includ-
ing doctors and nurses) would be 
required, on top of an annual cost of 
£900 million.

Further evidence indicating 
junior doctors are already over-
stretched is provided by the Mind 
the Rota Gap study which showed 
that in London, as across the rest of 
England, there is a massive shortage 
of junior doctors.

This often results in extra work 
being piled upon existing medics or 
gaps in rotas not being fi lled.

Further depleting existing junior 
doctor numbers Monday to Friday, 
in order to spread us out across 
the whole week, will not only put 
patients at risk during the fi rst fi ve 
days of the week but will also not 
reduce weekend mortality.

We all want to give our existing 
and potential patients, which include 
ourselves, our colleagues and our 
families, the very best possible care 
but we desperately need the addition-
al staff and funding to do so.

Otherwise the NHS is being 
set up to fail in order to usher in a 
system of private healthcare, perhaps 
even a US-style healthcare system, 
complete with the shortcomings for 
those unable to afford what is surely 
a human right.

I wish Hunt, on behalf of the 
Conservative government, would 
support rather than damage a strained 
NHS and return to negotiations to 
create a contract that allows patients 
to receive the best possible care 
within a well-funded system staffed 
by rested doctors.

Our opponents have recently 
started saying that we are striking 

to reject a contract our own union 
endorsed.

This is a classic example of 
spin. In reality, the new contract 
was endorsed by Johann Malawana, 
former JDC chair and a single indi-
vidual, who subsequently honourably 
announced his resignation once BMA 
members voted to reject the offer.

For a single individual does not a 
union make and the JDC itself never 
issued any formal statement endors-
ing the contract or suggesting how its 
45,000 members should vote.

Abiding by the wishes of the 
majority, the JDC started formulat-
ing plans for further industrial action 
when, in early July, it was announced 
that 58 percent of voting BMA mem-
bers had rejected the contract.

Industrial action will undoubted-
ly disrupt services and cause incon-
venience – it would be a futile course 
of action if it did not, but the alter-
native of a situation where further 
strain is placed upon the NHS and 
its staff, without the concurrent fund-
ing required, and more demoralised 
health professionals leave the NHS, 

leading to its collapse and subsequent 
privatisation would be far worse and 
virtually irreversible.

I am upset that we are pushed 
into taking strike action. However, 
I am also acutely aware of the long-
term consequences of not taking 
action and realise that once the NHS 
is pushed to fail and disappears, the 
effects will be long-lasting and far 
more damaging to all of us than a few 
days of inconvenience.

Cutting into fl esh to remove dis-
eased tissues may seem macabre but 
the risk of leaving the situation to 
fester puts the entire body at risk.

Over the past several months, 
the BMA has received huge support 
from the public and across the trade 
union movement – we are acting in 
the interests of the public and could 
not undertake such a course of action 
without their support. For this we are 
immensely grateful.

A recent ITV poll showed that, 
at the time of writing, 85 percent of 
53,000 voted Yes to the question “Do 
you support the latest strike by junior 
doctors?”

It probably comes as no surprise 
that around 70 MPs, including David 
Cameron and Hunt, are believed to 
have links with private healthcare 
companies.

This begs the question: how 
many Conservative Party MPs and 
their rich backers use the NHS? Such 
individuals are of course wealthy 
enough to afford private healthcare.

One can see that, at best, they 
would be indifferent to the collapse 
of a public health service, and at 
worst might actively profi t from the 
expansion of private healthcare.

In the fi nal analysis, however, the 
attacks on the NHS are due neither to 
the personal interests and lifestyles 
of Tory Cabinet ministers, but are 
the result of the crisis of capitalism, 
which demands austerity and cuts.

As a major component of public 
spending, the government is forced 
to attack the NHS and its junior doc-
tors in order to sustain the only sickly 
patient that they care about: the capi-
talist system.
Morning Star 

International

NHS being set up to fail

Oppose the coups in Latin America!
Solidarity with the people of Venezuela and Brazil!
We, the undersigned, condemn 
the destabilisation plan underway 
in Venezuela against President 
Nicolas Maduro. We send our soli-
darity to President Maduro and 
the Venezuelan people who are 
resisting attempts by right-wing 
opposition forces to oust a demo-
cratically-elected government by 
violent means in violation of the 
democratic vote of the people and 
the country’s constitution.

