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Any expectations that the Turnbull govern-
ment would be different to the one fronted 
by Tony Abbott have long been dashed. 
Malcolm Turnbull sold his soul to the 
ultra-right forces within the Liberal Party 
to gain the prime ministership, and remains 
beholden to them. These forces are a well-
organised grouping within the Liberal and 
also National Parties. They do the front 
running for big corporations, along with the 
Murdoch media and a host of right-wing 
“think tanks”.

Family First and One Nation Senators also 
line up on the far right, including Family First’s 
Bob Day who recently was forced to resign.

Their membership includes Liberals Tony 
Abbott, Eric Abetz, Cory Bernardi, George 
Brandis, Scott Morrison, Michaelia Cash, 
Matthias Cormann, Peter Dutton, Cencetta 
Fierra Vanti-Wells and National Party George 
Christiensen.

Some of the better known think tanks are 
the Institute of Public Affairs (IPA), its spin-off 
the Sydney Institute, the Institute for Private 
Enterprise, the Menzies Research Centre, the 
HR Nicholls Society, the Centre for Independ-
ent (sic) Studies (CIS), the Australian Strategic 
Policy Institute (ASPI), Committee for Eco-
nomic Development of Australia and the Lowy 
Institute.

They also have strong links with other 
overseas institutions with whom they consult 
and coordinate their policy development.

For example, the IPA has a close relation-
ship with the American Enterprise Institute, an 
extreme right-wing think tank.

Globalisation drives 
neo-liberal agenda

Most of these think tanks have their ori-
gins in the 1970s and ‘80s, a period when the 
capitalist class was turning away from Key-
nesian economics towards “free market” pol-
icies of deregulation, privatisation and trade 
liberalisation.

This shift arose out of the changing 
demands of transnational corporations as they 
expanded their operations around the world – 
a process now called “globalisation”. Foreign 
investments, mergers and takeovers were on the 
rise as giant monopolies carved up the globe.

State borders, differing regulations, restric-
tions on foreign investment, import tariffs and 
quotas, controls on capital fl ows, labour laws 

and other government regulations were seen as 
barriers to their operations.

These corporations were forever looking 
for larger and larger profi ts and new sources 
of profi t-generation. Hence the drive for cor-
porate tax cuts, privatisation and more recently 
the export of jobs overseas and import of cheap 
labour on 457 and other visas.

In Australia, the process got under way in 
earnest under the Hawke/Keating government. 
At the time it was referred to as “economic 
rationalism”. In Britain it was Margaret Thatch-
er who led the charge and in the US Ronald 
Reagan with “Reaganomics”.

Those pushing these hard, right-wing 
scorched-earth policies were referred to as the 
New Right. They were well organised as they 
set out to displace the small “l” liberals and 
take-over the Coalition parties. Their policies 
were also taken up by the Labor Party.

As a captive of the hard right, Turn-
bull had little choice but to ditch many of his 

previously held positions or face the boot as 
Prime Minister.

The Howard government with Peter Reith 
and later Kevin Andrews and Tony Abbott as 
industrial relations ministers, launched a mas-
sive offensive against the trade union move-
ment and workers. Successive waves of 
legislation saw the undermining of hard won 
and long held rights and working conditions.

While employers were popping champagne 
corks, workers were being crucifi ed under the 
most vicious pieces of the Howard govern-
ment’s legislation – WorkChoices with its non-
union, individual employment contracts and 
their enforcer the Australian Building and Con-
struction Commission.

Neo-liberalism – or “free market” eco-
nomics – the terms commonly used today, 
has resulted in a massive widening of the gap 
between the rich and those on lower incomes, 
lower living standards for many and rising job 
insecurity. Privatisation alongside successive 

cuts to social security, health services, public 
education and other areas of the public sector 
have hit the most vulnerable the hardest.

More and more people are rejecting the pol-
icies of the extreme right. This is refl ected in 
the turmoil in the US elections and the election 
of a left candidate as leader of the Labour Party 
in Britain. The unpopularity of the major parties 
has also opened the door to the extreme right 
parties such as Family First and One Nation.

Media plays crucial role
The capitalist media plays an important 

role in selling highly unpopular polices as nec-
essary – “living beyond our means”, “budget 
crisis”, “mustn’t leave an unmanageable debt 
to our children”, and so on. At the same time 
the vulnerable, the poor, and the unemployed 
are blamed for their plight as though it is some 
behavioural or attitudinal problem on their part, 
not the capitalist system.

Continued on page 2
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The fi ght for 
peace and the environment

The most important issues facing humankind are climate change 
and the abolition of all instruments of mass destruction – nuclear, 
chemical, biological and prevention of any other as yet undeveloped 
– on earth or in space. These have been the primary concerns of 
the peace movement ever since the US dropped the atom bomb on 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945 and the emergence and growing 
awareness of the threat of climate change to all life on earth.

Since the end of World War II, the Soviet Union, then the only 
country other than the US with a nuclear arsenal, repeatedly urged 
the destruction of these weapons and one-sidedly pledged that it 
would not make a fi rst strike.

US policymakers refused to emulate this pledge and, instead, 
continued to develop ever more deadly weapons in greater quanti-
ties – forcing the USSR to do the same.

Since the fall of the European socialist countries the offi cial US 
line has been that the “cold war” has ended. Of course, we dispute 
that assertion.

Destroying socialism and the absolute subjugation of humanity 
to the profi t interests of transnational capitalism remains the highest 
priority on the agenda of US imperialism. The Asian “pivot” by the 
US with its military occupation of Australia’s north and its coalition 
of willing has seen the belligerent focus of the US turn on China 
with its socialist agenda and communist government.

The unbridled greed of US imperialism has wrought war and 
devastation.

It is not necessary to detail the countries that have been bombed, 
invaded, subverted, pauperised, privatised, subjected to boycotts and 
sanctions, to internationally-banned chemical and nuclear carnage, 
to the imposition of US designated dictators, fi nancial restrictions, 
military occupation and transnational corporate takeovers.

Of course, there has been and there is now resistance. Peace 
groups have not been silenced, the movement for the environment 
has continued to grow in strength and infl uence; in the ongoing 
grass-roots class struggle, organised labour continues to came up 
against capitalism’s basic contradiction. 

It is important to stress certain aspects of US policy:
• its publicised assertion that the US is now the sole superpower 

and, as such, claims to have hegemony over the world
• its build-up of military forces and their dispersal all over the globe 

so as to ensure a safe “climate” for US globalisation of fi nance 
and industry; and to prevent any popular uprisings against US 
approved – or imposed – regimes

• its determination to eliminate all vestiges of socialism/communism.
Until its 1991 demise, the Soviet Union’s retaliatory nuclear 

power prevented Armageddon. Russia’s retaliatory ability still exists 
along with the growing, unstoppable economic powerhouse that is 
People’s China, barriers to US imperialism’s horrendous threat to 
all humankind.

The 2003 invasion of Iraq foreshadowed unbridled imperialist 
arrogance.

In the long run US imperialism is dangerous to the very exist-
ence of life.

There has never been a more crucial time for the peace forces 
everywhere to unite, to gather together with the fi ght for the envi-
ronment tens of millions of strong voices and to coordinate mass 
actions across the globe.

The crucial need to act on climate change and the ongoing 
struggle for peace; together these form the urgent tasks now facing 
humanity. Never has the urgency been greater.

