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Last month the Permanent Court of Arbi-
tration rejected Australia’s claim it had no 
jurisdiction to conciliate the dispute in the 
Timor Sea. This means Australia must come 
to the table and negotiate with East Timor.

But Foreign Minister Julie Bishop has been 
quick to note that Australia will not be bound 
by the international panel’s outcome. At the end 
of the day, Timor’s deal will still come down 
to what the Australian government thinks they 
can get away with.

Under the UN International Law of the Sea, 
all the areas presently being drilled are in East 
Timor’s half of the Sea. The reason succes-
sive Australian governments have forced East 
Timor, the poorest nation in our region, to defer 
making a decision on the maritime boundary 
for 50 years is precisely because they know that 
Australia’s position is untenable under inter-
national law and the UN Law of the Sea. This 
would very quickly become apparent if the 
decision was decided by an independent inter-
national authority.

The treaty on “Certain Maritime Arrange-
ments in the Timor Sea” (CMATS) was signed 
in 2006 between the Howard government and 
the government of Timor-Leste (East Timor). 
The negotiations had been tense over the years. 
Prime Minister Mari Alkatiri and the ruling Fre-
tilin party were opposed to the maritime bound-
ary between the two countries not being drawn 
half-way between them but closer to Timor-
Leste along the seabed limits of the continen-
tal shelf. The theft had been agreed between 
the Hawke Labor government and Indonesia’s 
Suharto dictatorship with a treaty in 1989 and 
the boundary was a major factor in Australia’s 
hypocritical, indulgent stance towards Indo-
nesia’s invasion of East Timor in 1975 (see 
below).

In 2004, the then Howard government For-
eign Affairs Minister Alexander Downer prom-
ised to give Alkatiri a “lesson in politics” for 
his pursuit of his struggling country’s interests. 
It would get royalties from a Joint Petroleum 
Development Area and that’s it. Alkatiri would 
soon be removed from offi ce in coup-like cir-
cumstances. The Howard government refused 
international arbitration on the maritime bound-
ary. The Australian public knew about the 
humiliation of Timor-Leste’s representatives 
in 2004 but it would not have been aware that 
Australian spies had bugged government offi c-
es in Timor-Leste so that Howard’s negotiators 
would have the drop on their local counterparts.

Some years later, a veteran spy told Canber-
ra lawyer Bernard Collaery about the shameful 
operation he had been involved in. Collaery 
was acting for the government of Timor-Leste 
at the International Court of justice in The 
Hague. The Timorese want the current treaty 
scrapped and a new one drawn up. They insist 
the negotiations that led to CMATS were not 
entered into in good faith by Australia, a fact 
confi rmed by the whistle-blower’s revelations.

But rather than move to repair damaged 
relations, the Abbott government turned on 
Collaery and “Witness K” – the remorseful 
former ASIS agent – and the government of 
Timor-Leste. ASIO raided the lawyer’s Can-
berra offi ce and seized large numbers of fi les. 
Witness K has had his passport confi scated to 
prevent him giving evidence on the matter at 
The Hague. They could both be slapped with 
criminal charges.

Attorney-General George Brandis insisted 
the heavy-handed actions were in the oft-cit-
ed “national interest”. But they are ultimately 
in the interest of oil and gas companies (such 
as generous Liberal Party donor Woodside 
Petroleum).

“Woodside is a huge Australian company 
and they were proposing to invest billions of 

dollars in Greater Sunrise [oil and gas fi eld] to 
create wealth, which would inter alia have been 
wealth for Australians, but obviously substan-
tially for the East Timorese as well. So I was 
all in favour of that. I was all in favour of it,” 
Alexander Downer told Marian Wilkinson of 
the ABC’s Four Corners program.

“Five eyes” spies
Australian security agencies spy on their 

own citizens and they help the US, UK and 
others to do so, too. The “fi ve eyes” – the intel-
ligence networks belonging to the US, UK, 
Canada, Australia and New Zealand – help each 
other to keep tabs on individuals, groups, politi-
cal, military and other developments of interest 
across the globe. Australia is a junior member 
of this club and most people realise its basic 
purpose is to serve US strategic interests, espe-
cially in the Asia-Pacifi c region.

Despite this “deputy-sheriff” status, Aus-
tralia has considerable spooking capacity of its 
own and, puts this at the service of transnation-
als operating in Australia. Nothing is allowed 
to get in the way of the “national interest”; not 
even if it means cheating one the world’s poor-
est nations out of much of its potential oil and 
gas revenues.

No-one from the government’s ranks would 
comment on the spying allegations but there 
is plenty of ominous talk about grave conse-
quences for Timor-Leste if it persists with its 
legal challenge to CMATS. The Abbott gov-
ernment was fuming on investors’ behalf that 
Timor-Leste stood up for a pipeline to allow 
processing of offshore resources on its territory 
rather than aboard a fl oating plant. At the same 
time, Australia poses as a friend and generous 
benefactor to our northern neighbour.

Peter Galbraith, head negotiator for Timor-
Leste in 2004, was not fooled. His reaction to 
the spying revelations says it all about Austral-
ia’s deteriorating reputation in the region. “You 
know, it’s hard to imagine that would really be 
done by a friendly government and especially 
for what were essentially commercial negotia-
tions. That really seems there wasn’t a national 
security issue here for Australia. It wasn’t as if, 
you know, the Timorese were posing some kind 
of military threat or hatching some kind of plot. 
This was really bugging for commercial advan-
tage,” he told Four Corners.

Continued on page 2
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The way forward
Every moment of thought since October 1917, however remote from the event it might 

appear, has refl ected the problems raised by the Russian Revolution.
For millions of working people, October had shone as a ray of hope in their lives, 

while for the ruling classes of the world it represented a mortal threat.
However you looked at the problems of world society, whether from a factory  bench 

or from a university campus, whether you sought a radical change or were utterly hostile 
to socialism, the Soviet experiment was seen as the alternative to the existing social order.

Today when capitalist propagandists claim that the issue of socialism is now closed, 
what is the actual state of affairs?

Today, capitalism is all but universal. Capitalist laws of motion, the logic of capital-
ism, have penetrated ever deeper into the societies of advanced capitalism, spatially 
throughout the world.

Now every human practice, every social relationship, and the environment are subject 
to the requirements of profi t-maximisation. In effect, what does this constant self-expansion 
of capital, capital accumulation, mean?

At one extreme, in advanced capitalist countries, it means the penetration of capitalist 
principles into those social institutional and cultural spaces that even a few decades ago 
they had not yet reached.

At the other extreme, it means marginalisation and increasing impoverishment of 
whole regimes outside the advanced capitalist countries. In a sense, the class polarisa-
tions of capitalism are being reproduced in the North-South divide, not to mention the 
impoverishment of the so-called underclasses within advanced capitalist countries.

Globalisation
The global expansion of corporate interests manifests itself through emphasis on the 

market economy, through the phenomenon of (imperialist) globalisation.
History shows that war in its various forms is the military means by which capitalism 

acquires most markets, a permanent supply of cheap labour and raw materials, essential 
to counteract any decline in its rate of profi t.

Thus the global crisis of capitalism, now threatening the United States of America 
at the very heart of the system, characterised by a wave of frantic corporate mergers, 
acquisitions and alliances, could be offset only through an acceleration of its control over 
the global economy by war or other means.

The new millennium has experienced the barbaric invasion of Iraq and devastating 
wars currently being played out in the death and destruction in Syria. perpetrated by 
US imperialism along with its NATO partners – all monstrously designed to further the 
global economic interests of capitalism.

The multiplication of US sanctions against a number of countries refusing to surrender 
to US imperialism is a refl ection of a waning global economy, a crisis of overproduction.

In the loud lamentations of one of the foremost world fi nanciers, George Soros, “The 
global capitalist system which has been responsible for the remarkable prosperity of this 
country (United States) is coming apart at the seams”.

What has happened?
It is certainly not just a Japanese or Latin American crisis, or the consequences of 

specifi c national strategies or policy failures. It is not a function of “crony capitalism”, 
nor of any other specifi c and defective form of capitalism.

It is a consequence of capitalism pure and simple and it manifests itself even in the 
most ostensibly successful capitalism. Crisis is a consequence of systematic processes 
inherent in capitalism as such, which are playing themselves out in every capitalist 
economy and in the relations among them.

What are the implications of this prolonged crisis?
In this world money rules. In every part of the capitalist world the new technology 

has made its mark on all our lives through the same medium – the market – in which 
goods and services and individuals are globally bought and sold.

Imperialist globalisation has made it fashionable to take it for granted that we just 
cannot live without the market.

But in reality, what the introduction of the new technology has brought about is a 
two-tier labour market in which the people in the expanding lower layers are trapped 
by poor education or lack of education, poor housing or homelessness, degrading or 
mindless forms of work or long-term unemployment and hunger.

Only the higher privileged layers of the employed enjoy the benefi ts of the system.
Imperialist globalisation thus means technological monopoly, fi nancial control of 

worldwide fi nancial markets, monopolistic access to the planet’s natural resources, media 
and communication and monopolies over weapons of mass destruction.

Since this situation is generating a global crisis where all capitalist countries are af-
fected, the basis is laid for nation-wide and world-wide struggle against the system itself.

In other words to fi ght the global offensive of capitalism, a new sense of international 
solidarity and unity among the working masses is an urgent task today.

And clear indications are visible that, though very slow, change in the consciousness 
of the working class, the working people and all sections of the poor, is taking place 
across the globe, realising the necessity of halting this capitalist offensive.

This struggle has to be intensifi ed, and political consciousness raised wherein the 
socialist alternative does not appear a far cry but a realisable possibility.

Where humanity survives, its confl ict with inhuman forms goes on. Today’s obsceni-
ties - the dehumanised and dehumanising forces – cannot remain as permanent fi xtures 
in human civilisation. Human beings can erase them.

PRESS FUND
Coal mining corporations are rejoicing because a rise in the global coal price has enabled 
them to re-open mines closed recently because they were unprofitable. But increases in 
coal production and consumption will cancel out carbon emission reductions achieved 
by many nations in the global struggle to mitigate climate change. The Queensland 
government has approved construction of the massive new Adani coal mine, and state 
and federal governments are doing nothing to stem fossil fuel production. The Guardian 
is committed to the campaign to meet the challenge of climate change, but we need your 
help by way of Press Fund contributions, so please send in something for the next issue if 
you possibly can. Many thanks to this week’s supporters as follows:
PEA $75, Coffee Club $50, C Greer $50, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5, “Round 
Figure” $5
This week’s total: $190 Progressive total: $6,370

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

Finally, there came a time when everything that men had considered as 
inalienable became an object of exchange, of traffi c and could be alienated. 
This is the time when the very things which till then had been communicated, 
but never exchanged; given, but never sold; acquired, but never bought – 
virtue, love, conviction, knowledge, conscience, etc., when everything in 
short, passed into commerce. It is the time of general corruption of universal 
vendity, or to speak in terms of political economy, the time when everything, 
moral or physical, having become a marketable value, is brought to the 
market to be assessed at its lowest value.

Karl Marx Poverty of Philosophy”

Continued from page 1
At issue in the maritime border dispute 

are royalties estimated at between $10 billion 
and $20 billion over the next 30 years. Aus-
tralia has sucked in over $2.1 billion from 
royalties on the oil and gas in question since 
1999. With its fair share of these funds, East 
Timor could meet the needs of its people and 
build some fi nancial security. Without it, as 
Oxfam’s policy director James Ensor pointed 
out, the country runs the risk of joining the 
ranks of “failed states” in the region.