We also condemn the recent 
coup against President Dilma 
Rousseff in Brazil, who was 
impeached by the vote of a hand-
ful of Senators, despite there being 
no evidence of any wrongdoing 
against her. In removing Dilma, the 
Brazilian right-wing has undemo-
cratically overturned the vote of 
over 50 million citizens who voted 
for her less than two years ago. We 
reject and refuse to recognise the 
illegitimate government of Michel 
Temer and express our solidar-
ity with those on the streets today 
demanding Fora Temer! (Temer 
Out!). 

These recent events – the coup 
in Brazil and attempted coup in 

Venezuela – are part of a broader 
political process directed against 
those governments in the region 
who have sought to address the 
needs of the people and the strug-
gles that helped bring them to 
power. In particular, this plan seeks 
to defeat the Venezuelan people 
and their Bolivarian revolution.

This plan is not new: there 
have already been several simi-
lar coup attempts; some have suc-
ceed (in Honduras and Paraguay), 
and some have failed (Venezuela, 
Bolivia, Ecuador).

It is also no secret who is 
behind this plan: big business, 
right-wing parties and governments 
in the region, the corporate media 
and, most importantly, the United 
States government.

These are the same interests 
that were behind the military coup 
against President Salvador Allende 
in Chile in 1973. September 11 
will be the 43th anniversary of the 
coup that imposed a repressive 
regime and resulted in thousands 
of people been murdered or disap-
peared. Today, the Chilean people 
are still fi ghting for real democracy 

and better living conditions. Their 
struggle continues and is a constant 
reminder of why coups must never 
be allowed to happen again.

We reiterate our support for 
President Rousseff and President 
Maduro, and our solidarity with the 
peoples of Latin America who are 
fi ghting back against these attacks 
on democracy.

We make a call for all pro-
gressive, peace supporting and 
solidarity organisations to step up 
solidarity work with the people 
of Latin America, particularly the 
Venezuelan people. Through their 
struggles, the people of Venezuela 
and Latin America have inspired 
millions and contributed to the 
building of progressive causes 
around the world. 

Now – more than ever – is the 
time to repay this solidarity with 
solidarity.

Viva Maduro and Dilma!
Viva the people of Venezuela, 

Brazil and Latin America!
Venceremos!

Initial signatories:
Australians for Democracy in Brazil, Melbourne
Australian Solidarity with Latin America (ASLA), Brisbane
Australia-Venezuela Cultural Association, Canberra
Australia Venezuela Solidarity Network (AVSN)
Casa Latinoamericana-Victoria
Chile Solidarity Campaign (Melbourne)
Colombia Demand Justice Campaign
Committee for Human Rights in Chile, Sydney
Committee for Human Rights in Guatemala, Sydney
Committee in Solidarity with Cuba Western Suburbs
Committee in Solidarity with Mexico, Sydney
Committee in Solidarity with the Citizen’s Revolution in Ecuador, Sydney
Communist Party of Australia
Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front (FMLN) Committee, Sydney
Friends of the Frente Patriotico Manuel Rodriguez, Sydney
Green Left Weekly
Ibiray Group (Sydney)
Latin American Indigenous community campaign, Friends of the Earth 
Latin America Social Forum, Sydney
Latin American Solidarity Network (LASNET)
Latin American Womens Program Community Radio 3CR
Mapuche Mawida Group, Sydney
Maritime Union of Australia, Sydney branch
MASIL, Melbourne
No Impunity in Chile support group, Canberra
Resistance, Young Socialist Alliance
Socialist Alliance
United for Colombia
UNRG-MAIZ (Guatemalan National Revolutionary Unity), Australia
Venezuela Solidarity Campaign (Melbourne)
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Right and wrong 
at Long Tan
I have no idea who organised for 
the event in Vietnam and who 
signed off on it but it was always 
an incredibly stupid idea. It reeks 
of imperial arrogance and a com-
plete lack of insight and knowing 
what is right and wrong.

Our shameful participation in 

this illegal war as a willing lapdog 
of US imperialism is nothing to be 
proud of.

We have no right to go there 
on this occasion any more than the 
German Panzer division vets have 
if they were to go to Volgograd and 
Kursk to commemorate their losses 
or the Luftwaffe visit London during 
commemorations for the Battle of 
Britain.

Even bringing their singers and 
dancers with them like it is some sort 
of theme park.

