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Social Services Minister Christian Porter 
is not lying when he says that the “budget 
savings” in the government’s Omnibus bill 
are “targeted”. The majority of these so-
called “savings” are cruel cuts targeted at 
the most vulnerable and disadvantaged in 
the community. The Labor “Opposition” 
should hang its head for rolling over with 
hardly a murmur to give its support to the 
Turnbull/Abbott cuts.

The cuts hit students, the unemployed, suc-
cessful job seekers, aged care residents, dental 
services, immigrants, people with unpaid wel-
fare debts, new parents, childcare benefi ts, 
carers families, mentally ill charged with a seri-
ous criminal offence and new social security 
recipients. (See page 2 for more details.)

The government describes these latest cuts 
as a fi rst stage in a “revolutionary change” to 
end “welfare dependency” by “investing in 
people [and] improving lives”. Its Australian 
Priority Investment Approach “will help foster 
innovation throughout society.” So the govern-
ment claims.

In fact it will do exactly the opposite. You 
do not improve lives by cutting incomes that 
are already below the poverty line. Nor do you 
improve lives or invest in people without creat-
ing jobs and providing access to quality educa-
tion and training. The government does neither 
of these things.

Porter rings the alarm bells of “unsustain-
ability”. Trillions of dollars would be spent 
on locking thousands of people into “welfare 
dependency” if changes are not made now.

The people he is referring to include those 
who receive or might receive the age pension, 
people with disability, young carers, the sick, 
the unemployed, parents, single mums, students 
and Indigenous Australians.

Porter’s language is deliberately bamboo-
zling and designed to cover up the fact the 
statistics are meaningless. The “baseline valu-
ation”, he says, “applies the type of algorith-
mic and actuarial analysis used in insurance 
industries …”

So what! We are dealing with human 
beings who have a right to live in dignity, to 
housing, to study, to work, to health services. 
People are not statistics and they do not have a 
disease called “welfare dependency” that is to 
be treated by punitive measures.

Dishonest

The Australia Institute (TAI) estimates that 
$3.77 billion or 62 percent of the 6.1 billion in 
savings identifi ed in the Omnibus Bill comes 
at the expense of lower income people, with 
the rest coming mainly from higher education 
and innovation.

Porter clearly wants to hang his cuts on 
moral judgements about those who access 
social security payments.

The talk about identifying those at high 
risk of long term welfare dependency and help-
ing them fi nd employment is dishonest. The 
government is doing nothing to create jobs. 
In fact, it is destroying jobs through its poli-
cies such as cuts to the Australian Renewable 
Energy Agency, ongoing subsidies to the fossil 
fuel industry and trashing the manufacturing 
industry.

The jobs will not come through innova-
tion with a government cutting the incentive to 
students to study mathematics, science, engi-
neering or technology as the government’s 
Omnibus bill does. The destruction of TAFE, 

the increasing TAFE and university fees and 
the bill’s changes to the repayment of student 
debt is not a recipe for innovation.

Porter plans to get young carers into edu-
cation and the workforce, but how? Where are 
the back-up services so that they can do this?

He also targets young parents, and raises 
concerns that the government’s data shows that 
young single parents are likely to have more 
children and remain on parenting payments 
for long periods of time. Again, he takes the 
approach of cuts to payments, not support such 
as affordable childcare so that they can study 
or work.

Porter acknowledges the existence of ine-
quality, but rejects the notion of reducing ine-
quality. Instead, potential and existing welfare 
recipients must be identifi ed and monitored and 
data collected on them so that they can be put 
on a path to “self-reliance” and channelled into 
the workforce.

Porter complains about students who 
receive student payments and how many of 
them end up in the welfare system. The unspo-
ken but clearly implied sentiment is that these 

students, single parents and carers are “welfare 
dependent” because they choose to be.

Punitive
As already stated the bill’s measures are 

punitive. They do not address the reasons 
people receive social security payments or 
make an attempt to appropriately address those 
circumstances.

Porter openly admitted Newstart was 
designed to be cruel in an address to the Nation-
al Press Club on September 20. “I would actu-
ally put to you that the fact that people who 
fi nd it challenging to subsist off Newstart [$38 
a day] do so for short periods of time, might 
actually speak to the fact that that’s one of the 
design points of the system that’s working OK 
because the encouragement is there to move off 
those payments quickly.”

Nationally more than a quarter of a mil-
lion young people are unemployed. “This is a 
serious problem. But it will not be addressed 
through punishment,” John Falzon, CEO of the 
St Vincent de Paul Society of Australia said.

Continued on page 2
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Australia’s aid and comfort to IS
A week ago the Australian Air Force took part in the bombing 

and slaughter of Syrian troops at Deir al-Zor, a city in eastern 
Syria that has been under siege by ISIS for the last two years. 
This was done in concert with the US forces that are illegally 
ranging over Syria – in the air and on the ground, justifying their 
presence by the cover of a war against terrorism.

Those actions – including Australia’s bombing of Syrian 
government forces – give aid and comfort to criminal fanatics 
and mercenaries. The objective of the US and its allies – includ-
ing Australia – is the overthrow of the Assad government. That 
the US and Australia are bombing another country without the 
consent of its government or the UN is a refl ection of the regime 
change intent and the preparation for invasion and occupation; 
that the US is not at war with ISIS, but that ISIS is a US tool 
to destroy Syria.

Most dangerously the US has targeted the sovereign nation 
of Syrian for destruction to advance US strategic interests in 
the Middle East and beyond and that is what makes the war on 
Syria such a perilous venture for all humanity 

Australia cut diplomatic relations with Syria in line with the 
US and has enforced US-imposed sanctions on Syria that hurt 
the Syrian people. Australian military aircraft have been carry-
ing out strikes in Syria, under US direction, at least since 2015.

Australian special forces have been training anti-government 
forces at least since 2014, to carry out regime change in Syria. 
These military incursions by Australia are illegal under interna-
tional law: their very waging of war in Syria, without UN sanction 
and against the wishes of Syrians, is a war crime.

But the main objective of the “war against terrorism” is to 
advance the strategic objective of the US and NATO into central 
Asia, as part of a geo-strategic concept.

The US leadership has, from the beginning with the invasion 
of Iraq in 2003, always had a number of other countries in its 
sights. At the time the then US Secretary of Defence, Donald 
Rumsfeld declared that the US had over 60 countries on its hit list.

The question to be asked is whether the US and NATO will 
be able to stop the development of the people’s struggles around 
the world against globalisation, prevent the growth of the socialist 
states, stop the struggles for national liberation by the developing 
countries?

Will the imperialist offensive succeed in changing the historic 
direction of events, which, if it were to succeed, would result in 
the ultimate domination of the world by US imperialism?

As the real meaning of the “war against terrorism” unfolds it 
is certain that many more people and governments will oppose it 
and come to support the ideas of the settlement of disputes with-
out recourse to war, respect for the independence and sovereignty 
of all countries, non-interference in the affairs of other countries 
and respect for the right of all people to choose their preferred 
form of economic and political system. They will support peaceful 
exchanges between people and mutually benefi cial trade rather 
than the one-sided advantages through the likes of the Trans 
Pacifi c Partnership that the developed countries are imposing.

It is now almost 170 years since Marx and Engels declared 
in the Communist Manifesto that capitalism creates its own 
gravediggers. This remains true today. Now there are millions 
upon millions of working people, being united in worldwide trade 
union federations. There are huge numbers of others who are 
being beaten down by the exploitation of the big corporations 
and are joining the resistance.

Those perpetrating the crimes and carnage are fond of talking 
about “civilisation”. But imperialism is responsible for many, 
many wars and has driven millions of people into poverty and 
unemployment, deprived more millions of health and education 
facilities. This is not civilisation but barbarism.

But there is a choice, there is an alternative. The people of the 
world can only be truly free and be said to have taken the path to 
civilisation when capitalism and imperialism have been defeated.

PRESS FUND
Last week Australian military aircraft were involved in a US-led 
attack that killed nearly 100 Syrian government soldiers fighting 
ISIS terrorists. In a remarkably curt, surly and perfunctory 
12-word statement, Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull muttered 
tersely “We regret the loss of life and injury to any Syrian 
personnel involved”. With its priorities fixed on removing the 
Syrian government rather than defeating ISIS, the US then blamed 
Russian and/or Syrian aircraft for the subsequent bombing of a 
UN aid convoy, even though the attack left no bomb craters typical 
of an assault by fighter jets. We’re committed to revealing the 
truth on these issues, but the Press Fund really needs your support, 
so please send in a contribution for the next issue if you possibly 
can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters, as follows:

Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5, AK$5, PEA $20, 
“Round Figure” $10 

This week’s total: $40 Progressive total: $ 5,990

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

What we need in South Africa is for egos to be suppressed in favour of peace. 
We need to create a new breed of South Africans who love their country and love 
everybody, irrespective of their colour.

Chris Hani

”

Targeted

At a glance: Budget Savings (Omnibus) Bill
The following are some of the measures in the Bill.
•  Lower the threshold at which repayments of the Higher Education Loan Program debt commence

•  Discontinue the HECS-HELP benefi t, which provides an incentive for graduates of particular courses 
(mathematics, statistics or science; education, nursing or midwifery; and early childhood education) by 
reducing their compulsory HELP repayments

•  Strengthen compliance measures for aged care providers when assessing residents for funding 
purposes

•  Close the Child Dental Benefi ts Schedule from 1 January 2017

•  Remove the exemption from the newly arrived resident’s waiting period for social security payments 
and benefi ts for new migrants who are family members of Australian citizens or long-time permanent 
residents

•  Terminate the Student Start-up Scholarship

•  Provide that a person who has not paid or does not have satisfactory arrangements in place to repay 
their family assistance, social security, paid parental leave and student assistance debt(s) may be pre-
vented from leaving Australia

•  Include Parental Leave Pay and Dad and Partner Pay payments in the income test for income support 
payments (such as pensions and allowances) 

•  Continue a freeze on the indexation of certain income test thresholds and limits for Family Tax Benefi t 
and paid parental leave

•  Remove certain exemptions from the social security and veterans’ affairs income and assets tests for 
aged care residents who are renting out their former home

•  Provide that people who are undergoing psychiatric confi nement because they have been charged with 
a serious offence cannot receive social security payments except during a period when they are being 
integrated back into the community

•  Close two carbon price compensation payments, the Energy Supplement and Single Income Family 
Supplement, to new recipients of social security, family assistance and veterans’ affairs payments

•  Reduce the rates of tax offset available under the research and development (R&D) tax incentive for the 
fi rst $100 million of eligible expenditure by 1.5 percentage points

•  Reduce funding to the Australian Renewable Energy Agency, giving effect to the government’s policy to 
discontinue providing grants for renewable energy research and development in favour of a limited new 
loans and equity investment scheme known as the Clean Energy Innovation Fund

Continued from page 1
“It’s time we stopped disguising 

market failure as a personal failure to 
participate in the market. ... By focus-
ing on the supposed failings of the 
individual, we are missing the bleed-
ing obvious: that there are not enough 
jobs (and specifi cally, not enough 
hours!) for those who can work, as 
well as a seriously inadequate level 
of income support for those who 
cannot,” Falzon said.