Origins of dispute
The current dispute has its origins in 

Australia’s relations with and support for 
the brutal Suharto dictatorship in Indonesia 
(see page 4). In 1972, Australia obtained an 
agreement from Indonesia that the end of the 
continental shelf to our north west would be 
the boundary between Australia and Timor 
even though the border is only 60 kilometres 
from the coast of East Timor.

On the eve of Indonesia’s invasion in 
1975, Australia’s then ambassador in Jakar-
ta, Richard Woolcroft, advised the Whitlam 
government that Indonesia would be easier 
to deal with over the natural resources in the 
Timor Sea than the government of the newly-
independent, former Portuguese colony of 
East Timor. Australia stood by and 24 years 
of genocidal occupation by Indonesia’s mili-
tary followed.

In 1989 Foreign Minister in the Hawke 
Labor government Gareth Evans and 

Indonesian Foreign Minister Ali Alitas toast-
ed a deal to share out the oil and gas resourc-
es off the coast of Timor from the comfort of 
a jet fl ying high above the stolen territory.

In 2002, the Australian government with-
drew from UN Convention of the Law of the 
Sea (UNCLOS) negotiations in the Interna-
tional Court of Justice. In circumstances like 
those involving Australia and East Timor, 
UNCLOS lays down that the border of the 
states should be the median line drawn half-
way between them.

Such an arrangement would see East 
Timor in charge of 90 percent of the Sea’s 
oil and gas. As it stands, it gets 90 percent 
of the royalties from the Bayu Undan fi eld 
within the Joint Petroleum Development 
Area (JPDA) described in the Timor Sea 
Treaty of 2002. However, the largest fi elds 
by far – Laminaria and Greater Sunrise – are 
located outside the JPDA and from these East 
Timor will only get 20 percent of the royal-
ties on the Greater Sunrise gas fi eld. It should 
be noted that the Laminaria fi eld is totally 
within East Timor’s half of the Timor Sea as 
are most of the Sunrise and Troubador fi elds.

East Timor has refused to ratify the 
Timor Sea Treaty. It wants Australia to return 
to the jurisdiction of the International Court 
of Justice and UNCLOS for the adjudica-
tion of the maritime boundary. It wants the 
royalties from the fi elds outside the JPDA to 
be held in trust (escrow) until the dispute is 
fi nalised. 
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Anna Pha

Just four weeks ago the Labor 
Party lined up with the Coali-
tion to vote for the Omnibus bill, 
with $5 billion in cuts over four 
years to social security and action 
on clean energy in the name of 
“budget repair”. Then last week, 
Labor again cooperated with the 
Turnbull government to support 
$4 billion over four years in tax 
cuts for the wealthy.

The outcome of these cuts will 
be to widen inequality even further.

These social security cuts and tax 
cuts come straight out of the 2014 
Abbott/Hockey horror budget. The 
only thing that has changed since 
Abbott is that Labor is now support-
ing these elements of that budget.

They make a lie of Treasurer 
Scott Morrison’s rhetoric about the 
need for cuts to social security, health 
and education in the name of “budget 
repair”. The aim of these cuts is to 
slash and eventually eliminate per-
sonal and company taxation, leaving 
the GST as the main source of gov-
ernment income.

The government dishonestly 
claims the tax cuts will benefi t mid-
dle-income Australians. Taxpayers 
on incomes over $80,000 a year will 
receive a tax cut of up to $315 a year 
or $6 a week. (The marginal rate on 
incomes between $80,001–$87,000 
will be reduced from 37 cents to 32.5 
cents in the dollar.)

The top 20 percent of income 
recipients will receive the tax cuts, 
not middle-income Australians. 
According to Australian Bureau of 
Statistics, median income (a true 
measure of middle income) for all 
Australian workers was $52,000 In 
2014. It would not have risen much 
since then. Certainly not to $80,000 
or more!

Tax cut recipients include bank, 
insurance, and resources sector exec-
utives on six and seven fi gure pack-
ages. Putting an extra $6 a week in 
their pockets will not result in job 
creation or economic growth as the 
government claims.

It is more likely to be added to a 
negatively geared investment prop-
erty, gambled on the stock market or 

some other fi nancial instrument or 
stowed away in superannuation to 
rort the taxation system.

The government tried to jus-
tify the cuts by dragging out the 
old “trickle-down” effect theory 
of Reagan and Thatcher days. The 
“trickle-down” myth goes along the 
lines of make the rich richer and the 
crumbs that fall from the table will 
feed the poor, create jobs and grow 
the economy.

“This is a step towards the 
modern tax system that Austral-
ians want and need, a system that 
will encourage Australians to work, 
not punish them for having a go or 
taking risks,” Treasurer Scott Mor-
rison claimed in his Second Read-
ing speech. As if an extra $6 a week 
would see an entrepreneur take risks 
or make childcare affordable for a 
single parent. Not that the average 
single parent is on more than $80,000 
a year!

All it does it make the rich richer 
and the poor poorer.

Several Greens Senators spoke 
strongly against the bill. Senator 
Peter Whish-Wilson pointed out that 
while 28 percent of male workers are 
likely to receive the tax cut, only 13 
percent of women will receive it.

Double Whammy
The 80 percent or so of workers 

on lower incomes who could benefi t 
from an extra $6 a week, will receive 
nothing. The unemployed and stu-
dents who are struggling on poverty- 
line incomes will receive nothing.

Worse than that, many of them 
will see their incomes shrink as a 
result of the cuts in the omnibus bill 
that was passed four weeks ago with 
the support of Labor.

The Greens, Nick Xenophon’s 
Team and Jacqui Lambie opposed 
the tax cuts. The Coalition, Labor and 
One Nation supported them.

During the Second Reading 
debate, Labor put up no arguments in 
defence of the tax cuts. In fact, much 
of Labor Senator Katy Gallagher’s 
would have made a strong contribu-
tion against the bill.

“Scott Morrison has offered 
up this modest tax cut for those on 
incomes over $80,000 as a crude 

cover for his cuts that have affected 
the cost of living of every single low- 
and middle-income Australian. The 
government’s double dealing in the 
budget cannot go unremarked upon,” 
Gallagher said.

“Labor does support the tax 
cut contained in this bill, but we 
acknowledge that three-quarters of 
Australian workers will receive no 
tax relief from the 2016 budget and 
that those same Australian workers 
who miss out will disproportionately 
bear the brunt of this government’s 
cuts to schools, hospitals and Medi-
care and to the family supports they 
rely upon.

“It is a simple truth that you do 
not create the jobs of the future by 
cutting education, making health 
care inaccessible and unaffordable, 
under-investing in infrastructure and 
making broadband slower,” Gal-
lagher added, again providing a good 
argument to have opposed the spend-
ing cuts and tax cuts.

“Labor does believe in deliver-
ing a fair and sustainable tax system 
... Maintaining public confi dence in 
Australia’s tax system is critical and 
depends on simplicity, transparency 

and everyone paying their fair share – 
something this Treasurer and govern-
ment have manifestly failed to grasp 
or deliver,” said Gallagher.

But there is nothing fair about 
these tax cuts.

So, why then is Labor voting to 
make the tax system less fair, less 
progressive? Why did Labor support 
taking money off students, single par-
ents, families and the unemployed?

Gallagher also spent much of her 
speech in a paper tiger attack on the 
government for making a mess of 
the implementation of the tax cuts, 
resulting in a delay from the prom-
ised start of July 1 to October 1, 
2016!

Perhaps it is not surprising that 
no one else from Labor rose to speak 
in the debate or that people are look-
ing for an alternative to the major 
parties.

“I do agree with some of the 
things Senator Gallagher said today. 
The big things we do need to tackle 
in this parliament, like concessions 
of negative gearing, capital gains 
tax and proper superannuation con-
cessions, are things we should work 
at together with Labor and with the 

Liberals to get some real economic 
reform done in this country,” Greens 
Senator Whish-Wilson said.

“That is what is going to raise 
revenue and tackle inequality.”

The Communist Party of Austral-
ia also strongly opposes the tax cuts, 
which are regressive. The budget 
could easily be met and social spend-
ing adequately funded by increasing 
the rate of taxation on high income 
earners and ensuring the large cor-
porations pay taxes on their profi ts.

The CPA is also calling for an 
end to the billions of dollars in gov-
ernment subsidies to the resources 
sector and private hospitals through 
the private health insurance rebate. 
The most obscene budget item, which 
threatens regional security, including 
Australia’s, is the one trillion dollar 
offensive budget for military spend-
ing over the next 20 years. This could 
be slashed and still leave more than 
ample funds for defence.

The issue is not lack of money, 
but politics and ideology. Corporate 
profi ts versus the needs of people. 
This government is fi rmly on the side 
of corporate profi ts. 

From the archives US President Ronald Reagan – The Socialist, September 1984

“Trickle-up” economics
Labor/Coalition in vote to increase inequality
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In a 1965 fascist coup in Indone-
sia led by army generals includ-
ing Major General Suharto (who 
became president), the Commu-
nist Party of Indonesia (PKI), 
third largest in the world, was 
virtually wiped out.

Although accused of planning 
and even attempting an “armed 
coup”, it is clear that the PKI in 
fact was largely unarmed and in no 
way contemplating military action. 
Its members were unable to offer 
“meaningful resistance” to the wave 
of terror unleashed against them by 
Generals Nasution and Suharto.

The coup – which saw the deaths  
of around one million people – 
involved the US Embassy with US 
Ambassador Marshall Green actively 
supporting the army-organised orgy 
of killing: consulting with leaders 
of anti-Communist death squads, 
arranging for the US Information 
Agency to beam anti-PKI propagan-
da over the radio and orchestrating an 
international media barrage to push 
the Indonesian Army’s cover story of 
a “Communist coup”.

Green rejoiced in the slaughter 
of Communist leaders, the forced 
closing of the Communist university 
(and the banning of “leftist” student 
organisations), and the sacking of 
PKI bookstores.

The Suharto-Nasution clique 
were of a like mind with the US 
about the necessity to undermine the 
prestige of China in Indonesia.

The generals sought the aid of the 
US to “alert the Indonesian people to 
the dangers of association with Com-
munist China” using the techniques 

of psychological warfare” which the 
US was only too happy to supply.

US Embassy cables also pointed 
to the US covertly supplying weap-
ons to the Indonesian Army for the 
arming of the “civilian anti-commu-
nist groups” that at one stage were 
killing “50-100 PKI members every 
night” in Central Java alone.

Under President Sukarno, Indo-
nesia had become a leading force in 
the non-aligned movement, a major 
impediment to US efforts to “roll 
back Communism” and to isolate 
China, in particular.

It is inconceivable that the US 
government would just sit back and 
wait hopefully for something to 
happen in Indonesia to change that 
situation.

US diplomats and CIA agents 
would have been working fl atout to 
bring that change about and nobody 
in the world is more proactive than 
the State Department and the CIA.

To prevent Sarawak and North 
Borneo eventually becoming part of 
“left-leaning” Indonesia, they had 
been brought in 1963 into a feder-
ation with newly independent but 
staunchly anti-Communist Malaya, 
to be called Malaysia.

Indonesia objected, and in 1965 
US allies Britain and Australia joined 
in sending troops to Borneo. (Aus-
tralia was as concerned as the US 
about “rolling back” Communism: 
in April that same year it had com-
mitted the fi rst Australian troops to 
Vietnam.)