PRESS FUND
As we go to press, the US Presidential elections are about to start. 
Many US citizens are agonising over the possibility of Trump 
taking power, with his shocking racism, misogyny, religious 
intolerance and national chauvinism. But some are asking why the 
choice has to be between a bad candidate and an appallingly bad 
candidate – or, for that matter, between two parties, both of which 
support the corporate world’s manic exploitation of employees and 
never-ending wars to retain US imperial dominance. The Guardian 
is committed to replacing Australia’s own version of the “two party 
system” but we need your support, so please send in a Press Fund 
contribution for the next issue if you possibly can. Many thanks to 
the following for their generous support this week:
PEA $325, A H $20, Mark Mannion $5, “Rough Red” $5, 
Hippy Socialist $50, “Round Figure” $10
This week’s total: $415 Progressive total: $7,485

“
QUOTE OF THE WEEK

I am an atheist and I consider religions to be a form of collective neurosis. I am not 
an enemy of the Catholics, as I am not an enemy of the tuberculars, the myopic or 
the paralytics; you cannot be an enemy of the sick, only their good friend in order 
to help them cure themselves.

Diego Rivera”

Family Violence is 
a Workplace Issue
Do inform staff so they under-
stand how intimate partner and 
family violence can impact work 
and they can feel safe enough to 
disclose if they need support and 
protection from their workplace 
and union.

Do be sensitive: approach your 
discussion with the same sensitivi-
ty and confi dentiality you would use 
with any sensitive workplace issue.

Do assure the member that you 
will respect their privacy and keep 
the matter confi dential: discussing it 
only with those who need to know.

Do assure them they are not to 
blame. The only person responsible 
is the abusive person. Be aware that 

some victims may feel that they have 
to manage the abusive person or may 
feel embarrassed that their relation-
ship or the relationship of a family 
member has become violent.

Do ask what impact family vio-
lence is having on their work life: 
Your concern is with the impact 
family violence is having on your 
member’s ability to attend work 
without interference, for them and 
their colleagues to be safe in the 
workplace, and to have the neces-
sary time to attend to their personal 
and family responsibilities under the 
circumstances.

Do encourage them to keep 
a diary in relation to any family 

violence incidents and the impact on 
work such as attendance or ability to 
work.

Do ask what they would like you 
to do: Do they want you to advo-
cate on their behalf, a co-worker to 
accompany them to court, need to 
be walked to their car at night ... ? 
Ensure they have control over all the 
steps.

Do discuss a safety plan: Ask 
them what they need to ensure that 
they and their colleagues are safe 
at work. Go through the possible 
actions listed in the Safety Plan.
Australian Manufacturing Workers’ 
Union 

Poison from the right
Continued from page 1

Radio shock jocks like Alan 
Jones, Steve Price and Howard Sat-
tler do a job for the employers behind 
these policies. The corporate print 
media, the Australian newspaper in 
particular, also back the extremist 
lines. Columnists such as Andrew 
Bolt, Miranda Devine, Gerard Hend-
erson, Janet Albrechtsen spit their 
anti-worker and socially conserva-
tive poison on a daily basis.

They do not limit themselves to 
attacking trade unions or supporting 
horrendous budget cuts but seek to 
denigrate Aboriginal people, single 
parents as non-deserving, demonise 
asylum seekers and Muslims and pro-
mote xenophobia, homophobia and 
racism. Marriage equality, abortion 
and IVF are also strongly opposed. 
A number are Christian fundamen-
talists and share prayer group gather-
ings with some members of the ALP.

Many present as climate change 
deniers to go into bat for coal and gas 
mining or nuclear energy. Some are 
war mongers.

Much of the policy work is done 
by the think tanks which are large-
ly funded by big corporations and 
wealthy individuals. Several also 
receive some government funding.

HR Nicholls Society
The HR Nicholls Society is one 

of the most notorious of these think 
tanks. It openly declares that it is 
“dedicated to reducing the power 
of unions and promoting indus-
trial relations changes that benefi t 
employers.”

It was established in 1985. Its 
co-founders included the then Coali-
tion Treasurer Peter Costello, secre-
tary to Treasury John Stone, and Ray 
Evans the Executive Offi cer at West-
ern Mining Corporation – all lumi-
naries of the New Right. Industrial 
relations minister in the Howard gov-
ernment Peter Reith was a member 
of its Board.

It has never let up in its fi ght for 
the scrapping of the award system 

and the abolition of the Industrial 
Relations Commission/Fair Work 
Commission – in other words a 
completely deregulated, union-free 
labour market.

Its members and close associates 
include Family First Bob Day, Liber-
al MP James Paterson and the present 
Employment Minister Michaelia 
Cash,

Right-wing neo-liberal Des 
Moore established the Institute for 
Private Enterprise (IPE) in 1996 
after leaving the IPA. He was critical 
of the Howard government’s Work-
Choices for not going far enough!

The legislation “continues to 
severely constrain” the freedom of 
employers to negotiate with work-
ers arrangements that suit them best 
he said at the time. The IPE seeks to 
reduce the role of government and 
promotes privatisation of everything.

There is considerable cross-over 
of membership of the various think 
tanks and their employment by gov-
ernment departments and agencies as 
advisers and policy makers.

For example, Moore was one of 
the architects of the former neo-lib-
eral Kennett government’s Project 
Victoria – a business project for the 
deregulation and privatisation of Vic-
toria’s economy, most of which was 
carried out between 1992-1999. He is 
also a member of ASPI.

It should not come as a surprise 
that he is a trenchant critic of the sci-
ence of climate change.

Same 
anti-union agenda

These reactionary forces operate 
together, pushing a consistent line 
and adopting the same spin to sell the 
message. They have not let up in their 
agenda to destroy the trade union 
movement and remove all constraints 
on the exploitation of workers.

The Abbott/Turnbull resurrec-
tion of the Howard government’s 
Australian Building and Construc-
tion Commission and the Registered 

Organisations bill are only the start 
of the government’s campaign to 
destroy the award system and deci-
mate the trade union movement.

The same New Right or ultra-
conservative forces that drove the 
Howard government’s industrial rela-
tions agenda are just as determined 
as ever. Some of the personnel may 
have changed but the mining cor-
porations, fi nancial institutions and 
other big corporations are still in the 
driving seat through their agents in 
the mass media, their think tanks and 
politicians.

In the period since the Howard 
government, the trade union move-
ment has been seriously weakened, 
both in numbers, class consciousness 
and industrial strength.

The recent deaths in the construc-
tion industry show what can happen 
when the rights of trade unions are 
curbed and employers are free of 
“constraints” on their operations. 
Trade unions are the only force that 
can protect workers under capitalism. 
Employers will not and governments 
do not.

As the statement of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party 
of Australia (CPA) published in last 
week’s Guardian stated:

“Political forces committed to 
the interests of the working class, 
foremost of which is the Communist 
Party of Australia, must be strength-
ened to reverse the dangerous current 
direction of industrial relations in the 
country. The Communist Party joins 
others in calling for a campaign for 
safe workplaces and the scrapping 
of legislation for the ABCC and the 
removal of its remnants in the form 
of the so-called Fair Work Building 
and Construction.” (“Stop the work-
place carnage: Touch one, touch all!” 
Guardian, Issue #1755 02-11-2016)

The CPA also calls for the repeal 
of all other anti-union legislation and 
for new laws that genuinely protect 
the rights and health and safety of 
workers. 