Impoverished
Age pensioners are also sub-

jected to poverty level payments, no 
doubt a punishment for not providing 
for themselves.

“Several recent studies have 
highlighted the very high rates of 
poverty among older Australians. 
OECD data show that a third of Aus-
tralians over the age of 65 were at 
risk of poverty in 2012, the second 
highest rate in the OECD behind 
South Korea. In 2015 the Lord May-
or’s Charitable Foundation complet-
ed a report that found more than one 
third of women over the age of 60 in 
Australia are in permanent income 
poverty.” (The Adequacy of the Age 
Pension in Australia, a report by 
Warwick Smith and David Hether-
ington for the Benevolent Society, 
The Longevity Innovation Hub and 
Per Capita)

As Falzon said, “Poverty is not 
a personal choice. Being a full-time 
carer, or living with a disability or 

mental illness, or leaving a violent 
partner, or being residualised by the 
labour market, should not result in 
poverty in a prosperous and progres-
sive country.

“We should certainly not 
begrudge the money we spend to 
make sure that no one is left out or 
pushed out; that no one is excluded 
from having a place to call home, 
a place to work for those who can 
work (and appropriate income sup-
port for those who cannot), a place to 
learn, and a place to heal. We should 
not be comfortable with the retro-
grade notion that charity should be 
the default mode of providing social 
security.” (UK Guardian “Australia 
does not have a welfare problem. We 
have a poverty problem”, 20-09-16)

The Minister foreshadowed 
tougher “mutual obligation” meas-
ures in his speech to the National 
Press Club along similar lines to New 
Zealand. Social security recipients 
of working age would be monitored 
closely and what will be considered 
“unacceptable” behaviour punished 
through loss of payments.

Cuts that save lives
If the government cut the fossil 

fuel subsidy (tax credit) to mining 
companies it would save an estimat-
ed $10 billion over the four years 
from 2016- 2017 to 2019-20. That 
would more than cover the punitive 
cuts in the Omnibus bill and would 
be far more benefi cial in outcome.

That is not the only area of sav-
ings open to the government. The 
government could cut its military 
spending and save billions of dollars. 
At present it has budgeted for $1 tril-
lion over the next 20 years.

The order for 72 F-35A Joint 
Strike Fighters from Lockheed 
Martin in the US is slated to cost 
$17 billion – that is before the usual 
blow-outs. The government made 
the commitment without assessing 
the possible maintenance costs over 
their lifetime. These are estimated by 
Mike Sullivan from the US Govern-
ment Accountability Offi ce at around 
$1 trillion!

But the aim of the cuts is not to 
balance the budget or even cure a dis-
ease called “welfare dependency”. 
They are another step in the wind-
ing back of social security and other 
social spending to fund company tax 
cuts.

Former Coalition Treasurer 
Joe Hockey let the neo-liberal cat 
out of the bag when he raised the 
longer-term aim of zero company 
taxation or what Porter refers to as 
“self-reliance”.

A government serious about 
balancing budgets and investing in 
people would invest in job creation, 
services, in communities, and in the 
public sector. It would slash mili-
tary spending, cut corporate welfare 
and make the big corporations pay 
tax. 
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Bob Briton

Prime Minister Turnbull appeared 
assured and relaxed during his 
recent visit to New York. The 
representative of the US’s most 
submissive ally was well received 
and his statements given an enthu-
siastic hearing. His boasts about 
Australia’s migration and refugee 
policies were taken at face value 
and applauded at the two refugee 
summits he attended.

“Addressing irregular migration, 
through secure borders, has been 
essential in creating the confi dence 
that the government can manage 
migration in a way that mitigates 
risks and focuses humanitarian assist-
ance on those who need it most,” he 
told the UN. He also claimed that the 
public’s “confi dence” in the govern-
ment’s border protection regime was 
safeguarding Australia’s successful 
multicultural society.

There was not a word about the 
notorious offshore detention centres 
on Manus Island and Nauru. There 
was no mention that these centres 
and the whole concept of “offshore 
processing” have been condemned as 
illegal and in contravention of Aus-
tralia’s longstanding undertakings 
towards refugees. The hypocrisy was 
too much for detainees.

Iranian journalist refugee 
Behrouz Boochani spoke out from 
the Manus Island detention centre, 
calling for international pressure to 
end Australia’s indefi nite detention 
regime.

“Australia’s offshore policy is 
not based on border protection, it 
is based on torture,” Boochani said. 
“The Australian government has kept 
us in this remote island for more than 
three years and it is clear that they 
don’t have any plan to settle us here.

“Please don’t allow [the] 

Australian government to pretend it 
has a good policy for refugees and 
please speak against this cruel policy. 
We hope that the world puts pressure 
on the Australian government to give 
us freedom.”

Turnbull used his time in the 
limelight in New York to announce 
a very modest increase in Austral-
ia’s refugee intake from the current 
13,750 to 18,750 in three years time. 
Even with the increase, Australia’s 
annual intake is below the level 
of 2012, when 20,000 were given 
refuge.

“In a world where 65 million 
people are now forcibly displaced 
from their homes, and where more 
than 20 million people – half of them 
children – have been turned into refu-
gees, we are not even back to where 
we were when Tony Abbott was 

elected,” World Vision Australia’s 
chief executive, Tim Costello, said.

Reports and leaks reveal refugees 
are languishing in camps character-
ised by systemic physical violence, 
sexual predation, punitive conditions 
and endemic rates of self-harm. Con-
nect, the company running the camp 
on the prison island of Nauru, has 
had enough. It has announced that it 
will not re-tender to provide services. 
And Turnbull’s successful multicul-
tural society is coming under enor-
mous pressure.

Just one week after Senator 
Pauline Hanson’s appalling first 
“swamped by Muslims” speech to 
parliament, a poll has shown that 49 
percent of respondents supported a 
ban on Muslim migration with only 
40 percent opposing the idea. Deputy 
Labor leader Tanya Plibersek claimed 

in the media that the result shows a 
lack of leadership on the issue. That 
conclusion is generous and wrong.

Howard, Abbott and now Turn-
bull have stoked the fl ames of fear 
and mistrust with their “we will 
decide” and “stop the boats” rheto-
ric. They are mild in their rebukes of 
bigots and their hate speech. They 
are happy that more reactionary 
party colleagues are pushing for the 
repeal of Section 18C of the Racial 
Discrimination Act, which outlaws 
racial vilifi cation.

Most shameful of all is continued 
Australia’s involvement in US-creat-
ed confl icts that throw up masses of 
refugees, such as in Iraq and Syria. 
And, as history shows, the suffer-
ing and displacement doesn’t end 
when the shooting offi cially stops. 
During his New York visit, Turnbull 

undertook to take refugees from 
camps in Costa Rica – people fl ee-
ing violence in countries like Gua-
temala and Honduras. Countries in 
the region have never recovered from 
decades of US-backed dictatorship, 
death squads and wars against the 
people that reached their peak in the 
‘80s.

Governments like Turnbull’s 
won’t give up their commitment to 
the US and its military and economic 
strategy willingly. They are the paid 
servants of that global imperialist 
system and, honeyed words about 
“tolerance” notwithstanding, they 
know its survival depends on keeping 
its opponents divided and distracted. 
They have made some advances in 
this cause lately and it is up to us to 
stem the hateful tide and boost the 
opposition to racism and war. 

From the archives The Socialist, October 1975

Turnbull’s shameful 
refugee charade
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tpearson@cpa.org.au

Sydney

A talk with Professor John Dugard on human rights in Palestine
Thursday October 27
6:30 pm for 7:00 pm start 

Footbridge Theatre, University of Sydney, Parramatta Road

Coalition for Justice and Peace in Palestine is pleased to be hosting the esteemed South African professor of International Law and Human 
Rights, John Dugard who will be in conversation with Professor Ben Saul from the University of Sydney who is also highly regarded for 

his work on international law. Professor Dugard has served on the International Court of Justice and as a Special Rapporteur on the 
human rights situation in the Occupied Palestinian Territories from 2001-2008. As an outspoken critic of the policies of Israel in relation to 
Palestinians, John Dugard has stated that he thinks the apartheid policies of Israel are far worse than those he witnessed in South Africa. 

Bookings are open now and even though the event is free, you’ll need to reserve a spot.
cjpp@coalitionforpalestine.org

Sydney

Vigil demanding 
that the USA 

stop the blockade 
on Cuba

Monday October 17 at 5:30 pm 
Martin Place, Sydney

Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba and return 

Guantánamo to the Cuban people.
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Last May 29, childcare educa-
tors dramatically upped the ante 
in their Big Steps campaign for 
equal pay by chaining themselves 
to Malcolm Turnbull’s Melbourne 
offi ce.

The protest was nearly 50 years 
after famous equal pay campaign-
er Zelda D’Aprano chained herself 
to a federal government building in 
Melbourne to protest against women 
being paid less than men.

A dozen early education workers 
and supporters chained themselves to 
the Commonwealth Offi ces Building 
in Treasury Place to highlight their 
demand to Malcolm Turnbull that he 
provide funding for equal pay.

Educators are paid about one 
third less than educators doing simi-
lar work in other parts of education 
system. This pay gap is a key plank 
of an Equal Pay Case currently 
underway in the Fair Work Commis-
sion, being run by United Voice, the 
early childhood union.

The Commonwealth Offic-
es building houses the offices of 
the Prime Minister, Cabinet, Mel-
bourne-based ministers and visiting 
ministers. Samantha Leaver, from 

Melbourne is one of the educators 
who chained herself to Turnbull’s 
offi ce. Leaver has also launched an 
online petition to Turnbull.

“I have been waiting my whole 
life to have my work valued the same 
as a man,” say Leaver. “I was born in 
1968. One year later Zelda D’Aprano 
took a very brave stand to protest 
against women being paid substan-
tially less than men.

“That was almost half a centu-
ry ago, yet educators like us are still 
paid one third less than those edu-
cating children just a few years older 
– for one reason: our sector is 94 per-
cent female.

“We are fed up. We won’t die 
waiting for equal pay. We want Mal-
colm Turnbull to fi x this now. He has 
the perfect opportunity to close this 
pay gap.”

Helen Gibbons, assistant national 
secretary of United Voice, the early 
childhood union agrees.

“We all know the time for equal 
pay for early educators is long over-
due,” says Gibbons. “A responsible 
government that values the future of 
every Australian would have already 
fi xed this injustice.”

Zelda D’Aprano: 
from 1969 to 2016

On October 21, 1969 Zelda 
D’Aprano, a 41 year old union offi -
cial, chained herself to the Common-
wealth Centre in La Trobe Street 
Melbourne until she was cut free by 
police. Her action drew enormous 
attention to the campaign for equal 
pay.

In 1969 women received 75 per-
cent of a man’s salary for doing the 
same job. Five decades later and 
women earn on average 82 percent 
of a man’s pay.

D’Aprano, now aged 88, urged 
women to become “more militant” 
in seeking equal pay. “I think the 
time has come for women to take 
more action into their own hands. I 
think women need to campaign for 
wage justice as a liveable wage,” she 
said in an interview with The Age 
newspaper.