At the same time, the policies 
and practices of US oil companies 
in Indonesia, as in other parts of the 
developing world, were causing con-
cern in Jakarta.

The country’s huge and much 
needed oil wealth was going to 
enrich Caltex rather than the people 
of Indonesia.

Sukarno went so far as to threat-
en to break diplomatic relations with 
the US and to nationalise US oil 
assets. Perbum, the Communist-led 
oil workers’ union, was very active in 
defending the rights and conditions 
of Caltex’s Indonesian employees.

Indonesia’s Foreign Minis-
ter, Subandrio, claimed Western 

diplomats were conspiring with 
senior Indonesia army offi cers to kill 
or otherwise eliminate Sukarno.

In late October, a US diplo-
mat reported from Riau province 
in Sumatra: “Army has raided PKI 
leaders’ houses and informed Caltex 
management it plans on October 29 
to arrest key leaders of communist 
oil workers’ union Perbum, which 
forms core of PKI structure in that 
province”.

A declassified Australian 

Embassy report tells how the Army 
dealt with worker unrest. The Army 
would assemble the workforce of the 
factory or mine “and ask them wheth-
er they wish to continue work as 
usual. Those who decline are asked 
again and, unless they change their 
mind, summarily shot.”

The US and Australian govern-
ments eagerly supported one of the 
worst bloodbaths of the 20th century 
because it was basically “good for 
business”. 

Australia

1965 Indonesia bloodbath

A US/Australian coup

Oliver Stone’s excellent new fi lm 
Snowden is a primer on life in the 
digital age – the perils to privacy, 
professionalism and the personal. 
Through an extended series of 
fl ashbacks in the life of whistle-
blower Edward Snowden, Stone 
shows us the impacts of global 
surveillance on relationships from 
international to interpersonal.

Stone’s dramatisation builds 
around and out from Laura Poitras’ 
Academy Award winning documen-
tary Citizenfour. We meet Edward 
Snowden (Joseph Gordon-Levitt) in 
the prison-like confi nes of his Hong 
Kong hotel room, a refugee of con-
science, blowing the whistle on his 
US spy agency employers.

Through a series of fl ashbacks, 
Snowden emerges as a brilliant, 
geeky, well-considered patriot from 
a military family. He is moved by 
the events of 9/11 to volunteer for 
Special Forces training. After break-
ing both legs, Snowden is forced 
off the active front lines into intel-
ligence service. He eagerly joins 
CIA global communications at their 
headquarters in Langley, Virginia.

Snowden excelled in compu-
ter science. But with greater suc-
cess came more responsibility and 
direct involvement in CIA covert 
operations. Coordinating cyber 

security in Geneva, Snowden 
becomes enmeshed in a plot to use 
illegally harvested data to blackmail 
an international banker. 

Straight arrow Snowden’s 
morals were not as fl exible as his 
fellow CIA operatives. He begins 
to become disenchanted with intel-
ligence misused and reaches out to 
register concern, particularly over 
the illegal intrusion into virtually 
every electronic communication 
both domestic and international.

He is not as good at communi-
cating with his girlfriend Lindsay 
Mills (Shailene Woodley). Snowden 
instead opts to protect her from sur-
veillance, though the relationship 
suffers from his not being able to 
share the secret nature of his work. 
He becomes progressively disil-
lusioned. From moves through the 
CIA, National Security Agency and 
Booz Allen Consulting in Geneva, 
Japan, Maryland and Hawaii, Mills 
suffers Snowden’s professional 
disenchantments without realising 
the dangers of his position ... dra-
matic tension achieved at the cost of 
domestic tranquillity.

Snowden’s voyage from mili-
tary family enlistee to ex-pat 
whistleblowing patriot is hastened 
by his witnessing the testimony of 
Director of National Intelligence 

James Clapper perjuring himself 
before a Congressional committee 
in March 2013, stating that the NSA 
does not collect any type of data at 
all on millions of Americans. 

Snowden, of course, has 
fi rsthand knowledge that this is 
exactly what our intelligence serv-
ices do, US Constitution notwith-
standing. Terrorism becomes the 
excuse to violate Fourth Amend-
ment protections from unreason-
able searches and seizures. The 
promise of security becomes the 

agent for economic and social 
controls.

Snowden is a movie with no car 
chases and where no one dies (yet). 
It is a fi lm with no super natural 
heroes, though with many very real 
ones. The plight of Edward Snow-
den, Lindsay Mills and our fragile 
democracy are well served by actors 
Melissa Leo, Zachary Quinto, Rhys 
Ifans, Nicholas Cage, Timothy Oly-
phant, Scott Eastwood and Joely 
Richardson. 

Kieran Fitzgerald and Director 

Oliver Stone have written a screen-
play which clearly runs us through a 
minefi eld of complex technical and 
legal issues, balancing them against 
their personal consequences to the 
fi lm’s characters.

Finally, the project itself is yet 
another testament to the vision, 
strength and courage of Director 
Oliver Stone who stubbornly refus-
es to surrender the principles upon 
which this country was originally 
based. Salute.
People’s World 

Film review by Michael Berkowitz

Snowden

President Sukarno of Indonesia shaking hands with Robert Menzies during Menzies’ visit to Indonesia in 1959.
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During a two-day on-country 
meeting at Yule River last month, 
more than 350 Aboriginal tradi-
tional owners, Elders and commu-
nity members passed a resolution 
of no confi dence in Western Aus-
tralia’s Aboriginal Affairs Minis-
ter Peter Collier.

The group passed a further reso-
lution around the WA Regional Serv-
ices Reform unit’s “roadmap”, which 
focuses on the state government’s 
blueprint for Aboriginal communi-
ties. Yamatji Marlpa Aboriginal Cor-
poration (YMAC) chief executive 
Simon Hawkins said the message 
from traditional owners around WA 
was loud and clear.

“Aboriginal people in WA are 
fed up with Minister Collier’s blatant 
disrespect for their culture, heritage 

and traditions,” he said. “Aboriginal 
people want the people who are in 
control of their heritage to be held 
accountable.

“Traditional owners want 
answers, and they want to be includ-
ed in the decisions that will ultimate-
ly affect their way of life.”

YMAC co-chair and Njamal 
Elder Doris Eaton urged people to 
unite and speak with one voice. “It’s 
about looking after our community, 
our next generation and our herit-
age,” she said. “We need to come 
together as one Aboriginal people. 
We need to fi ght. We have to come 
together as a nation, as one cultural 
nation.

“It saddens me that this year 
our minister, who holds our future, 
did not attend. This is the third year 

we’ve come together at Yule River, 
and we come together as one, as 
human beings. But he has no respect 
for us.”

Resolutions were passed unani-
mously by the group, and given to 
Regional Development Minister 
Terry Redman to take back to Parlia-
ment. They were: 
• that Aboriginal people be front 

and centre in designing and 
implementing regional and remote 
service reforms;

• that the state government 
acknowledge the signifi cant 
contribution Aboriginal 
corporations make each year in 
the form of funding, infrastructure 
and service delivery and involve 
them directly in decision-making 
about services reforms;

• that both state and federal 
governments be more transparent 
and accountable as to the existing 
spend on Aboriginal services in 
regional and remote communities; 
and 

• that at the ministerial level, 
Peter Collier, who is Minister for 
Aboriginal Affairs and chair of 
the Aboriginal Affairs Cabinet 
subcommittee, be more responsive 
and accountable for the impact on 
Aboriginal people in the region.

The Koori Mail 

Fed up with “no respect”

Western Australia’s Aboriginal Affairs Minister Peter Collier.

A class action has been launched 
on behalf of hundreds of Indig-
enous Queenslanders over an esti-
mated $500 million Stolen Wages 
bill dating back to the 1930s. The 
lawsuit has been lodged on behalf 
of Hans Pearson – the uncle of 
prominent Aboriginal man Noel 
Pearson – who says he received 
next to no remuneration for 10 
years of work in the 1950s and 
1960s because his wages were held 
in a trust and never paid to him.

Historians estimate the Queens-
land government may owe up to $500 
million in stolen wages to Aborigi-
nal and Torres Strait Islander workers 
due to wage control legislation that 
was in place between 1939 and 1972.

Bottoms English Lawyers 
(BELAW) principal John Bottoms 
said Pearson and other Indigenous 
Australians had suffered signifi cantly 
from “protection” legislation.

“As part of this action, we allege 
that the State held Mr Pearson’s 
wages for work completed between 
1953 and 1963 in trust pursuant 
to a fi duciary duty and yet has not 
returned the vast bulk of it,” Bottoms 
said.

“Because of this policy, Mr Pear-
son essentially worked a decade of 
his life for next to no remuneration.”

Historians have said it is likely 
that many millions may be owed to 
Indigenous workers in other Austral-
ian states and territories.

Cairns-based law fi rm BELAW 
and Shine Lawyers are work-
ing together on these claims, with 
BELAW running the Queensland 
action and Shine Lawyers handling 
investigations in other Australian 
states and territories.

Shine Lawyers partner Jan Sad-
dler is leading the national investiga-
tions into similar actions.

“We’re talking about stockmen, 
farm hands, laundry assistants and 
other domestic workers who worked 
tirelessly in harsh, isolated conditions 
for next to nothing,” she said. “These 
policies were supposed to protect 
people but instead left thousands of 
Indigenous people effectively work-
ing as slaves because they never 
received their wages.

“We will be working on behalf of 
thousands of these deserving work-
ers and their families to recover the 
wages that remain unpaid because 
of unfair and unjust government 
policies.”
People can register their interest in 
joining the action at www.shine.com.au/
service/classactions/stolen-wages-class-action
Further information is also available 
at www.stolenwages.com.au
Koori Mail 

Margot Salom possessed a beau-
tiful loving heart, great intelli-
gence and a wonderful sense of 
humour. A devoted mother and 
grandmother, she also dedicated 
her time and energies to many 
organisations based on the ideals 
of peace, justice and compassion, 
such as the Refugee Claimants 
Support Centre in Brisbane, the 
Womens International League for 
Peace and Freedom, Just Peace, 
Believing Women for a Culture of 
Peace, Jews Against the Occupa-
tion, Palestinian and Jewish Unity, 
and Just Peace for Palestine.

Margot supported these causes 
with all her energy, enthusiasm, 
commitment and compassion, 
and was an inspiration for all who 
devote themselves to justice and 
human rights. 

Here is a modernised version of 
the Jewish Mourners Prayer espe-
cially dedicated to Margot:

“Beyond all blessings, hymns, 
praises and consolations that are 
ever spoken in the world for the 
repair of injustice, may there fl ow 
abundant peace from heaven for us 
and for all humanity, Amen.” 

Margot’s generosity of spirit, 
strength of intellect, and her labours 
for peace and justice fi nd refl ec-
tion in ancient verses from the bib-

lical Book of Prophets praising the 
woman of worth:

“She stretches her hand to the 
sick and to the needy. Strength of 
character is her clothing, and she 
laughs at the time to come. She 
opens her mouth with wisdom, and 
the law of loving-kindness is on her 
tongue. Her children see her happy 
when she sees them happy, and her 
husband fi nds the true meaning of 
worthiness in her example. May she 
benefi t in eternity from the fruit of 
her hands which brought benefi t to 
so many. May her works be reward-
ed by the loving Universal Spirit 
of Compassion into whose care we 
entrust her soul, so that she be shel-
tered for evermore, her spirit resting 
in the peace of eternal life. Amen.”