Support Support The GuardianThe Guardian by  by 
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Comrades and friends of Max 
Cordwell were saddened by the 
recent passing of this notable fi ght-
er for the interests of the working 
class. Max’s record of achieve-
ment in the organised working 
class is long and impressive.

He joined the Building Work-
ers Industrial Union in 1972 as an 
apprentice carpenter. That union was 
amalgamated into the CFMEU in 
1992. Between 1972 and 1983, he 
was a union activist and delegate, 
including BWIU delegate on the 
project to build the Bowen Bridge 
over the Derwent River in Tasmania. 
He became an organiser with the 
BWIU and the Operative Plasterer’s 
Union (OPU) in 1983. By 1985 he 
was the secretary of the Tasmani-
an Branch of the BWIU and OPU. 
Between 1993 and 1998, he was the 
Tasmanian Secretary of the CFMEU 
Construction and General Division 
and from 1985 to 1998 he was a 
member of the National Executive of 
the BWIU, OPPWF and the CFMEU 
Construction and General Division.

This list of responsibilities gives 
an indication of his long-term com-
mitment to the struggle in a very 
tough industry. Max was a leader in 
many other battles over the years, as 
well. In 1993 he was part of the pro-
test against the top secret US base 
then located Nurrungar in outback 
South Australia and was arrested 
along with others for his strong stand. 
He was honoured to be part of the 
Australian contingent that participat-
ed in the World Festival of Youth and 
Students in Moscow in 1985.

Max was a loyal and active 
member of the Port Adelaide Branch 
of the Communist Party of Austral-
ia following his move to SA. He 
was also a hands-on member of the 

Semaphore Workers’ Club and the 
Royal Park Doghouse Club. His last 
contribution to these local workers’ 
clubs was some important repairs and 
renovation of the bar now known as 
Fidel’s Bar at the Doghouse. The 
work was completed despite health 
issues that included the chronic lung 
disease that would prove fatal for 
Max.

Comrades in SA will miss his 
practicality, directness and cheeky 
sense of humour. He kept alive the 
friendly rivalry between the Demons 
AFL team and supporters of Port 
Power. He joined in the good-natured 
stirring by retired chippies and brick-
layers about the relative ability of 
workers in those trades. The banter 
couldn’t conceal the fact that Max 
was a passionate supporter of work-
ing class unity, including in the trade 
union movement.

It is hard to believe that Max will 
no longer be attending Branch meet-
ings or walking through the door at 
the Doghouse to participate in the 
spirited political debriefs that take 
place over a Cuban beer or rum at the 
weekly Friday at Fidel’s gatherings. 
Comrades and friends gathered for 
a wake at the Semaphore Workers’ 
Club recently shared tales about “Sil-
verhammer”. Some may have been 
apocryphal, like the tale of how, as a 
very young lad, he organised a strike 
of newspaper deliverers in his home-
town in regional Tasmania. Others 
were undoubtedly true and remarka-
ble. The memories will sustain us. So 
will our commitment to the cause that 
inspired Max Cordwell – the cause of 
socialism and Communism.

The Communist Party of Aus-
tralia expresses it condolences to 
Max’s family and his many friends 
and comrades. 

From the archives  The Guardian, December 1991

Vale comrade 
Max “Silverhammer” Cordwell
1955 - 2016

Max’s record of achievement in the organised working class is long and impressive.
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John Falzon *

While he talks of “revolutionary” 
vision in the welfare sector, [Min-
ister for Social Services] Chris-
tian Porter ignores the fact that 
unemployment is a failure of the 
market, not the person. You don’t 
build communities up by putting 
people down. Structural changes 
to the economy have resulted in 
entire communities being left 
without work and often without 
adequate social and economic 
infrastructure.

We see manufacturing jobs dis-
appearing, the loss of jobs in some 
sectors due to privatisation, and the 
global quest for ever greater profi ts 
by using ever cheaper labour. We 
have seen a worrying trend towards 
casualisation and insecure employ-
ment and, on the latest ABS labour 
force fi gures, a decline in the total 
number of monthly hours worked 
in all jobs. Trends change rapidly 
and, as the prime minister is fond of 
reminding us, it is useful to be agile 
and innovative in a period of ever-
lasting uncertainty and fl ux.

Which is why it really is time we 
actually invested in people and com-
munities instead of putting people 
down and blaming them for their own 
exclusion. Living in poverty is not 
a sickness. Nor is it a crime. Yet we 
continue to fall into the ideological 
trap of either pathologising or crimi-
nalising people who sin against the 
dominant moral code by not being 
“self-reliant” in the marketplace.

This is not new. The earlier 
McClure Report, tabled by Joce-
lyn Newman in 2000, began from 
the same premise; that we urgently 
needed to address the problem of 
“welfare dependency” because it, and 
people’s lives, are seemingly spiral-
ling out of control.

It’s time we stopped disguising 
market failure as a personal failure to 
participate in the market. For this is 
where we are starting again, with the 
current offerings of “revolutionary” 
vision and “radical” change by social 
services minister, Christian Porter. 
By focusing on the supposed failings 

of the individual, we are missing the 
bleeding obvious: that there are not 
enough jobs (and more specifi cally, 
not enough hours!) for those who 
can work as well as a seriously inad-
equate level of income support for 
those who cannot.

In the same way, the persistence 
of homelessness is not a failure of 
individuals to “do the right thing” 
and buy a house (or get their parents 
to pitch in), but rather a failure of the 
housing market, which is structured 
in such a way as to be brilliant at pro-
viding choice for those at the top, and 
dazzling as a speculative sport, but 
lousy at ensuring access to afforda-
ble and appropriate accommodation 
for all.

The other trick that is used to 
mask the failures of the market is 
to blame social services. In this dis-
cursive sleight of hand, the persist-
ence of unemployment and poverty is 
proof that the services are not work-
ing, and that their funding is a waste 
of public money because they have 
failed to end homelessness or unem-
ployment or poverty.

So, the endgame is not even the 
modest alleviation of poverty, let 
alone the arresting of inequality. It 
is the running down of what actual-
ly does work or would work as an 
investment in people and communi-
ties, like Gonski, a highly targeted 
investment in children’s education, 
focusing on student need rather 
than sector. Or like TAFE (Tertiary 
and Further Education), a national 
treasure, that on the watch of gov-
ernments of both sides of politics, 
has been systematically undermined 
and gutted. Likewise, community 
health programs, community legal 
aid programs, social services and 
justice reinvestment programs have 
been either deliberately cut, like the 
highly successful Youth Connections, 
or decidedly ignored.

Australia does not have a welfare 
problem. We have a poverty problem 
and an inequality problem, but you 
know that these problems are going 
to be ignored when the dominant dis-
course focuses our attention on the 
“welfare problem.”

It is true that providing some-
one with income support and forget-
ting about them is not the solution to 
unemployment. But neither is it the 
cause of unemployment. In short, it 
is neither the solution nor the prob-
lem. And the problem of unemploy-
ment and underemployment, which 
is a structural rather than a behav-
ioural problem, is not going to be 
addressed by forcing people to live 
below the poverty line, which is 
what we appear to be comfortable 
with allowing to remain as the status 
quo, even after the welfare revolu-
tion. And in the meantime, we are 
still eagerly being told that corpora-
tions need welfare assistance via tax 
cuts and concessions.