The Victorian Trades Hall Coun-
cil has released an Essential Research 
poll which found 70 percent of 
respondents support fi ning employ-
ers who pay women less than men 
for the same job.
• About 80,000 educators work in 

Australia’s long day care sector, 
educating and caring for close 
one million children each week. 
Qualifi ed educators are paid as 
little as $20 an hour.

• High quality education in the 
early years is critical to child 
development. A child’s brain 
develops to about 80 percent of 
adult size by three years of age 
and 90 percent by age fi ve.

• Educators are responsible for 

educating and caring for children 
and helping ensure they get the 
best possible start in life.

• Educators plan, implement and 
evaluate individual programs for 
each child in their care so they can 
learn, develop and grow.

• Educators prepare children so 
they are socially and emotionally 
ready for school. They also 
do a lot of work with children 

with special needs, including 
connecting these children with 
expert support.

• 94 percent of the early childhood 
workforce is female.

• Educators have commenced an 
historic Equal Pay Case in the Fair 
Work Commission with public 
hearings expected to commence 
later this year. 

Australia

Childcare 
educators’ 
action on pay

Queensland leads the country in 
locking up 10- and 11-year-old 
children and could be breach-
ing United Nations conventions 
on children’s rights and torture, 
Amnesty International claims.

The rights group has released 
a report on Queensland’s juvenile 
justice system after reviewing 1,000 
pages of documents on the alleged 
abuse and mistreatment of children 
in detention. It says no other state 
in Australia is locking up 10- and 
11-year-old children at Queens-
land’s rate.

Queensland is also the only 
state or territory to incarcerate 
17-year-olds in adult jails, and there 
is a gross overrepresentation of 
Indigenous children in detention, 
Amnesty says.

The group cites grave concerns 
about the use of dogs to control 
young detainees, the alleged over-
use of restraints and solitary con-
fi nement, and partial strip searches.

“There was about 1,000 pages 
of examples of abuse, that ranged 
from the use of dogs to use of 
restraints. We found examples 
where young kids in detention ... 
are being handcuffed while they 
are playing basketball,” Amnesty’s 
Australian director Claire Mallin-
son said. 

“We’re so concerned. We could 
be in breach of the (UN) convention 

against torture.” Mallinson said 
Queensland could also be breaching 
the UN Convention on the Rights of 
the Child.

The group has reviewed more 
than 1,000 pages, detailing incidents 
at Townsville’s Cleveland Youth 
Detention Centre and the Brisbane 
Youth Detention Centre between 
2010 and 2015.

It says that on an average day 
last year, 89 percent of children at 
the Townsville centre were Indig-
enous. Amnesty cites frequent 
attempts at self harm or suicide, 
particularly at the Townsville facil-
ity, and says eight Indigenous chil-
dren were held in isolation for 10 
days “in near-continuous cell con-
fi nement – approximately 22 hours 
a day”.

The Queensland government 
has already ordered a comprehen-
sive review of the state’s juvenile 
justice system, and has said some of 
the concerns Amnesty raises have 
already been addressed, includ-
ing the use of dogs and invasive 
searches.

It says it has a policy to remove 
17 year olds from adult jails and 
has promised to nominate a time-
frame to do that, but has also noted 
problems with placing 17 year olds, 
often accused of serious crimes, 
with younger inmates.
Koori Mail 

Desperate McCain bosses are 
fl ying in managers and workers 
from offshore to try and main-
tain production of french fries 
and other foods hit by Australian 
Manufacturing Workers’ Union 
(AMWU) industrial action at its 
Ballarat plants.

McCain were caught out bring-
ing about 10 non-union workers 
from its New Zealand plant into 
Victoria in a bid to meet the impa-
tient demands of huge customers, 
including McDonald’s.

Our colleagues at the Kiwi 
union E Tu blew the whistle on 
McCain, disgusted at the tactic.

It followed a production fi asco 
last week, when McCain manag-
ers from Tasmania only succeeded 
in making a dangerous mess for 
AMWU members who temporar-
ily returned to work next day at the 
Ballarat french fry plant.

One worker had to be treated 
at hospital for burns to his arms 
from cooking oil when a chip fryer 
pipe broke after not being cleaned 
properly.

Members from the french fry 
plant, prepared foods plant and 
cleaning crews are a few weeks into 
a campaign of industrial action after 

four months of McCain stalling in 
talks for a new enterprise agreement.

Each area is taking strike action 
for one or two days a week, usually 
beginning Wednesday.

At the heart of the dispute is 
a move by McCain’s to use cut-
price contractors to replace jobs of 
McCain employees, a similar thrust 
to undermine pay and conditions as 
at CUB, Alcoa in WA and the recent 
successful dispute at Thorn Lighting 
in Sydney.

McCain already has a small 
number of people working for 
an external contractor in potato 
receivals, with AMWU concerns 
that bosses plan to extend this to 
replace permanent store workers, 
cleaners and others.

“We are determined to ensure 
that any contractor’s labour gets 
the same wages and conditions as 
every directly employed person at 
McCain, to take away the fi nancial 
incentive to undercut our members,” 
said AMWU organiser Angela 
McCarthy.

“We are looking at clauses in 
our next EBA to put restrictions 
on underpayments to contractors.” 
McCain has offered members pay 
rises, but they are concentrating on 

the company’s attack on their job 
security.

McCarthy said the other major 
issue is McCain’s unreasonable 
refusal to honour its obligation to 
give paid leave, as it tries to reduce 
staffi ng levels while increasing 
production.

The McCain french fry plant at 
Ballarat is among the multination-
al’s most profi table in the world.

But workers have been refused 
annual leave when asking up to 
eight months in advance, with one 
case needing to go to arbitration to 
gain the leave.

Another member’s request, 
three months in advance to take a 
few weeks of long service leave 
to attend a wedding interstate, 
was knocked back on the basis the 
worker “might” be needed.

“McCain are abusing people’s 
entitlement to leave, they are treat-
ing it like some sort of privilege, not 
a legal right,” Ms McCarthy said.

“They are consistently decreas-
ing staffi ng levels across the site 
to cut costs, despite this opera-
tion being very profi table for them. 
This is not at all about money, it is 
all about attempted management 
domination.” 

Qld “leader” 
in locking up 
children

Strike breakers fl own in

Zelda D’Aprano’s actions 
drew enormous attention 

to the campaign for 
equal pay.
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Bourgeois economics is famous for its stoicism before the 
demands of objective reality: the iron law of wages; the demands 
of the market place; the inexorable invisible hand of said market; 
structured unemployment; cheap labour. In this dog-eat-dog tan-
gle of greed and thievery, the dreams of those elevated by the 
laws of supply and demand to roam the jungle and catch-and-kill 
their own, include the fancy of being able to glean the future. And 
so it was that a psychic instructed the chairman of failed stock-
broker BBY in the ways of visualisation and incantation to up the 
share price of coal company Firestone Energy. The psychic told 
the NSW Supreme Court she put together an astrological chart on 
Firestone and told him the way to improve the company’s share 
price through visualisation and incantation. In 2009 BBY invested 
$25 million in Firestone, which brought the stockbroker crash-
ing down. The court heard that the soothsayer emailed the BBY 
chairman expressing regret: “When I met … your spirit asked 
me to hold you in the light and I said we would have a partner-
ship defi ned by the clarity of the eagle and the heart of the lion.”

In a letter last week the Race Discrimination Commissioner Tim 
Soutphommasane, responding to the drive by hate-speech 
advocates to have section 18C of the Racial Discrimination 
Act scrapped, pointed out that section 18C protects more than 
“mere hurt feelings”, as the hate-speech advocates claim. 
Soutphommasane has also been a target of this campaign, 
including more recent accusations that he has “touted for com-
plaints” as Commissioner. “It is my function, as stated in the 
Racial Discrimination Act, to promote public understanding and 
acceptance of the Act,” he says. This includes informing peo-
ple about their right to lodge a complaint if they believe they 
have experienced racial hatred. He also raises that part of sec-
tion – 18D – which protects any fair comment or reporting on a 
matter of public interest and any sentiment expressed “in the 
course of any statement, publication, discussion or debate made 
or held for any genuine academic, artistic or scientifi c purpose.” 
As Soutphommasane puts it: “Given this wide protection of 
free speech, we have to ask what it is that anti-18C campaign-
ers want to say that they can’t already under section 18D?”

The Abbott/Turnbull government’s climate change denial has 
become known far and wide internationally. In the pocket of the big 
coal lobby and a favourite of the uranium miners, Minister for the 
Environment and Energy Josh Frydenberg (the “Energy” part is a 
recent add-on to the portfolio) recently stayed on song with Tony 
Abbott’s “coal is the future” by holding up Germany as a devel-
oped industrial economy still in the embrace of fossil fuels, saying 
Germany is still opening new coal mines. He didn’t mention that 
Germany has four times as many workers in the renewable energy 
sector as the coal industry and that by the middle of the next dec-
ade coal will represent just one-tenth of Germany’s energy mix.
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Romina Beitseen*

A talk given at the Unitarian Church, 
Melbourne

I will speak about how the current war 
system works, the desirability and neces-
sity of replacing it, and how this is possible. 
Most of you have been involved in activities 
against wars. It is time to put into practice 
what our peace and social justice campaign-
ers did from the 1960s to 2010. Learn from 
our past – from the campaigns run by the 
peace movement, in particular, by the Cam-
paign for International Cooperation and 
Disarmament (CICD) during the Vietnam 
War as part of the worldwide movement 
that forced this war to stop.

We need to be proactive and have a vision 
for peace. Wars do not work: they create a state 
of continuous crisis. In the last 120 years the 
world has suffered many wars. World War One 
was justifi ed as the “war to end wars”, but war 
never brings peace. It may bring a temporary 
resolution, a desire for revenge, and a new arms 
race until the next war. Ten million people died 
in World War One, 50 to 100 million in World 
War Two.

Weapons of mass destruction could, if used, 
end civilisation on this planet. Some other wars 
over this period include: the Spanish Ameri-
can War, the Balkan Wars, the Russian Civil 
War, the Spanish Civil War, the Korean War, 
the Vietnam War, wars in Central America, the 
wars of Yugoslavia, the Iran-Iraq War, the Gulf 
Wars, the Afghan War, the US Iraq War, the 
Syrian War ... this by no means is a complete 
list!

Another intervention I’d like to mention 
is the 1953 coup d’état against the democrat-
ically elected Iranian President Mohammad 
Mosaddegh, orchestrated by the CIA in con-
junction with Britain. The coup was triggered 
when Mosaddegh demanded an auditing of the 
books of the Anglo-Iranian Oil Company, a 
British company known today as BP. Mosad-
degh threatened nationalisation when the Brit-
ish refused to allow the audit. He was replaced 
by the Shah of Iran, who was seen by many 
Iranians and Arabs as a puppet of the United 
States.

US military interventions continue in Iraq, 
Syria, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Somalia and 
Libya, leaving chaos and millions of refu-
gees fl eeing the war zones. The humanitarian 
crises resulting from these wars are horrifi c and 
include the bombing of hospitals.