Millicent Worthy

Forest law 
enforcement
Indonesia’s response to forest fi res 
is being hampered by a crisis in 
law enforcement. Not only have 

police failed to reinstate over a 
dozen dropped investigations into 
pulpwood and oil palm planta-
tion companies in Riau but an 
angry mob held fi re investigators 
hostage at a palm oil plantation 
area in Rokan Hulu district, also 
in Riau.

The investigators, who are law 
enforcement staff from the Environ-
ment and Forestry Ministry, have 
since been released, but not before 
the hostage-takers forced them to 
delete their camera memory cards. 
Fortunately, some images shot by 
drone survived. Those aerial photos 
show that some of the burned area 
had been cleared for planting with oil 
palm, a common but illegal practice 
in plantation development. The area 
hit by fi re consisted of peat lands, 
where fi rst indications are that active 
drainage was underway, which has 

also been banned by government 
directive since last year’s fi res.

Greenpeace calls on the Presi-
dent to send a clear message on forest 
fi re law enforcement – that he sup-
ports, and expects, maximum effort 
from the Minister for Environment 
and Forestry and the Chief of Nation-
al Police. Fire prevention is covered 
not only by criminal law, but also 
civil and administrative laws, so 
the president must order the police 
and relevant ministries to cooperate 
better. They must ensure companies 
which breach the law face sanctions – 
criminal, administrative and payment 
of damages as appropriate.

The supreme court must ensure 
judicial staff with training in envi-
ronmental cases and a proven clean 
record are appointed to hear fire 
cases. And the Judicial Commis-
sion and the Minister of Justice and 

Human Rights must monitor cases 
to ensure transparency and justice, 
without the opportunity for business 
elites to exercise undue infl uence and 
corrupt the legal process.

The Indonesian public bears the 
brunt of the fi res and smoke crisis, 
but it can also play a crucial role in 
ending it, by monitoring for forest 
and peat land destruction. Local com-
munities, the media and NGOs are in 
a position to provide tip offs to law 
enforcers and to let companies know 
they won’t escape public notice when 
fi res break out on land they control. 
However this is only possible if the 
government drops its current policy 
of secrecy and allows public access 
to data and maps about who controls 
land.

Yuyun Indradi
Greenpeace Forest Campaign
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The Guardian
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The recent fl oods in the US state of Louisi-
ana were exceptional. They were reported 
on our TV news of course. For the editors of 
our television news media, natural disasters 
are what news is all about: eye-catching 
visuals, human drama, and no explanation 
is needed since it’s an “act of God”.

Science, however, suggests it has less to do 
with God than with climate change, and climate 
change, as we now know, is caused at least par-
tially by human activity, such as the burning of 
fossil fuels, amongst other things. The increas-
ing frequency and severity of extreme weather 
events is a recognised consequence of climate 
change. And Louisiana’s weather has changed 
dramatically.

According to Weather Underground mete-
orologists Jeff Masters and Bob Henson, 
August was the wettest month in the Louisiana 
city of Baton Rouge since records were fi rst 
kept 174 years ago. “Baton Rouge picked up 
... more rain in three months than downtown 
Los Angeles has recorded over the last fi ve 
years!” The resulting fl oodwaters left more than 
a dozen people dead and some 60,000 homes 
inundated.

This fl ood may have been more severe than 
others, but it is by no means unique. Near the 
beginning of the year another massive fl ood hit 
southern Louisiana. You could say nature was 
trying to tell America something. Not loudly 
enough, however, for within days of President 
Obama visiting the devastation in Baton Rouge, 
the US federal Bureau of Ocean Energy Man-
agement, a division of the US Interior Depart-
ment, conducted an auction – in the Superdome 
football stadium, no less – of almost 25 mil-
lion acres in the western section of the Gulf 
of Mexico, for under-water exploration and 
extraction of oil and gas. Oil and gas, of course, 
are fossil fuels.

The US government, however, is very keen 
– almost desperate in fact – to promote offshore 
oil and gas drilling in the Gulf of Mexico despite 
widespread protests. In March this year, hun-
dreds of people protested against a similar auc-
tion, also being held in the Superdome football 

stadium. The Superdome itself achieved inter-
national notoriety when thousands of refugees 
from another extreme weather event, Hurricane 
Katrina, were given “temporary” shelter there 
that went on and on. The irony of holding these 
auctions in that venue was not lost on US cli-
mate activists.

“Those thousands in the Superdome after 
Katrina should be considered climate refugees. 
For this building now to house the auctions for 
drilling for more fossil fuels only adds insult 
to the injury,” said Antonia Juhasz, a journalist 
and energy analyst.