Poverty is not a personal choice. 
Being a full-time carer, or living with 
a disability or mental illness, or leav-
ing a violent partner, or being residu-
alised by the labour market, should 
not result in poverty in a prosperous 
and progressive country. We should 
certainly not begrudge the money 
we spend to make sure that no one is 
left out or pushed out; that no one is 
excluded from having a place to call 
home, a place to work for those who 

can work (and appropriate income 
support for those who cannot), a 
place to learn, and a place to heal. 
We should not be comfortable with 
the retrograde notion that charity 
should be the default mode of pro-
viding social security.

If we take as our starting point 
the supposed need to reduce social 
expenditure, we will not arrive at the 
goal of reducing poverty and ine-
quality. If our efforts as a society are 
predicated on the alleged need to “get 
people off welfare” we will certainly 
go some way to cutting the welfare 
budget and getting people off the 
government ledger. But we will fi nd 
that, even though, as in New Zealand, 
there will hopefully be some good 
news stories, there will also be entire 
cohorts of people who are thrown 
into the arms of loan sharks and pred-
atory payday lenders and condemned 
to count on charity when all they long 
for is justice.

It is time we actually invested in 
people and communities. It is time 
we invested in a jobs plan instead 
of fantasising about a putting-the-
boot-into-the-unemployed plan (for 
example by forcing young people to 

live on fresh air and sunshine for a 
month of every year) or a cutting-
penalty-rates-and-undermining-the-
minimum-wage-plan (exemplifi ed in 
the PaTH internship proposal).

The $96 million “Try, test and 
learn fund”, will no doubt be used 
for some worthy ideas, but unless 
we see a comprehensive invest-
ment in people and communities, in 
jobs, education, social and afford-
able housing, public and communi-
ty health, community legal centres, 
and social services, and unless we 
see the billions in cuts to these areas 
restored, and appropriately indexed 
and expanded, then instead of an 
investment in a more socially just 
Australia, we’ll be staring down the 
barrel of divestment and the divisive-
ness that follows.

And in the end, we’ll be going 
down the US path of building profi t-
able prisons instead of investing in 
the common good, for being locked 
up follows hot on the heels of locked 
out.
* John Falzon is Chief Executive 
Offi cer of the St Vincent de Paul 
Society of Australia
The Beacon 

Australia

Australia does not have a welfare problem

We have a poverty problem

Call for Just Transition plan
Following the announcement of 
almost 1,000 job losses with the 
closure of Hazelwood, the CFMEU 
Mining and Energy division 
called on the federal government 
to immediately devise and fully 
fund a national plan for industry 
transition in the energy sector.

The union’s national president, 
Tony Maher, said the plan must 
include funding and support for 
training, redeployment and early 
retirement for those close to retire-
ment age.

“With major employment 
centres like Hazelwood and Port 
Augusta power stations closing, we 
are seeing the real world impact of a 
transition to clean energy, without a 
plan to manage the impact on work-
ers and communities,” Maher said.

“Today’s announcement will 
fl atten 1,000 workers and their 
families. The entire Latrobe Valley 
will feel the impact of the closure 
of Hazelwood which is the beating 
heart of this community.

“But despite that, not many 

people will be surprised as it has 
been on the cards for some time. 
But that is precisely why workers 
are so deeply and bitterly disap-
pointed in the federal government at 
this time.

“You’d have to be hiding under 
a rock not to know the electric-
ity sector is changing, it has been 
doing so for years. These changes 
are occurring because of long-term 
economic restructuring and policies 
designed to shift from non-renewa-
ble energy sources to renewables.

“Malcolm Turnbull must either 
be surprised by today’s announce-
ment at Hazelwood in which case 
he is ignorant, or he was aware it 
was coming and did nothing, in 
which case he is complacent and 
tied to a purist free market ideol-
ogy, disconnected from the real 
world.”

Maher said the government 
has a responsibility to plan and 
manage the impact of those changes 
on hard working people and their 
communities.

“It is incumbent on the gov-
ernment to immediately commit to 
devising and funding a Just Transi-
tion plan for the workforce and the 
community.

“That plan should include 
funding for training, adequate rede-
ployment opportunities and fund-
ing for early retirement for older 
workers.”

Maher cited the Jotzo ANU 
paper from October 2015 as “a 
lonely but very welcome fi rst 
effort to integrate social costs into 
electricity sector restructuring 
costs.”

“The ANU study used a fi gure 
of $150 million in social costs 
to close one power station in the 
Latrobe valley. We think that’s very 
much on the low side if it properly 
funds re-training, early retirement 
and redeployment,” Maher said.

“We call on the federal gov-
ernment to take the opportunity 
in Hazelwood to deliver a nation-
al plan that considers all future 
requirements for our sector.” 

Sydney

Vigil demanding 
that the USA 

stop the blockade 
on Cuba

Thursday November 17 at 5:30 pm Martin Place, Sydney

Also to stop the subversion of funds against Cuba and 
return Guantánamo to the Cuban people
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The survival of Aboriginal people 
depends on the fi ndings of the 
Northern Territory royal com-
mission into youth detention not 
just being “dropped into a fi ling 
cabinet”, according to Lowitja 
Institute chair Pat Anderson.

Anderson said commissioners 
were morally bound to ensure the 
inquiry wasn’t just a talkfest where 
“we all go away feeling all warm and 
fuzzy”.

“That cannot happen here. 
Please, I beg you, do not just put it 
in the fi ling cabinet,” she said. “In 
fact, I would go so far as to say the 
very survival of Aboriginal people in 
the NT depends on this commission 
making a real impact here.”

Anderson, who co-wrote the 
2007 Little Children Are Sacred 
report, said there’s been no progress 
in the 25 years since the Royal Com-
mission into Aboriginal Deaths in 
Custody, despite many reports and 
recommendations. 

“All this country does is talk 
about blackfellas,” she said. 

“That’s got to stop. We are not 
going to be here in another 20, 25, 
50 years.”

The royal commission held three 
days of public hearings in Darwin 
last week, including testimony from 
advocates, health experts and authors 
of major relevant reports. 

In researching the 2007 inquiry 
into the protection of Aboriginal chil-
dren from sexual abuse, Anderson 
said she interviewed countless fami-
lies who shared deeply intimate sto-
ries in the hope of fi nding a solution.

“The government’s response was 
to have the Intervention. This was a 
huge betrayal – trust was lost,” she 
said.

One of the report’s urgent recom-
mendations was Indigenous consul-
tation on policy that directly affects 
them, including alcohol and domestic 
violence.

But the Howard government’s 
NT National Emergency Response, 
or “the Intervention”, was a package 
of changes to welfare, housing and 
law enforcement that Anderson said 
only added to Indigenous trauma. 

“It’s a further abuse of Aboriginal 

people and it continues today. We’re 
on our knees here. The last 10 years 
have just been appalling,” she said.

Anderson said a media frenzy 
followed in which “every Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander man in the 
country was suddenly a pedophile”.

NT Children’s Commissioner 
Colleen Gwynne told the inquiry 
more Indigenous children who are 
victims of abuse should be placed 
with Aboriginal families for foster 
care.

The Territory has the highest 
child placement rate in the coun-
try, but a comparatively low rate of 
placement of Aboriginal children in 
kinship care. 

She said many kids in child pro-
tection leave their official foster 
carers and live somewhere else. 

“It’s kind of a vicious cycle 
where the young people are put in 
a placement where there’s no cul-
tural connection. There’s this con-
stant absconding,” she said. Muriel 
Bamblett, who co-wrote the 2010 
Growing them Strong, Together 
report on the NT’s child protection 
system, said she had discovered a 
“tsunami of need” in Aboriginal 
families living in abject poverty and 
overcrowded houses.