Litany of wars
The US (the largest weapons seller in the 

world) and European allies are its selling bil-
lions of dollars of weapons to Saudi Arabia – 
the biggest supporter of terrorism in the world, 
which are then being used to slaughter inno-
cent civilians in Yemen and repress democracy 
in Saudi Arabia. These endless wars have cost 
millions of lives and trillions of dollars. 

Europe is overwhelmed by the largest ref-
ugee crisis since World War Two with huge 
migrations of over 6,000 people per day and 
the drowning of people so desperate to escape 
war zones that they undertake unsafe journeys 
to a place that might be safer. 

From 1979 to the present, the follow-
ing military campaigns and operations have 
taken place: Iraq, Iran, Afghanistan, Pakistan, 
the Persian Gulf, Syria, Saudi Arabia, Yemen, 
Somalia, Bosnia, Kosovo, Lebanon, Libya, 
Egypt, Sudan, and the ongoing confl ict in Pal-
estine. Confl icts around the world cannot be 
resolved at gunpoint. They require a commit-
ment to demilitarisation. The military budgets 
of the world today amount to two trillion dol-
lars a year. What is clear is that military solu-
tions do not work.

The arms trade manufacturers have profi t-
able government contracts and are even subsi-
dised by them, and also sell on the open market. 
The US and others have sold billions in arms to 
unstable and violent groups in the Middle East. 
Sometimes the arms are sold to both sides in a 

confl ict, as in the case of Iraq and Iran in the 
war that killed between 600,000 and 1,000,000 
people. 

Sometimes they end up being used against 
the seller or its allies, as in the case of weapons 
the US provided to the Mujahedeen that ended 
up in the hands of Al-Qaeda, and the arms the 
US sold or gave to Iraq that ended up in the 
hands of ISIS during its 2014 invasion of Iraq. 
The international trade in weapons is huge – 
over US$70 billion per year. The main export-
ers of arms to the world are the powers that 
fought in World War Two: US, Russia, Ger-
many, France, and Britain.

Active in unity
We need to be active with all other peace 

groups around the world to dismantle the exist-
ing war system. A peace culture is a culture 
that promotes diplomatic diversity. There is no 
need for violence. Every relationship of domi-
nation, of exploitation, of oppression is by defi -
nition violent, whether or not the violence is 
expressed by drastic means. Wherever war is 
fought people suffer major destruction of infra-
structure and art treasures. In the late 20th and 
early 21st centuries, wars seem not to end but to 
drag on without resolution for years, and even 
decades, without peace ever being achieved.

At present there are treaties banning bio-
logical and chemical weapons but there is no 
treaty banning nuclear weapons.

While various nuclear arms control treaties 
between the US and the former Soviet Union 
did reduce the insane number of nuclear weap-
ons (56,000 at one point), there are still 16,300 
in the world, only 1,000 of which are not in 
the US or Russia. The foundations of peace 
already being laid are a basis upon which we 
can become part of a larger movement to build 
a world where everyone will be safe. I believe 
the historic end to war is possible if we act 
together to save ourselves and the planet from 
ever greater catastrophe. 

For nearly all of recorded history we have 
studied war and how to win it, but war has 
become ever more destructive and now threat-
ens whole populations and the planet. Most 
peace movements around the world ask: why 
– when almost everyone wants peace – do we 
still have wars?

Enough is enough. We must demand our 
governments stop interfering with and invad-
ing other countries, that mass killing and maim-
ing cease, that there be no more living in fear, 
no grief from losing loved ones in wars, no 
more trillions of dollars wasted on destruction 
and preparing for destruction, no more pollu-
tion and environmental destruction that comes 
from wars, and no more war-driven refugees 
and war-induced humanitarian crises. The over-
whelming majority of people from all cultures 
prefer to live in peace. Whatever our culture, 
we share a desire for the good life. War inter-
feres with those desires. 

Why a peace system 
is possible

Demilitarisation is underway. Costa Rica 
and more than 20 other countries have disband-
ed their militaries altogether. Former advocates 
of nuclear weapons, including former US sen-
ators and secretaries of state and numerous 
retired high-ranking military offi cers, have pub-
licly rejected nuclear weapons and called for 
their elimination. There is a massive worldwide 
movement to end the carbon economy and the 
wars over oil.

Many thoughtful people and organisations 
around the world are calling for an end to the 
counterproductive “war on terror”. At least one 
million organisations in the world are actively 
working towards peace, social justice, and envi-
ronmental protection. Thirty-one Latin Ameri-
can and Caribbean nations created a Zone of 
Peace on January 29, 2014.

We need to promote peace – this can be 
done by printing media articles, having speak-
ers at different gatherings including schools and 
universities, using radio talkback shows to raise 

our voices, and much more. The aim is to create 
the demand for a just peace without undermin-
ing the benefi ts of unique cultures and political 
systems. We need to support and promote good 
work in this direction by other organisations in 
various parts of the world, including in Aus-
tralia, that are making an effort to create greater 
cooperation and greater unity around the idea 
of a movement to end all war.

The truth of history is to return to the real-
ity of what any war is: an event that has a sig-
nifi cant negative effect on the physical, mental, 
social and material existence of people, nations 
and countries. We are also aware of the signifi -
cant success of the mass anti-war movements, 
created, built and sustained by coalitions of 
community activists and organisations that 
had many broad and diverse political and 
moral agendas and objectives; those that are 
willing to work together for the common cause 
of building a peaceful future based on a culture 
of cooperation to solve international problems, 
not threat and confl ict.

The war myth
There was much success last year around 

the many events held in opposition to the gov-
ernment myth agenda concerning Gallipoli, 
ANZAC and World War One. Here I would 
like to mention some groups that were involved 
directly in organising the anti-war and cente-
nary myth campaign and for ongoing peace 
and independent Australian foreign policy 
campaigns.

Last year in the case of WW1, the ANZAC 
Centenary Peace Coalition was established. 
This coalition mounted an effective and 
thought-provoking challenge to the ANZAC 
myth through its forums and other activities. 
The coalition presented four very successful 
“peace forums” between October 2014 and 
October 2015. These presentations were prem-
ised on the simple presentation of the reality of 
war and ANZAC.

Most importantly, this has led to the contin-
uation of the coalition, with the support of the 
CICD and this church, among others, for a new 

broad network that at this stage will be called 
Peace Connections Victoria. A signifi cant con-
cert on ANZAC eve at Federation Square was 
organised by MAPWA that was well attended 
by many young people and had some wonder-
ful speakers. 

The Australian Society for the Study of 
Labour History held their 14th biennial 2015 
conference on the theme: “Fighting against 
war: peace activism in the twentieth century”. 
The subject theme of papers presented at the 
Society’s conference was on the history of the 
peace movement in Australia, and the true and 
social impacts of war over the last 100 years. 
Many outstanding papers were presented which 
was a wonderful start to the year.

Finally, this year being the 50th anniversary 
of the signing of the agreement to establish the 
US spy base at Pine Gap near Alice Springs, 
IPAN (the Independent and Peaceful Australia 
Network) has organised a National Peace and 
Anti-War Gathering at Alice Springs in Octo-
ber and a rally calling for the removal of this 
US spy base as part of a more independent and 
peaceful Australia.

Alternative News
In the last two of our Alternative News radio 

programs (Alternative News is presented every 
Sunday on Community Radio 3CR at 9:15 am) 
Andrew Irving interviewed Jacob Grech from 
the Renegade Activists Action Force about the 
history of Pine Gap and its role in the region, in 
particular the very close link between the states 
that seek war and the industries that supply the 
weapons. It is particularly evident at Pine Gap, 
where 800 of the 1,000 workers are contrac-
tors working for some of the biggest armaments 
companies. The base’s primary task is to moni-
tor all communications in the region and one of 
its key tasks is to control and decide who will 
be killed by US drones. This task is controlled 
by the suppliers of the weapons.

It falls upon us as peace activists to inspire 
people around the world – to call for an end to 
war, to protest drone attacks and nuclear weap-
ons modernisation, to wage campaigns to cut 

We need an 
active united peace movement
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the military, to stand up in our communities to 
demand a full and focused effort on diplomacy 
and the redirection of resources to meet human 
needs and protect the planet.

The arguments for the right to education, 
access to health care, jobs and housing cannot 
be won when the anchor of the war industry and 
foreign policy is presented as the only common 
political platform for employment and manu-
facturing in the future. It’s time for the move-
ment for peace and justice to rise again!

In conclusion 
I would like to say:

War is always a choice and it is always a 
bad choice. It is a choice that always leads to 
more war. It is not mandated in our genes or our 
human nature. Non-violent action and resist-
ance are a better choice because they defuse 
and help resolve confl ict. This ideal must be 
built into education in the form of knowledge, 
perceptions, beliefs and values – in short, a cul-
ture of peace. Societies consciously prepare far 
in advance for the war response and so perpetu-
ate insecurity. Some powerful groups benefi t 
from war and violence. The vast majority of 
humans, however, will gain a lot from a world 
without war. 

For peace to prevail, we must prepare 
equally far in advance for the better choice. 
If we want peace, we must prepare for peace. 
Forget that this task of planet saving is not pos-
sible in the time required. We should not be 
put off by people who think this is not pos-
sible. We need to do what needs to be done to 
achieve peace.

If you ask me whether peace is possible, 
I would say: yes – I believe it is possible, but 
only when people of the world recognise their 
power and unite and demand that the govern-
ments they elected cannot continue to kill and 
invade in their names.
*Romina Beitseen is CICD Secretary
The Beacon 

Magazine

Jimmy Doran

There has been a lot of talk lately about 
immigration, arising mainly from the 
Brexit vote and the refugee crisis. What 
is not being said is that immigration has 
always been used as a means of exploit-
ing the most needy people of the world. 
Immigrants provide a large pool of labour, 
ready to be exploited by the unscrupulous 
business class and to drive down the wages 
of the existing local work force.

There is totally unrestricted movement of 
capital from the rich countries of the global 
north to the poor and underdeveloped coun-
tries of the global south and back again, swol-
len massively by the profi ts made through the 
super-exploitation of local labour. On the other 
hand, the workers who created these mas-
sive profi ts that are transferred daily from the 
south to the north face huge restrictions if they 
want to make the same journey: the numbers 
of people allowed in is restricted to the needs 
of capital.

At the beginning of the 20th century, 70 
million Europeans went to America, Canada, 
Argentina, Brazil and a host of other coun-
tries around the globe without restrictions. 
This amounted to 17 percent of the European 
population leaving, or one in six of every man, 
woman, and child. If an equivalent percentage 
were to leave the global south today and head 
north this would amount to 800 million people. 
The actual amount is 0.8 percent, which fl atly 
contradicts the grossly exaggerated numbers 
being bandied about by xenophobic politicians 
and the mass media in the imperialist world.

Those who do succeed in getting past the 
restrictions invariably end up in low-paid pre-
carious employment, with all the problems 

associated with this, such as slum housing, pov-
erty, poor diet, and low life expectancy, with the 
added disadvantage of being in a foreign place.

Exploitation is the foundation stone of the 
capitalist system, and it will stop at nothing to 
reap its benefi ts.

