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Towards a new

Three interconnected and interdependent
developments illustrate the contradictions
driving the current growing economic and
political crises. The unstinting support
by the two major parties for the current
US-led war on Syria and its wider conflict
agenda; the unquestioning commitment
to the US war/spy bases on Australian soil
along with the build-up of US military
forces in Australia’s north; the support of
both Labor and Liberal for the offshore
detention and abuse of asylum seekers.

It is a measure of both parties’ opportun-
ism that these anti-people policies they hold
in common are built on the bodies of innocent
men, women and children.

This is also reflected in sermons to pay
homage to and “farewell the troops” at every
opportunity by both these servants of Austral-
ia’s ruling powers.

Laying in wait behind the flag-waving
patriotism and jingoistic rhetoric is the real-
ity of Australia’s growing economic crisis and
the people’s increasing hardship, the result of
the policies of both Liberal and Labor gov-
ernments. That is why neither is offering any
comprehensive solutions to begin overcom-
ing the problems besetting Australia’s work-
ing people.

It is also a major reason for both parties to
seize on war with calls to rally together in the
name of the “war against terrorism”. But they
both know that their promotion of the war will
not stop the slide into economic crisis.

A compelling factor is their mutual
defence of the two-party system. The big
corporations — the real ruling class — know
that the policies of both are little different.
They both support war, both support priva-
tisation and deregulation, both have acted
to eliminate public ownership, both support
corporate globalisation. Each has restricted
trade union rights and worsened conditions,
and have failed to extend recognition to
Australia’s First People despite all the many
promises.

When they call for people to “rally togeth-
er” they mean behind one or the other of them
in implementing these policies (Tony Abbott’s
“team Australia”).

This shoring-up of the two party system
includes the promotion of “strong leadership”,
which is a product of the public relations
machine whose job it is to create illusions
through the mass media.

So we have the attempted transformation
of Malcolm Turnbull from a small “1” liber-
al to a prime minister in a Liberal-National
Coalition, deeply divided by fascist-minded
reaction, who in turn replaced an extremely
unpopular Tony Abbott as head of a govern-
ment rife with corruption, beset with broken
promises and a disastrous economic and social
agenda.

This is the reality faced by Australians
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who every day must deal with the growing
economic burden foisted on them; the drive to
crush the trade union movement; the choking
of the public education system; the undermin-
ing of public health and its universal provid-
er, Medicare, the ongoing abuse in violation
of international law of those seeking asylum.
And there is more of the same and worse
for Indigenous Australians, rendering even
“sorry” cynical.

These policies have resulted in obscene
profits for the big corporations, the increased
exploitation of workers and the handing over
to the private sector of hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars from the pockets of ordinary

Australians (there is no “mutual obliga-
tion” in the government’s corporate welfare
system).

The “leadership” of the two major par-
ties has in reality meant the giving up of Aus-
tralia’s independence and sovereignty to the
transnational corporations while kowtowing
to a warmongering US leadership.

The way to real change is to get off the
path of “free” market policies and on to a road
towards a socially responsible, planned econ-
omy where the rights and needs of the people
take precedence.

A key element of such a course is the res-
toration of the public provision of services

Australian reality

— education, health, telecommunications,
social security, the building of a stronger
public sector.

Public ownership creates jobs and pro-
vides job security; it is more accountable,
more inclusive and democratic. From it
springs the sovereignty and independence of
Australia together with friendly relations with
other countries.

These things are not on the immediate
agenda in Australia. Nonetheless, a step away
from the backward and dangerous policies of
the Liberal/Labor duopoly is the building of a
left-progressive alliance; a step towards a new
Australian reality. &
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Background to plunder

In 1999 the Howard government signed the Fifth Protocol to the General
Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS). There was little fanfare or fuss, just
a one-page press release from the then Minister for Trade, Tim Fischer, singing
its praises. What is the Fifth Protocol? How many citizens were informed and
asked their opinion on it?

The GATS was negotiated as part of the Uruguay round of GATT. It is part
of the World Trade Organisation regime. Negotiations around financial services
at the Uruguay round were finalised in December 1995.

Driven by US financial institutions, the Fifth Protocol to GATS relates to
“trade” in financial services. It covers insurance, banking, securities and financial
information. Fischer promoted the agreement as opening up foreign markets for
Australian financial institutions: “It will mean the Australian financial sector will
be able to invest more easily, with more confidence, and more security, in the
Asia-Pacific region and across the world”, he said.

Australia, by signing the Protocol, also agreed to open up its financial sector
— banks, insurance companies, stock exchanges, etc — to foreign takeover and to
give foreign investors in these fields exactly the same rights as Australian-based
ones to extract Australia’s wealth. But little was said about that.

Fischer claimed that “For Australia, acceptance of the Protocol does not re-
quire any new legislative action”, giving the impression little would change. Prior
to signing Treasury had issued reassurances that the Fifth Protocol would not
automatically allow foreign takeovers of the “big four” banks, the Commonwealth,
ANZ, NAB and Westpac. At the time of its privatisation, the Commonwealth
Bank was protected by restrictions on foreign ownership and takeover/control
by financial institutions.

But the Howard government had, as far back as December 1997, agreed to
remove restrictions on foreign ownership of these banks and breach government
guarantees regarding the Commonwealth Bank. It made a commitment at the
World Trade Organisation to eliminate “a prohibition on the acquisition of control
of any of Australia’s four main banks” and eliminate “a measure which prohibits
banks (resident or non-resident) from holding shares in the Commonwealth Bank
of Australia ...”

With the signing of the Fifth Protocol Australia surrendered its sovereign right
to make decisions over ownership and control of its largest financial institutions.
Any attempt by a government to breach this Protocol would bring Australia up
against stringent enforcement measures, including the possibility of having to
pay compensation to any investors claiming potential losses.

A similar process occurred with communications, shipping, airlines and other
parts of the service sector.

The Howard government had committed Australia to agreements that have
the objectives of removing “barriers” to profit-making and the global expansion
of transnational corporations. These barriers included restrictions on foreign
ownership and capital flows, government regulations (health and safety stand-
ards, licensing, etc), taxation, national borders and customs, social spending by
governments and public ownership. They go hand in glove with the offensive
against workers’ wages and conditions and attacks on the Australian trade union
movement.

The bottom line is that the people of Australia are being subjected to phoney
inquiries and consultations which come up with recommendations on international
trade treaties that in some instances the government has already committed itself
to in iron clad agreements.

Free trade and protectionism

The use of tariffs, subsidies and other protective mechanisms such as quotas,
are typical methods used by capitalist economies to regulate trade and protect
domestic industries. All of these methods result in raising prices to the consumer
but they can be used to defend jobs.

“Free trade” is being strongly pushed by the big corporations because it
permits them to undercut domestic manufacturers and growers, to drive them
out of business or take them over. “Free trade” is really anarchy and the law of
the jungle by which the stronger drive all others to the wall and into bankruptcy,
with workers left on the scrap heap.

A struggle between supporters of “free trade” and “protectionism” waxed and
waned in Australia for the whole of the 20th century. One of the early political
parties in Australia went by the name of “Free Trade” and won over 35 percent
of the vote in the 1901 elections.

The alternative to these methods of trade is the adoption of the principle of
“mutual benefit”. “Mutual benefit” trade means that the buying and selling of
goods between countries is carried out with an eye to the benefit of both countries
— not just one. It means the widespread use of trade agreements which set out the
terms and conditions and quantities of goods to be bought and sold. It introduces
a planned approach to trade and industry development.

It involves the public ownership of major trading organisations so that the
national interest can be effectively protected while taking into account the interests
of a trade partner.

See page 7: the CPA’s draft submission to the Department of the Senate,
Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade Committee, on the current proposed Trans
Pacific Partnership trade agreement.

PRESS FUND

Some Coalition MPs sought the support of independent MP David Leyonhjelm
for the government’s proposed Australian Building Construction Commission,
in exchange for the government abandoning the current ban on the eight-round
rapid fire Adler shotgun. Apparently Prime Minster Malcolm Turnbull was

very annoyed — and so he should be, because the gun is tailor-made for multiple
assassinations. However, by adding an extension the currently-approved smaller
six-round Adler gun can fire eleven shots in a row! The government should
widen the current ban on the eight-round gun to include the six-round gun and
the eleven-round extension. But speaking of numbers, 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 $150, K M $10, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $180 Progressive total: $6,550
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Revolutionary

solidarity

Vinnie Molina

On Thursday October 20, around 40 people
from different solidarity groups gathered at
43 Below Bar & Restaurant in Perth to listen
to Daniel Gasparri, Charge d’ Affairs of the
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela Embassy
in Canberra.

An update was delivered on Venezuela cur-
rently under attack by the violent right wing oppo-
sition. A discussion that followed also highlighted
the attacks on other progressive governments in
Latin America.

The opposition in Venezuela is pushing for
a referendum with the aim of ousting President
Maduro from government. The economic war on
the Bolivarian Revolution targets the people to
create the impression of an internal crisis and a
failed state.

Similar tactics have been used by right wing
oppositions in Honduras, Paraguay and most
recently in Brazil where the parliamentary coup
d’ état removed President Dilma Rousseff from
the presidency.

Discussion on the need to re-establish and/or
strengthen the solidarity work with the Bolivarian
revolution was high on the agenda. The people
gathered in Perth pledged to start working on the
urgent task of defending the government of Presi-
dent Maduro and his government.

Daniel Gasparri visited workplaces and met
with Mick Buchan CFMEU state branch secre-
tary as well as with other interested parties and
community groups such as the Communist Party
of Australia, Socialist Alliance and the Australia-
Cuba Friendship Society, ACFS. &

End of the US bhlockade

on Cuba!

End the US.
Blockade

CJLG

Vinnie Molina,

On Monday October 17, a number of activists
from the Australia-Cuba Friendship Society
gathered outside the US consulate in Perth
demanding the end of the US blockade on
Cuba.

Speakers at the rally told of the inhumane
effects of the blockade on the people on Cuba.

Despite President Obama stating the US
blockade on Cuba was a failed policy, the block-
ade remains intact and very small changes have
been made. Even as recent as September 13 this
year Obama followed nine previous US presi-
dents and renewed the Trading with the Enemy
Act for another year. This allows the continua-
tion of full economic sanctions on Cuba. Cuba is
in fact the only country this Act has been enact-
ed upon.

The process to re-establish diplomatic rela-
tions between Cuban and the US began on
December 17, 2014 with the release of the three
remaining (Gerardo, Ramon and Antonio) of the
internationally known Cuban Five. Rene and
Fernando had already been released after ful-
filled their long, unjust sentences. Embassies
have been opened but the blockade, including

LIFT THE &5
BLOCKADE
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fines imposed on third parties, such as the ANZ
in Australia, have doubled since the previous
administration. They now total $2.26 billion.