Bamblett, who is chief execu-
tive of the Victorian Aboriginal 
Child Care Agency, described hous-
ing as the single highest priority 
for a child’s social and emotional 
wellbeing. 

Psychologist Damien Howard 
told the inquiry that crowded hous-
ing has also created a “new epi-
demic” of middle-ear disease in 
Aboriginal children. This hearing 
loss can lead to learning diffi cul-
ties, family breakdown and criminal 
involvement later in life, the com-
mission heard. 

More hearings will be held in 
November and December.

Sister wants 
brother released

The sister of the young man 
whose treatment in the NT’s Don 
Dale Youth detention Centre sparked 
a royal commission says he can’t be 

expected to give evidence while still 
in custody.

While speaking to a rally in 
Sydney, where about 150 people 
gathered to call for an “end to sys-
temic racism across Australia”, Kirra 
Voller said her brother Dylan should 
be released immediately.

She told the crowd her brother, 
whose shocking and abusive treat-
ment featured in the Four Corners 
report that prompted the inquiry, 
couldn’t be expected to give evidence 
against authorities while still being 
detained.

“He’s scared to tell us things,” 
Voller said. “It’s scary to think that 
my brother’s still in government 
care.” Dylan’s mother Joanne stood 
silently as her daughter addressed 
the crowd, with both women 
appearing to cry as they pleaded for 
compassion.

The protest came as the royal 
commission into juvenile justice 
opened in Darwin and heard condi-
tions at the Don Dale Youth Deten-
tion Centre routinely breached 
children’s human rights. Similar 
demonstrations were held around the 
country, including in Newcastle and 
outside the Darwin Supreme Court.
Koori Mail 

Survival 
“at stake”

Welfare experts are not amused with the government’s often 
repeated claim that thousands of parents on government ben-
efi ts earn more than they would if they had a job. Australian 
Council of social Service CEO Cassandra Goldie said the claims 
were part of a disturbing pattern. “It appears to be a deliber-
ate strategy to generate a story which creates this impression 
that we’ve got a social security system which is ‘bloated and 
too generous’ when the facts will show it’s completely to the 
contrary,” she said. “It creates an incorrect and misleading 
impression that single parents are doing well on welfare. This is 
absolutely wrong”. Such claims are made to persuade the Senate 
crossbenchers to support government cuts to family payments.

Former federal treasurer and present US ambassador, Joe 
Hockey, used to rant about the end of “the age of entitlement”. 
According to him, there were “lifters” and “leaners” and one sus-
pected he fi rmly believed that he was one of “lifters”. Not in 
real life, though. His present salary is estimated at $360,000 
and he also double-dips into his $90,000-a-year pension. He 
has three children and has the temerity to charge Australian 
taxpayers for hiring babysitters when he’s entertaining.

Family First Senator Bob Day’s business Home Australia is now 
in liquidation owing $38 million and leaving 200 unbuilt hous-
es. Companies going into liquidation is an increasing feature 
of the construction industry with devastating consequences for 
small businesses, workers, families and the community. CFMEU 
National Construction secretary Dave Noonan pointed out that one 
in fi ve insolvencies in Australia were in the construction industry. 
“Following a senate Inquiry into this issue last year, the Education 
and Employment Committee made a raft of recommendations to 
protect small businesses and workers … that do not appear to 
be on the Turnbull government’s agenda,” Noonan said. “Instead 
they are fi xated on industrial relations and going after workers, 
rather than address the systemic issues that wreak havoc on the 
community and the economy … Construction companies routine-
ly break the law in the country and get away with it,” he added. 
The government was very interested in supporting Bob Day as it 
counted on his vote to bring back the notorious anti-union ABCC.

It is believed that more than a million workers in Britain are on 
what are called zero-hours contracts under which the employer 
is not obliged to provide any minimum working hours and work-
ers are on call – with no guarantee of work and pay each week. A 
“fl exible labour market” has not surprisingly proven to be very pop-
ular with employers. Big retailer Sports Direct has around 20,000 
of its 23,000 staff on these contracts. Buckingham Palace has its 
350 summer workers on zero-hours contracts as well. The work-
ers are supposed to be entitled to holiday pay but they do not 
qualify for sick pay. Zero hours, coming to a workplace near you.

Dylan Voller’s mother Joanne and sister Kirra at the rally in Sydney.

The Turnbull government’s 
announcement that it intends to 
ban for life, asylum seekers and 
refugees, who attempted to travel 
to Australia by boat after July 19, 
2013, has been dismissed as politi-
cal grandstanding by the Refugee 
Action Coalition.

“This is a desperate headline-
grabbing announcement from a 
Prime Minister who is now less 
popular than Tony Abbott, and a 
government that is trailing Labor 
in the polls. The Turnbull govern-
ment is shamefully attempting to 
pre-empt a looming PNG Supreme 
Court action that seeks orders for 
the asylum seekers and refugees 
on Manus Island to be returned to 
Australia,” said Ian Rintoul, spokes-
person for the Refugee Action 
Coalition.

The PNG Supreme Court action 
seeking compensation for human 

rights breaches and an order to 
return the Manus detainees was dis-
missed on a technicality on October 
27. But already over 600 detainees 
on Manus Island have signed court 
applications to ensure the court 
action can be resumed, perhaps as 
early as December.

“The announcement is proof 
positive that the government rec-
ognises that its claim that refugees 
from Manus and Nauru would never 
come to Australia is just bluster. The 
government is trying to hide the fact 
that its offshore detention regime is 
disintegrating. Leaders of both PNG 
and Nauru have appealed for inter-
national help to resettle refugees, 
but the government has tried to bury 
its head in the sand.

“Turnbull’s lifetime ban must 
be opposed,” said Rintoul, “It is 
disgraceful that Bill Shorten and 
other Labor leaders have not yet 

completely rejected the proposal. 
Some Labor MPs have spoken 
out against the ban. They can help 
ensure that the Labor Party acts 
to kill off this draconian and mis-
judged legislation and declare they 
will vote against it.”

Rintoul said that the inherently 
discriminatory legislation is also 
legally dubious and would likely 
face a constitutional challenge even 
if it did pass the parliament.

“Offshore detention has already 
divided husbands and wives and 
parents from children, brothers from 
sisters. Turnbull’s threat of a life-
time ban would mean more divided 
partners and families. But people 
have had enough of cruel Coalition 
policies.”

Catholic bishops are just the 
latest to call on the Coalition gov-
ernment to “Bring Them Here”. 

Turnbull turns to 
refugee bashing
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The resistance put up against the UK 
government’s cuts by Disabled People 
Against the Cuts can teach us many 
lessons, writes Jamie Kelsey-Fry.

In February 2011, New Internationalist 
editor David Ransom helmed an issue called 
“The Great Rebellion” where he outlined 
a “con-trick of truly breathtaking pro-
portions”, played out across the Majority 
World by unscrupulous fi nancial institu-
tions and abetted by the World Bank and 
the IMF.

As much of the Majority World had wised 
up to the devastating practice, it was being 
turned on those countries that had devised it 
instead.

What was termed as “structural adjust-
ment” in the Majority World phase, was now 
being called “austerity measures” in the Minor-
ity World phase, though the con-trick was 
essentially the same: the citizens of countries 
were being made to pay for vast debts that they 
had no hand in creating, allowing the market to 
privatise national assets while imposing outra-
geous cuts and levies on the population.