There is another group of immigrants who 
are most welcome in the rich north, at a cata-
strophic cost to their home countries. These are 
the young, well-educated people: the doctors, 
engineers, and anyone else whose education 
can be taken advantage of.

These people have been educated at enor-
mous social cost to their home countries as an 
investment in its future development. Once they 
are suitably qualifi ed, the greedy north wants 
the benefi t of their education, free of charge. 
Today more and more highly educated people 
working in the global north have had their edu-
cation paid for by some of the poorest coun-
tries in the world, with devastating effects. This 
leads to a massive brain drain from the south to 
the north, their youngest and brightest abandon-
ing their countries of birth; and the only ones 
benefi ting from this are the exploiters.

The number of graduates leaving the global 
south for OECD countries is mind-boggling. A 
few examples: Jamaica 46 percent, Zimbabwe 
43 percent, Guyana a staggering 90 percent.

The brain drain of medical professionals 
in particular is most felt and most damaging, 
resulting in large-scale health problems and 
deaths for the countries they leave. This exodus 
of medical people is largely forced on the poor 
nations of the global south as part of “struc-
tural adjustment programs” imposed by our old 
friends the IMF and the World Bank in the form 
of austerity and bail-out deals on their debt, 
which inevitably include huge cuts to nation-
al health services and a complete embargo on 

recruitment, as we’ve seen here over the last 
number of years. This has led to an exodus of 
health professionals, who are welcomed with 
open arms to the greedy north. No travel restric-
tions here! 

To illustrate the devastation and deaths 
these policies have caused, here are a few 
statistics:

There are more doctors from Malawi work-
ing in the city of Manchester than there are in 
the whole of Malawi itself.

From 1995 to 2004 Tanzania lost 78 per-
cent of its doctors to OECD countries, reducing 
the number of its physicians from 4 per 100,000 
people to 0.7 per 100,000.

In the United States there are 250 physi-
cians per 100,000 people (which is actually 
lower than Ireland’s ratio of 267 per 100,000 
– and people know how inadequate this is); it 
is heartbreaking to imagine what a ratio of 0.7 
can manage to achieve. The fact that this was 
infl icted by a “structural adjustment program” 
imposed by the World Bank, from an already 
low figure, must be bordering on a crime 
against humanity.

The number of physicians per 100,000 of 
population in most OECD countries is about 
250; the former socialist states are higher, aver-
aging about 350.

There is one exception to all this: it is, of 
course, Cuba. Despite its very limited resourc-
es, Cuba is able to have 647 doctors per 
100,000 citizens. It goes to show what can be 
done when the wealth of the country is invested 
in the interests of the whole of the population 
rather than a handful of fat cats, and what is 
achievable under socialism.

Another world is needed. Together we can 
make it possible.
Communist Party of Ireland 

Capitalism and 
migration
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“A photograph, no matter how 
emotionally wrenching, can only 
do so much,” wrote Paul Slovic 
and Nicole Smith Dahmen on 
QZ.com. The photograph refer-
enced in their comment was that 
of three-year-old Alan Kurdi, 
whose body was washed ashore on 
some Turkish beach in September 
2015.

It has been over a year since that 
tragic photograph – of an innocent 
child, face-down and lifeless – haunt-
ed and captured the attention of the 
world, alerting the international com-
munity to the urgency of the horrifi c 
war in Syria.

Estimates vary, but it is fairly 
certain that somewhere between 
400,000 and 500,000 people have 
lost their lives in Syria’s ongoing war, 
so far. Tens of thousands of those are 
children. The confl ict in Syria is, per-
haps, the most multifarious since the 
Second World War. There are too 
many parties and too many proxy 
wars happening all at once.

Despite the international despair 
generated by Alan’s photo, the image 
was disturbingly used by various par-
ties to validate their reasons for war. 
In some way, the photograph had 
itself become a weapon in the hands 
of the warring parties, as opposed to 
a rallying cry for an urgent ceasefi re 
and eventual peace.

This reaction to Alan’s tragic 
death was no different from the 
more recent release of a photo of a 
fi ve-year-old boy Omran Daqneesh. 
His little body was seated alone in 
the back of an ambulance after being 
dug out from underneath rubble – his 

tiny hands on his lap, his face dirty, 
bloodied and dazed.

This pitiful image was barely 
used as an opportunity to make a 
strong case of why a ceasefi re must 
be reached and why the war must 
end. It was nothing more than a lost 
opportunity to unite the world in its 
anger and horror against this war.

Instead, the picture found its way 
into the stifling media arguments 
made by those who continue to stoke 
the fi re for yet more fi repower and 
greater military interventions.

The image of Omran was circu-
lated not long after the beheading of 
Palestinian boy Abdullah Issa by a 
vile extremist. Instead of serving as 
a reminder of the revulsion against 
war, the horrifying video of the grue-
some murder merely instigated a 
propaganda campaign by all sides of 
the war in Syria.

What has become of Syria and its 
people? This nation that was unpar-
alleled in its beauty, history, poets 
and intellectuals (which, like Iraq, 
have been equally destroyed) is now 
encapsulated in a mere photograph – 
of a dead child or another dying – in 
photos that make an occasional buzz 
on social media, but eventually fade 
away.

It seems that the more the Syria 
war drags on, the more desensi-
tised people become to its harrow-
ing images. Quite often, the media 
grandstanding on Syria seems to 
translate to trifl ing or no action at 
all, even when a platform for action 
is presented.

For example, the World Humani-
tarian Summit held in Istanbul last 

May was rightly criticised for fail-
ing to adequately address the great-
est humanitarian disaster in over 70 
years.

Certainly, lots of slogans were 
tossed around and fi ery speeches were 
made, but aside from verbal empathy 
and generalised media action plans, 
nothing much of practical worth was 
agreed upon. If the enthusiasm for 
war in Syria was met with similar 
enthusiasm in addressing its humani-
tarian consequences, the situation for 
Syrian refugees would not have been 
as dire as it is today.

To put things in perspective, one 
only needs to marvel at these num-
bers: Syria’s population is 17 mil-
lion people, of whom 6.6 million are 
internally displaced in Syria itself 
and 4.7 million are refugees in the 
region (approximately 2.6 million 

in Turkey, 1.1 million in Lebanon, 
637,000 in Lebanon, 245,000 in Iraq 
and 118,000 in Egypt). This is in 
addition to nearly one million seek-
ing asylum in Europe, most of whom 
arrived on the continent atop small 
dinghies and of whom thousands 
have died trying.

According to Mercy Corps, of 
the whole population, 13.5 mil-
lion Syrians are in need of urgent 
assistance, as many have died or are 
dying because of malnutrition and 
starvation.

There are two ways in which 
these numbers can be viewed: one, 
as a way to exploit them to score 
pitiful political points – as many, 
unfortunately, do. Another, as a way 
to recognise the hideousness of the 
war and unite all efforts to end it 
with a dignifi ed political settlement 

that recognises that in a situation so 
exceedingly grim, there can be no 
winners. But that political settlement 
cannot be an exclusive political affair, 
of concern only to the great powers.

Alan, Omran and Abdullah are 
dead, but it is children like them 
who will have to carry the burden of 
Syria for many years to come – to 
heal the deep wounds of their nation, 
to rebuild it, to struggle through the 
pain of coping with its bloody past.

Alan, Omran and Abdullah and 
50,000 dead children in Syria deserve 
better, and the world has collectively 
failed them. We cannot deny that, but 
it is never too late to do our utmost 
to ensure the survival of those who 
are still alive, subsisting in refugee 
camps or on the run in their own 
country, or whatever remains of it.
Morning Star 

Syria

The people must be 
centre of any deal

Cuba

US regime change still on
WT Whitney

As regards Cuba, the US govern-
ment keeps on with its program 
of so-called “democracy promo-
tion”. Interventionist in intent and 
effect, it aims at ending Cuba’s 
revolution.

Democracy promotion takes 
shape within the policy approach 
known in offi cial Washington cir-
cles as “track two” diplomacy. The 
term refers to implementation of US 
foreign policy objectives through 
civilian or NGO activities that the 
government facilitates. They com-
plement military and intelligence 
operations. Cuba is hardly the only 
country targeted in this way.

Track two initiatives applying to 
Cuba developed under the aegis of 
the Cuban Democracy Act (“Torri-
celli Act”) of 1992 and, particularly, 
the Cuban Liberty and Democratic 
Solidarity Act (“Helms – Burton 
Act”) of 1996. These two pieces 
of legislation also detail means for 
implementing the US economic 
blockade against Cuba.

The democracy promotion pro-
gram has rested on congressional 
appropriations to the US Agency 
for International Development 
(USAID) and the State Department. 

These agencies in turn have direct-
ed funds to entities that pass some 
along to operatives, many in Cuba, 
and keep the rest for themselves. 
The intermediaries include NGOs, 
organisations associated with uni-
versities, private companies serving 
the intelligence community, and the 
National Endowment for Democ-
racy, which passes money along to 
other go-between groups.

A current USAID webpage 
says that democracy promotion for 
Cuba means “increasing the abil-
ity of Cubans to participate in civic 
affairs and improve human rights 
conditions on the island.” The agen-
cy’s Cuba work began haltingly 
during the second Clinton admin-
istration and gathered steam during 
the George W Bush and Obama 
administrations.

Journalist Tracey Eaton identi-
fi ed recipients of USAID funding, 
including:
• Foundation for Human Rights 

in Cuba – US$3.4 million from 
September 2011 to September 
2014;

• International Republican Institute 
– US$3.7 million from August 
2008 to June 30, 2012;

• International Relief and 
Development – US$3.5 million 

from September 2011 to 
September 2014; and

• Creative Associates – US$7 
million from August 2008 to June 
2012.

Creative Associates recruited 
12 young people from Peru, Costa 
Rica, and Venezuela to pose as 
tourists in Cuba beginning in late 
2009. Handing out US money, they 
befriended young Cubans to convert 
them into “change agents.” Creative 
Associates also developed a social 
messaging system targeting young 
Cubans. The idea was that, once 
brought into the system through 
music or sports news, they would 
respond later on to calls for recruit-
ing “smart mobs” to make demands 
on Cuba’s government.

Alan Gross, arrested in Cuba in 
2009, epitomised the USAID ver-
sion of democracy promotion. On 
the last of his fi ve trips to the island 
posing as a tourist, Gross brought 
dissidents high-tech communica-
tion equipment which he was going 
to install. For his pains, he had 
received almost US$600,000 from a 
USAID sub-contractor.

In all, the George W Bush and 
Obama administrations dispensed 
some US$250 million for democ-
racy promotion in Cuba, reports 

former US intelligence offi cial 
Fulton Armstrong. The New York 
Times alludes to the “US$264 mil-
lion the United States has spent in 
the last 18 years trying to instigate 
democratic reforms on the island.” 
The separately-funded Radio and 
TV Martí, broadcaster of US-
approved messaging to the Cuban 
people, received US$27 million for 
2014.