Amy Goodman, the host of the widely syn-
dicated US TV/radio news hour Democracy 
Now! reported comments Juhasz made on her 
program: “The Interior Department is contin-
uing the problems that helped accelerate this 
storm in the fi rst place, helped make it more 
ferocious, helped make these storms more fre-
quent. And that, of course, is the burning of 
fossil fuels, leading to climate change.”

Goodman herself points out that “While 
any one extreme weather event can’t be directly 
attributed to climate change, storms, droughts, 
wildfi res, fl oods and hurricanes all are expect-
ed to become more frequent and more severe 
as the planet warms. ... Rather than enabling 
more dangerous deep-water oil extraction off 
the shores of the Gulf Coast, President Obama 
should be spending his remaining months in 
offi ce doing everything in his power to reduce 
our national dependence on fossil fuels.”

Actually, President Obama has his hands 
full sanctioning assassinations, approving 
drone strikes on Pakistani villages, arranging 
with the Pentagon for the bombing of Libya 
and Syria, not to mention engineering coups 
against democratically elected governments in 
Ukraine, Brazil and elsewhere. Given all that, 
it’s astonishing the way otherwise intelligent 
Americans still have this belief that President 
Obama is one of the good guys.

Meanwhile, US journalist Judith Schwartz, 
author of the book, Water In Plain Sight: Hope 
for a Thirsty World, has a timely caution against 
taking a too simplistic view of combating 

climate change. Her article is important, I 
think. So I have unashamedly quoted from it 
extensively. She says “we need to understand 
how natural systems regulate climate and to 
ally with the processes that maintain those 
functions.

“Shifting to renewable energy is essential. 
But this alone won’t avert climate disaster. 
[my italics :RG].Even if we stopped fossil fuel 
emissions this minute, it would take centuries 
to bring CO2 down to appropriate levels. ... Cli-
mate is too complex to be reduced to a single 
variable.

“Many ecological processes that infl uence 
climate refl ect the movement and phase change 
of water. While carbon dioxide traps heat, water 
vapour acts as a conveyer of heat, retaining and 
releasing heat as it circulates. Consider transpi-
ration, the upward movement of water through 
plants. This is a cooling mechanism, transform-
ing solar radiation to latent heat embodied in 
water vapour. According to Czech botanist Jan 
Pokorny, each litre of water transpired converts 
0.7 kilowatt-hours of solar energy, an amount 
comparable to the capacity of, say, a large room 
air conditioner.

“A single tree can transpire upwards of 100 
litres of water in a day. That’s a lot of cooling 
power – not to mention the shade, the draw-
down of carbon, and everything else a tree does 
for us.

“We may see a denuded landscape as a sign 
of climate change, but it’s also a cause. When 
we strip away vegetation, we lose the tempera-
ture modulation those plants provided. Sunlight 
beaming down becomes sensible heat – heat 
you can feel – as opposed to being captured and 
transformed by plants. Peter Andrews, an Aus-
tralian maverick farmer and author, emphasises 
the extent to which plants direct and manage 
water. He adds: ‘Every time a plant manages 
water, it manages heat’. He estimates that a 
quarter of earth’s land has lost plant cover.

“The best tactic for reconciliation with 
nature is regenerating ecosystems. What’s cru-
cial is to know that it’s possible: we’ve grown 
so accustomed to diminished landscapes we’ve 

lost sight of how lush they can be. ... From 
Mexico to Southern Africa and across the US 
[you can fi nd] numerous examples of people 
restoring land to reduce poverty, support wild-
life, store carbon, – and hold moisture.

“The strategy depends on the setting but 
may entail building carbon-rich, living soil; 
slowing the flow of water; promoting the 
growth of trees; and managing grazing ani-
mals in a way that restores land. In grassland 
regions, many of which are desertifying, rumi-
nants like cows and sheep are managed to serve 
as a proxy for the vast animal herds that helped 
create and maintain these environments.

“Per the Gross Domestic Product (GDP), 
an intact forest is worth zero; its contribution 
to biodiversity, water regulation, area cooling 
and human wellbeing is treated as irrelevant. 
If someone takes a chainsaw to it, the sale of 
wood goes in the plus column. This is ‘growth’. 
At the very least, ‘externalised’ costs – with our 
lumber sale, this includes soil erosion, lowered 
water quality, loss of recreation – should be on 
the balance sheet.