The human damage caused by this blockade
is enormous and impossible to calculate but it
is estimated the economic damages alone have
exceeded $1 trillion.

Cuba has affirmed its willingness to move
towards the normalisation of relations with the
United States in a constructive spirit, but has
been very clear it must be without any prejudice
to Cuban independence or its right to decide its
own affairs, that of the sovereignty of Cubans.

On Wednesday October 26, Cuba will intro-
duce for the 25th time a resolution before the
UN General Assembly on the need to end the
inhumane economic and financial blockade on
the island. In 2015, 191 countries, out of 193
voted in favour of lifting the blockade with
only the United States and Israel voting for the
blockade.

We join the world — including many US citi-
zens — in demanding the end of the US blockade
and the return of Guantanamo Bay to the people
of Cuba.

President Obama can do more before he
leaves office. &
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QUOTE OF THE WEEK

The great and chief end, therefore, of men’s uniting into commonwealths, and
putting themselves under government, is the preservation of their property.

John Locke, The Second Treatise of Government, 1688
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WestConnex
The nightmare Baird’s eye view

Peter Mac

The massive $16.8 billion West-
Connex project involves widening
the freeway that runs westwards
from Sydney to Parramatta, also
boring tunnels from the inner
suburb of Haberfield to Rozelle
just outside the city centre, then
southwards to the airport and
west again to link with another
tollway.

The Baird government says the
scheme will solve Sydney’s traffic
woes. But transport specialists pre-
dict it will actually increase con-
gestion, because inadequate public
transport options will force people
to use WestConnex to get to the
already-congested city centre.

In London, Paris and other cities,
major traffic arteries terminate well
outside the city centre, which motor-
ists reach by public transport, pre-
serving the urban character and
avoiding congestion. But for Syd-
ney’s WestConnex the government
is doing the exact opposite: building
new roads right up to the central busi-
ness district to enable the maximum
number of cars to reach it.

With this approach inner city
traffic levels will be maximised.
So will the number of homes to be
demolished, because above-ground
construction will occur in the city’s
most densely-populated suburbs.

At historic Haberfield, Austral-
ia’s first planned “garden suburb”,
more than 80 federation cottag-
es have already been destroyed for
road widening and tunnel entry con-
struction. Building entry points and
massive “spaghetti junction” inter-
changes at Rozelle and St Peters will
involve destroying hundreds of his-
toric inner-city buildings and the inti-
mate character of these areas.

The massive cost, forcible acqui-
sition of homes with inadequate com-
pensation, and massive destruction of
homes, heritage properties, trees and
parks have caused a well-deserved
public uproar.

Phillip Laird, transport engineer
and Wollongong University Profes-
sor, predicts that within ten years it
will be clear “Victoria made the right

decision to cancel the East West toll-
way, while NSW made the wrong
decision to build WestConnex.”

An urban cancer

Residents can reject the offer of
compensation for losing their homes,
but as resident Pauline Locke from
the WestConnex Action Group com-
mented last month:

“This process can go on for
months before you either accept
your RMS [Department of Roads
and Maritime Services] offer, or your
case goes before the Valuer-General.
But ... if this happens you will lose
your home or business, even though
you still haven’t received any com-
pensation. The RMS will start charg-
ing you full market rent. And you’ll
still have to pay the mortgage on a
property you no longer own.

“Baird and his government ...
know ... many will settle for tens if
not hundreds of thousands of dollars
less than they should. ... I cannot
begin to imagine how badly such
a loss will affect people who’ve
reached the end of their working
lives.

“In my family’s case we now
have to take the government to court
to have any hope of closing the six-
figure gap that exists between its offer
and our claim. This will add months
to a process that started in November
2014, and has cost up to $140,000
in legal expenses. We’ve also been
told that the RMS is likely to evict us
from our home next month, months
before any demolition in our area
begins.”

One unemployed 62-year old res-
ident was offered $960,000 for her
St Peters terrace. But nowadays it
would cost her well over $1,500,000
to buy an equivalent inner-city house,
so she’s lost $540,000 or 36 percent
of the value of her only major asset.
She’s concluded she’ll have to move
out of the city altogether, abandoning
friends, family and activities.

Most expensive,
most destructive

Since 2012 the government has
forcibly acquired more than 1,700

From the archives

The Socialist, December 1977
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An protest against WestConnex marches down K|ng Street, Newtown, Sydney.

properties for major projects. Thou-
sands of residents have been ruthless-
ly ejected. WestConnex has claimed
316 homes, with another 111 yet to
be taken. Residents have been sub-
jected to extreme stress, and brow-
beaten if they resist. One resident
was told if he didn’t cooperate that
day the compensation offer would
fall by $70,000.

The compensation report was
deliberately withheld because imple-
menting its recommendations would
result in more disputes and increase
the project’s cost, which has already
soared far beyond the original
estimate.

The government has grudgingly
offered to pay all displaced residents
$50,000 on average as compensation
for disturbance. It will also allow
homeowners to remain rent-free —
but only while they’re contesting a
compensation offer.

Moreover, it still refuses to
accept the recommendation of an
independent report (which it refused
to release for two and a half years)
to pay the market value of the prop-
erty, as indicated in the Land Acqui-
sition Act.

And it’s still using the full powers
of the state to suppress opposition.
Last Saturday police surrounded
protesters in a proposed construc-
tion area with a hastily-erected chain
wire fence, and then arrested them
for being on a prohibited site.

The government is only inter-
ested in providing a transport system
that suits the interests of the most
powerful elements of the private
sector, not the people of the state.
All the proposed new road and public
transport systems, and some of the
existing systems, are to be privately
operated.

Motorists who use the existing
western motorway for free will have
to pay when it’s part of WestConnex,
while passengers on the existing City
to Bankstown line will undoubted-
ly cop a whopping fare increase for
travelling on the scrawny new single-
deck, “stand up all the way”, private-
ly-operated Metro trains that are to
replace the superb government-oper-
ated double-deckers.

The Baird government’s rigid
emphasis on roads, the least efficient
means of mass transport, stems from
its commitment to the all-powerful
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vehicle, petroleum, road construc-
tion and tollway operation industries;
its obsession with high-rise housing
stems from its commitment to the
major developers.

In the “Baird’s eye view” all the
state’s major public and private trans-
port systems would be under private
control, with roads the key mode of
transport, most city people living in
high rise apartments and only the rich
living in the inner city.

Major road and building projects
would override normal planning
provisions, with little restriction on
demolition of heritage buildings.
Residents forced out would receive
grossly inadequate compensation,
and construction programs would
be funded by selling off the state’s
most valuable assets, like Ausgrid,
the electricity authority flogged off
last week.

To avoid this appalling outcome
the people of NSW must rise up
against the government and force it
from office at the earliest opportunity
— and keep the coalition out of power
for good. &

Celebrate in Sydney

THE GREAT
OCTOBER
REVOLUTION

Come along to a celebration of

the earth shattering 1917 Russian Revolution

Sunday

November 6
from 4pm

74 Buckingham Street
Surry Hills

Delicious food,
great company
and entertainment
More info:

Tom or Linda
(02) 9699 8844
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Local Unions, Global Voices
Unions WA Inaugural Conference on Global Inequality

Richard Titelius

Nationally union membership in
Australia continues to decline, yet
ironically the need for unions has
increased due to global as well
as local factors. With this global
impetus, the Unions WA Interna-
tional Committee held its first ever
conference on global inequality
with a view to presenting compre-
hensive information on a number
of contemporary issues through
lively and interesting speakers.

The Conference was held on
October 15 at the State School Teach-
ers headquarters and was attended
by about 60 unionist and community
activists.

ACTU President Ged Kearney
spoke about global inequality, world
capitalist institutions and income ine-
quality since the 2008 global financial
crisis. Such factors are feeding grow-
ing political instability in the world.
Increasing automation is making
many workers redundant while the
supply chains of global corporations
are becoming longer and more dan-
gerous. Kearney was appalled by the
language she sees being used today
which refers to workers as “human
capital” or just another input of the
production process.

This leads to the off-shoring of
manufacturing to the cheapest loca-
tion in the world. It was an indirect
consequence of the collapse and
fire at the Rana Plaza near Dhaka in
Bangladesh in 2013, causing over
700 young textile workers — mostly
women to either lose their lives or be
severely maimed.

Today Burma is attempting to
take this mantle from Bangladesh and
China by creating economic zones
where employment regulation would
be minimal or non-existent, thereby
attracting foreign capital to set up
their production in that country.

Kate Lee from the ACTU’s inter-
national solidarity arm APHEDA
spoke next about climate change
which is behind the hotter weather in
Asia. This not only causes food and
water shortages in that region but also
makes work difficult — especially for

female workers in countries such as
Cambodia where 40 percent of con-
struction workers are female. Lee
observed that although GDP was
rising in Asia it was occurring with
rising rates of income inequality for
workers.

One issue that APHEDA was
pushing in Asia was the use of
asbestos as several countries con-
tinue to manufacture building prod-
ucts from asbestos — in particular
in Indonesia, China, Vietnam, Laos
and Cambodia.

Other speakers included Dr Patri-
cia Ranald from AFTINET (Aus-
tralian Fair Trade and Investment
Network) who talked about free
trade agreements such as the Trans
Pacific Partnership (TPP) and the
Regional Comprehensive Economic
Partnership (RCEP) which is being

negotiated between the 10 ASEAN
countries plus Australia, New Zea-
land, India, China, Japan and South
Korea. These agreements, said
Ranald, do not improve the lives of
the majority of ordinary citizens in
these countries but make capital freer
to make larger profits by exploiting
workers more.

We need fairer trade based on
labour rights and environmental sus-
tainability which allows governments
to act in the public interest to reduce
inequality, added Ranald.

To underscore that organisations
such as AFTINET and the union
movement generally had been having
an impact not only in Australia but in
the US, the fate of the TPP is looking
increasingly shaky as governments
are being pushed by their elected rep-
resentatives not to approve the deal

Y

as it would have a detrimental effect
on workers’ wages and conditions.
Ranald noted that the TPP delivers
almost no jobs and there would be
a loss of up to 39,000 jobs after 10
years.

The last speaker was Matt
Grudnoff from the Australia Insti-
tute who spoke about tax avoidance
by national and global corporations
and how this was harming the ability
of governments to fund infrastructure
and services.