The Peace and Justice Move-
ment lost a champion of Human 
Rights in Margot Salom. The Com-
munist Party acknowledges her tre-
mendous contribution to the unity of 
Palestinian and Jewish Community 
members who stood in support of 
a peaceful world and against those 
who would divide us over race and 
culture. 

We express our sincere condo-
lences to her family and friends. She 
will be missed as those who can truly 
unite those from a diversity of back-
grounds and for a better world. 

Stolen Wages workers 
launch class action

Dedicated to 
peace, justice, 
compassion
Eulogy for Margot Salom 
by Ray Bergmann

Margot Salom at a COTA (Council on the Ageing) forum in 2012.
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On the 75th anniversary of the Tudeh 
Party, Navid Shomali, international sec-
retary of the Tudeh Party of Iran, spoke 
to Mohammad Omidvar, about the 
Party and Iran’s current regime and the 
working class struggle there

On October 2 the Tudeh Party of Iran 
(TPI) cel ebrated its 75th anniversary. 
During this period what would you describe 
as the main focus of TPI’s struggle in Iran?

The party of the Iranian working class was 
established by communist political prisoners 
freed from Reza Shah’s jails, and other Nation-
al Democratic personalities.

At the time, Iran was struggling with social 
underdevelopment, the wide spread interfer-
ence of colonial powers and the rule of internal 
reaction. The emergence of our party on Iran’s 
political stage was a great event that resulted in 
signifi cant social, political and cultural devel-
opments in our country. 

Within a short period of time, the party 
became a mass party, organising tens of thou-
sands of workers, estab lishing trade unions, 
women’s demo cratic organisations, organising 
youth and students, as well as a mass peace 
movement across the country.

Clearly this created signifi cant chal lenges 
for imperialism and internal reaction. They 
feared, and still fear, the ideological and politi-
cal founda tions of the party, and its ability to 
organise workers and oppressed peo ple.

Our party sees itself as the party of the Ira-
nian working class, which for the past 75 years 
has been strug gling against imperialist inter-
vention in Iran, for the democratic rights and 
freedom of our people and for social ism.

Even the political critics of our party admit 
that ideas such as “labour law”, workers’ rights 
to establish syn dicates and trade unions, equal 
rights for women, women’s right to vote and 
participate in the socio-economic and political 
life of the country, as well as ideas such as free 
health and education and land reform in favour 
of the peas ants, were fi rst introduced into Iran 
by the Tudeh Party and that they transformed 
our society.

It is no accident that our party has been sub-
jected to numerous attempts to suppress and 
destroy it, in which thousands of our mem-
bers have been exiled, imprisoned and killed. 
During the 1988 massacre of political prison-
ers in Iran, the overwhelming major ity of our 
party’s Politburo, Central Committee and hun-
dreds of party cadres, members and supporters 
were killed by Khomeini’s regime.

What is your party’s assessment of Presi-
dent Rouhani’s government, which is widely 
considered to be the architect of successful 
negotiations with the UN Security Council in 
set tling the nuclear dispute and ending of the 
sanctions? Have the Iranian people seen any 
improvements?

Firstly, it is important to note that the for-
eign policy of Iran’s theocratic regime under 
the direction and lead ership of Ali Khamenei 
during the past two decades has been nothing 
but dis astrous, resulting in dangerous ten sions 
within the region and devastat ing economic 
sanctions imposed by imperialism, which broke 
the back of the country’s economy and made 
life unbearably hard for millions of Ira nians.

While Mr Rouhani’s government can claim 
responsibility for the successful conclusion of 
these negotiations [to lift sanctions], the real-
ity is that the Iranian regime started its secret 
negotiations with the US more than two years 
before Rou hani was elected as president, at the 
time of the Ahmadinejad government.

Despite the almost daily political skirmish-
es played out in front of the world media, to 
strengthen the nego tiation team’s hand, the hard 
fact, as recently stated by the head of the nego-
tiating team, is that the agree ment with the West 
was closely orches trated and directed by Iran’s 
leader and it was with his full approval that the 
agreement was signed.

Our party welcomed the negotia tions as 
the only way of resolving the disputes with 
the US and Europe con cerning Iran’s nucle-
ar policy and of reaching a comprehensive 
agreement that protects the national interests 
of Iran. But we also warned against the other 
aspects of the negotiations which aimed at 

integrating Iran into the US plan for the “New 
Middle East”.

Despite the ending of the sanctions, Iran’s 
economic situation has not improved. This is 
due to the neo-liberal policies of the regime. 
Even according to offi cial statistics the econ-
omy is stagnant, Iran’s national industry is 
declining fast, millions of people are living 
below the regime’s defi ned pov erty line, over 
3,000,000 people are out of work (in some 
provinces this comprises more than 60 percent 
of the population) and there is rampant corrup-
tion and growing infl ation.

In June the Morning Star reported the 
case of the hunger strike of trade union-
ist Ja’far Azimzadeh. What is the state of 
human rights in Iran, especially with respect 
to political and trade union activities?

The successful worldwide campaign to 
save Mr Azimzadeh – in which the Morning 
Star and the working-class movement in Brit-
ain and Europe, and especially the trade union 
movement, played a major role – once again 
high lighted the plight of the Iranian work ing 
class.

Savage suppression of trade union rights, 
which over the past six months has included 
public lashing of protest ing workers as well as 
the arrest and torture of trade union activists, 
is part and parcel of the regime’s response to a 
growing protest movement.

The establishment of trade unions, just sal-
aries, wage rises that keep pace with the rate of 
infl ation, receipt of timely payment (there are 
cases where workers have not had any sala-
ries paid to them for the past year) and protec-
tion against zero-hours contracts are among the 
workers’ immediate demands. 

In recent weeks the government has 
announced its intention to “reform” the 
labour law to “help” businesses and economic 
development.

Of course the aim of the so called reforms 
is the removal of basic protec tions for work-
ers’ rights, which was achieved following the 
1979 revolution.

Our party believes that this will be a huge 
battleground for the working-class movement 
and that only through organised and co-ordinat-
ed struggle we can defeat the regime’s plans.

How would you describe the present power 
structure within the Islamic Republic of Iran? 
The West ern mainstream media has por trayed 
the recent parliamentary elections in Febru-
ary 2016 as an important landmark victory 
by reformist forces allied to Rouhani. Can the 
reformists change the nature of the regime’s 
power struc ture?

We have a theocratic regime, which is 
known as the “Regime of the Supreme Reli-
gious Leader” (regime of Vela yat Fagieh). 

This is a religious dictatorship serv ing the 
interests of the big mercantile and bureaucratic 
bourgeoisie in Iran. While the power structure 
includes a “government” led by the president, 
a parliament and the judiciary, the reality is that 
all these are directly or indirectly controlled by 
the Supreme Religious Leader, being answer-
able only to him.

In fact the head of the judiciary – which 
forms an important part of the security and sup-
pressive apparatus in Iran – is appointed direct-
ly by Khamenei. Also important to note is that 
during the past two decades we have seen a 
signifi cant rise in the pro fi le and power of the 
“revolutionary guards” – the Basij – and other 
par amilitary and security structures in Iran. It 
is no exaggeration to say that a signifi cant part 
of our country’s economy is now controlled by 
the revolutionary guards’ leadership who report 
to Khamenei and are appointed by him. Also 
of signifi cance is the fact that the leaders of 
the revolutionary guard are openly involved 
in determin ing the regime’s strategic policies.

Everything, from relationships with vari-
ous countries and organising wide spread vote-
rigging in elections to the savage suppression 
of people’s protest (for example following the 
2009 pres idential elections in which millions 
of votes were rigged to appoint Ahmadinejad 
as the president for the second time) are part 
of the growing and very dangerous role of the 
revo lutionary guard and its leadership in Iran. 
According to various documents released over 
the past couple of years, while ordinary people 
suffered tre mendously, the revolutionary 

guards’ leaders have benefi ted to the tune of 
billions of dollars from US-imposed economic 
sanctions.

The political developments in Iran are 
closely related and refl ect the events in the 
Middle East. What is the TPI’s assessment 
of the develop ments in Syria and the current 
impasse in reaching a negotiated solution to 
that confl ict?

It is clear that the policy-makers in key 
global capitalist institutions have tried to shift 
the burden of the sys temic crisis of capitalism 
onto the shoulders of workers and the poor.

Neo-liberal policies dominate Europe and 
North America. Inequality has become more 
institutionalised in the capitalist countries. 
Dictatorial states are employing every tactic to 
crush people’s resistance.

The Middle East is the focus of care fully 
orchestrated attempts by US-led world imperi-
alism to consolidate its hegemony and to ensure 
unrivalled control of the fl ow of oil, the ability 
to freely plunder the region’s resources and to 
exploit its markets.

Right-wing and reactionary forces in the 
Middle East – backed by the US and EU – are 
working to ensure that no substantial challenge 
ever upsets the US “New Middle East plan.”

They have been able to dictate the course of 
events in the region by engi neering crises, wars 
and confl icts. Syria, Iraq and Yemen are burn-
ing. Libya has been reduced to a place where 
tribes vie for power and Islamic terror rules.

The reality is that the emergence and 
growth of “Islamic terrorism” has been mainly 
due to the disastrous policies of the US, its 
European allies and its regional accomplic-
es such as Saudi Arabia and their fi nancial 
and military support for various extrem-
ist forces, including the mercenaries of Al-
Qaida and ISIS. Obviously, the continuance 
of the hegemonic and warmongering poli-
cies of the imperi alist states in the Middle 
East and North Africa during the past three 

decades – particularly the aggressive invasion 
of Afghanistan and Iraq and the fuelling of 
the civil war in Syria – has caused bloodshed 
and devasta tion, affecting millions of ordinary 
people in these countries and creating a ref-
ugee crisis, particularly in Europe, not seen 
since the end of the second world war.

The situation in Syria is a human catastro-
phe of unimaginable propor tion that is continu-
ing mainly due to the desires of Western powers 
to remove the government of Asad.

The forces currently backed by the US, 
Britain and the EU are of the same fundamen-
talist and terroristic ilk as ISIS and whose aims 
are the establish ment of a medieval, religious 
dictator ship in Syria. 

The fact that the Western media and gov-
ernments are presenting these forces as “free-
dom fi ghters,” just as they did with Al-Qaida, 
Osama bin-Laden in the 1980s and the proxy 
war in Afghanistan demonstrates the destruc-
tive policies pursued by the West in the region.

In our view it should be the Syrian people 
who determine their future government and not 
external forces.

The immediate end to this destruc tive war 
must be the fi rst step before genuine national 
political forces can negotiate on how to best 
to implement a long-lasting plan for peace and 
start the rebuilding of the country.

Your party was banned in 1983 and forced 
to operate in clandestine conditions. How can 
the TPI effect changes in the country under 
these conditions?

During the 1983 attack on our party, the 
regime’s chief prosecutor announced that they 
had arrested more than 10,000 of our members 
and supporters. The aim was to destroy the 
party in Iran once and for all.

Today, 33 years later, following the exe-
cution of almost all of our party’s leadership 
and after the collapse of Soviet Union and the 
socialist coun tries in eastern Europe in the 
1990s, we have successfully rebuilt the party 

Tudeh: 75 years for Iran’s fi ght

Kimia Alizadeh Zenoorin made history in August this year by becoming the fi rst Iranian woman to ever win an
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and play an important role in the political strug-
gle in Iran against the despotic regime. 