“Filmmaker and researcher John D Liu 
believes our economic structure needs more 
fundamental change. In 1995 Liu fi lmed the 
rehabilitation of China’s Loess Plateau, a chunk 
of degraded land the size of Belgium, for the 
World Bank. Upon documenting this and other 
areas brought back from the brink, he’s become 
an advocate of valuing ecological function over 
products and services, which he calls ‘deriva-
tives’ of nature.

“The route to climate equilibrium [is not] 
through technology alone – there are always 
unintended consequences – but in partnership 
with plants, animals and micro-organisms.”

Wise words to ponder over, but the solu-
tion Judith Schwartz posits is not at all an easy 
one. The problem is complex and so is the solu-
tion. The wholesale regenerating of ecosystems 
will require the reining in of capitalism’s unbri-
dled quest for profi ts. This is more than just a 
subject for academic discussion, however. As 
Judith Schwartz observes, succinctly but tell-
ingly, “time is running out”. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Climate change, profi t and nature
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Our Little Sister is a fi lm of sur-
passing beauty and sensitivity, a 
fully realised insight into family, a 
simple story of three sisters living 
together who are joined by their 
half sister. It unfolds patiently, 
with elegance and understanding.

The three Koda sisters – Sachi, 
Yoshino and Chika – live together 
in Kamakura by the sea. Years ear-
lier, they were abandoned to live in 
their grandmother’s house. First their 
father left their mother for another 
woman. Then their mother ran off 
with another man. 30-year-old Sachi 
(Haruka Ayase), a nurse at a nearby 
hospital, kept the family together, 
raising the younger sisters.

When the sisters hear of their 
father’s death, they decide to put 
aside old feelings of abandonment to 
travel to his funeral. At the memorial 
service, they encounter Suzu Asano 
(Suzu Hirose), their father’s child 
with his third wife. Their meeting 

is at fi rst uncomfortable. Feelings 
about the father are unresolved. But 
the open kindness of young Suzu dis-
arms scepticism.

Sachi spontaneously invites 
Suzu to come live with them. Suzu 
gratefully accepts. She fi ts in quick-
ly and well. Clearly, she is mature 
beyond her 13 years, having nursed 
her declining father. Suzu is helpful 
and upbeat. She adapts to school and 
community, as well. Skilful in soccer 
and profi cient in studies, she wins 
friends, including one particularly 
interested boy. She enjoys hanging 
out with classmates at the local diner.

There are bumps in the road. But 
they are slight. The fact that Suzu 
looks like her mother, the woman 
who lured their father away, gives 
the sisters pause. As their grandmoth-
er warns, “She’s the daughter of the 
woman who destroyed your family.”

Through her quiet, supportive 
presence, Suzu provides a foil for the 

other sisters’ character development. 
Chika (Kaho) and her boyfriend, who 
has lost six toes on Mt Everest, are 
always upbeat. Sachi’s secret affair 
with a married doctor at her hospi-
tal is more problematic. Yoshino’s 
(Masami Nagasawa) serial failed 
romances and fl ightiness give even 
less promise for her future.

But the four sisters grow togeth-
er. Normal family occasions, main-
tenance, tasks and issues rise and 
are resolved or dispatched. Suzu is 
woven into the fabric of their daily 
lives, complementing her siblings, 
even fi lling in spaces in their knowl-
edge and memories. She shares remi-
niscences of their father that help the 
other sisters better understand their 
father and themselves. By fi lm’s end, 
they are bound by family and friend-
ship, commonalities and differenc-
es. They are a family of four women 
learning from their experience to 
build a better life together.

The story is presented through 
the sparse, but knowing, dialogue 
of writer Akimi Yoshida and direc-
tor Kore-eda Hirokazu, adapted from 
Yoshida’s graphic novel Umimachi 
Diary. It is exquisitely framed by 
Kore-eda’s breathtaking tracking 
shots of the sisters at the railway 
station, at their house window and, 
at the fi lm’s conclusion, against the 
Kamakura seashore.

Our Little Sister won nine Jap-
anese Academy Awards, including 

Best Actor, Best Director and Best 
Film.

Although it may be heresy, one 
cannot view Our Little Sister and 
other work by Kore-eda (Still Walk-
ing, Like Father, Like Son, After 
Life) without thinking of the tower-
ing postwar achievements of Tokyo 
Story Director Yasujiro Ozu (Late 
Spring, Early Summer, An Autumn 
Afternoon). There is no higher 
compliment.
People’s World 
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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.