Corporations such as Apple,
Google and Chevron pay very mar-
ginal levels of tax as they can claim
tax deductions over almost all the
revenue they earn due to lucrative
deductions or offsets which they can
claim. Apple Corp for instance pays
a rate of taxation equivalent to 0.7
percent of its revenue.
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The solution, said Grudnoff,
was to push governments for greater
transparency and disclosure by these
corporations and to abolish or cap
some of these deductions.

The afternoon concluded with
problem solving group exercises for
the delegates, followed by a plenary
session with all the guest speakers on
all the issues discussed at the confer-
ence on inequality.

The conference demonstrated
that as a movement we can lift the
lives of workers everywhere, includ-
ing here in Australia, defending and
extending what we have fought so
hard for: the quality and safety of
our working lives, and the security
and prosperity of our families and
communities. &

First case of black lung
in an open cut miner

I’ve worked in coal mining for 31
years. I worked at the Goonyella
Riverside open cut mine in
Moranbah all those years. I’ve
been working pumping earth-
works (mine services) for the last
ten years.

I was diagnosed with Black
Lung disease in late September
following a routine chest x-ray.

It shocked me — and I’ve been in
shock ever since.

I thought I was safe from devel-
oping Black Lung disease because
I never worked underground; I’ve
worked exclusively in open cut
mines.

It is clear from my diagnosis
that every single coal mineworker
in Australia is at risk of develop-
ing this horrific disease, and they
don’t know it. If you ask any of my
fellow miners if they think there’s

a dust problem, they’ll tell you
there well and truly is a dust prob-
lem. Everywhere you park, after a
day’s work, whatever you bring to
the area — it will be covered in dust
in no time. This can’t be good for
your health.

I hope that my coming out and
speaking about my case will let
other miners know of the risks of
inhaling coal dust. I want my mates
to be aware of the risks, I want their
families to be aware of it, and 1
want the government to do some-
thing about it.

I know plenty of guys are too
scared to get x-rays and speak out.
There are people losing their jobs
left right and centre in the mines
right now and people are afraid
they’ll be next — they don’t want
to raise concerns. But they need to
speak up, they need to get tested

and they need to go home healthy to
their families.

I’m urging all coalminers,
all my old mates, to go and get
checked, there’s a chance this could
happen to you too.

To everybody who is working in
a mine, or anyone who has a friend
or loved one working as a coal-
miner, please get behind the Dust
to Dust: Make Black Lung His-
tory campaign. We’re helping raise
awareness of this deadly disease
and hopefully bring an end to it.

I am calling on everybody who
makes decisions about the coal
mining industry — including govern-
ments, mine operators and work-
ers — to come together to reduce
dust levels and ensure proper health
checks for miners. There are many
lives and families at stake if we
don’t act now.

For anyone who wants to come
forward, there is a Black Lung vic-
tims’ group to provide support and
guidance for coalminers living with
the disease, and to make sure our
voices are heard. Anyone wanting
more information can email
victims@dusttodust.org.au.

Finally I'd like to thank my
loving wife and two children for
their constant support. They’ve
been a great help during this diffi-
cult time.

Paul Head &
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Taking issue — Rob Gowland

shock and a sorry selection

I’m sorry, but I rather think I’m
in shock: Tony Abbott said some-
thing that I support. Yes I know
— Tony Abbott of all people. It just
goes to show that even the most
unlikely people can be obliged by
circumstances to take up progres-
sive positions.

In Abbott’s case his progressive
move is to come out strongly against
the reactionary clique of gun-nuts in
the Coalition (mainly Nationals as
one would expect but supported by a
few Libs as well) who want to lift the
ban on seven-shot lever-action rapid-
fire shot guns. There is no question
that people on rural properties have
need from time to time of a gun or of
someone with a gun. In my valley, if
someone has an injured sheep or goat
that needs to be put down promptly, a
phone call to a particular neighbour
will produce him and his rifle to take
care of the matter. (With bigger ani-
mals, like a horse, you call the vet
of course.)

There is no situation on a rural
property, however, that calls for
automatic, rapid-fire weaponry. The
desire for that kind of firepower is
usually confined to the macho clowns
in the Shooters and Fishers Party,
people who define their masculinity
by their weapons. Frankly, the idea
that people in a country like Australia
need to own their own assault rifle or
machine gun is simply crazy.

So I had to agree with Tony
Abbott when he informed the media
that the call to lift the ban was “crack-
ers”. Surely anyone who thought
about the matter would agree? It’s
still a strange feeling, to realise that
I could have something — anything —
in common with a person like Abbott.
In fact it serves to remind us that
human beings are complex creatures
and oversimplifying them can lead
you into error.

Tony probably doesn’t boil pup-
pies either.

Meanwhile, in the land of the
gun, the television ratings event
that is the US Presidential election
continues on its merry way. Voting
is not compulsory and, given the
sorry selection of candidates Ameri-
cans have been offered over the last
50 years it is not surprising that so
many Americans don’t bother to
vote (and a surprising number aren’t
allowed to). In fact, in recent decades

Melbourne

Where:

Hear

back from

Presidents have been elected when
the total number of those who voted
amounted to little more than a quar-
ter of the people eligible to do so!
In those conditions the will of the
people counts for very little. Look at
the “stolen election” that saw George
W Bush elevated to the Oval Office.

If the possibility of Donald
Trump — an arrogantly fascist, racist
and misogynist real estate mogul
and billionaire — winning in Novem-
ber worries us in Australia, think
how democratically-minded people
in the USA must feel. The focus of
their efforts to stop Trump and at the
same time to move America forward
onto a progressive path is the group-
ing around Senators Bernie Sanders
and Elizabeth Warren.

Sanders is the Independent Sen-
ator for Vermont while Warren is a
Democrat from Massachusetts. They
are both social democrats but in the
American context, the movement
they are leading is being character-
ised as a “political revolution”. Sand-
ers stood against Hillary Clinton for
the Democratic Party nomination for
President, and to her surprise (and no
doubt horror) won the support of mil-
lions of voters.

Although Hillary eventually won
the nomination, to secure Bernie’s
subsequent endorsement she had to
agree to a platform of reforms that
Sanders and Warren declare is now
“the most progressive party platform
in the history of the United States of
America.” Given Hillary’s staunch
support for (and by) big business
interests, that must surely rankle.

Sanders and Warren’s immedi-
ate goal, of course, is to ensure the
defeat of Trump who is clearly recog-
nised as the most dangerous present
threat to civil liberties in America
and to peace everywhere. At a rally
for Trump’s rival Hillary Clinton in
Colorado, Sanders warned voters:
“If we do not get our act together,
this country is going to slide into oli-
garchy, where a handful of billion-
aires will control the economic and
political life of this nation.” Some
of us would think they already did,
but apparently that is not entirely the
case — not yet, at any rate.

Trump, aware that his campaign
—which at one stage appeared almost
unstoppable — has since become
mired in controversy, has begun
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Elizabeth Warren injected some reality, commenting that “the game is rigged. It is rigged for the Donald Trumps and

the billionaires of the world”

preparing the ground for his possi-
ble defeat, claiming for a while that
he wouldn’t accept a Clinton vic-
tory because that would mean that
the democratic process was “rigged”
against him. He also called the pres-
idential election “one big fix” and
“one big, ugly lie.” These attempts to
delegitimise the election outcome are
exactly what one would expect from
a fascist demagogue preparing his
troops to reject the outcome and pos-
sibly take putsch-like action instead.

Former New York City mayor
and Trump supporter Rudy Giuliani
joined his leader in his efforts to del-
egitimise the election result if it were
to prove unfavourable to Trump. He
told CNN: “I’m sorry, dead people
generally vote for Democrats rather
than Republicans. You want me to
[say] that I think the election in Phil-
adelphia and Chicago is going to be
fair? I would have to be a moron to
say that.”

Indeed, one Trump supporter,
speaking of Hillary Clinton, told the
Boston Globe: “If she’s in office, 1
hope we can start a coup. She should
be in prison or shot. That’s how I feel
about it. We’re going to have a revo-
lution and take them out of office if
that’s what it takes. There’s going to
be a lot of bloodshed. But that’s what

Communist Party of Australia
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Socialist Revolution, the event that for the first time in history concentrated
the means of production in the hands of the working class.
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it’s going to take ... I would do what-
ever I can for my country.”

Clearly a true patriot. I like the
way that what would obviously be
a fascist coup is referred to as a
“revolution”.

Elizabeth Warren injected some
reality, commenting that “the game
is rigged. It is rigged for the Donald
Trumps and the billionaires of the
world.” The journal Politico com-
mented that Trump “is laying the
groundwork to lose on November 8§,
refuse to concede the election, and
teeter the country into an unprece-
dented crisis of faith in government.”

However, the widespread nega-
tive reaction to Trump’s attempts
to delegitimise the election result
caused him to do another backflip
and announce that he would accept
the result, win or lose.

Nevertheless, his efforts to del-
egitimise his expected defeat have
had some success. A Politico/Morn-
ing Consult poll taken October
13-15 showed that a full 81 percent
of Trump supporters believe that the
2016 election could be “stolen” from
Trump as a result of widespread voter
fraud.

This is cause for concern, Kim
Lane Scheppele, an election law
expert and professor at Princeton,
told NBC News. “The problem is
his supporters believe this, and if he
loses the election and he’s already
teed up this argument it could have
really massive, serious effects,” she
said.

And the New York Times thinks
there are more games afoot, designed
to facilitate moving America further
to the Right. “After Trump loses”,
wrote the prestigious paper, “don’t
be surprised to see [campaign CEO
Stephen] Bannon join forces with
Trump and Roger Ailes (the former
Fox News guru deposed for engaging
in sexual harassment of employees
who recently jumped aboard Trump’s
sinking ship) to create a new right-
wing media conglomerate — Trump
TV or Trump Media — linking Breit-
bart News to a new cable network
that will almost make Fox News look
tame and responsible.

“Together, Trump, Ailes, and
Bannon would run their media
empire to advance their common
goals: gaining political influence,
massaging their massive egos,
moving the Republican Party further
to the right, attacking Democrats

and liberal ideas, and promoting a
neo-fascist agenda combining xen-
ophobia, racism, sexism, govern-
ment-bashing, and anti-immigrant
nativism.”

Now there’s a scary prospect!

Warren and Sanders have a hard
job on their hands: to convince US
progressives, who have been disap-
pointed so many times in the past
by the machinations of the two main
US parties, that a vote for Democrat-
ic Party presidential nominee Hillary
Clinton is still a vote for “political
revolution.”

Clearly, simply defeating Trump
will not be sufficient for that. Refer-
ring to the phenomenal support
Sanders gained during the prima-
ries campaign, Warren told the
Colorado rally “America and the
Democratic Party [now] know the
power and energy of the progressive
movement.”