It is interesting that over the past 12 months, 
the regime has started a signifi cant propaganda 
campaign against the party. Fars News Agency 
– which belongs to the “revolutionary guards” 
– ran a six-part series of interviews and events 
about the regime’s attack on the party and how 
party leaders “confessed” to being Soviet spies 
aiming to topple the regime.

Following this series on July 11, 2015, 
Khamenei expressed signifi cant worries against 
the rise of Marxism, attacked our party and 
asked Iran’s media to re-run the TV “confes-
sions” of our former party leaders mostly now 
executed by the regime.

Today our members and supporters are an 
integral part of the workers’, women’s, youth 
and students’ move ments in the country. We 
work closely with the reform movement in Iran 
and believe that there is a growing consensus 
that unless all democratic and freedom-loving 
forces work together, we will not be able to 
force the dicta torial regime into retreat.

We are very conscious that the best cover 
for a party that is banned and working under 
the most diffi cult con ditions is to be part of the 
mass move ment and able to infl uence the direc-
tion of the struggle.

In short, some of our key slogans and views 
are refl ected in the slogans of the peoples’ 
movement to end the dictatorship in Iran. That 
is the strength of the work done by our com-
rades and supporters all over the world and why 
the Iranian leadership is seri ously concerned 
about the infl uence of the party.

The past 30 years of rebuilding the party 
has been successful thanks to the tireless work 
of our members and supporters all over the 
world, espe cially in Iran, and the support and 
solidarity we have received from the working-
class and communist move ments everywhere.
Morning Star 
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n Olympic medal.

My country: Iran

Iran… Iran… my lovely country,
Iran… Iran… my beautiful birth place
This dear love is my prison
Here… there… 
All Cities… all streets… all alleys…
Here is a place of torture!
Especially if one is a woman!

To live how diffi cult… hard walls in darkness
In this territory, territory of threats, intimidation
This rich land with the poorest people
This rich land with powerful thieves
Force, power against humanity, against emotion
The power of religion against human rights
Yes, Here is a place of torture!
Especially if someone is a woman!

Here can be seen
A confl ict between one and one
Here is not equality! Never was it!
Human
to know beautiful,thoughts
Human
to have beautiful feelings,
Human
to be touched by beauty –
I too.
But when I look to my country,
I don’t see beauty
I seek beauties in the world, and fi nd …
My eyes see. My eyes see
every where and every thing, though
I haven’t the mouth to speak it!
I haven’t the sound for it to be heard!
Yes, Here is a place of torture!
Especially if someone is a woman

I went to the past… like a little girl
I want wonderful things –
I want simple things
To run with friends in alleys, to play without fear
To laugh from the bottom of the heart
To dance without care

Riding the cycle unwary…
Turbulence of the wind
in my hair in the wind
Sun caressing my skin
To sing along with music
Read books without horror
A real, normal life uncensored
from everything that is prohibited here!
Yes, Here is a place of torture!
Especially if someone is a woman!

In childhood,
Our life was fi lled with hope.
To become doctor, engineer, teacher, pilot, fi lmmaker, writer, poet…
To help others
Not valet/servant, not imitators
of the real.
We had great dreams,
But the darkness of ignorance imposed;
demands for wants and needs
came and went
wishes like fi re on ice,
light in this darkness of night.
Yes, Here is a place of torture!
Especially if someone is a woman!

You ask “what do you say? “
You are right,
You do not understand me.
Because you don’t know the unwritten crime
You don’t know that which is shouted
by the closed mouth
You do not understand the enforced ignorance

You do not understand the
prohibition of the right to Choose.
You do not understand that being a woman
is an ACCUSATION here.
Yes, Here is a place of torture!
Especially if someone is a woman!
Believe that great dreams will not die!
This life is not a gamble
There are ways forward to progress:
After storm and struggle
morning will come

Ashraf Alikhani (Setareh) 

July 2016

If someone is a woman
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Con Hallinan

While the chaos devouring Spain’s 
Socialist Workers Party (PSOE) 
mixed elements of farce and trag-
edy, the issues roiling Spanish 
politics refl ect a general crisis in 
the European Union (EU) and a 
sober warning to the continent: 
Europe’s 500 million people need 
answers, and the old formulas are 
not working.

On the tragedy side was the 
implosion of a 137-year-old party 
that at one point claimed the alle-
giance of half of Spain’s people. It’s 
now reduced to fratricidal infi ght-
ing. The PSOE’s embattled General 
Secretary Pedro Sánchez was forced 
to resign when party grandees and 
regional leaders organised a coup 
against his plan to form a united front 
of the left.

The farce was street theatre, lit-
erally: Verónica Pérez, the president 
of the PSOE’s Federal Committee 
and a coup supporter, was forced to 
hold a press conference on a side-
walk in Madrid because Sánchez’s 
people barred her from the party’s 
headquarters.

There was no gloating by the 
Socialists’ main competitors on the 
left. Pablo Iglesias, the leader of 
Podemos, somberly called it “the 
most important crisis since the end 
of the civil war in the most important 
Spanish party in the past century.”

That the party coup is a crisis for 
Spain there is no question, but the 
issues that prevented the formation 
of a working government for the past 
nine months are the same ones Ital-
ians, Greeks, Portuguese, Irish – and 
before they jumped ship, the British – 
are wresting with: growing economic 
inequality, high unemployment, stag-
nant economies, and whole popula-
tions abandoned by Europe’s elites.

Double deadlock 
at the polls

The spark for the PSOE’s melt-
down was a move by Sánchez to 
break the political logjam convuls-
ing Spanish politics. The current 
crisis goes back to the December 
20, 2015 national elections that saw 
Spain’s two traditional parties – the 

right-wing People’s Party (PP), led 
by Prime Minister Mariano Rajoy, 
and Sánchez’s Socialists – take a 
beating. The PP lost 63 seats and 
its majority and the PSOE lost 20 
seats. Two new parties, the left-wing 
Podemos and the right-wing nation-
alist party Ciudadanos, crashed the 
party, winning 69 seats and 40 seats, 
respectively.

While the PP took the most seats, 
it was not enough for a majority in the 
350-seat legislature, which requires 
176. In theory, the PSOE could have 
cobbled together a government with 
Podemos, Catalans, and independ-
ents, but the issue of Catalonian inde-
pendence got in the way.

The Catalans demand the right to 
hold a referendum on independence, 
something the PP, the Socialists, and 
Ciudadanos bitterly oppose. While 
Podemos is also opposed to Spain’s 
richest province breaking free of the 
country, it supports the right of the 
Catalans to vote on the issue. Catalo-
nia was conquered in 1715 during the 
War of the Spanish Succession, and 
Madrid has oppressed the Catalans’ 
language and culture ever since.

The Catalan issue is an important 
one for Spain, but the PSOE could 
have shelved its opposition to a refer-
endum and made common cause with 
Podemos, the Catalans, and the inde-
pendents. Instead, Sánchez formed 
a pact with Ciudadanos and asked 
Podemos to join the alliance.

For Podemos, that would have 
been a poison pill. A major reason 
why Podemos is the number one 
party in Catalonia is because it sup-
ports the right of Catalans to hold 
a referendum. The June 26 election 
saw PSOE lose fi ve more seats and 
turn in its worst ever performance.

The current crisis is the fallout 
from that election. Rajoy, claim-
ing the PP had “won” the election, 
formed an alliance with Ciudadanos 
and asked the PSOE to either sup-
port him or abstain from voting and 
allow him to form a minority gov-
ernment. Sánchez refused, convinced 
that allowing Rajoy to form a govern-
ment would be a boon to Podemos 
and the end of the Socialists.

There is a good deal of prece-
dent for that conclusion. The Greek 
Socialist Party (PASOK) formed a 

grand coalition with the right and 
was subsequently decimated by the 
left-wing Syriza Party. The German 
Social Democratic Party’s alliance 
with the conservative Christian 
Democratic Union has seen the once 
mighty organisation slip below 20 
percent in the polls. England’s Lib-
eral Democratic Party was destroyed 
by its alliance with the Conservatives.

The “Brexit” was a shock to all 
of Europe and hit Spain particular-
ly hard. The country’s stock market 
lost some US$70 billion, losses 
that fed the scare campaign the PP 
and the PSOE were running against 
Podemos.

Even though Podemos supports 
EU membership, the right and the 
centre warned that, if the left-wing 
party won the election, it would 
accelerate the break-up of Europe 
and encourage the Catalans to push 
for independence. The Brexit pushed 
fear to the top of the agenda, and 
when people are afraid they tend to 
vote for stability.

What next for the left?
The path for the Socialists is less 

certain.

If the PSOE is not to become a 
footnote in Spain’s history, it will 
have to suppress its hostility to 
Podemos and recognise that two-
party domination of the country is in 
the past. The Socialists will also have 
to swallow their resistance to a Cata-
lan referendum, if for no other reason 
than it will be impossible to block it 
in the long run. Catalan leader Carles 
Puigdemont recently announced an 
independence plebiscite would be 
held no later than September 2017 
regardless of what Madrid wants.

The right in Spain may have a 
government, but it is not one sup-
ported by the majority of the coun-
try’s people. Nor will its programs 
address Spain’s unemployment rate 
– currently at 20 percent, the second 
highest in Europe behind Greece – 
or the country’s crisis in health care, 
education, and housing.

For the left, unity would seem to 
be the central goal, similar to Portu-
gal, where the Portuguese Socialist 
Workers Party formed a united front 
with the Left Bloc and the Commu-
nist/Green Alliance. While the united 
front has its divisions, the parties put 
them aside in the interest of rolling 

back some of the austerity policies 
that have made Portugal the home of 
Europe’s greatest level of economic 
inequality.

The importance of the Europe-
an left fi nding common ground is 
underscored by the rising power of 
the extreme right in countries like 
France, Austria, England, Poland, 
Greece, Hungary, Denmark, Sweden, 
Finland, and Germany. The economic 
and social crises generated by almost 
a decade of austerity and growing 
inequality needs programmatic solu-
tions that only the left has the imagi-
nation to construct.

One immediate initiative would 
be to join Syriza’s and Podemos’ 
call for a European debt conference 
modelled on the 1953 London Con-
ference that cancelled much of Ger-
many’s wartime debt and re-ignited 
the German economy.

But the left needs to hurry lest 
xenophobia, racism, hate, and repres-
sion – the four horsemen of the 
right’s apocalypse – engulf Europe.
People’s World 

Meltdown in Spain, EU

Spanish Socialist Workers’ Party (PSOE) leader Pedro Sanchez (left), and the party’s Secretary of Organization and 

Electoral Action Cesar Luena (right).

BRICS nations’ stronger ties
James Tweedie

Leaders of the BRICS group of 
nations held a summit of the pow-
erhouse bloc in the Indian state 
of Goa this past weekend. Brazil, 
Russia, India, China and South 
Africa represent nearly half the 
world’s population and a quarter 
of its economy, a combined £13.6 
trillion.

Writing in the China Daily, 
Chinese Foreign Affairs Univer-
sity vice-president Wang Fan said: 
“The rise of the BRICS countries 
is related to the fate of the whole 
world and humanity. With the 
BRICS members as representa-
tives, the emerging market countries 
and developing countries have seen 
marked and rapid increases in their 
international infl uence.

“[The BRICS group] is also an 
active advocate and supporter of 
South-South co-operation.”