October 13
IMPROVING THE SHAMEFUL TREATMENT OF 
THE FIRST NATIONS PEOPLES IS VITAL TO 
AUSTRALIA’S WELL-BEING.
• Jason De Santolo & Paddy Gibson, Senior Researchers, Jumbunna 

Indigenous House of Learning, University of Technology Sydney.

October 20
SUPPRESSING FREE SPEECH, CRIMINALlZING PROTEST: 
PALESTINE (BDS) AND BEYOND.
• Emeritus Prof Stuart Rees, University of Sydney;
• Dr Peter Slezak, University of NSW.
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Film review by Michael Berkowitz

Our Little Sister

Literacy Day’s half century
This year marks the 50th anniversary of Interna-
tional Literacy Day. The United Nations Educational, 
Scientifi c and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) is 
celebrating it under the banner “Reading the Past, 
Writing the Future.”

International Literacy Day 2016 – September 8 – 
recognises the past fi ve decades of national and inter-
national engagement, marking signifi cant progress 
toward increased literacy rates around the world. It also 
addresses current challenges and looks to innovative 
solutions to further boost literacy in the future.

Fifty years ago, UNESCO offi cially proclaimed 
September 8 International Literacy Day to actively 
mobilise the international community and to promote 
literacy as an instrument to empower individuals, 
communities and societies.

“The world has changed since 1966,” says 
UNESCO Director-General Irina Bokova, “but our 
determination to provide every woman and man with 
the skills, capacities and opportunities to become eve-
rything they wish, in dignity and respect, remains as 
fi rm as ever. Literacy is a foundation to build a more 
sustainable future for all.”

International Literacy Day brings together govern-
ments, multi- and bilateral organisations, NGOs, private 
sectors, communities, teachers, learners and experts in 
the fi eld. On this day also, International Literacy Prizes 
are awarded to people with outstanding solutions that 
can drive literacy toward achieving the 2030 Education 
Agenda. This year the focus is on innovation.

This is the fi rst year of implementation of the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable Development. The target is that 
by 2030 all youth and a substantial proportion of men 
and women achieve literacy and numeracy.

The main global celebration of the day will take 
place at UNESCO Headquarters in Paris with a two-day 
conference on September 8-9, the highlight of which 
will be the awarding of the Literacy Prizes. At the same 
time the Global Alliance for Literacy (GAL) will be 

launched, an ambitious new initiative to help all major 
stakeholders pull together to promote literacy as a foun-
dation for lifelong learning.

Bokova adds, “We have seen great progress 
since the proclamation of International Literacy Day 
by UNESCO in 1966. The world’s population has 
increased substantially, but the number of young adults 
without literacy skills decreased by 25 percent between 
1990 and 2015. There has been movement in enhancing 
women’s opportunities to acquire literacy – 43 countries 
have shown major improvements in gender parity ...

“But not enough. There remain today 758 mil-
lion adults who cannot read or write a simple sentence. 
Two-thirds of them are women. On the side-lines of 
the global village, they receive none of the benefi ts of 
globalisation and suffer all its costs. These women and 
men are more vulnerable to ill heath, exploitation and 
human rights abuse. They are more likely to be unem-
ployed and paid less. Unable to read or write, they are 
held back from their full potential, and whole communi-
ties are locked into vicious cycles of poverty that lay the 
conditions for violence and strife.

“Illiteracy remains synonymous with exclusion and 
poverty – we must turn this around.”
People’s World 
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G4S, a UK-based security multinational, 
admitted to having personnel deployed at 
“remote sites” where Native Americans 
are defending their lands from the planned 
US$3.8 billion Dakota Access pipeline that 
they say would pollute the drinking water 
of millions.

The actions have brought together over 200 
tribes in solidarity and faced a heavy offensive 
by private security companies and state offi cers 
deployed under a state of emergency.

The security company has been under fi re 
for providing services to Israeli prisons and 
settlements, expanding across the Middle East 
including Afghanistan and Iraq and operating 
juvenile detention centres and handling depor-
tations from the US.

In 2008 an Aboriginal prisoner, Mr Ward, 
died while being transported by G4S in Western 
Australia. In his fi ndings, the West Australian 
Coroner found Mr Ward was effectively cooked 
to death in the back of a prison van. The Abo-
riginal elder was being driven in the back of the 
van through the searing temperatures of The 
Goldfi elds. The air-conditioning unit was not 
working and the temperature inside reached 50 
degrees Celsius.