Both Sanders and Warren agreed
however that the reforms they have
been able to push into the Democrat-
ic Party platform will require defend-
ing. Sanders said that if voters think
that Wall Street, as well as the insur-
ance, fossil fuel, and pharmaceutical
industries, are going to “go peaceful-
ly into the night, you are mistaken”.

“It goes without saying,” he said,
“that all of us together have got to
do everything we can to elect Hillary
Clinton president. But what is equal-
ly important is that on November 9,
the day after Hillary is elected presi-
dent, we continue our efforts because
we know [that] what real change is
about, what real politics is about, is
transforming this country.”

He laid out a “two-fold strug-
gle” for progressive voters. First, he
said, Clinton needs to win by “land-
slide proportions so there is no doubt
in anybody’s mind that this country
is going to reject the sexism, the
racism, the xenophobia of the Trump
campaign.”

Secondly, Sanders said that
we must “bring millions of people
together to create a political revolu-
tion and to create a government ...
that works for all of us, not just the
one percent.”

Bernie Sanders’ “revolution” is
not the solution to America’s prob-
lems, but it is a sign of the develop-
ing consciousness of the American
people that radical change is urgently
needed in their own country. &
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Avusiralia opposed
to nuke weapons ban

Tom Wright*

The following report, based on freedom of information research, describes Australia’s
obstructive role at the recently concluded UN working group on nuclear disarmament
in Geneva, which recommended negotiations on a treaty banning nuclear weapons in
2017. Australia argues that US nuclear weapons are vital for its security, and thus it

opposes a ban.

Summary

Australia participated in a key UN work-
ing group on nuclear disarmament in 2016
“open-eyed” about the strategy of New Zea-
land and others to establish the foundations for
a global nuclear weapons ban — which Australia
opposes.

While the United States boycotted the talks,
Australia remained in “close contact” with its
officials “about our shared concerns” that the
working group was “likely to recommend nego-
tiations on a ‘ban treaty’,” FOI documents
suggest.

According to Australian government policy,
US nuclear weapons “serve Australia’s funda-
mental national security interests”. Therefore,
Australia opposes any moves that would seek
to stigmatise or delegitimise nuclear weapons.

Australia objected to the working group’s
draft report in August, arguing that it gave
undue prominence to a proposal put forward by
Indonesia and others to convene a conference
in 2017 to negotiate a ban on nuclear weapons.

Australia raised the ire of other nations —
both supporters and opponents of a ban — when
it forced a vote on the painstakingly negotiated
report. This manoeuvre backfired, as it prompt-
ed an amendment that strengthened the text.

Based on the recommendations in the
working group’s final report, the UN Gener-
al Assembly is now considering a draft reso-
lution to convene negotiations in 2017 on “a
legally binding instrument to prohibit nuclear
weapons”.

Establishing
the working group

In December 2015, the United Nations
General Assembly voted — 138 states in favour,
12 against — to establish an “open-ended work-
ing group” that would “substantively address”
effective legal measures and norms for achiev-
ing a nuclear-weapon-free world. All UN
member states were invited to participate.

Australia abstained from the vote, con-
cerned that the new UN body would become a
vehicle for advancing negotiations on a nucle-
ar-weapon-ban treaty — which it opposes. Nev-
ertheless, it participated in the group’s three
substantive sessions, held in Geneva in Febru-
ary, May and August 2016.

The February session

Documents released to ICAN (International
Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons) by the
Australian foreign ministry in October under
freedom of information laws show that the gov-
ernment attended the first session “open-eyed”
about the strategy of a core group of nations,
including New Zealand, to establish the foun-
dations for commencing negotiations on a “ban
treaty” for nuclear weapons. There was “[a]n
undercurrent of support” for this.

“Does the government oppose a ‘nucle-
ar ban treaty’ due to Australia’s reliance on
extended nuclear deterrence?” internal talking
points ask. The suggested answer: “We must
be realistic about the environment in which we
operate.” The government cites North Korea’s
nuclear weapons program as providing justifi-
cation for its opposition.

“So long as the threat of nuclear attack
and coercion exists, US extended nuclear
deterrence will serve Australia’s fundamen-
tal national security interests,” one document
states. Were Australia to join the future treaty
outlawing nuclear weapons, it would no doubt
be required to renounce this doctrine.

Australia hosted meetings at its Geneva
mission with diplomats from a handful of other

nations that claim “protection” from US nuclear
weapons — including five that host US nuclear
weapons on their territory as part of a NATO
arrangement — to help coordinate their contri-
butions to the working group, and to “refresh
our narrative”.

“Our involvement [in the working group]
allows us to provide a strong alternative view-
point, notably against those states who wish to
push a near-term ban treaty,” Australian offi-
cials wrote in one of the FOI documents. As the
United States and other nuclear-armed nations
had chosen to boycott the talks, Australia and
its coterie were left with the task of thwarting
moves towards a ban.

In one memo, Australia expressed concern
that the working group was “tracking towards
recommendations on a nuclear weapons ‘ban
treaty’”, and another suggests that Australia
remained in “close contact” with the United
States “about our shared concerns” that the
working group was “likely to recommend nego-
tiations on a ‘ban treaty’” (although “the US”
has been redacted).

In a diplomatic cable dated March 4, Aus-
tralia’s Geneva-based representatives reported
to Canberra that the discussion panels at the
February session had been “skewed towards the
humanitarian approach” — that is, an approach
focusing on the harmful effects of nuclear
weapon detonations on human beings and the
environment, as opposed to abstract notions
such as geostrategic stability and deterrence.

“Predictably, much of the civil society
coverage [of the February session] focused on
those states advocating a ban treaty,” the Aus-
tralian diplomats wrote. “Most tweets gave pri-
macy to arguments advocating immediate legal
measures, notably the ban treaty.” Australia and
other anti-ban nations that attended the session
were presented “as a key obstacle to progress-
ing nuclear disarmament”, they complained.

The May session

In the middle of the May session, Australia’s
Prime Minister, Malcolm Turnbull, announced
that a general election would be held on July 2.
Operating under so-called caretaker conven-
tions, the government then instructed its diplo-
mats in Geneva to “take a lower profile” in the
discussions. “This will mean relying on other
like-minded countries to be active, including in
raising questions to dispel the myths around a
‘ban treaty’,” a cable said.

Upon the conclusion of the May session,
Australian diplomats reported home that the
working group had “lent further momentum
to an early start on multilateral negotiations on
a ban treaty”. In Australia’s assessment, New
Zealand, Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico and
South Africa — members of a group called the
New Agenda Coalition — had run “a well-oiled
campaign to this end”.

“A striking feature of the May session was
the mobilisation of civil society, deftly coor-
dinated with prohibition-treaty-supporting
member states,” the diplomats wrote. “The
singular ban-treaty focus of these groups cre-
ated a campaign-like atmosphere during the
proceedings.”

Australia and other anti-ban nations had
“stepped up [their] engagement in response”,
“taking issue with the arguments of ban treaty
proponents, raising concerns about security
[and] claims of the existence of a legal gap”.
(Since December 2014, 127 nations have
pledged to cooperate in efforts “to fill the legal
gap” in the existing regime governing nuclear
weapons. These remain the only WMD not yet
banned.)

During the May session, a cross-region-
al group of nations, including Indonesia,
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submitted a working paper proposing that the
UN General Assembly convene a conference in
2017 “to negotiate a legally binding instrument
to prohibit nuclear weapons”.

In reaction to this, Australian officials pre-
pared talking points for the foreign minister,
Julie Bishop, in case any journalists were to ask
her about “Indonesia’s proposed conference”.
“The proposed conference is one of many ideas
suggested to the OEWG [open-ended working
group] for further discussion,” they encouraged
her to say, without rejecting the idea.

The August session

At the August session, the proposal to con-
vene a conference in 2017 to commence nego-
tiations on a nuclear-weapon-ban treaty had
become the main point of debate. The chair’s
draft report of the working group, to be sub-
mitted to the UN General Assembly’s First
Committee, said that a “majority of states”
had expressed their support for such a confer-
ence. But Australia disputed the accuracy of
that claim.

This prompted various regional groups,
representing all of the nations of Africa, Latin
America, the Caribbean and Southeast Asia,
along with several Pacific island and European
states, to deliver statements confirming their
support for the proposed conference. By the
end of the session, at least 107 had done so — an
overwhelming majority. Yet Australia contin-
ued to argue against including the word “major-
ity” in the report.

Following a week of intense negotiations
— including in closed-door meetings and over
dinner at the chair’s private residence — the
participating states appeared to have reached
agreement on a compromise text. The report
would simply “recognise” that a recommenda-
tion had been made to convene a conference in
2017 to negotiate a ban — a recommendation
that had received “widespread support”.

But Australia was unable even to accept
this formulation. In the closing session on
August 19, it informed the working group —
with well over one hundred nations in the room
— that it could not support the report, as it gave
undue prominence to the ban treaty. The chair
then offered to insert a note into the report to
reflect Australia’s decision to dissociate itself
from it. Still, this was not enough.
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to abolish nuclear weapons

Australia, acting alone (but with the
encouragement of the United States, accord-
ing to diplomatic sources), forced a vote on the
report — even though it had been painstakingly
negotiated with the expectation that it would be
adopted with unanimous support. Australia’s
extraordinary manoeuvre infuriated both sup-
porters and opponents of a ban.

And it prompted Guatemala to propose a
last-minute amendment. If nations are to be
forced to vote, they should do so on a clearly
worded recommendation to commence nego-
tiations in 2017 on a ban treaty (not on the
watered-down text). And so that is what they
did. The report was adopted with overwhelm-
ing support, and Australia left the meeting
red-faced.

Asked by the UK Guardian newspaper why
the government had decided to call the vote,
a foreign ministry spokesperson responded:
“It was the most effective way to register our
opposition to a recommendation to start nego-
tiations on a ban treaty. A consensus report was
not possible in the circumstances.”

The UN General Assembly

On September 21, during a high-level seg-
ment of the 71st session of the UN General
Assembly, Austria’s foreign minister, Sebastian
Kurz, announced that his country would join
other UN member states in tabling a resolution
to give effect to the key recommendation of the
UN open-ended working group.

A few days later, Austria, Brazil, Ireland,
Mexico, Nigeria and South Africa circulat-
ed a draft of the resolution, which proposes
20 days of negotiations in New York in 2017
on “a legally binding instrument to prohibit
nuclear weapons, leading towards their total
elimination”.