As well as co-operation on eco-
nomic growth and prosperity, the 
summit discussed international con-
fl icts and the fi ght against terrorism.

Reform of global governance 

– including democratisation of the 
United Nations and the Bretton 
Woods Institutions, the World Bank 
and international Monetary Fund – 
were a focus along with setting up 
an alternative national credit rating 
agency from those based in New 
York.

Climate change, energy and 
the green economy are also on the 
agenda.

During the summit, Nepa-
lese Prime Minister Pushpa Kamal 
Dahal, known as Prachanda, met 
Chinese President Xi Jinping for a 
one-on-one meeting.

China aided Nepal this summer 
after India staged an unoffi cial eco-
nomic blockade of the Himalayan 
nation.

However, the BRICS nations 
face an offensive from the imperial-
ist powers and internal strife. The 
latest WikiLeaks revelations from 
the hacked emails of US presiden-
tial candidate Hillary Clinton’s cam-
paign chairman show her hostility 
to China.

She said in a 2013 speech at a 
private event that if Beijing did not 

act to halt North Korea’s nuclear 
weapons and ballistic missile pro-
grams “we’re going to ring China 
with missile defence. We’re going 
to put more of our fl eet in the area.”

Indian Prime Minister Naren-
dra Modi recently signed a military 
and nuclear energy co-operation 
deal with Washington, drawing 
strong criticism from the powerful 
Communist Party of India-Marxist. 
While in Brazil, elected left-wing 
president Dilma Rousseff was over-
thrown in a right-wing legislative 
coup this summer.

Moscow remains under eco-
nomic sanctions from the US and 
EU nations over Crimea’s reunifi -
cation with Russia in the wake of 
the 2014 Maidan Square coup in 
Ukraine.

And South Africa has had its 
credit rating downgraded to BBB 
by US-based agencies and faces a 
further cut to junk status over the 
looming prosecution of fi nance min-
ister Pravin Gordhan.
Morning Star 
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Victor Grossman

BERLIN — On Saturday 
(08-10-2016), near my Berlin 
home, I joined a colourful, long-
planned, all-German demonstra-
tion for peace. Pushing through 
the 7,000 to 10,000 participants 
toward the speakers’ truck at 
the start-off square, East Ber-
lin’s Alexanderplatz, I met many 
friends and saw earnest, enthu-
siastic groups from the Turkish, 
Kurdish, Iraqi and Afghan com-
munities. After an hour or so, 
when the sound trucks and the 
long banner-waving crowd wove 
their way through downtown 
East Berlin to Brandenburg Gate 
(where the US Embassy is also sit-
uated), it could hardly be ignored 
– except by reporters from most of 
the main newspapers, who some-
how seemed too busy elsewhere.

An important plus point had been 
achieved: leading German peace 
organisations had united to plan it, 
overcoming splits and schisms which 
sadly weakened the movement in 
recent years. Also among a long list 
of sponsors were the executive com-
mittee of the LINKE party (a defi nite 
achievement), peace organisations of 
doctors, lawyers and teachers, asso-
ciations of anti-fascists, national and 
international, the action organisation 
Attac, the German Communist Party, 
and other leftist groups, various youth 
organisations and even the remnants 
of the Pirates Party in Berlin.

Missing
Though bigger than any peace 

protest for years, it was nowhere as 
large as it should have been consid-
ering the cliff-hanging war or peace 
situation in the world. A year ago an 
amazing crowd of about 320,000 had 
demonstrated in Berlin against the 
TTIP trade deal with the USA (the 
European copy of TTP); only three 
weeks ago the same number marched 

on one day in seven cities against a 
similar treaty with Canada (CETA), 
with 70,000 in Berlin; ten times this 
Saturday’s crowd. Missing this time 
were the big, central labour unions. 
Not many Germans want more boots 
on the ground or bombers in the air 
in far-off places, but too few, even 
among labour leaders, see the war 
menace affecting them personally, 
especially when jobs are involved. 
Also missing were endorsements 
from the two parties which some 
count as “left of centre” – the Social 
Democrats and the Greens.

A few reefs also troubled the 
waves. A main cause for the past split 
was the accusation that covert right-
ists, pro-Nazis and anti-Semites had 
latched onto the peace movement, 
thus compromising it. The names of 
a few dubious or controversial people 
served as evidence. But it seemed a 
hopeless endeavour on Saturday 
to grill (and perhaps exclude) each 
one of the thousands on their inner 
beliefs or prejudices. There were 
rumours of a tiny, fl opped counter-
rally, and a reporter or two did even 
discover one, but where I was no 
such types dared show themselves, 
and every speaker sharply rejected 
all such views. This issue, once so 
damaging, was now, if anything, only 
a tiny ripple.

Disagreement
There is still disagreement about 

whether to lay the main blame for the 
tragic events in Syria, the Ukraine or 
elsewhere on NATO, led by the USA 
and its German military sidekick, or 
to share out the blame equally on 
NATO and Russia with its support 
for Assad and East Ukrainian break-
away regions.

Most of those at the rally clearly 
favoured the former approach, with 
many hand-made posters stressing 
how NATO had pushed its military 
forces to an almost total encirclement 
of Russia, from Estonia, Poland, 

Bulgaria, Romania, to the Ukraine 
and Georgia. Some slammed the 
deployment of German planes and 
troops to the Baltic countries near 
St Petersburg and recalled the hor-
rifying siege of then Leningrad by 
German troops 75 years ago, with 
well over a million civilian deaths. 

But one big banner equally blam-
ing both sides was steered by its stal-
warts to a spot in the front, with no 
objections, and when a main speaker, 
a psychotherapist with experience in 
Syrian war areas, blamed both sides 
she got some whistling and even cat-
calls at fi rst but then a willingness by 
everyone to hear her views: “…We 
need a much stronger UN as media-
tor, able to draw in all parties to the 
confl ict in Syria, also Iran and the 
Kurds, to work out a military truce 
… Both world powers must use the 
necessary pressure on their military 
partners, on the Assad regime and on 
the Islamist militias of the al-Nusra 
front … We need intense and con-
structive cooperation between the 
USA and Russia, with justifi ed criti-
cism of both major powers by us in 
the peace movement.”

In a fi ery speech at the closing 
meeting, Sahra Wagenknecht, co-
chair of the LINKE (Left) caucus 
in the Bundestag, also stressed that 
all war was immoral, no matter who 
conducted it. But she bashed those 
major party Bundestag deputies who 
suddenly discovered their resist-
ance to war crimes after news from 
Aleppo – and denounced only Assad, 
Putin and the Russians. 

Where were such critics, she 
asked, in all the years when Afghan-
istan was being torn apart, also by 
German troops? Where were their 
hearts during the killing supported 
by Saudi Arabia, Qatar and Turkey? 
Why have they never opposed send-
ing military support or weapons, not 
just to Afghanistan but to Iraq, Libya, 
Syria, Yemen, Mali and Ukraine. Our 
party stood alone in the Bundestag 

in voting “No” – and will keep up its 
opposition. She said that Saturday’s 
protest was a good new start but must 
grow far larger.

Demands
Three demands on the Bundestag 

emerged from the rally:
Instead of 40 billion Euros 

for military expenses planned for 
2017 and huge new sums demand-
ed by Defence Minister Ursula von 
der Leyen for a dozen more years, 
including a “modernisation of atomic 
weapons stationed in Germany” 
(called “total insanity” by Sahra 
Wagenknecht), most of the money 
should be spent on social improve-
ments, on schools and senior care and 
for urgent ecological needs.

Soldiers and sailors of the 
German Bundeswehr, whose deploy-
ment in too many confl icts has never 
improved any situation but always 
added to disaster, should be brought 
home and kept home.

German weapons, large and 
small, sold by the billion, especially 
to the Middle East, should no longer 
be exported, and most especially not 
to confl ict areas, where they had so 
often heated things up.

Berlin
These matters were of little con-

cern in Berlin’s local scene where, 
for the fi rst time, three parties are 
needed to reach a 50 percent majority 
in the 160-seat legislature and form a 
government. The Social Democrats 
took a terrible beating in September’s 
vote, their worst since the war, but 
still have a lead and will again hold 
the job of mayor. 

Their erstwhile Christian Dem-
ocrat partners took an even worse 
beating and will no doubt be out of 
governing for a while. Included for 
the fi rst time will be the Greens, who 
took a small beating, and the LINKE 
(Left), one party which gained votes. 
All three must now agree on a pro-
gram and decide on who gets which 
cabinet positions (called Senators).

In nearly every photo the lead-
ers of the LINKE smile happily at 
such chances. But here, too, some 
reefs threaten. Whenever the LINKE 
joined a state coalition it ended up 
weaker than before. A basic reason 
is clear: many East German and 
East Berlin voters gave it their votes 
because they saw it as a force oppos-
ing politicians who so often disap-
pointed them. 

When the LINKE is in a govern-
ment it is hard to see it as opposi-
tion. It may win some improvements, 
usually under-reported by the media, 
but it can hardly fi ght measures it has 
offi cially agreed to. Even when out of 

power it tried to gain or regain “its 
share”.

Far-right AfD
This created a gap fi lled only 

too willingly, and dangerously, by 
the far-right Alternative for Germa-
ny (AfD), which far too many see 
as a genuine opposition, despite its 
program of helping the wealthy and 
hurting the hard-up, of supporting a 
renewed draft and military strength, 
though separate, for nationalist rea-
sons, from the European Union and 
the USA. But who reads programs? 
As with Americans backing Trump, 
insecurity, worries about jobs, prices 
and the future plus primitive, media-
fed hatred of allegedly favoured 
“others” – refugees, Muslims, “fur-
riners” in general, are channelled by 
the AfD into nasty parades, some 
violence, and electoral support now 
at about 14% in Berlin and nation-
ally, and well over that in some East 
German states.

If only the LINKE could respond 
to those worries instead of the AfD 
and be a real, militant street-active 
opposition, outside and inside the 
parliaments, if it could borrow tips 
from Bernie Sanders’ amazing fi ght 
or Jeremy Corbyn’s campaign in 
England it might gain more ground 
and push back the AfD. When it does 
act this way, as newly in the western 
boroughs of Berlin, it gains the most.

But if it prefers to be oh-so mod-
erate and willing to compromise in 
hopes of joining a triple coalition 
next year on a national scale like 
that now shaping up in Berlin, it can 
suffer more big fl ops, as in a series of 
state elections. 

And if, as some seem to wish, 
it gives up the demands voiced by 
Sahra Wagenknecht and instead 
says “If you’ll let us join we would 
then OK one or two little deploy-
ments abroad, but only, of course, if 
they’re again called humanitarian” – 
then, alas, it could follow the same 
roller-coaster descent as the Social 
Democrats, who have approved all 
such moves, or the Greens, whose 
strong right-wing is more gung-ho 
than ever, and is now busy improv-
ing its close relationship with Daim-
ler-Benz and similar notably so very 
humanitarian institutions.

But in a Germany now facing 
many economic reefs, with Volkswa-
gen fl oundering and even the mighty 
Deutsche Bank getting nailed for its 
crooked endeavours, the seas can 
get mighty turbulent – and a fi ght-
ing, well-aimed party like the LINKE 
would be more necessary than ever 
before.
People’s World 
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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
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Meanwhile, 
in Latin America…
In Venezuela, the US supported 
the 2002 coup against Hugo 
Chavez and has led a campaign of 
hostility against the government 
ever since. For all its problems, 
the Chavez government cut pov-
erty rates from 54.5 percent of 
the population to 32 percent, and 
extreme poverty from around 20 
percent to 8.6 percent. Infant mor-
tality fell from 25 per 1,000 to 13 
per 1,000, the same as for Black 
Americans.