Presidents Obama and Castro 
announced December 17, 2014, 
that bi-national relations would be 
improving, and indeed some US 
restrictions have been eased and 
the two nations have re-established 
diplomatic relations. Yet democ-
racy promotion interventions are 
continuing. Shortly after Barack 
Obama ended his historic visit to 
Cuba in March, 2016, for example, 
the State Department announced a 
US$753,989 community-internship 
program targeting “young emerging 
leaders from Cuban civil society” 
who would fi ll “internships” in the 
United States.

Recently the International 
Republican Institute sent eight anti-
government Cubans to Myanmar 
so that “they could directly observe 
the ‘transition to democracy’ there.” 
Allegedly, CIA funds were used.

The proposed “Department 
of State, Foreign Operations, and 
Related Programs Appropriations 
Act, 2017” contains text that reads: 
“Of the funds appropriated by this 
Act under the heading Econom-
ic Support Fund, US$30,000,000 
shall be made available to promote 
democracy and strengthen civil 
society in Cuba.” The proposed bill 
has received committee approval.

In a discussion on the Cubade-
bate.cu website, which she directs, 
Rosa Miriam Elizalde stated that, 
“’Promotion of democracy’ sounds 
less dangerous than ‘subversion’ or 
‘intervention in the internal affairs 
of another country,’ but whatever 
it’s called, the purposes leave no 
room for ambiguity.” And, “to use 
foreigners to carry out secret opera-
tions, distribute satellite equipment, 
and hand over cash for political 
action and to prepare people for 
political organising wouldn’t be 
acceptable in the United States and 
it’s not in Cuba.”

For sure, US intervention 
masked as “democracy promotion” 
violates any pretence of normal US-
Cuban relations.
People’s World 
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Victor Grossman

Bayer’s new deal to buy Monsanto 
breaks records not only due to its 
size but because of its evil smell – 
and not only due to Monsanto’s 
reputation for deadly trails of eve-
rything from disappearing wild 
fl owers and butterfl ies to poverty-
stricken family farmers forced to 
buy its seeds and pesticides.

Bayer, perhaps best known for 
its aspirins or other useful medicines, 
also has a trail marked with death, 
but in far, far greater numbers. It 
was Bayer, together with two other 
chemical giants, BASF and Hoechst, 
which developed the terrible chlorine 
gas used in World War I. In 1925, 
the three formed a giant cartel, IG 
Farben, which became the world’s 
leader in pharmaceuticals, dyes, and 
chemicals.

During the early 1930s, IG 
Farben became the single largest 
donor to the election campaign of 
Adolf Hitler. Although it was slight-
ly reluctant at fi rst, because some 
of its key scientists were Jewish, in 
the decisive year before Hitler won 
power, IG Farben donated 400,000 
marks to him and his Nazi party. This 
was amply rewarded. IG Farben, 
with Bayer, became the single larg-
est profi teer of German conquests in 
World War II.

Hitler’s partner
In a letter to IG Farben manag-

er Fritz ter Meer in early 1941, Dr 
Otto Ambros praised IG Farben’s 
friendship with the SS in speeding 
construction of its Auschwitz-Buna 
plant and wrote of a banquet given 
by the camp management where 
“all measures were worked out for 
utilising the truly outstanding man-
agement of the concentration camp 
to the best advantage of the Buna 
factory.”

Although Auschwitz was the 
largest, most fearful site in history 
for annihilating human beings, its 
basic goal had been the creation of a 
giant IG Farben complex to produce 
synthetic petrol and rubber as part of 
Germany’s plans to conquer Europe 
and the world.

IG Farben was not only inter-
ested in fuel and rubber, however. 
Correspondence between Bayer man-
agers and the Auschwitz commander 
included such exchanges as:

“With a view to the planned 
experiments with a new sleep-induc-
ing drug we would appreciate it if 
you could place a number of prison-
ers at our disposal,”

“We confi rm your response, but 
consider the price of 200 RM [reichs-
marks] per woman to be too high. We 
propose to pay no more than 170 RM 
per woman. If this is acceptable to 
you, the women will be placed in 
our possession. We need some 150 
women,”

“We confi rm your approval of the 
agreement. Please prepare for us 150 
women in the best health possible,”

“Received the order for 150 
women. Despite their macerated 
condition they were considered sat-
isfactory. We will keep you informed 
of the developments regarding the 
experiments,”

“The experiments were per-
formed. All test persons died. We 
will contact you shortly about a new 
shipment.”

IG Farben also had another inter-
est in Auschwitz. For those too old, 
too small, or too weak to work, it had 
Zyklon B, designed and produced by 
an IG Farben subsidiary, Degesch.

When their conquest plans col-
lapsed and their genocide was ended, 
the world expected that such men 
would be punished, and in August 
1947 the US-organised Nuremberg 
War Criminal Tribunal against IG 
Farben began, with US prosecutor 
Telford Taylor stating: “These IG 
Farben criminals, not the lunatic Nazi 
fanatics, are the main war criminals. 
If the guilt of these criminals is not 
brought to light and if they are not 
punished, they will represent a much 
greater threat to the future peace of 
the world than Hitler if he were still 
alive.”

But the atmosphere in Germany 
had changed; old foes were replaced 
by new ones. In July 1948, after 
nearly a year, 10 of the 24 defend-
ants were acquitted and 13, though 
found guilty on some of the charges 

of mass murder, slavery, and crimes 
against humanity, were sentenced to 
mild prison terms of one-and-a-half 
to eight years, including time already 
served.

Back to business
IG Farben was also split up. But 

its three main components, now sepa-
rate again, and urgently needed in a 
quickening cold war, grew until each 
one became 20 times bigger than IG 
Farben as a whole was at its height in 
1944, the last year of the war.

By 1952, the new West German 
government of Konrad Adenauer 
had amnestied and released the last 
of those imprisoned, who were soon 
back in leading positions in the world 
of chemicals and pharmaceuticals.

As for the two men quoted in the 
letter above, Fritz ter Meer, a man-
aging board member at IG Farben 
from start to fi nish, and as wartime 
manager responsible for IG Ausch-
witz, said at the trial, defending him-
self: “Forced labour did not infl ict 
any remarkable injury, pain or suf-
fering on the detainees, particularly 

since the alternative for these work-
ers would have been death anyway.”

A few years after his release from 
prison, Fritz ter Meer was reinstat-
ed as a managing board member of 
Bayer. All three sibling fi rms BASF, 
Bayer, and Hoechst (which later 
merged with a French company to 
form Aventis) soon fi lled their high-
est positions with former Nazis.

The man who wrote the above 
letter, Otto Ambros, who had been 
responsible for the choice of loca-
tion, planning, building, and run-
ning of IG Auschwitz as operations 
manager, got – for enslavement – 
the “toughest” sentence, eight years. 
After his release in 1952 he became, 
one after the other, deputy chairman, 
chairman, or member of the board in 
a dozen chemical companies.

Best-known was Chemie Grü-
nenthal, which was guilty of selling 
the thalidomide drug (or Conter-
gan) long after it seemed evident 
that, if taken by pregnant women, 
their babies could suffer from miss-
ing limbs or other deformities. Until 
1959, it was sold in 46 countries with 
a label that it could be “given with 
complete safety to pregnant women 
and nursing mothers.” Up to 10,000 
children were affected.

In 2008, researchers in Eng-
land discovered a link between 
thalidomide and drugs researched 
during the war, quite probably one 
of those developed under the lead-
ership of Otto Ambros during nerve 
gas research. Until then the com-
pany always claimed that previous 
research data had been lost, presum-
ably during the war.

Untroubled by doubts, the US 
Department of Energy (formerly 
the Atomic Energy Commission), 
hired Ambros as a consultant on coal 
hydrogenation based on IG Farben 
research. Asked about hiring a con-
victed war criminal, the department 
insisted that all relevant paperwork 
had been lost.

When a reporter for the San Fran-
cisco Chronicle asked Ambros in a 
telephone interview about his 1948 
conviction at Nuremberg for mass 
murder and slavery, he answered: 
“That happened a very long time ago. 
It involved Jews. We do not think 
about it any more.”

Today’s Bayer
Those wartime IG Farben men 

are all dead, but their companies 
fl ourish. And Bayer has been accused 
in recent years of unethical medical 
experiments, selling drugs shown to 
be risky, hindering developing coun-
tries from developing vital medica-
tions, and using imported materials 
produced by child labour.

The most serious charge, per-
haps, is that a Bayer subsidiary, 
HC Starck, was partly responsible 
for the long, bloody civil war in 
the Democratic Republic of Congo, 
which involved the winning of vari-
ous minerals but above all the valu-
able coltran, of which it is the main 
producer.

Until now, sibling BASF was the 
largest chemical fi rm in the world. If 
the deal holds, it will now be over-
taken by Bayer-Monsanto.
People’s World 
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IPAN National Conference Alice Springs 2016

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

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

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

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

Speakers:
Prof. Lisa Natividad (University of Guam)

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

Senator Scott Ludlam (Australian Greens)

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

IPAN members, conference attendees, and activists join together 
in a public and authorised cavalcade from Alice Springs to Pine Gap
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Drone warfare role 
at Pine Gap
The need to close the drone war-
fare program at the Pine Gap 
Joint Facility near Alice Springs 
will be debated at the Independent 
and Peaceful Australia Network 
annual conference in Alice Springs 
next week.

Alex Edney-Browne, a research-
er on drone warfare at the University 
of Melbourne, will be among those 
debating the issue at the Saturday, 
October 1 conference.

Edney-Browne said the Austral-
ian public was not told about the 
alarming rates of civilian casualties 
from drone strikes and the psycho-
logical effects of living under drone 
surveillance and attack.

There are numerous reports of 
men, women and children too afraid 
to sleep at night. In North and South 
Waziristan, in Pakistan, anxiety dis-
orders have manifested into physical 

illnesses including headaches, heart 
attacks and suicides.

Many children no longer attend 
school. People avoid congregating 
socially in public out of concern 
about what the congregation could 
be mistaken for from above. Local 
communities have been depoliti-
cised as they worry about attending 
local jirgas (community meetings), as 
jirgas have been “accidentally” tar-
geted in the past.

Government and military spokes-
people in the US and allied countries 
tell the public that drones are an ethi-
cal weapon – that drones stop civil-
ians from being killed and limit the 
destructive effects of war. This is 
simply not the case.

The use of drones allows the US 
and its allies to wage war in Pakistan, 
Yemen and Somalia, countries with 
which neither the US nor Australia 
are formally at war. It couldn’t wage 
this proxy war with land forces: using 
drones therefore enables war rather 
than limits it, thereby increasing, not 
decreasing, destruction.

The laser guided drone weapons 
only land within their target radius 
50 percent of the time. Amidst the 
hype about “surgical precision”, it’s 
easy to forget the obvious: missiles 
and bombs produce deadly blasts 
that endanger the lives of everyone 
in the vicinity. The kill radius of 
drone strikes can be up to 90 metres. 
Putting “warheads on foreheads”, as 

the US call it, is a practical impossi-
bility no matter how technologically 
sophisticated drone warfare appears 
to be.

Strikes often target the GPS sig-
nals of an individual’s mobile phone. 
If that mobile phone changes hands, 
or someone borrows it when the 
person is targeted, the new holder 
of the mobile phone and the people 
nearby will be killed.