This document is now under consideration
in the First Committee of the General Assem-
bly, which deals with disarmament and inter-
national security matters. All nations will be
asked to vote on it in the final week of October
or first week of November. The proposed treaty
would place nuclear weapons on the same legal
footing as chemical and biological weapons,
which have long been prohibited under inter-
national law.

*Tim Wright is Asia-Pacific director of
ICAN &
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Corporate dictatorshi
TPP — Entrenching corporate power

The following is a submission by the
Communist Party to the Committee
Secretariat Foreign Affairs, Defence and
Trade Committee, Department of the
Senate, on the Trans Pacific Partnership
(TPP) trade agreement.

The Communist Party of Australia wel-
comes the opportunity to make this submis-
sion to the Department of the Senate.

We are concerned that there have been no
independent studies of the impact of the TPP
on the Australian people. The government’s
National Interest Assessment assessment pro-
vided to Senators was done by the Department
of Foreign Affairs and Trade, which negotiated
the agreement. This cannot be considered an
independent assessment.

The assessment made by a World Bank
study that the TPP will deliver only a tiny 0.7%
growth in the Australian economy after 15
years should inform the Senate when weighing
up the risk of locking Australia into an agree-
ment with destructive rules that would continue
to have an impact for decades. There is much at
stake; the TPP is much more than a trade deal.

We assert that if Senators make the Austral-
ian people’s interests a priority when consider-
ing this agreement there can be no other course
than to vote against this agreement.

The TPP is a framework for global cor-
porations to operate in which they could pre-
vent future governments elected by the people
of Australia from protecting the public inter-
est. Benefit for corporations does not trans-
late into good outcomes for most Australians
and there is a body of evidence and opinion to
support our position. The TPP will deliver a
Trojan horse for the enhancement of the power
of international corporations at the expense of
national sovereignty and interests.

The Productivity Commission and the
ACCC [Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission] have said that the Investor State
Dispute Settlement clause (ISDS) in the TPP
gives foreign investors special rights to sue
governments over domestic laws and regula-
tions at all levels of government.

It will allow the US to set the rules for the
region and for foreign corporations to bypass
domestic courts and sue governments over
changes to domestic law in unfair international
tribunals which have no independent judiciary,
no precedents and no appeals. Arbitral tribunals
set up under ISDS provisions are not courts.
Nor are they required to act like courts but their
decisions can significantly impact on national
economies and on regulatory systems within
nation states.

The value of such a clause was highlighted
when Phillip Morris moved part of its oper-
ations to Hong Kong to access just such a
clause to sue against the plain packaging laws
the Australian Government had brought in out
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We assert that if Senators make the Australian people’s interests
a priority when considering this agreement there can be
no other course than to vote against this agreement.

of concern for the health of its people. After 4
years and at a cost of $50 million the Phillip
Morris case was dropped because of a juris-
diction issue, not because the case was tested.
There were no winners when the cost and time
taken in defending the government’s right to
make such laws.

Globally there are an increasing number
of cases against health, environment and
other public interest laws. As we move further
towards the challenges that climate change will
present, the government must be free of exter-
nalities that can and should be avoided that may
impact on the government’s ability to respond.

Under the TPP, challenges to a range of
government measures can be made including
against measures relating to renewable energy,
measures affecting expropriation of assets, rev-
ocation of licences and permits, regulation of
energy tariffs, wrongful criminal prosecutions,
land zoning decisions, invalidation of patents
and sovereign bonds legislation. Such provi-
sions would also act as a deterrent to all levels
of government when considering changes to
regulations or legislation.

The TPP’s definition of “investments” by
transnational corporations includes stocks,
bonds, speculative financial instruments like
derivatives, licences, franchises, permits as
well as intellectual property. The application
of the ISDS provisions to the financial services,
in particular, could have alarming consequenc-
es for the economy and people of Australia.
It would give transnationals the right to chal-
lenge regulatory measures which fail to meet
their “expectations” or a “minimum standard
of treatment.”

For example, it could put the government at
considerable risk of being sued for taking meas-
ures to address growth of shadow, unregulated

offshore banking systems or take measures
during a financial crisis such as imposing
movement of capital in and out of Australia.
Foreign banks and other financial institutions
could sue the government for millions or even
billions of dollars for allegedly breaching their
profit-making “rights”.

The Commonwealth must not enter into
any agreement with one or more foreign coun-
tries that includes an investor-state dispute set-
tlement provision.

The ISDS will also impact on federal/state
relations and expose policy legislative and deci-
sional outputs of its politicians at every level
of government to challenges by global corpo-
rations with no obligation to take account of
domestic or international governance arrange-
ments beyond the narrowly focused investment
obligations.

It is interesting to note that when the
Howard Government negotiated the US/Aus-
tralia FTA an ISDS was deemed to be unneces-
sary on the grounds Australia and the US have
well developed court systems that can provide
fair decisions in disputes between investors and
governmental entities. The TPP has long-term
implications for our national judicial systems
and even wider concerns about democratic gov-
ernance. ISDS clauses cannot only be used to
challenge legislative and administrative acts by
governments but can be also used to call into
question the decisions of national courts.

The “safeguards” provided for in the agree-
ment for other health, environment, labour
rights and public interest regulation are weak
and not enforceable. This contrasts with the
legal rights of corporations to sue govern-
ments over environmental regulations which
are enforceable.

The TPP also gives more monopoly rights

to big pharmaceutical companies, so that they
can charge higher prices for medicines for
longer.

Here in Australia this means our health
system could pay hundreds of millions of dol-
lars a year more for lifesaving biologics medi-
cines (the kind that can treat serious diseases
like cancer). In developing countries it means
millions of people will simply go without the
treatment they need.

Any democratic government should have
the right to introduce new regulations or legis-
lation or change existing ones without the threat
of being sued by foreign corporations. It locks
in existing market models.

Despite promises, expert analysis shows
that labour rights in the TPP are not effective
or enforceable. Products of child or forced
labour are not banned, and not all workers are
protected. The agreement expands the use of
temporary migrant labour here in Australia
but provides no protections for their rights and
removes the requirement that we test for wheth-
er local labour is available first.

The TPP is not in the public interest; it is
a deal that is bad for democracy, health, work-
ers’ rights and the environment. The TPP was
negotiated behind closed doors with detailed
input from US corporate advisers, but with no
public input.

This agreement was signed by cabinet with-
out the scrutiny of the Parliament or the Austral-
ian people. The Communist Party of Australia
calls on the Senate to protect the interests of the
Australian people, for the elected government
to make laws and policy in their interest and
reject the TPP.

We would welcome the opportunity to give
evidence at a public hearing. &

Eliminate the blockade

Solidarity call: CTC declaration against economic, commercial and financial blockade

imposed by United States government against Cuba

To all our friends around the
world
The Central Workers’ Union of
Cuba (CTC) and its National
Trade Union Branches represent-
ing Cuban workers, in the lead-up
to Cuba introducing a report at
the General Assembly of United
Nations demanding the elimina-
tion of the unilateral, cruel and
genocidal blockade of the United
States against our country, call
friends around the world to sup-
port this declaration.

Due to the harm that block-
ade represents for the normal

development of the economy in
the country, Cuban workers acting
as creators of wealth will continue
looking for solutions to face diffi-
culties, turning each working place
into an impregnable bastion that
prevents our people from kneeling
down. And even under these cir-
cumstances our people will continue
fulfilling their international duty and
raising their voice defending justice
in any place around the world.
Although the US Presi-
dent has expressed several times
that the blockade is obsolete and
that it should be lifted and even

encouraged Congress to work in
that direction the blockade is still in
force.

Friends all over the world:

We call on you to join us in
condemning this cruel measure that
doesn’t allow us to increase produc-
tion and services with fullness and
to achieve a prosperous and sustain-
able development of our people.

Everybody voting against
Blockade!

San Carlos y Pefalver, Ciudad de La
Habana, Cuba &
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Israel’s history rewrite

Jonathan Cook

It was presumably intended as an
Israeli history lesson to the world.
A video posted to social media by
Israel’s foreign ministry shows an
everyday Jewish couple, Jacob
and Rachel, in a home named
the “Land of Israel”. A series of
knocks on the door brings 3,000
years of interruptions to their
happiness. First it’s the Assyr-
ians, followed by the Babylonians,
Hellenists, Arabs, Romans, Cru-
saders, Mamluks, and Ottomans
— all straight out of Monty Python
central casting.

Jacob and Rachel are forced by
the warring factions to relocate to
ever smaller parts of their home until
finally they have to pitch a tent in the
garden. Their fortunes change only
with the arrival of a servant of the
British Empire, who returns the title
deeds. A final knock disturbs their
celebrations. On the doorstep are a
penniless Palestinian couple, craning
their necks to see what goodies await
them inside.

The chauvinism in portraying
Jacob and Rachel as the only normal
folk, stoically enduring barbarians
butchering each other in their living
room, is ugly enough. But it is harder
still to take seriously an account in
which the Palestinians suddenly
appear out of nowhere in 1948, as
Britain departs.

A mile from my home in Naza-
reth are the ruins of Saffuriya, a cen-
turies-old Palestinian town until the
Israeli army expelled the inhabitants
in 1948 and blew up their homes.
More than 500 villages were simi-
larly razed.

In places where buildings were
left untouched, it is Jews — not Pal-
estinians — who squat in someone

else’s home. But the falsification runs
deeper.

Next to the rubble of Saffuriya
lies the much older Roman city of
Sephoris, where Jews settled nearly
2,000 years ago after their failed
revolts against the Roman empire. A
surviving synagogue’s mosaic floor
reveals that the Jews of Sephoris
worshipped the sun, so close had they
grown to the area’s pagan population.

Other entanglements abound. In
Nazareth’s old city is the world’s only
“synagogue church”, where Jesus
reputedly delivered his first sermon.
It is a reminder that many local Jews
would soon be calling themselves
Christians, and later Muslims. Far-
ther north, in the town of Bokaya,
an ancient synagogue can be found
next to churches and mosques. For
centuries the Abrahamic faiths lived
alongside each other in a communal
harmony unknown in Europe.

In fact, contrary to Israel’s ver-
sion of history, the most violent
clashes — aside from the Jewish
revolts — coincided with invasions
by Europeans, whether the aggres-
sive sectarianism of the Crusaders,
or the British-backed creation of an
ethno-religious “Jewish state” by
Zionists. More usually, Palestine’s
past was marked by cultural toler-
ance and genetic diversity. Conver-
sions and intermarriages meant the
region was a melting pot of identities
and beliefs.

Israel, of course, prefers to
obscure that history, because it leads
to an obvious conclusion: the region
needs less, not more, tribalism and
dogma of the sort Israel favours.