And the concern for the demo-
cratic rights of Venezuelans appar-
ently doesn’t extend to the people 
of Honduras. When a military coup 
overthrew a progressive government 
in 2009, the United States pressed 

other Latin American countries to 
recognise the illegal government 
that took over in its wake. Although 
opposition forces in Venezuela get 
tear-gassed and a handful jailed, in 
Honduras they are murdered by death 
squads.

The view that the United States 
stands for virtue instead of simply 
pursuing its own interests is a unique-
ly American delusion; an image that 
Americans have of themselves.

The argument that another coun-
try’s internal politics is a national 
security issue for the United States 
elevates the Responsibility to Pro-
tect tactic to a new level, sets the 
bar for military intervention a good 
deal lower than it is today, and lays 
the groundwork for an intervention-
ist foreign policy that will make the 
Obama administration look positive-
ly pacifi st.

Anne Murray
Tasmania

On to November
It is impossible to separate this 
US election debate on foreign 
policy from the current race for 
the White House. Hillary Clinton 
has been hawkish on most inter-
national issues, and she is not shy 

about military intervention.
She has also surrounded her-

self with some of the same people 
who designed the Iraq war, includ-
ing founders of the Project for a New 
American Century. It is rumoured 
that if she wins she will appoint 
former Defence Department offi-
cial Michele Flournoy as secretary 
of defence. Flournoy has called for 
bombing Assad’s forces in Syria.

On the other hand, Trump has 
been less than coherent. He has 
made some reasonable statements 
about cooperating with the Russians 
and some distinctly scary ones about 
China. He says he is opposed to mili-
tary interventions, although he sup-
ported the war in Iraq (and now lies 
about it). He is alarmingly casual 
about the use of nuclear weapons.

In Foreign Affairs, Stephen Walt, 
a leading “realist,” says that Trump’s 
willingness to consider breaking the 
nuclear taboo makes him someone 
who “has no business being com-
mander in chief.” Other countries, 
writes Walt, “are already worried 
about American power and the ways 
it gets used. The last thing we need is 
an American equivalent of the impet-
uous and bombastic Kaiser Wilhelm 
II.” The Kaiser was a major force 
behind World War I, a confl ict that 
infl icted 38 million casualties.

Whoever wins in November will 
face a world in which Washington 
can’t call all the shots. As Middle 
East expert Patrick Cockburn points 
out, “The U.S. remains a superpower, 
but is no longer as powerful as it once 
was.” Although it can overthrow 
regimes it doesn’t like, “it can’t 
replace what has been destroyed.”

J Dunleavy
Wodonga

Totally offensive
I write to point out the extreme 
hypocrisy of the Western main-
stream media and the appalling 
lapses in journalistic standards 
right across the board. Even the 
ABC these days speaks about the 
so-called “Assad Regime”, which 
is of course the legal, democrati-
cally elected government of Syria. 

They also referred to the recent 
attack by American warplanes 
against the SAA positions at Deir 
ez-Zor airport on September 17 as an 
“accident”. Well it was no accident. 
The attack was in clear support of 
the terrorists, who commenced their 
ground assault seven minutes after 
the air assault.

I happen to have a contact who 
is in Syria who informed me (and it 

has been independently confi rmed) 
that two ground attack A10 Warthog 
tank-busters strafed the survivors of 
the bombing. The attack was contin-
ued even though the Russians were 
then communicating directly with the 
Americans and requesting they call 
it off.

The Americans only disengaged 
when the S-300 missile system got 
a lock on their aircraft and they got 
out of there so fast it was astonishing. 
The attack was deliberate and in sup-
port of a brigade of terrorists. Why 
isn’t the truth being spoken?

Another example of appallingly 
skewed reporting can be seen in the 
latest issue of the Saturday Paper, 
where the world editor, Hamish 
McDonald reiterates rubbish spout-
ed by John Kerry and then makes a 
specious and appalling comparison 
between the destruction of Guernica 
by the Nazi German Condor Legion 
on April 26, 1937 and what Presi-
dent Assad and the SAA are doing, 
i.e. defending their own country from 
terrorists.

This comparison is totally offen-
sive. This is the reportage we get 
from so-called left wing media? Give 
me a break.

Mark Norrie
Sydney

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

email:  tpearson@cpa.org.au

I see that, in Poland, the reality of what 
the overthrow of Socialism really means is 
fi nally beginning to sink in. About time, I 
hear you say? Well, yes, but remember the 
unfortunate history of the country, wedged 
between – and until WW1, actually divided 
between – Tsarist Russia, an expansionist 
Prussia and the Austro-Hungarian Empire. 
The justly-named Great War put an end to 
all three of those empires.

After WW1, an independent Poland – safely 
under the domination of its landed gentry – was 
established as a buffer against the danger of 
Revolutionary Russia. Anti-Russian sentiment 
was encouraged and the all-powerful Catho-
lic Church exerted all its infl uence to oppose 
Russia and “Godless Communism”. The ruling 
landlords were more than happy to support such 
policies. As early as 1921, thanks in part to the 
foolishly provocative machinations of Trot-
sky, Poland went to war with Soviet Russia 
and seized a large chunk of territory which the 
USSR did not recover for 20 years.

In the decade prior to WW2, while Nazi 
Germany developed its armed might and pre-
pared for a war of imperial conquest, a war 
in which the German army would of neces-
sity have to pass through Poland, landlords’ 
Poland prepared for war not with Germany but 
with its large neighbour Russia. Polish cavalry 
rehearsed invading the Russian steppe, Polish 
governments refused to co-operate with any 
moves to restrict German aggression, Polish 
diplomacy supported every anti-Soviet action. 
At Munich, Poland even seized its share of 
Czechoslovakia, blind to what was clearly 
looming on its own horizon.

Although Britain and France had both 

“guaranteed” Poland’s security, only the USSR 
was in a position to actually do so and that the 
Polish gentry resolutely refused to counte-
nance. So when Hitler fi nally invaded and the 
Anglo-French guarantees proved in fact to be 
worthless, the Polish government fl ed the coun-
try. The Red Army moved to occupy the terri-
tory seized by Poland in 1921 and deny it to the 
invading Nazis.

Thousands of Polish Jews were evacuated 
to the east. When they returned at the end of 
the war, they were shocked to fi nd themselves 
reviled by Polish Catholics, who pelted their 
trains with stones and shouted at them to “Go 
home – we don’t want you here!”

Poland was almost the only European 
country where the Communists were unable 
to unify the anti-Nazi Resistance movement. 
Polish workers and poor peasants, led by the 
Communists, formed a partisan army to fi ght 
the Nazis but anti-Communist and anti-Sovi-
et Polish nationalists formed the Armia Kra-
jowa (the notorious AK). The latter was far 
more interested in fi ghting Communists than 
Nazis, with whom they were politically in 
sympathy.

“Specially trained groups of AK terrorists 
waylaid and murdered Red Army soldiers and 
spokesmen for the [Soviet-backed] Warsaw 
regime. ... AK terrorists killed 594 Red Army 
offi cers and men over a period of eight months 
...”(Sayers & Kahn, The Great Comspiracy).

The Catholic Church in Poland was fi erce-
ly anti-Communist as well as anti-Jewish. 
The Nazi propaganda that had equated Jews 
and Communists was eagerly absorbed by the 
priest-ridden Polish nationalists. After the war, 
the country was awash with weapons and the 

former members of the Armia Krajova and 
bandit groups such as the so-called “Forrest 
Brothers” were easily able to turn to terrorism 
in their attempts to stop the formation of collec-
tive farms or the establishment of state or col-
lective enterprises. Communist activists were 
assassinated with frightening frequency.

When the Nazis retreated from Eastern 
Europe, the Abwehr left cells of intelligence 
agents behind to organise espionage and sabo-
tage for after the war. This network was taken 
over in full by the US. Nowhere did it have as 
much support as in Poland, thanks in large part 
to the unfortunate role of the Catholic Church.

Like all the Socialist countries, post-war 
Poland had to exist in conditions of economic 
and political siege. This inevitably caused prob-
lems, but these could have been surmounted 
as they have been in Cuba, for example, if the 
Party had had the full support of the people. 
In Poland, however, the Party’s support was 
patchy at best.

US and other imperialist intelligence agen-
cies worked assiduously behind the scenes 
and US propaganda services worked openly 
and equally assiduously to destabilise Social-
ist Poland, disrupt its economy and discredit 
Socialism itself. The demagogue Lech Walesa 
was able to opportunistically use real griev-
ances in the Gdansk shipyards to create an 
anti-Communist “union”, which he called “Sol-
idarity” and which imperialism and the ultra-
left embraced with equal delight.

After 1989, and the overthrow of Socialism 
in most of Eastern Europe, an outcome greatly 
facilitated by the machinations of Gorbachev, 
Lech Walesa became President of the new anti-
Communist Poland. The term “Communist” 

and Communist symbols such as the hammer 
and sickle were banned – and still are.

“Democratic” elections were held under 
conditions that guaranteed success for a far-
right government, which has taken Poland into 
NATO, engaged in joint exercises with the US 
rehearsing a war against Russia, and overseen 
the destruction of the country’s ship-building 
industry. Poland is now economically subser-
vient to Germany where many of its workers 
must now seek employment if they do not want 
to starve.

Astonishingly, in these conditions, Poland’s 
far-right government – at the behest of the 
Catholic Church – has sought to overturn some 
of the basic rights that date back to the coun-
try’s Socialist past. The Church has proposed a 
new law that would make it almost impossible 
for women to get abortions.

That the Catholic Church, or indeed any 
church, can put forward laws is itself a sad 
commentary on the country’s political situa-
tion, dominated as it is by right-wing extrem-
ism. But all is not lost. Thousands of Polish 
women declared a national strike against the 
new law. Over 5,000 angry women marched in 
Warsaw on what they dubbed “Black Monday” 
– in mourning for their reproductive rights – 
with signs reading, “We want doctors not mis-
sionaries” and “A government is not like a 
pregnancy – it can be terminated.”

Protests in solidarity have been held in 
other countries, alarmed at this retrograde grab 
for power by a Catholic Church seeking to 
reclaim the untrammelled power it had in parts 
of Europe before WW2.

Poland’s progressives are determined that 
it shall not succeed. 

Culture
&Lifeby

Rob Gowland

Polish women protest against abortion ban.

“Doctors not 
missionaries”
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“Why can’t they be like we 
were, perfect in every way?
What’s the matter with kids 
today?” (“Kids” – Bye Bye Birdie)
We are living in times that are 
increasingly challenging for young 
people who are trying to be free 
and idealistic, but are fed up with 
war, greed, government corrup-
tion and the possible destruction 
of the earth they are supposed 
to inherit. Many are choosing 
options that have failed consist-
ently in the past, using tactics that 
helped bring us to these untenable 
straits. Some choose violence to 
correct the wrongs of the past and 
it’s starting to draw attention once 
again.

One of the main themes at this 
year’s Western Hemisphere cine-
matic spectacular, the Toronto Inter-
national Film Festival (TIFF), was 
the resurgence of young “terrorists”. 
There seems to be a great deal of 
concern about why anyone would 
be enticed to join a violent group 
opposed to the democratic West with 
all its freedoms and material gains. 