Ransom outlined the dangers ahead, of 
inevitable spiralling national debt, the rising 
power of unaccountable, undemocratic, opaque 
corporations and fi nancial institutions and the 
crippling onslaught of brutal cuts.

Five years later, the global debt has risen to 
US$152 trillion, austerity programs continue to 
crush vast sections of societies as in Greece and 
Spain, fossil fuel generated climate change is 
ripping our environment apart, yet the leaders 
of the Minority World are all staunch supporters 
of continuing with this neo-liberal course that 
serves nobody but the fi nancial elites that have 
brought about these vast debts in the fi rst place.

Impact
While the attack on peoples’ lives through 

social welfare cuts continues unabated, there 
has been no sign of accompanying cuts to cor-
porate welfare.

The resistance begins at the raw front lines 
of those impacted fi rst and impacted the hard-
est. The UK grassroots direct action group 
Disabled People Against Cuts (DPAC), run by 
disabled people, has grown out of that immedi-
ate need to hit back against crushing austerity. 
Their story is a microcosm of the neo-liberal 
story, including its construction, its destructive 
effects and how to fi ght back.

Without learning from DPAC, and having 
active solidarity with them, the various pock-
ets of resistance risk remaining fractured and 
ineffective.

In 2010, UK chancellor George Osborne 
announced cuts of 20 percent to disabled 
people, despite the fact that the government’s 
own fi gures stated only 0.5 percent of claimants 
to be potentially fraudulent.

Disabled people have been forced to pay 
nine times more than the average citizen to 
reduce the budget defi cit and people with high 
or complex support needs have been forced 
to pay 19 times more. From the failed Bed-
room Tax, cuts to Employment and Support 
Allowance and the closing of the Independent 
Living Fund, it has been relentless. The UK 
has become the fi rst country in the world to use 
the United Nations Convention on the Rights 
of People with Disabilities to be investigated 
for “grave and systemic violations” of disabled 
peoples’ rights and it is telling that the Tory 
government has since refused to make public 
the fi ndings.

Andy Greene, member of the national steer-
ing committee for DPAC, tells me, “What you 
have is the people who are engaged most with 
the state, disabled people because of the nature 
of impairment, being the fi rst in the fi ring line 
when these public services and the welfare state 
start to be dismantled in the name of austerity 
... and the fallout is that peoples’ lives shrink 
or people die.

On September 7, as the Rio Paralympics 
opened, 150 people gathered across the road 
from Downing Street in London as part of a 
day of action by DPAC. Three women took it 
in turns reading names that have been sewn on 
to a beautifully wrought cloth banner. One of 
them falters as she gets to one name and she 
apologises. “He was my brother,” she says.

Written in black along the top are the words 
“Deaths due to sanctions and benefi t cuts”. It is 
impossible not to be deeply moved when wit-
nessing such powerful testimony.

Welfare sanctions deaths
The day of action carries on with the crowd, 

mostly people with impairments and in wheel-
chairs, blockading Westminster Bridge to raise 
awareness about welfare sanction deaths. The 
protest was swamped by police instantly, out-
numbering the protesters. 

Clearly, a specifi c strategy had been worked 
out to deal with DPAC as police took to threat-
ening the Personal Assistants for many of the 
disabled activists with arrest, which would 
mean leaving on their own people with high 
or complex needs where assistance is essen-
tial. An unmarked van pulled up with specialist 
equipment to detain and take away wheelchair 
users; the two non-uniformed men started liais-
ing closely with the senior offi cer in charge 
immediately.

It was clear to me that DPAC are seen as 
“dangerous” enough to the state to warrant such 
carefully structured tactics. From such politi-
cal policing, to withholding the fi ndings of the 
UN report and even the Department for Welfare 
and Pensions dodging Freedom Of Information 
requests, the outrage of the deaths of thousands 
of people with disabilities linked to their ben-
efi t sanctions is something that the government 
of the sixth richest country in the world would 
rather we don’t stop to think about too much.

I ask Greene more about the specifi c effects 
of austerity on disabled people and he outlines 
a litany of devastating circumstances that are 
being experienced by people across the country.

One situation that is common is what 
Greene calls “shit or sandwich”, where many 
disabled peoples’ support has been cut so dra-
matically that there is not enough time for their 
help to feed them as well as assist them to use 
the toilet so they are left with having to choose 
between the two.

Greene explains the extraordinary rationale 
behind this treatment, “The thinking is that this 
sanction is designed to encourage them to do 
more for themselves, even though they can’t 
possibly do so.”

This point, where ideology overrides real-
ity, is central to neo-liberal thought. States need 
to create a narrative to justify their actions, 
however egregious. For a resistance movement 
to be successful, it is essential to isolate this 
false narrative and pull it apart.

Two Models
A Tale of Two Models is an essential docu-

ment on this and central to DPAC as it describes 
the construction of the state’s ideological cover 
for attacking disabled people” as the author, 

DPAC co-founder Debbie Jolly says in the 
introduction.

The two models referred to are the “social 
model” and the “biopsychosocial” (BPS) 
model. Jolly explains how the BPS model uses 
a hugely distorted rationale to assert that disa-
bled people can somehow “think themselves 
out of being disabled” and “work will set them 
free”.

She says it has been created and propagated 
by a criminal insurance company known for 
profi teering from the misery of disabled people, 
administered by a failed banker who admitted 
he “didn’t know anything about welfare at all”, 
and legitimised by corporate funded academ-
ics as well as supported by the big disability 
charities.

The opposing “social model” was creat-
ed by people living with disabilities and sees 
the problem as being how society views dis-
ability, how this can create far greater barri-
ers than actual physical or mental impairments 
themselves.

The government only recognises the BPS 
model, masquerading as a legitimate model for 
understanding disability and the social model 
is ignored, even by the big disability charities, 
which have betrayed the cause by towing the 
government line rather than risk losing their 
huge funding streams. In tones that echo David 
Ransom’s “Great Rebellion”, Jolly ends her 
article by saying that this distortion of reality 
by parties seeking to profi t by other people’s 
misery “amounts to the biggest government 
benefi t fraud in social welfare and human rights 
in contemporary history.”

“Either we value the difference in each 
other and the contribution that we all make to 
each others’ lives or we value each other as 
people who are able to contribute to a market 
system, that either we are a net receiver or a net 
generator of income.”

The insidious, market driven strategising 

she details, is a textbook case of how neo-lib-
eral ideology undermines the role of the state, 
perverting it to serve corporate greed in every 
way possible while throwing to the side any 
semblance of serving the needs of the people.

Global
A key component is establishing a narra-

tive to “legitimise” what are in reality crimes 
against humanity at the hands of a market 
driven ideology, which ultimately nobody is 
in control of. It is an example of the corporate 
capture of politics. The process is smoothed by 
a compliant neo-liberal press whose negative 
depictions of disabled people on benefi ts have 
been directly linked to a 41 percent increase in 
hate crimes against disabled people.

“The bottom line is this,” Greene tells me. 
“Either we value the difference in each other 
and the contribution that we all make to each 
others’ lives, in terms of ‘we are all human 
beings and we value each other for the very 
sense that we exist’ or we value each other as 
people who are able to contribute to a market 
system, that either we are a net receiver or a net 
generator of income.”

He adds that even though we are discuss-
ing the attack on disabled people in the UK, the 
destructive forces of neo-liberalism is a global 
problem.