The Jewish majority in Israel
lives almost entirely apart from the
Palestinians who stayed on their
land and are today nominally citi-
zens. Meanwhile, in the West Bank
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A military checkpoint at the West Bank Barrier, near Abu Dis — a Palestinian town on the outskirts of Jerusalem.

— known to Israelis as the Biblical
kingdoms of “Judea and Samaria”
— Jewish settlers lord it over a ghet-
toised Palestinian population subject
to military rule.

Prime Minister Benjamin Netan-
yahu has been drafting a basic law
defining Israel as belonging to a
globalised “Jewish nation”, not the
country’s citizens. And he insists that
peace talks take place only once the
Palestinians under occupation rec-
ognise Israel as such a Jewish state
— a condition that, once viewed as
risible, has now been adopted by
Washington.

In a sign of the prevailing mood,
Israel’s education ministry has
recently banned from the curricu-
lum two novels featuring romantic
attachments between Jews and Arabs.
At the same time, the “green line”
that once demarcated the occupied

Seeking to block the move by
Shinzo Abe’s government to rush
forward with the ratification of
the Trans Pacific Partnership
(TPP) free trade agreement, over
8,000 rallied here on October 15.

Deliberations in the Japanese
parliament, the Diet, on a bill to for-
cibly approve TPP ratification began
on the previous day in the House of
Representatives special committee
on TPP issues.

Representing the rally initia-
tors, Japan Housewives Association
Advisor Yamane Kaoru delivered a
speech. She criticised the Abe Cabi-
net for pushing ahead with the TPP
ratification bill in defiance of con-
troversies about problems such as
misinterpretation of the TPP docu-
ments. She said, “Let’s strengthen
and increase our opposition in order
to foil the government’s attempt to
ratify the TPP.”

People from various anti-TPP
movements appeared on the stage
and expressed their determination
to block the government’s move to
join in the free-trade framework.

Muranaka Chihiro, a member
of a young people’s anti-TPP group
in Hokkaido, said, “We will con-
tinue raising our voices until we can
change the present pro-business soci-
ety to one respecting people’s lives.”

A representative of a farm-
ers’ group in Shiga Prefecture said,
“The Abe administration’s pro-TPP
policy will destroy Japan’s agricul-
ture. There is no future for a nation
incapable of feeding its people from
domestic produce. I will work hard
to put a stop to the TPP ratification.”

Japanese Communist Party
(JCP) Secretariat head Koike Akira,
together with JCP Diet members
Kasai Akira, Takahashi Chizu-
ko, Hatano Kimie, and Hatayama

Kazuya, attended the rally. Repre-
sentatives of the Social Democratic
Party and the Liberal Party (the
former People’s Life Party) also
participated.

In his speech, the JCP’s Koike
pointed out that both of the 2016
US presidential candidates are
expressing their opposition to the
TPP as American citizens are angry
that they may be deprived of their
jobs for the sake of multinational
corporations. “Let’s join hands with
people inside and outside Japan to
stop the TPP.” Koike said.

A message from US organisa-
tion Public Citizen which opposes
the TPP was read out at the rally.

After the rally, participants
paraded through Tokyo’s busy shop-
ping district of Ginza.

Shimbun Akahata
The offical newspaper of the
Japanese Communist Party @

Palestinian territories has been erased
from Israeli classroom maps, imply-
ing instead that it is all Greater Israel.

Faced with Israel’s zero-sum
policies and diplomacy, Palestinians
have grown increasingly anxious
about the future.

Last week a resolution from
UNESCO, the UN’s scientific and
cultural body, gave voice to their
concerns. It highlighted Israeli
threats to the most important Muslim
and Christian heritage sites under
occupation.

Recognising the importance of
Jerusalem “for the three monotheistic
religions”, the resolution nonetheless
warned that Israel was exploiting its
illegal control to erase the Palestin-
ians’ connection to such sites, espe-
cially Al Aqsa mosque.

Hoping to deflect attention away
from these criticisms, Israel railed

against the UN for denying prima-
cy to its narrative. Al Agsa must be
billed equally as Temple Mount,
Netanyahu insisted, referring to a
long-lost Jewish temple believed
to be buried under the Jerusalem
mosque.

But the ruined temple’s likely
location leads to the opposite con-
clusion Netanyahu has reached: not
that the Jews have a stronger claim
to sovereignty, but that the region’s
peoples and religions are impossibly
intertwined.

That should be the chief lesson
for the current Jacobs and Rachels,
many of them living in armed and
relentlessly expanding colonies on
stolen Palestinian territory.

This land was always shared,
and there will be no peace until it is
again.
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Turkey and US

Finian Cunningham

Last week Western news media
were full of reports on the “epic”
battle for Mosul where US-backed
forces are supposedly set to defeat
the Islamic State terror group
besieging the northern Iraqi city.

There is little doubt that the Iraqi
army aided by Iranian Shia militia
and Kurdish Peshmerga are intent
on routing the militants from Iraq’s
second city, which has been under a
reign of terror since June 2104.

But the intentions of other pro-
tagonists are decidedly more dubi-
ous. The US is providing air strikes
supposedly to aid the ground forces
penetrating Mosul, as are NATO
members France and Turkey. Turk-
ish air strikes on the city have report-
edly begun despite objections from
the Iraqi government, which is urging
Ankara to stay out of the battle.

The Iraqi authorities have a long-
running dispute with President Recep
Tayyip Erdogan’s government since
Turkish military invaded northern
Iraq last year, claiming that it had a
deal with Baghdad to train Arab mili-
tias to fight the Islamic State (IS, also
known as Daesh). Baghdad insists
it gave no such permission and has
time and again reiterated demands
for Turkish troops to withdraw from
its territory, but to no avail.

Far from withdrawing, Erdogan
is pointedly ignoring the Iraqi Prime
Minister Haider al Abadi, asserting
that his troops will march on Mosul.
The launch of air strikes by Turkey
serves to emphasise Erdogan’s deter-
mination to shape the battle for the
city.

With typical bluster, Erdogan
dismissed the Iraqi premier as noth-
ing more than an “administrator of a
Shia army”, and added: “If we say we
want to be both at the table and in the
field, there is a reason.”

As the Hurrivet newspaper
reported, Erdogan’s ambitions are
more about gaining military and
administrative control over Mosul in
conjunction with the Syrian city of
Raqqa, rather than liaising with the
Iraqi government to eliminate IS.

Erdogan also stridently called
on the US to side with Turkey in
its ambitions rather than with Iraq.
Addressing Washington, he said: “Do
you have a NATO partnership with
Iraq? No. Then you can’t put us in a
position of preference against Iraq.”

A Kurdish Peshmerga soldier.

Meanwhile, Russia’s Foreign
Minister Sergey Lavrov expressed
concerns that jihadi extremists could
flee from Mosul into neighbouring
Syria, presenting a greater chal-
lenge to the Syrian-Russian cam-
paign to defeat terror groups there.
Lavrov said that Russia would exer-
cise military force to stop this from
happening.

Intriguingly, Lavrov added: “The
city [Mosul] is surrounded, but not
completely. I do not know why. Pos-
sibly, they’ve just failed. It is to be
hoped they just failed, and were not
reluctant to do so.”

It is notable that in previous US-
Turkish assaults on IS-held towns
there have been unconfirmed reports
of large numbers of the jihadists
being covertly afforded safe passage
out of harm’s way. This has been sus-
pected of happening in US-backed
offensives on Iraqi cities of Fallu-
jah and Ramadi, and in the northern
Syrian town of Manbij.

As the offensive on Mosul gets
underway, there are similar suspi-
cions that the US, Turkey and Saudi
military objective is not about crush-
ing the IS hold-outs, but rather evac-
uating these mercenaries from the
city.

Said Mamuzini of the Kurdistan
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Democratic Party (KDP) in Iraq
believes that up to 7,000 militants
belonging to the IS will be given safe
passage out of Mosul to reconsoli-
date with other jihadist mercenaries
already in Syria.

This of course negates Wash-
ington and Ankara’s official claims
of fighting against IS. But it is fully
consistent with the critical assess-
ment that the US and its allies have
all along been covertly sponsoring
various terror groups to wage a war
for regime change in Syria. The latter
being a strategic ally for Russia and
Iran in the pivotal Middle Eastern
region.

Across Syria and Iraq there are
three main strongholds remaining for
Al- Qaeda-associated terror groups,
whether they go by the name of IS,
Jabhat al Nusra, Ahrar al Shams,
Jaysh al Fatah or some other nom de
guerre. These terror bases are Aleppo
city in Syria, Mosul in Iraq and posi-
tioned roughly halfway between
those two sites is Raqqa located in
central Syria.

It seems significant that as Syrian
and Russian forces bear down on the
militants besieging the eastern quar-
ter of Aleppo that Washington and its
allies have escalated a media cam-
paign decrying “war crimes” in order
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6:30 pm for 7:00 pm start
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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 fo
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.
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to halt that offensive. This has been
accompanied by vociferous efforts
from the US, Britain and France
to implement no-fly zones around
Aleppo. This all strongly suggests
that the Western powers are trying to
extricate their proxy insurgents from
the Aleppo crucible.

More than coincidently, it seems,
while the drama of Aleppo has been
underway, the Turkish and US mili-
tary launched a major campaign in
August to effectively annex large
swathes of northern Syria, due east
from Aleppo and stretching nearly
100 kilometres back to the city of
Jarablus on the Euphrates, proximate
to the Turk border.

Violating sovereignty

Indeed, Turkish forces occupy-
ing Jarablus have begun erecting the
national flag of Turkey on public
buildings, much to the consternation
of the Syrian government which has
denounced it as a violation of its sov-
ereign territory.

All the while, Turkey and the US
have claimed that the northern Syrian
operations are aimed at “cleansing”
the area from IS terrorists. But more
troubling are reports that the mili-
tants whom Turkey in particular has
been mentoring during these opera-
tions are indistinguishable from IS in
terms of brutish ideology towards any
local people deemed to be “infidels”.

In the Turk-led capture this week
of the northern Syrian border city of
Dabiq, the Western media portrayed
this as a “liberation” from IS terror-
ists. But it was evident from France
24 news footage that the new gun-
toting militants were shouting out
Islamist slogans. Syrian sources
say that the residents are fearful of
having to live under yet another reign
of terror as before.

There are also reports of Turkish
military forces this week firing artil-
lery at the Syrian villages of Sourkeh

October 26, 2016 @

in Efrin district and Deir Ballout,
causing civilians, women and chil-
dren to flee, and prompting Syrian
sources to comment that Turkey is
actually mounting a campaign of
“ethnic cleansing”.