Before he died, the 46-year-old from War-
burton suffered third-degree burns where his 
body touched the hot metal fl oor.

Coroner Alistair Hope said Mr Ward died 
as a result of heat stroke which was caused by 
grossly excessive heat in the pod in the transit 
van taking him from Laverton to Kalgoorlie. 
He accused the people driving the prison van 
of collusion and giving false evidence.

He also said the fact the prison van did not 
have a spare tyre was an indication of the trans-
port company’s “reckless” approach to prisoner 
safety.

He said it was a disgrace that a prisoner 
in the 21st Century, particularly someone who 
was not convicted, was transported such a dis-
tance in such a compartment.

The Coroner expressed his disgust at the 
state of the compartment, saying it had all-met-
al surfaces, very little light, and no restraints 
to protect the person inside if the vehicle had 
come to grief in some way.

There was a lack of air fl ow and there was 
no proper method of communication between 
the pod and the drivers.

He said there was a panic button in the back 
but it was not prominent and only set off a light 
in the driver’s compartment which could not be 
seen in daytime.

The fan did not work when it was tested, 
the air-conditioning was not working, and in 
any case the air-conditioning was not appro-
priate to be driving people such long distances 
in remote areas.

In connection with the Dakota pipeline, 
in an email to teleSUR, G4S communications 
director Monica Lewman-Garcia wrote, “G4S 
Secure Solutions is providing fewer than 10 
security officers, assigned to remote sites, 
providing limited short-term unarmed patrol 
services.”

G4S recently published a new job open-
ing for an armed custom protection security 
offi cer in Mandan, North Dakota – next to the 
campsites – which was reposted on Facebook 
by Lakota Sioux Tribe member Olowaan Plain.

Lewman-Garcia said that “there are other 
names” of security companies but failed to 
name any others. She would not answer other 

questions and was not available to speak by 
phone.

Organisers told teleSUR that 10-Code 
LLC, a local veteran-run company, is also 
providing security, but they were not able to 
be reached.

A direct action to stop construction ended 
in security deploying dogs, who bit six people, 
including a pregnant woman and a child. The 
private security forces also maced 30 people, 
activists said. G4S offi cers “were not present 
and not involved at the location where the inci-
dent occurred,” wrote Lewman-Garcia.

The Standing Rock Sioux Tribe, which 
set up the Sacred Stone Camp in April, was 
denied a request for a temporary restrain-
ing order against the companies behind the 
pipeline. It fi led the request after construc-
tion workers bulldozed “burial sites, prayer 
sites and culturally signifi cant artefacts,” said 

tribal chairman David Archambault II in a 
press statement.

Over 200 tribes and First Nations and over 
100 organisations and businesses, including an 
Ohio mosque, have signed statements of soli-
darity with the protests, which are said to be the 
largest Native American mobilisation in almost 
150 years.

The state has mobilised armed patrols and 
requested the help of federal offi cials following 
an emergency declaration and a state of emer-
gency, justifi ed by claims of “hundreds of crim-
inal acts” and “outside agitators,” according to 
North Dakota Governor Jack Dalrymple – a 
claim that protesters deny.

The state homeland security director also 
pulled out state-owned water and medical serv-
ices to punish “unlawful” protesters and ensure 
“equipment is secure.”

The FBI has also been sent to investigate 

“laser strikes” against a surveillance aircraft 
circling the camp. Morton County Sheriff 
Kyle Kirchmeier said the planes were there 
to ensure public safety, but people at the site 
said they were used to disrupt cell phone 
signals. Occupiers also complained about 
limited freedom of movement, with armed 
military checkpoints restricting entrance to 
the camps.

Meanwhile, the Red Warrior Camp has 
been continuing its direct actions at construc-
tion sites, which led the Army Corps of Engi-
neers to support a temporary halt to some 
construction work on the basis of “ensuring 
peace.”

Two week-long solidarity protests have 
started across the country, targeting other com-
panies benefi ting from the pipeline, like Citi-
bank and TD Securities.
TeleSUR 

Jailer to 
the brutal status quo

The actions have brought together over 
200 tribes in solidarity and faced a heavy 

offensive by private security companies 
and state officers deployed under 

a state of emergency.