It would take a book to try to 
defi ne these loaded political terms – 
freedom, democracy, terrorism – but 
one common adage, “One man’s ter-
rorist is another man’s freedom fi ght-
er,” has been used by leaders from 
Reagan to Arafat to justify violence. 
In one case it’s to defend the Empire, 
in the other to fi ght off the oppressor 
and its occupying forces. 

Is a “just” war an oxymoron? 
Leftists for years made the distinction 
between wars initiated by the oppres-
sor and those by the oppressed, capi-
talist wars and wars of liberation.

At least three well-made French 
fi lms at TIFF 2016 addressed these 
concerns, each representing distinct 
class segments of society. The bold 
and alarming action thriller Noctur-
ama follows seven diverse young 
Parisians drawn together by unde-
fi ned circumstances. 

The fi rst half of the fi lm, mostly 
free from dialogue, follows their 
intricately timed manoeuvres of pass-
ing off and planting bombs through-
out the city. 

The second half covers them 
holed up in a luxurious building 
dealing with the aftermath of their 
extreme actions. How did they meet 
each other? What did they have in 
common? Why were they bomb-
ing? Seemed they all assumed they 
weren’t going to survive. It’s a stylish 
political thriller, with more emphasis 
on “stylish”.

In Layla M, a young Muslim 
girl living in Amsterdam confronts 
the realities of Islamophobia. While 
deepening her faith in Islam she is 
radicalised by the injustice she sees 
around her. Enticed by jihadists on 
the Internet, she rebels against her 
“assimilating” parents and eventu-
ally moves to the Middle East with a 
new husband to practice “true” Islam. 
What makes the fi lm intriguing is 
what happens next.

Another French film, with a 
similar theme, Heaven Will Wait, 
addresses identical issues, but now 
it’s French girls being enticed by 
“extreme Islam”, and here they are 
forced to attend de-programming 
classes run by mainstream Mus-
lims who support Western ideals 
of capitalism, democracy, freedom, 
tolerance, diversity, and American 
empire. They are reminded that the 
hijab is a concoction of reactionary 
Wahhabis, and that the style of reli-
gion they choose to practice is not 
“kosher.”

One feels a sense of Islamopho-
bia in these stories, especially with 
France having to deal recently with 
so many terrorist acts. But remem-
ber, the French have a sordid history 
of using torture to deal with Muslims 
in their colonial exploits in Algeria. 
This movie felt like an attack on 
Islam by implying that there are only 
two choices, either support the West 
or join the jihadists and die. What’s 
wrong with another option – progres-
sive Muslims opposed to capitalism?

And then there’s our own home-
grown American “terrorists” – all 
types – whether they come from 
the privileged bourgeoisie à la Patty 
Hearst or the disenchanted racist 
right wing à la Timothy McVeigh. A 
famous 1997 novel by Philip Roth is 

the basis for Ewan McGregor’s fi rst 
directorial attempt, American Pasto-
ral. In this case it’s from the point of 
view of upper-class Jewish parents, 
an industrial factory owner (McGre-
gor) who boasts of hiring 80 percent 
Negroes, and his Miss New Jersey 
beauty queen wife. 

They are dealing with a young 
daughter who stutters and by the age 
of 16 becomes a radical terrorist. 
They lose touch with her and discov-
er she bombed the local small town 
post office, killing an employee. 
No subtle reference to the Weather 
Underground, she becomes a hunted 
fugitive. The loving father, Swede, 
never gives up trying to find his 
daughter, while the mother tries to 
forget about the whole thing through 
plastic surgery and new boyfriends.

It’s a personal story about family 
relations during the turbulent polit-
ical times of the 1960s. Without 
spoiling the story, there is a sugges-
tion that she has joined the Indian 
Jain religion, whose adherents wear 
masks over their mouths, refuse to 
harm any living thing, and live as 
recluses. It’s a very appealing visual 
representation of one of America’s 
best-selling books, a 1998 Pulitzer 
Prize winner.

If you equate “terrorist” with rad-
ical revolutionary, then the fi lm that 
made the most noise and press was 

the provocatively titled Those Who 
Make Revolution Halfway Only Dig 
Their Own Graves. 

This bold, offensive and extreme 
assault on the senses was consid-
ered an artistic triumph and voted as 
the Best Canadian Feature at TIFF. 
Immediately challenging the audi-
ence by running a black screen with 
loud marching brass band music for 
what seemed like infi nity, only to 
shock the viewers when light even-
tually returned to the screen, the 
fi lm continued to make cinematic 
revolution. 

Utilising footage from the Mon-
treal student tuition protests of 2012, 
the story goes on to follow young 
radicals searching for antidotes to 
today’s malaise and continual social 
disintegration, and for an effective 
response to corporate takeover of 
public spaces and the massive state 
forces being used against protestors.

This visual and cinematic experi-
ment was diffi cult to watch at times: 
Patrons began fl eeing from the packed 
theatre once the nudity, violence, 
senseless bombings and extended 
long takes became unbearable. 

The film challenges conven-
tional continuity, lighting and dia-
logue while boldly mixing film 
formats, often reminding of Jean 
Luc Godard’s bold experiments with 
titles, casting and radical storyline.

But ultimately it was hard to 
sense the message: Was it mocking 
students and their seemingly aimless 
and futile actions, or defending pro-
test and sending a revolutionary mes-
sage? At over three hours it was the 
longest fi lm ever from Quebec and 
took courage for TIFF and its direc-
tor Piers Handling to put it in the 
festival. 

Amazingly, the fi lm went on to 
win the top Canadian prize “for its 
uncompromising, electrifying por-
trait of youthful idealism and dem-
ocratic exhaustion in contemporary 
Canada, and for its capacity to stir 
both heart and mind.” Goes to show 
you!

So maybe we ought to stop using 
the term “terrorist” to loosely defi ne 
all our enemies. Terror is not an ide-
ology or religion. It’s a tactic to win 
a battle, however good or bad. In one 
case to get out from under the oppres-
sor’s boot – in the other case, to take 
over the world. We still can learn 
something from old KM:

“The war of the enslaved against 
their enslavers is the only justifi -
able war in history ... There can be 
no doubt as to who the victor will be 
in the end – the appropriating few, 
or the immense working majority.” – 
Karl Marx, The Civil War in France.
People’s World 
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Defeat for the workers at Wapping was 
a big victory for the Thatcher government 
and strengthened Rupert Murdoch’s grip 
on the media, writes Zoe Streatfield.
In recent years, Rupert Murdoch and his 
media empire have become synonymous 
with the worst aspects of the industry. Eve-
ryone now knows about the phone-hacking 
scandal, the smearing of football fans and 
their families during the Hillsborough dis-
aster, the attacks on Jeremy Corbyn and 
the constant barrage of Islamophobia and 
sexism.

Billionaire Murdoch now owns around 170 
titles worldwide, and wields power and infl u-
ence in British politics far beyond what anyone 
would think is acceptable.

Last month, he met Prime Minister Theresa 
May in top secret, just as he has met previous 
prime ministers to set his agenda in British poli-
tics. But during the Wapping dispute in 1986 
when Murdoch and Margaret Thatcher set out 
together to destroy an entire workforce and 
smash the print unions, people did not know 
the kind of man he was and the lengths he was 
prepared to go to destroy anything in the way 
of his quest for complete media manipulation 
and dominance.

Thirty years ago, workers employed at 
Murdoch’s four titles The Sun, News of the 
World, The Times and the Sunday Times were 
goaded into one of the most violent and bitter 
industrial disputes in labour movement history. 

In a letter leaked to the Morning Star Mur-
doch was advised by the Queen’s solicitors 
Farrer & Co that the cheapest way to dispense 
with his workforce was to engineer a dispute 
and “dismiss employees while participating in 
a strike.” Murdoch did just that.

He plotted to secretly move production 
away from Fleet Street to a heavily guarded 
plant at Wapping, while at the same time a new 
plant was secretly developed in Kinning Park, 
Glasgow.

While members of the three print unions 
Sogat, NGA and AUEW went on an all-out 

strike to protect their jobs and right to union 
recognition, Murdoch shifted production to 
the secret plants and began sacking his 5,500 
strong workforce.

In what has become one of the worst exam-
ples of union treachery, the plants had been 
staffed by workers from the electricians’ union, 
who were bussed through pickets to break the 
strike.

One honourable exception was an AUEW 
member who resigned after less than 48 hours 
at Kinning Park. As a maintenance engineer it 

became clear to him that he was being asked to 
work as a printer and that was against his trade 
union principles.

Much like the miners’ strike, which ended 
in a crushing defeat for the workers just a year 
before, the confrontation at Wapping and Kin-
ning Park became a symbolic battle between 
workers and their employer, backed up by an 
aggressive anti-workers state.

And, like the miners’ strike, the defeat at 
Wapping represented a huge victory for the 
Thatcher government, her aggressive anti-union 
laws and the police brutality she deployed on 
striking workers. 

During the year-long strike there were 
demonstrations and pickets at Wapping twice 
a week as well as at Kinning Park.

An eyewitness at Kinning Park remem-
bers “a strong presence at the picket line lasted 
for weeks during some of the coldest winter 
nights.”

Barbed wire surrounded the parameter 
fences and mounted armoured police attacked 
protesters in vicious attempts to get scabs into 
work and newspapers out.

Thousands were arrested, many suffered 
horrifi c injuries and tragically, 19-year-old 
Michael Delaney was killed when he was hit by 
a speeding newspaper lorry leaving Wapping.

The High Court ordered the sequestration 
of all Sogat funds when distribution workers in 
London refused to handle Murdoch’s papers, 
and in Scotland the courts banned Sogat from 
threatening the distribution of News Interna-
tional titles north of the border. Other unions 
were taken to court and fi ned for solidarity 
action.

The strike collapsed in February 1987 after 
more than a year.

The defeat was a turning point in trade 
union history as other newspapers moved to 

terms and conditions similar to those Murdoch 
now imposed. 

It paved the way to unfettered pollution 
of the mass media and public conscience by 
a few extremely powerful individuals that we 
see today.

But despite horrifi c police brutality, and an 
all-out war from Murdoch and Thatcher’s gov-
ernment, the strike brought people together in 
solidarity: many attended rallies and pickets 
and raised money for the striking workers. 

It is vital the next generation remembers 
their heroic struggle.

Thirty years after the dispute, the police 
violence and surveillance of striking workers at 
Wapping and Kinning Park raise serious ques-
tions as inquiries are beginning to reveal the 
true scale of collaboration between the state 
and big business.

So far the Scottish government has shirked 
calls for a separate blacklisting inquiry in Scot-
land, but pressure is mounting on them.

Unite Scotland secretary Pat Rafferty has 
called for a separate inquiry into the use of 
undercover police during the dispute at Kin-
ning Park.

Rafferty said: “For years, trade unionists 
have felt that there was something wrong with 
the policing at Kinning Park. Secret police fi les 
uncovered earlier this year show that Special 
Branch offi cers were spying on trade unionists 
involved in the dispute, and recording them as 
they went about lawful, peaceful protest.”

To mark the 30th anniversary of the dispute 
Unite Scotland is hosting an exhibition featur-
ing graphic accounts and dramatic images of 
events throughout the year-long dispute. The 
exhibition will be held at Unite, John Smith 
House, 145-165 West Regent Street Glasgow, 
G2 4RZ, from October 3 to 28.
Morning Star 
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