This is important context to
underscore the wider implications of
the battle at Mosul. It could be a case
of all jihadist safe corridors leading
to Raqqa.

Turkey and the US have been
mulling military plans for several
weeks now to extend their north-
ern Syrian security curtain down
to Raqqa. This concurs with what
Erdogan was boasting about last
week when he indicated that the US-
backed offensive on Mosul should be
integrated with broader plans to mili-
tarily take Raqqa.

If the jihadist mercenaries can be
shunted safely into Raqqa from either
Aleppo or Mosul, they would then be
able to consolidate there under the
safety of a Turkish and US de facto
no-fly zone if the latter NATO forces
do actually proceed with plans to take
Raqqa, as Erdogan bragged about.

Moreover, because of the US-
Turk annexed territory straddling the
Syrian borders, the jihadists shel-
tered in Ragqa would once again be
plugged into a Turk lifeline as never
before, and therefore be able to live
to fight another day.

Russia needs to make sure
Aleppo falls with no terrorist break-
out; and, as Lavrov hinted, Moscow
must make sure too that there is no
influx of jihadists from Mosul into
Syria. Russia should also demand
that Turkey and the US do not take
any steps towards a military takeover
of Raqqa, as Erdogan is calling for.

That battle, in the future, to clear
illegally armed insurgents from their
final bastion in Raqqa should be the
prerogative of the Syrian army and its
trusted allies.
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Dead end

The article “Action urged to pro-
tect children” (Guardian — Octo-
ber 5) says that the Human Rights
Law Centre, Amnesty, and the
National Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Legal Services
called on the Federal and North-
ern Territory governments to be
proactive in protecting children in
detention while awaiting the royal
commission’s findings.

So far, so social democratic and
commendable. But, the Guardian
is a communist newspaper. Is this
an adequate response to the horrif-
ic torture and human rights abuse of

predominantly aboriginal children in
juvenile detention that was so graphi-
cally displayed on Four Corners?
At a minimum we should be call-
ing for the immediate release of all
those children into the care of Abo-
riginal controlled community organi-
sations. Aboriginal people have been
oppressed for some 228 years by this
same state that you are appealing to
for justice.
Sowing illusions in the state to
rectify racist terror is a dead-end.
David Bastin
ACT

Enough

Despite councils, governments,
businesses and politicians talking
and talking about sustainability,
climate change, the protection of
the natural environment and wild-
life, we are actually doing little.
We go on using finite resources,
continuing to build large projects,
consuming, without much regard
for the ecological damage we do,
the carbon we create, the indig-
enous habitat we lose, or further
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fragmentation of the bush and the
disturbance and destruction we
cause.

I think we really have to start
somewhere very soon with, not just
the talk theory of the importance
of the environment, but actually
putting this into practice and cer-
tainly not at contributing to the loss
of the liveability and sustainability
of our towns, our regions, our state,
country and our planet. Our earth is
already on overreach with human
beings’ grossly over-exploitative use
of its resources. And this just cannot
continue.

We have in Australia and the
world lost so much forest and animal
species through land clearing, cli-
mate change and human settlements
and developments already, we must
really make a start in preserving what
remains. Too much is at stake. We
need to take a stand and say enough,
stop.

Not just for the welfare and bet-
terment of humanity and the future
we pass on to our (and other peo-
ples’) kids and their children, but
for the other creatures and life forms
that inhabit the planet and the health

of the earth itself. This is the only
liveable planet we have; it provides
our air, water, food, shelter and
homes; let’s treat it with the respect
it deserves.

I’'m only one person and can’t do
everything, but I can do something.
We all have skills, talents and abili-
ties. We can all do something, each
small contribution taken together
can add up to a real movement for
change. Even small steps in a little
town can have a lot of impact on the
local community and region and fur-
ther afield and even inspire others
elsewhere as an example.

Just like many of us have learned
from other peoples’ environmental
and human rights struggles in other
places around the world. As the song
says, from small things, big things
grow. I think most people are aware
of what needs to change; now they
need to get active and demand that
those in authority really listen, prop-
erly consult and act responsibly.

We live in an era of massive
changes and challenges. There is
very great pressure on the health of
the earth’s ecosystems. Our soci-
ety, lifestyle and economy and our
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relationship with the earth must
change. We need to work together to
protect what’s still left intact and start
the process of renewal, by restoring,
repairing and reviving the natural
world and humanities connections to
it. If this generation doesn’t make the
effort do it, then it’s too late for the
wellbeing of the natural world and
the creatures that depend on it.

The ecological situation is dire
and is having an increasing damaging
effect on people’s lives, especially
those already suffering from pover-
ty and disadvantage. Environmental
destruction is also putting more pres-
sure on many endangered wild ani-
mals that are struggling to survive.
Let’s decide to start the momentum to
change our ways, for us to be the wise
generation that solved these urgent
problems. We have the capacity and
knowledge to do it; we must now act
and empower ourselves and strive to
find the will to make this transforma-
tion really happen. Enough inaction.

“What’s the use of a fine house if
you haven’t got a tolerable planet to
put it on?” — Henry David Thoreau

Steven Katsineris
Vic
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The CIA - what a great bunch

The CIA: What a congenial bunch of good-
natured humanitarians they are! Just ask
anyone. Well, perhaps not anyone. No one
who’s had a relative assassinated by order
of the CIA, for example. Nor would I ask
anyone who has seen their elected govern-
ment overthrown in a CIA-engineered coup
and replaced by a right-wing pro-business
anti-people regime. And certainly not any of
that large band of people who have found
themselves incarcerated and tortured in
secret prisons the CIA operates in foreign
countries.

Yes, secret prisons. The CIA apparently
takes its mission to “gather intelligence” so seri-
ously that when it encounters people who might
be reluctant to talk to its agents it has no qualms
about resorting to torture. We should bear in
mind that some years ago Amnesty Internation-
al issued a report that described many of the
routine practices in the prison system within the
US itself as “torture”. Hardly surprising then
that they would use it in foreign locations that
are kept hidden from the nation’s elected rep-
resentatives in Congress (on the principle, pre-
sumably, that what they don’t know about they
can’t interfere with).

Subjecting people to torture is such a US
speciality that they have for years trained the
torturers for numerous barbarous regimes.
When the contradiction between this prac-
tice and the USA’s oft-professed concern
for “human rights” became too glaring, the
relevant US authorities, including the CIA,
arranged to hide their involvement by con-
tracting the work out to some of their more

brutal client regimes such as the one they’d
installed in Egypt.

Taking people prisoner in one country
and secretly moving them to an unrecorded
prison in another country is given the euphe-
mistic description of “rendering”. It is a CIA
speciality.

Human Rights Watch (HRW) has just
released a report in which Ridha al-Najjar, 51,
and Lotfi al-Arabi El Gherissi, 52, two Tuni-
sians who were rendered all the way to Afghan-
istan, describe what happened to them in a CIA
prison called Cobalt, which was known to its
inmates as the “Dark Prison” or the “Salt Pit”.
The two men give gruesome accounts of vari-
ous forms of torture they were subjected to.
Now, I know HRW is not always reliable, the
CIA itself using it to release planted stories of
torture and abuse by governments that are out
of favour with the US. But in a case like this I
think we can be reasonably confident the CIA
has not coloured the report!

US commentators have focussed on HRW’s
revelations about forms of torture used by the
CIA that are not included in the “executive
summary” of the US Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee’s report into the use of torture. That
report was sufficiently embarrassing that it is
still classified as “Top Secret” and its details
are consequently unknown.

Both Tunisian men independently described
being threatened with a makeshift electric chair,
deprived of sleep, subjected to multiple forms
of water torture, chained by their wrists to the
ceilings of their cells for extended periods of
time, and severely beaten.

Al-Najjar recounted his interrogators at
Cobalt “threatening the ‘well-being of his
family,” using ‘sound disorientation techniques,’
denying him sleep using round-the-clock inter-
rogations, depriving him of any ‘sense of time,’
keeping him in ‘isolation in total darkness; low-
ering the quality of his food,” using cold tem-
peratures, playing music ‘24 hours a day, and
keeping him shackled and hooded.””

Horrifying though that is, what struck me
most forcibly was the discovery that both men
were set free in 2015 “after being in CIA cus-
tody for 13 years without charge”! Keeping
people in prison, incommunicado and without
trial has got nothing to do with gathering intel-
ligence. It’s clearly a form of state terrorism.

Neither man was offered any compensa-
tion by the US government, despite the fact that
the abuses occurred while they were under the
effective control of “US security forces.”

Nadia Prupis of Common Dreams com-
mented: “Today, al-Najjar and EI Gherissi live
with their families in Tunisia in destitute condi-
tions, struggling with severe trauma. Al-Najjar,
who said his hips, ankle, and back were broken
in detention, told HRW that he is still suffering
from damage to several internal organs, as well
as his ear. ‘My sister has five kids,” he said. ‘I
am the sixth.’

“El Gherissi lives with his family in a house
that has no doors or full roof. He shares a bed
with his elderly mother and cannot afford to
see a doctor.”

They could both be compensated out of
the CIA’s huge but largely undisclosed budget
without any trouble at all, but that would set

a very dangerous precedent. After all, no one
actually knows how many of these secret
prisons there are, let alone how many indi-
viduals have been “rendered” to them. Not to
mention all those other victims of the CIA’s
machinations whose relatives might also seek
compensation!

When the working class finally takes over
the United States — as it will eventually — one
of the most important tasks of the new, people’s
government will be to uncover the truth about
all the assassinations, coups, disappearances,
terrorist massacres and all the rest of the hor-
rific tally of murderous events attributable to
the CIA. But of course, that agency was only
carrying out the wishes of the capitalists who
ran the USA.

Capitalism, not the CIA, would ultimate-
ly be responsible. But however diabolical, the
activities of the CIA are but part of capitalism’s
multifarious crimes. Think about the victims of
capitalism’s innumerable wars, for example.
As Common Dreams observed, “The United
States is currently engaged in active wars in
Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Yemen, and Somalia.
It has deployed troops on the Russian border,
played push-and-shove with China in Asia, and
greatly extended its military footprint on the
African continent.”

Even more importantly, think about all the
people whose lives will be snuffed out prema-
turely and all the others whose lives will be
deformed by the poverty that capitalism creates
wherever it goes.

Even the CIA’s budget would be inadequate
to provide compensation to them! &



Guardian

Movie Reviews
o o [ ) @
Vichims’ ftesfimonies

Blacklisted

Conspiratorial bosses, undercover
police, rigged courts, telephone
tapping, victimisation, bullying,
appallingly dangerous working
conditions, workers dead and
injured. Not a pretty list, is it?