“We are at the tipping point now, huge 
swathes of the world’s population are about 
to be culled over the next few years due to 
the effects of climate change and corporate 
backed wars for the last resources and we have 
to realign our whole value system and ques-
tion ourselves about what are our priorities as 
a species.”

This “bigger picture” goes part way to 
explaining why DPAC are the only direct action 
group in the UK who come out to physically 
support a very wide range of other anti-cuts and 
anti-neo-liberal grassroots groups. From trade 
unions to Sisters Uncut, Fuel Poverty Action to 
Reclaim the Power, you will fi nd DPAC there 
on the ground supporting.

When I ask Greene about this, he describes 
the opening scenes of the spoof Western fi lm 
Blazing Saddles, where a wagon train of white 
settlers that has one wagon of Afro-American 
settlers is attacked by fi rst nation Indians. The 
white people form a wagon train circle to pro-
tect themselves and the one black family circle 
on their own as the fi rst nations Indians attack 
them all.

Disabled people lead 
the fi ght against austerity

On September 7, 150 people gathered across the road from Downing Street in London as part of a day of act

Disabled people have been forced to pay nine times 
more than the average citizen to reduce the budget 
deficit and people with high or complex support 
needs have been forced to pay 19 times more.
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“That’s the image of the political move-
ment in the ‘80s and the disabled peoples’ 
movement in the ‘80s, you’ve got two groups 
of people sharing exactly the same experiences 
on the exact same road understanding the exact 
same pressures that are attacking them, doing 
the same things, like taking action and political 
movement building but still completely sepa-
rate from each other.”

He says that the movement now is no dif-
ferent and that without wide reaching solidarity, 
various groups are fi ghting from a very weak 
position.

“Until we understand that it is the same 
oppression that oppresses us in many different 
forms and until we actually physically take part 
in addressing these oppressions in ourselves 
and in the way all these groups bisect, then 
there is no real movement.”

Despite their being probably the most pro-
lifi c grassroots group in the country in terms of 
direct action, even forcing their cause into the 
Houses of Parliament itself twice, the amount 
of physical support for DPAC reciprocated from 
people in the wider movement is negligible.

Until that changes and people stand in 
solidarity with DPAC, using direct action 
and civil disobedience, putting their bodies in 
front of their convictions, then the UK move-
ment against neo-liberalism risks remaining 
fragmented, ineffective and easily dismissed 
or ignored by the right-wing press and 
government.

Greene’s challenge to decide whether we 
value life in terms of economic standing or by 
the simple fact of existence drives at the heart 
of our current problem of mass civil obedi-
ence, where the reality of what is happening 
still hasn’t struck most people.

Neo-liberalism, like the BPS model, relies 
on us believing in a fl imsy ideological cover 
for the truth that we have been conned into 
paying off a debt that we didn’t create, by the 
people that did. A group such as DPAC, with 
such hard-won experience and deep under-
standing of the struggle is a key to building a 
movement in the UK that can connect with the 
growing global movement to end this ‘con-trick 
of breathtaking proportions’.

As Greene says, “Tories can’t help them-
selves but be Tories, and they will get to eve-
rybody eventually.

“If they haven’t got to you yet, well sit tight 
because they will.”
New Internationalist 

tion by DPAC.

Bino Kampark

“… [B]ecause Robin Hood was a pirate, we 
want to take the power from the powerful to 
give to the people.”

Birgitta Jónsdóttir, 
New York Times, October 31, 2016

Getting transparency advocates into par-
liament and assemblies has proven to be 
a great challenge in modern politics. Ice-
land has led on that point, giving the world 
political punditry much to discuss in the 
good fortunes of the four-year-old Pirate 
Party. Hackitivist politics, in other words, is 
slowly becoming a parliamentary platform, 
though it remains a murmur in most states.

In the weekend elections, the party led by 
“poetician” and WikiLeaks activist Birgitta 
Jónsdóttir came in third in what will be a com-
plex patchwork of governing parties. Sugges-
tions that it would storm into the top tier were 
misplaced, but this could hardly detract from 
what was a remarkable achievement.

Jónsdóttir found fame in 2009 as a member 
of the Citizens’ Movement Party, when she 
won a seat in the 63 member Parliament. Prior 
to that, she was directly connected with the 
efforts of WikiLeaks to release the now infa-
mous footage featuring the murderous exploits 
of an Apache helicopter crew in killing a Reu-
ters journalist, his driver and assistant, not to 
mention other civilians in Baghdad. By 2012, 
when she was re-elected, she had embraced the 
black fl ag of the Pirates. “I’m crossing paths 
with nerds as I’m such a nerd myself.”

Jónsdóttir was philosophical about the 
result, which netted upwards of 10 seats. “Our 

internal predictions showed 10 to 15 percent, 
so this is at the top of the range. We knew that 
we would never get 30 percent.”

The conservative Independence Party also 
made gains, but will have to consider the heft of 
the left-leaning parties. In addition to the Pirate 
Party’s solid performance came gains for the 
Left-Green Party and its allies, the combined 
total which fell just short of a majority.

What mattered most was how much of a 
battering the political centre in Iceland had 
taken. The governing Progressive Party col-
lapsed, falling to eight seats from the 19 it held 
from the 2013 election, forcing prime minister 
Sigurður Ingi Jóhannsson to resign.

Transparency politics has certainly had its 
impact, with Jóhannsson’s predecessor, Sig-
mundur Davíð Gunnlaugsson, a casualty of 
the Panama Papers back in April. Massive dis-
closures of impropriety, or at least perceived 
impropriety, have value. In that instance, 600 
Icelanders, among them cabinet ministers, busi-
ness fi gures and bankers, were found to have 
lucrative offshore accounts created in the name 
of tax minimisation.

As for the Pirate Party’s own platform, 
transparent government, wedded to a redistri-
bution of wealth platform, is all the rage. To this 
can also be added refuge for Edward Snowden, 
and the improved prospects for digital curren-
cies. But even more fundamentally, their mem-
bers insist on improving the democratic line 
between electors and the workings of the polit-
ical process, one long frayed in many states 
claiming to follow its precepts.

There is no cynicism about lynch-mob 
democracy here – the party as even gone so far 
as to insist on a “crowd-sourced constitution”, 

an idea blocked by the Icelandic Parliament in 
2013. Such ideas have certain value, given fears 
that 2008 might be repeated. That particular 
annus horribilis saw a rampantly unregulated 
banking sector ruin an economy that contin-
ues to pay the price of credit bingeing. What 
Jónsdóttir wishes for is a genuine “trickle-
down” economics, one freed from illusion and 
propaganda.

The Pirates fi nd themselves riding a popu-
list wave, a global movement that has it nip-
ping at the heels of establishment politicians. 
Across Europe, the roar is being felt on both the 
right and left of politics, assuming an often ugly 
nativist form. In the United States, the pugilists 
promise mayhem if they are not heard.

The great modern dilemma in politics is 
how best to re-engage the estranged voter. 
Donald Trump’s somewhat unsophisticated 
approach is belligerent defi ance spiced with 
totalitarian undertones. In Britain, a degree of 
provincialism has accompanied the anti-EU 
vote for Brexit.

In Iceland, this experiment is less indignant 
and more tempered; an example of restorative 
democracy in the face of crisis. Central to that 
is the vital role played by revealing information 
about political practice: those in power who are 
watched tend to behave better.