Algorithms are created through 
monitoring people’s daily move-
ments and are used to identify “sus-
picious” behaviour but these are an 
un-intelligent tool. It doesn’t follow 
that because someone is walking a 
different route one day to buy their 
groceries that they are going to meet 
with a terrorist group.

Independent and Peaceful 
Australia Network

Plebiscite: LGBTI 
groups statement
A network of organisations 
and leaders of the lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender and inter-
sex (LGBTI) communities have 
released a statement condemning 
the Plebiscite (Same-Sex Mar-
riage) Bill.

This network of LGBTI organisa-
tions and leaders have come togeth-
er in support for marriage equality 
and, to express our opposition to the 

proposed plebiscite and today’s 
released machinery bill.

No MP should be asked to vote 
on a plebiscite that will reform the 
marriage act without knowing what 
those changes are.

We ask the Australian Parliament 
to remember that this is about mem-
bers of your families, friends, col-
leagues and team mates who simply 
want their relationships to be afford-
ed the same dignity and value as their 
fellow Australians.

There are a number of key con-
cerns highlighted by the signatories 
regarding the proposed plebiscite. 
These include:
• No government amendments 

to the Marriage Act have been 
provided as yet, nor are they 
guaranteed to come into effect 
following a successful Yes vote. 
It is unreasonable to expect the 
community and the parliament to 
vote on a plebiscite without fi rst 
seeing the detail of what will be 
enacted upon a successful vote.

• It is unacceptable to use $15 
million of tax-payer dollars 
to fund the YES and NO 
committees, adding to the 
already extraordinary cost of the 
plebiscite. The proposal requires 
no truth-in-advertising test, yet 
will be seen as being endorsed by 
the Australian government.

• The government’s bill will 
create an uneven playing fi eld. 

Religious organisations already 
enjoy a range of tax benefi ts 
and concessions denied to 
other entities. Few LGBTI 
organisations have comparable tax 
deductibility status. Limiting tax-
deductible donations to $1,500 for 
individuals will exacerbate this 
unfairness.

• The question is unnecessarily 
complex and the wording “same-
sex” fails to be fully inclusive of 
all LGBTI relationships. Media 
reports that the question has been 
crafted to improve the chances of 
a “no” vote are troubling.

• The plebiscite package provides 
no strategies or funding to address 
the considerable concern about 
the impact of the plebiscite on 
LGBTI communities, our families 
and friends. We have already seen 
reports of LGBTI Australians 
distressed.

Two thirds of the Australian 
people, a majority of the parliament 
and leaders of all major parties sup-
port every Australian being treated 
fairly and equally through the Mar-
riage Act. It is time for the Parliament 
to deliver marriage equality.

We call on our parliamentary 
supporters to start working together 
on a pathway that delivers marriage 
equality in this parliament without 
delay.

Anna Brown
Australians for Equality

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

Bernie Sanders, the independent US social 
democrat Senator, has been a left-wing 
voice in the US Senate for years without 
making much impact outside his own Ver-
mont constituency. To reach a wider audi-
ence, he decided to join the race for the 
White House.

As an independent he could expect to be 
almost completely ignored by the mass media. 
Most Americans would never hear of him or 
even realise that he was standing, just like the 
candidates from the Greens and the Workers 
World Party. So in a carefully calculated move 
he abandoned being an independent and joined 
the Democratic Party.

Initially, his campaign was treated as a 
joke. After all, the Democrats’ establishment 
had anointed Hillary Clinton as their chosen 
candidate, and she was funded by big business 
so what chance did an elderly bloke who had 
no corporate backing and talked about social-
ism have? 

But as Sanders told The Nation, “The ideas 
that I was talking about are what most Amer-
icans would support if they had the chance 
to hear these views, which they do not under 
normal circumstances.”

And support him they did, as the progres-
sive ideas he championed – healthcare for 
all, free college tuition, progressive taxation, 
a living wage and a complete rejection of the 
infl uence of corporate power in US politics and 
daily life – resonated with ordinary Americans. 

Financially, they could only afford to give his 
campaign small donations, but they sent in such 
a fl ood of them that Hillary Clinton’s handlers 
were moved to complain about the size of 
Sanders’ war chest. Talk about the pot calling 
the kettle black!

“You could watch CNN for the next 14 
years, and you’re not going to hear a discus-
sion about the need for a single-payer health-
care system,” he continued. “You’re not going 
to see a critique of the drug companies, and 
you’re not going to hear much discussion about 
income and wealth inequality,” Sanders told 
The Nation’s editor Katrina van den Heuvel and 
national affairs correspondent John Nichols.

“My view was that if we could get out to 
the American people, get the exposure, make 
the personal contacts, we would do well.” And 
he did do well, to the consternation of Hillary 
Clinton and her many corporate backers. In the 
event, Sanders won more than 12 million votes 
in the Democrat primaries and to secure his 
endorsement Hillary and the Democratic Party 
establishment were forced to adopt much of his 
agenda, making their platform in this election 
one of the most progressive the Democrats have 
produced for many years.

Nevertheless, his eventual endorsing of 
Hillary Clinton shocked many of his support-
ers. She is after all far from sharing his antipa-
thy to big business. But as Sanders makes clear 
in his Nation interview, unfortunate as a Hil-
lary Clinton presidency might prove to be, a 

Donald Trump presidency, in his view, would 
be an “absolute disaster.”

To gain his endorsement, Clinton had to 
go on record as supporting what Sanders calls 
“the issues of importance to the people of this 
country” which he lists as “things like free col-
lege tuition, expanded access to healthcare, pay 
equity for women, and climate change, among 
others”.

Sanders believes that, of the two nomi-
nees, Hillary Clinton will do a better job for 
middle-class and working-class families than 
Donald Trump, a conclusion few would argue 
with, although it is only viable if it carries 
a corollary that Sanders is all too aware of: 
What kind of President Hillary Clinton will 
make is dependent on what mass pressure is 
brought to bear on her and the leadership of 
the Democratic Party.

“[T]he day after the election, we will mobi-
lise millions of people to make sure that we 
make her the most progressive president that 
she can be,” he vowed.

US commentators speak of the “Sanders 
revolution”, which of course it is not, yet. But 
if Sanders and his supporters really do start a 
movement to pressure the Democratic Party to 
adopt progressive positions on key issues, it is 
going to make events in the USA very interest-
ing indeed.

Australian readers will have noticed that 
one of Sanders’ policy planks is free college 
education. The Whitlam Labor government 

introduced that into Australia but it has largely 
been scrapped since, with university degrees 
leaving students burdened with huge debts 
incurred for their tuition.

Education (including higher education) 
is free under socialism, but in many capital-
ist countries higher education usually involves 
payment of a fee. In Germany, Sweden and 
some other European countries, tuition is still 
completely free; in the UK, a degree at Oxford 
costs about $12,000 a year. 

On the other hand, a degree from Harvard 
in the US will set you back a cool quarter of 
a million dollars. As former US State Depart-
ment offi cer Peter Van Buren notes, “right now 
there are only a handful of paths to higher 
education in America: have well-to-do par-
ents; be low-income and smart to qualify for 
fi nancial aid, take on crippling debt, or join 
the military.”

Yep, so keen is US imperialism to foster 
the military that they will provide free higher 
education if you just join up. Given that the US 
is engaged in fi ghting three or four wars in dif-
ferent parts of the globe at any one time, a GI’s 
tertiary education is likely to be eventful at the 
very least (and actually fatal at worst).

What does it say about a country that it 
will use access to higher education as bribe 
to get people to join the army and take part in 
its aggressive attempts to control the world’s 
energy resources, trade and anything else that 
takes their fancy? 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Bernie Sanders.

Bernie Sanders and mass action



Guardian September 28, 2016  11

One of the American Left’s 
knights in shining armour, Greg 
Palast, is back with a new fi lm. 
The trench coat, fedora-wearing 
Palast is to investigative reporting 
what Raymond Chandler’s private 
eye, Philip Marlowe, is to detec-
tive novels. In The best democracy 
money can buy Palast wears out 
the shoe leather, pounding far-
fl ung proverbial pavements, from 
the Arctic Circle to way down 
South to America’s heartland in 
Kansas to the Sunshine State to 
posh East Coast enclaves in Man-
hattan and the Hamptons to the 
West Coast (where Palast and 
Marlowe were both born) to the 
Congo, Venezuela and beyond. 
Our man is hot on the trail of the 
fi lm’s subtitled Billionaires and 
ballot bandits.

The multifaceted Best Democ-
racy Money Can Buy covers lots of 
ground, but its central focus is an 
alleged conspiracy to nullify the votes 
of at least 1 million mostly minority 
people at the polls. This purported 
Republican Party plot is codenamed 
“Crosscheck” and, as presented, it’s 
nothing less than a 21st-century high-
tech version of nullifi cation – the 
extreme legal theory that individu-
al states have the right to invalidate 
federal laws a state deems “uncon-
stitutional.” Best Democracy argues 
that Crosscheck is assaulting noth-
ing less than voting rights, along with 
the historic 1965 Congressional act 
to ensure non-white citizens’ ability 
to cast their ballots. Palast condemns 
this scurrilous scheme as “lynching 
by laptop.”

According to press notes, this 
complex computerised vote steal-
ing ploy “is controlled by a Trump 
henchman, Kris Kobach, Kansas 
Secretary of State, who claims his 
computer program has identifi ed 7.2 
million people in 29 states who may 
have voted twice in the same election 
– a felony crime. The catch? Most 
of these ‘suspects’ are minorities – 
in other words, mainly Democratic 
voters. Yet the lists and the evidence 
remain ‘confi dential.’ ”

Palast deduces that Crosscheck 
is targeting minorities because the 
family names it targets across state 
lines are disproportionately those of 
non-whites, who are more likely to 
vote for Democrats. For instance, 
Jackson is a common moniker for 
African Americans, while Park is 

widespread nomenclature for people 
of Korean ancestry, just as Garcia is 
for Hispanics and so on.

In the Sunfl ower State, Palast 
manages to confront Crosscheck’s 
purported mastermind, Kobach, 
despite the fact that the Kansan offi -
cial had declined repeated interview 
requests. Using hidden camera tech-
nology Palast tackles the Crosscheck-
er at an ice cream social where Greg 
is eventually given the old heave-ho. 
(The intrepid investigator has been 
tossed out of more joints than most 
journalists have ever even been invit-
ed into.)

During the almost two-hour fi lm, 
Palast also embarks on epic manhunts 
for so-called “vulture capitalists”, 
who buy up bad debts for pennies on 
the dollar, then deploy strong-arm 
tactics to force Third World debtor 
nations to pay up – even if it means 
forking over funds earmarked for 
lifesaving needs – or else.