But it’s a real one, because all
these shocking factors and their con-
sequences were part of the blacklist-
ing which was practised for decades
against British workers. And all are
laid bare in this new short documen-
tary produced by Reel News, now
available free on YouTube.

Tom Wood’s film takes us back
to the political stirrings among work-
ers across Europe following the
imperialist slaughter of WW1 and
the actions of bosses and the state to
identify, and deal with, individuals
and groups of workers they saw as a
threat to the capitalist system — and
to companies’ profits.

In 1919, employers created the
Economic League, an organisation
which gathered information on trade
union and political activists. Corpo-
rate members of the league could vet
job applicants, checking against the
league’s lists. League victims were
blacklisted.

Exposure of the league’s activi-
ties in 1990 led to huge public pres-
sure and in 1993 it was wound up.
But a group involving Britain’s big-
gest construction companies pur-
chased its files for £10,000 and
established the Consulting Associa-
tion (CA) which, concentrating on
the construction industry, effectively
continued its work.

The CA was itself exposed fol-
lowing a 2009 raid by the govern-
ment’s Information Commissioner’s
Office (ICO) and more than 3,000
construction workers were revealed to
have been blacklisted, though the ICO
left the association free to destroy at
least 90 percent of the files that it kept.

Much of the strength of Black-
listed comes from the testimonies of
victims. Action by trade unions and
the Blacklist Support Group even-
tually won £70 million compensa-
tion for some of the victims from the
companies responsible for their years
out of work and their wrecked fami-
lies. There are almost certainly thou-
sands more.

But, as the film points out, the
story is far from over. Not a single
company has been prosecuted for
its role in the scandal and the sup-
port group and unions are campaign-
ing for a public inquiry. The battle
continues.

Peter Lazenby
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Fun family animation comedy — Storks.
American Honey

The well-worn coming-of-age
drama in pursuit of the American
dream is given a fresh take in this
long road-trip film, which may
leave you wondering if you have
been taken for a pointless ride by
the end.

Devoid of a discernible plot it
centres on teenage Star (Sasha Lane)
who, in a bid to escape her impover-
ished life, joins a travelling magazine
sales crew of young misfits — mainly
non-actors — and criss-crosses the
Midwest with them. She’s seduced
by their joie de vivre, their hard par-
tying ways and their charismatic lead
salesman Jake (Shia LaBeouf), whose
job is to recruit new girls to the team.

In this, her first US film, Brit-
ish film-maker Andrea Arnold cap-
tures the hopelessness and crushed
dreams of the young and poor while
providing an acute observation of the
socio-economic divides in the US as
it switches from fly on-the-wall real-
ism to fanciful reverie.

Newcomer Lane shows exciting
promise as the angst ridden Star and
holds her own opposite LaBeouf.

He veers from charming to dan-
gerously on the edge with effortless
ease, while Riley Keough — Elvis
Presley’s granddaughter — makes a
formidable madame/boss of the sales
Crew.

You spend most of the film
expecting Star to end up badly as she
hooks up with pervy oil-rig workers

and creepy rich middle-aged men in
white Stetsons. Even so, very little
happens and yet you’re lured in by
the film’s stunning visuals, hypnotic
rhythm and eclectic characters.
However after three hours,
beautifully compelling as they are,
you may wonder if you’ve just been
watching paint dry.
Maria Duarte

Inferno

After the sad fiasco Hollywood
made of Joseph Heller’s classic
novel Catch 22, I’ve tended to
approach movies based on best-
sellers with caution.

Never having read 2013’s Infer-
no, Dan Brown’s third best-selling
Robert Langdon thriller, I’ve no idea
if the film stays true to its source.

No matter, because if you enjoy
vigorous and fast-paced action,
thrills and suspense, then director
Ron Howard — reunited with Tom
Hanks as famed symbologist-turned-
hero Langdon and armed with David
Koepp’s muscular screenplay — defi-
nitely delivers.

Langdon boldly goes where no
others would to save humanity from
a madman about to wipe out half the
world’s population by unleashing a
deadly virus.

Initially, though, rescue seems
unlikely. Langdon wakes in an Ital-
ian hospital plagued by nightmarish
visions and minus his memory and is

soon pursued by a variety of villains
— or are they?

Fortuitously, sassy doctor Sienna
Brooks (Felicity Jones) joins him to
race across Europe from one museum
to another where, employing Dante
as their unlikely guide, they decode
ancient clues and dodge danger and
death at every turn.

Hanks, while not always entire-
ly convincing playing an academic,
makes an engaging Everyman hero
Jones is good value and their various
pursuers, ranging from the good to
the bad and the maybe in-between,
do the business.

Howard tells this tall tale brisk-
ly, maintaining a fast pace to elide
improbable plot points and decorates
the drama with well-used Florence,
Venice and Istanbul locations.

It’s not art but it works well as a
satisfying action thriller.

Alan Frank

Storks

With so many children currently
accessing the internet and learning
so much, it’s somewhat surpris-
ing to hear the young Nate asking
storks to bring him a brother in
this animation comedy.

What Nate doesn’t know is that
traditional avian baby delivery ended
ages ago and storks now aerially
deliver goods for a massive online
company.

When boss Hunter — “I saved this
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company by getting out of babies and
into package delivery” — promotes
his stork son Junior, the fledgling
gets charge of the human girl Tulip,
whose existence has hitherto been
kept a secret.

Enjoyably comic chaos ensues
when she accidentally revives long-
dormant machinery and produces
a baby girl, leaving her and Junior
to keep quiet and try to deliver the
errant infant.

Screenwriter Nick Stoller, who
co-directs with Doug Sweetland, flies
high with this amusingly loony com-
puter-generated fantasy.

The crazy comic action comes
fast and frequently, most memora-
bly with the posse of shape-shifting
wolves who pursue the daring deliv-
erers and then neatly switches to
credible, if by-the-book, sentiment
for the climax.

Vocal casting is spot on. Andy
Samberg amuses as Junior and there’s
sterling support from Katie Crown as
Tulip and Kelsey Grammer as Jun-
ior’s bombastic father Hunter, while
Jennifer Aniston — always better
heard than seen — is good too as the
baby-wanting Nate’s mother.

It’s a fun family film. But accom-
panying adults might be well advised
to pay attention because, with sex
education widespread in schools, the
film could leave them facing diffi-
cult-to-answer enquiries regarding
human procreation.

Alan Frank
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Haiti beyond Matthew

Alison Doig

My heart and prayers go out to the com-
munities in Haiti who must once again
mourn their lost family and friends, their
lost homes and their lost livelihoods.

Hurricane Matthew killed hundreds before
moving on from Haiti, showing the power of
the weather to devastate the lives of the poorest
and most vulnerable people.

The immediate response for humanitarian
and development agencies, such as Christian
Aid and our partners in Haiti, must be securing
basic needs for the most affected people: food,
shelter, clean water, blankets, sanitation and
hygiene supplies.

In time, this emergency response to the dis-
aster will move to recovery and rehabilitation
of communities, to allow them to build a decent
life in the difficult aftermath of the devastation.

The people of Haiti know that this is not
a one-off event; they know that they will have
to face similar disasters in the future, and this
reality must be terrifying.

With the advancement of climate change
there is a greater acceptance that small island
states such as Haiti will be exposed to ever
increasing weather events such as Matthew.
Deforestation has exacerbated this vulnerabil-
ity, which helps to explain why neighbouring
Dominican Republic is often less affected by
storms than Haiti.

Hurricane Matthew then moved on to Flor-
ida. But richer nations and people, while still
severely affected, have the ability to bounce
back and to put up defences — either physical
barriers to strengthen houses, roads and flood
defences or through insurance and financial
buffers.

But for the people of Haiti each extreme
weather event — on top of the devastating earth-
quake of 2010 — pushes them back even fur-
ther into poverty, making it harder to recover
each time.

As a 2012 report notes, the effects of cli-
mate change are having an “increasingly impor-
tant” and “significant” role in natural disasters
in Latin America and the Caribbean. But the
knowledge we have on climate change means
we have the opportunity, after rescue and recov-
ery, to build up Haiti’s resilience to climate
change.
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The people of Haiti know that this is not a one-off event; they know that they will have to face similar disasters in the future.

Haiti committed to reduce its emissions
by 30 percent by 2030, as part of the Intended
Nationally Determined Contribution it submit-
ted to the United Nations a year ago, ahead of
the Paris agreement. Haiti’s climate action plan
highlights the need to work at a national and
local level to support communities to be dis-
aster ready.

While Christian Aid’s local partners in
Haiti were able to help evacuate many people,
building resilience in post-hurricane context
means, for instance, replacing top soil that
has been washed away along with this year’s
crops. Essentials — roads, communication sys-
tems, supplies of water, food and cooking fuel
— will all have to be strengthened to withstand
increasing storm force.

In 2015, states and humanitarian agencies
at the World Humanitarian Summit agreed to
“end need” and to use, rather than replace, local
capacity. In order for this to happen, commu-
nities in Haiti and beyond must be sufficient-
ly resourced and equipped to face climatic
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challenges, so that they can protect themselves
against the impacts of future disasters.

It can be done. For instance, after the 2010
earthquake Christian Aid’s local partners in
Haiti helped farmers get back on their feet,
trained local masons to repair houses, and
taught 35,000 people how to prepare for and
respond to natural disasters. Our partners also
built 550 earthquake-resistant homes: we have
heard reports that in some areas hit by Hurri-
cane Matthew, these robust houses withstood
the force of the storm.

But what does this mean for countries such
as the UK? What can we do beyond respond-
ing to disaster? First of all, we must do eve-
rything we can do to deliver the Paris climate
agreement to hold climate change below 1.5C
of warming, and prevent the continued escala-
tion of extreme weather around the world.

This means having a national carbon reduc-
tion plan in place to reduce our own carbon
emissions, while at the same time support-
ing a rapid global transition to a low-carbon

Guardian
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future. The UK carbon reduction plan must put
the UK economy — energy, transport, indus-
try, homes — on a path towards a zero-carbon
future. This means a significant shift of invest-
ments from high fossil fuel technologies of the
past, and towards renewable energy and energy
efficiency.

And secondly, the world’s rich nations must
live up to their commitments to finance adap-
tation and resilience in the poorest nations —
such as Haiti — to help them help themselves
to be better prepared in the face of increasing
extreme weather.

There was a promise made at the COP21
negotiations in Paris last December to deliver
at least US$100 billion of climate finance every
year to support the poorest countries to respond
to climate change, while lifting their people out
of poverty. Wealthy nations must present plans
for delivering these funds at the 2016 UN cli-
mate negotiations in Marrakesh next month, so
that countries like Haiti can build back, better.
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