According to the journalis-
tic gumshoe, “I’d been hunting 
Paul ‘The Vulture’ Singer for BBC 
TV from the Andes to the Congo 
to Detroit and Dayton. Now the 
number one donor to GOP Senate 
candidates, The Vulture made his bil-
lions by what the US Treasury called 
‘extortion.’ ”

In another vignette, a secret 
tape recording of a man identifi ed 
as Billy Koch exposes the crimes of 
the other Koch brothers. And in yet 
another sequence, Palast encounters 
Etok, a feisty Inuit leader and whale 
hunter in Alaska. In Best Democ-
racy Palast reworks and revisits the 
scenes of various crimes he’d pre-
viously disclosed in his books and 
documentaries, such as the theft of 
the 2000 presidential election and 
vote cadging in 2004’s Kerry v Bush 
donnybrook. What is the thread that 
connects all of these sins in the tap-
estry Palast weaves in his latest fi lm?

Connecting the dots of his cin-
ematic intersectionality, the shamus 
told me: “No one steals votes to steal 
elections; they steal votes for the 
money. Singer, JP [John Paulson, the 
foreclosure king, now Trump’s sugar-
daddy and advisor on the economy] 
and the Kochs don’t want to be regu-
lated, to be jailed or to be taxed. So 
they back candidates that will deliver 
their next billion.

“It was important for me not just 
to show vote theft, but to show you 
the guys who are funding the vote 

thieves, and their victims (Eskimos, 
Congolese, Delphi auto workers, 
foreclosed homeowners) – who, not 
coincidentally, are the folks whose 
votes they must steal.”

Expanding 
the boundaries

To do so, the resourceful Palast 
uses poetic license, pioneering a new 
fi lm form. As co-director of Best 
Democracy with David Ambrose, 
he doesn’t deploy behind the scenes 
techniques (it is an exposé, after all!). 
Palast revealed: “For ‘gun and run’ 
scenes we used equipment best for 
the situation. When I tried to jump 
Singer in New York the second time, 
Rick Rowley (Academy Award-nom-
inated director/shooter with Jeremy 
Scahill for 2013’s Dirty Wars) used 
an iPhone 6! In undercover work, 
you have to keep it hidden.”

Palast imaginatively expands 
the boundaries of non-fi ction fi lm in 
numerous ways cinematic, inventive 
and witty, intended to keep a mass 
audience entertained, even as they 
are enlightened. A number of lefty 
celebrities enliven the (more or less) 
non-fiction film. In keeping with 
the private eye ambiance, Ice-T and 
Richard Belzer (a longtime conspir-
acy theorist) of TV’s Law & Order: 
Special Victims Unit make repeat 
appearances. So do Rosario Dawson, 
Willie Nelson, plus various notables, 

such as the late Venezuelan leader 
Hugo Chávez, voting rights cham-
pion Robert Fitrakis and disgraced 
capitalist Michael Milken, who is 
identifi ed in the end credits as “Bil-
lionaire, convicted bank fraudster, 
jailbird, asshole.” According to press 
notes, “Graham Nash re-recorded his 
Crosby, Stills & Nash blockbuster hit 
Chicago, re-writing the words to ref-
erence Ohio, the most crucial swing 
state in the coming election.”

Palast admitted, “I did steal The 
Big Short’s idea of using celebrities 
to explain complex stuff – I got Ed 
Asner to put on a Santa suit to nar-
rate a cartoon with the REAL story 
of JP and fi nancial collapse” and to 
also play a billionaire.

Best Democracy also makes 
use of special effects, such as green 
screen, for which Palast said, “we 
used top-of-the-line 4K cameras.”

Most notably, the fi lm creative-
ly incorporates animation by Emmy 
Award-winning artist Keith Tucker 
(Who Killed Roger Rabbit?). This 
enhances the fi lm’s humorousness: 
From his public speaking to his 
books, Palast is known for his wit, 
which makes it easier to follow his 
complex work about rather dark 
subjects.

In addition, Palast interjects 
classic fi lm clips from movies such 
as DW Griffi th’s 1915 racist epic 
The Birth of a Nation. He includes a 
scene wherein a freed slave (probably 

a white actor in blackface) sneakily 
seeks to vote twice in a post-Civil 
War election. Palast brilliantly relates 
this to current Republicans blathering 
about voter fraud. Best Democracy 
debunks this notion as a smokescreen 
to cover up what it contends is the 
real vote rigging – ballot nullifi cation 
via Operation Crosscheck.

What to make of Palast’s rather 
free form? Purists may not regard 
it as strictly a documentary, but it 
is certainly not a feature fi lm. It is 
surely closer to being a non-fi ction 
work, although not a docudrama per 
se. Palast, along with some other 
freewheeling fi lmmakers, is creating 
something of a hybrid genre. Sig-
nifi cantly, another exemplar of this 
trend in free-form documentary fi lm-
making, Josh Fox – Oscar-nominated 
for 2010’s Gasland and director of 
the new How to let go of the world 
and love all the things climate can’t 
change.

In our political system of checks 
and balances, Palast represents the 
balance to Crosscheck and those 
who would steal our votes in 2016’s 
presidential race and beyond. Best 
Democracy is arguably the best pro-
Civil Rights fi lm made since 2014’s 
Selma. Armed with a camera, Palast 
proves – to paraphrase Chairman 
Mao – that “political power grows 
out of the barrel of a lens.”
People’s World 
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In June of 1961, Fidel gave a speech 
which became known as his “Words 
to Intellectuals,” rightly considered a 
fundament element of revolutionary 
Cuba’s cultural policy.

Pedro de la Hoz

June 16, 23, and 30, 1961, were intense days 
of open, frank discussion at José Martí 
National Library in Havana. Fidel and a 
signifi cant group of Cuban writers and 
artists from various disciplines held a dia-
logue, during which concerns, doubts, and 
problems related to the creation and distri-
bution of ideas, art and literature surfaced. 
Relations between the country’s nascent 
institutions and the intellectual community 
were addressed.

On the fi nal day, Fidel gave a speech which 
became known as his “Words to Intellectuals”, 
rightly considered a foundational element of 
revolutionary Cuba’s cultural policy.

First of all, it is signifi cant that the Coman-
dante en Jefe made time and devoted energy to 
a meeting of this kind. Only a few months had 
passed since the mercenary invasion at Playa 
Girón on the Bay of Pigs, and while the vic-
tory was fresh in everyone’s mind, the drums of 
war had not ceased. On the contrary, Washing-
ton had redoubled its efforts to engender coun-
terrevolutionary bands around the country; the 
cruel effects of the blockade were being felt in 
the daily life of the population; and South Flor-
ida was being established as the nesting ground 
of subversion for the US dependent bourgeoisie 
which had been defeated in Cuba.

Regardless, the country’s political leader-
ship considered the dialogue necessary, one 
that could not be delayed. Culture was a prior-
ity – and as we will see, continued to be, and 
is today. Between 1959 and 1961, amidst pro-
found, radical socio-economic transformations, 
and the sharpening of confl ict between the US 
and Cuba, founded were the Cuban Institute 
of Cinematographic Art and Industry, the Casa 
de las Américas, the national printing facility, 
and re-founded were the National Ballet, under 
the direction of Alicia Alonso, and the Nation-
al Symphony Orchestra. The National Theatre 
began to take shape, and just hours before the 
aggression at Girón began, the training of arts 
instructors for primary and secondary schools 
was launched.

The most transcendental cultural project 
underway at that time was the Literacy Cam-
paign, with more than 268,000 volunteers, in 
every corner of the country. Some 707,000 

people learned to read and write, in less than 
a year.

There have been many malicious distor-
tions of the letter and spirit of a single, oft-
quoted phrase in Fidel’s speech: “Within the 
Revolution, everything; against the Revolution, 
nothing.” Sometimes “against” is replaced with 
“outside” or the statement’s broad, inclusive 
foundation is confused with an intention to 
restrict, diametrically opposed to this very pre-
cise political formulation. The idea was, and is, 
synonymous with unity within diversity, con-
struction of a consensus, beyond current or pos-
sible differences, a broad variety of points of 
view, beyond sects and dogmas. “Against” was 
and is the inalienable right of the Revolution to 
exist and defend itself, then and now, against 
aggression, threats, and dangers.

Fidel expressed a basic principle, “Allow 
me to tell you that, in the fi rst place, the Revo-
lution defends liberty, that the Revolution has 

brought the country a great number of liberties, 
that the Revolution cannot, by its very nature, 
be an enemy of liberties; if someone’s concern 
is that the Revolution may suffocate the crea-
tive spirit, this concern is unnecessary, this con-
cern is unjustifi ed.”

He stated later, “It is possible that men and 
women, who in reality have a truly revolution-
ary attitude, may not constitute a majority of the 
population; revolutionaries are the vanguard of 
the population. But revolutionaries must aspire 
to having the entire people march forward with 
them.

“The Revolution cannot forego that all 
honest men and women, be they writers or 
artists, march forward with it; the Revolution 
must aspire that everyone who has doubts 
becomes a revolutionary; the Revolution must 
attempt to win over the greatest portion of the 
population with its ideas; the Revolution must 
never renounce counting on the majority of 
the people, counting not only on revolution-
aries, but on all honest citizens, although they 
may not be revolutionaries – that is to say, 
that although they may not have a revolu-
tionary attitude about life – they are with the 
Revolution.”

A re-reading of “Words to Intellectuals” 
leads us to consider a broad range of issues and 
proposals, whose relevance, in the majority of 
cases, should guide our current efforts.

Of special signifi cance among these is the 
prospect of creating and supporting a system 
of cultural institutions to encourage creative 
work, and promote it on a broad scale socially. 
The democratisation of culture has been one 
of the pillars of the Revolution’s efforts in this 
arena of life.

Fidel’s dream of “creating the conditions 
which allow all artistic, literary or scientifi c 
talent, of any kind, to be developed,” has been 
coming true. 

A year after these words came the creation 
of the National Art Schools, of Cubanacán – the 
cornerstone of an arts education program later 
extended throughout the country – providing 
children and youth, who because of their ori-
gins could not even dream of academic train-
ing, access to this type of training and skills in a 
wide range of artistic expressions. This process 
has continued, reaching unprecedented levels, 
with highly qualifi ed musicians, dancers, visual 
artists, actors, and performers graduating every 
year.

Those meetings, in June of 1961, estab-
lished an ongoing, fl uid channel of communica-
tion between the country’s political leadership 
and its artistic and intellectual movement.

Writer Ambrosio Fornet has commented, 
“What he (Fidel) said was that we all belonged 
to a single movement that we called the Cuban 
Revolution, a movement of transformation. 
And the question he asked intellectuals and 
artists was: How are you going to participate 
in this process? What can you contribute to this 
process? He left a response to both of these, and 
at the same time, one for practical activity, for 
real functioning, not in accordance with prefer-
ences, but in order to insert the cultural debate 
within the process of change.”

Fidel was the one who unequivocally 
asserted, “The Revolution means precisely 
more culture and more art,” reaffi rming the 
commitment of the country’s political vanguard 
to this essential dimension of development.

He who then proclaimed, “We are going to 
make war on ignorance, we are going to wage a 
battle against ignorance, we are going to ignite 
an irreconcilable argument against ignorance,” 
was the same person who years later, in the 
1990s, amidst the hardship and tenacious resist-
ance of those diffi cult times, said “Culture is 
the fi rst thing that must be saved.”
Granma 

Culture in Revolution