In these elections, there is little doubt that 
information, leaked or otherwise, mattered. 
The Robin Hood message, and accountability, 
sold well. Other countries, including the United 
States, have yet to see that infl uence play out. 
But the Pirates have set a precedent.
globalresearch.ca 

Pirate parties and 
transparent politics

IN THE NAME OF THOSEIN THE NAME OF THOSE
In the name of those washing others’ clothesIn the name of those washing others’ clothes

(and expelling others’ fi lth from the whiteness)(and expelling others’ fi lth from the whiteness)

In the name of those caring for others’ kidsIn the name of those caring for others’ kids

(and selling their strength(and selling their strength

in the form of maternal love and humiliations)in the form of maternal love and humiliations)

in the name of those living in another’s housein the name of those living in another’s house

(which isn’t even an amiable womb(which isn’t even an amiable womb

but a tomb or jail)but a tomb or jail)

In the name of those eating others’ crumbsIn the name of those eating others’ crumbs

(and chewing them in fact with(and chewing them in fact with

the feeling of a thief)the feeling of a thief)

In the name of those living on other’s landIn the name of those living on other’s land

(the houses and factories and shops(the houses and factories and shops

streets cities townsstreets cities towns

rivers lakes volcanoes and mountainsrivers lakes volcanoes and mountains

always belonging to othersalways belonging to others

and that’s why the cops and the guards are thereand that’s why the cops and the guards are there

guarding them against us)guarding them against us)

In the name of those who have nothing butIn the name of those who have nothing but

hunger exploitation diseasehunger exploitation disease

a thirst for justice and watera thirst for justice and water

persecutions and condemnationspersecutions and condemnations

loneliness abandonment oppression deathloneliness abandonment oppression death

I accuse private propertyI accuse private property

of depriving us of everything.of depriving us of everything.

Roque DaltonRoque Dalton

ROQUE DALTON (1935–1975) was one of the best-
loved poets of the Latin American liberation strug-
gles of the last century.

He was a guerrilla-poet who stared death in the 
face many times, but his life was a triumph of revolu-
tionary optimism: 

“I believe the world is beautiful,/that poetry, like 
bread, is there/for everyone./And that my veins don’t 
end in me/but in the common blood/of those battling 
for life,/love, things,/the landscape and bread,/poetry 
for everyone.”

A member of the Salvadorian Communist Party, 
Roque Dalton was fi rst sentenced to death in 1960 
for organising students and peasants against the local 
landowners. On the day of the execution his life was 
saved when the military dictatorship was overthrown 
in a coup. Incredibly, Dalton escaped death a second 
time in 1965 when the prison he was in was hit by an 
earthquake. 

Born in San Salvador in 1935, Dalton was the ille-
gitimate son of a Salvadorian nurse and a wealthy sugar 
planter from the US. He lived with his mother in a 
working-class quarter of the city but attended a Jesuit-
run day school for the elite, paid for by his father. 

After studying law in Chile, he returned to El Sal-
vador, where he joined a group of writers and artists 
who called themselves la Generacion Comprometida 
(the Committed Generation). 

Wanted by the Salvadorian authorities, Dalton 
moved with his family to Czechoslovakia in 1965 to 
work on the Spanish-language edition of World Marx-
ist Review. 

He left Prague a few weeks before the overthrow 
of Dubcek and moved to Havana where he worked in 
Cuban television and theatre, won the prestigious Casa 
de las Americas prize and wrote the book for which he 
is best remembered, Las Historias Prohibidas del Pul-
garcito (The Banned Tales of Thumbelina).

In 1973 Dalton returned to San Salvador to join 
the underground Ejercito Revolucionario del Pueblo 
(the Revolutionary Army of the People). Unfortunately 
he fell out with its leadership, who considered him an 
undisciplined romantic. Eventually accused of being 
a CIA spy, Dalton was murdered four days before his 
40th birthday.

Today Dalton’s poetry is read in Latin America 
alongside other guerilla poets like Otto Rene Cas-
tillo, Javier Heraud and Daisy Zamora. The Sandini-
sta poet Ernesto Cardenal called Dalton “a laughing 
revolutionary.”
Morning Star 
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Jenny Clegg

Recently Britain sent four 
Eurofi ghter Typhoon jets to Japan 
for its fi rst ever joint military drill 
with the Japanese Air self-defence 
force – the fi rst time Japanese 
pilots have fl own alongside pilots 
from another country apart from 
the US. Any day now these same 
British planes will head to the 
Korean Peninsula to join, again 
for the fi rst time, the large scale 
US-South Korea Invincible Shield 
exercises.

The participation is not militarily 
insignifi cant. Why on Earth is Britain 
returning so far to the “East of Suez” 
after nearly 50 years?

The drills come amid heightened 
tensions on the peninsula follow-
ing the announcement in July on the 
US-South Korean deployment of the 
Terminal High Altitude Area Defence 
(Thaad) – an anti-ballistic missile 
defence system – and North Korea’s 
subsequent nuclear test in September.

Russia and China have also 
reacted angrily to Thaad and all three 
powers – Russia, China and the US 
– have been fl ying nuclear capable 
bombers around the region. The Brit-
ish military is entering a dangerous 
situation.

East Asia is now reaching a 
moment of profound change follow-
ing the decision of the UN Conven-
tion on the Law of the Sea tribunal 
denying the legality of China’s South 
China Sea claims.

The ruling was made regardless 
of the fact that the Chinese have been 
sailing the sea since the days of the 
Roman empire and the fact that the 
tribunal has no jurisdiction anyway 
over matters of sovereignty.

China’s point-blank refusal to 
accept it has been a wake-up call 
for the US foreign policy establish-
ment, which for the last 20 years 
has held the view that commercial 
engagement would lead to China’s 
eventual integration under US liberal 
hegemony.

Now the prospect of war with 
China is being openly debated. The 
global policy think tank Rand Cor-
poration has even suggested that if 
war cannot be avoided, then the US 
would be best advised to strike fi rst 
before China gets any stronger.

The reappearance of British war 
planes in the region has not come 

entirely out of the blue. The 2015 
Strategic Defence and Security 
Review (SDSR) made commitments 
to considerably strengthen defence 
co-operation with Japan, South 
Korea and the Five Power Defence 
Arrangement – a military alliance 
with Australia, New Zealand, Malay-
sia and Singapore of which Britain is 
a key member. 

Japan is seen as “our closest part-
ner in Asia.” Now this is the Japan 
that fails to fully face up to its histo-
ry, not just its WW2 atrocities – such 
as the Nanjing massacre – but also 
its strategic co-ordination with Adolf 
Hitler to achieve a worldwide victory 
for fascism. 

And it is the Japan that has just 
appointed a hard-line nationalist as 
defence minister – someone known 
to have criticised the conviction of 
Japan’s war criminals and to favour 
Japan’s nuclear armament. 

Of course, British policies of 
appeasing Japan’s militarism have 
their own historical roots, not least 
in the decision to close the Burma 
Road in 1940, giving Japan respite 
to advance into Indochina and the 
South China Sea. 

Britain has backed right-wing 
Prime Minister Shinzo Abe’s efforts 
to “reinterpret” Japan’s pacifi st con-
stitution and is now becoming heav-
ily involved in its remilitarisation 
through defence industry collabo-
ration. Japan has upped its defence 
budget to a record £50 billion for 

2017 to develop new tactical ballis-
tic missiles aimed at increasing mili-
tary reach over the East China Sea. 
Britain has agreed to help with this 
and is in effect abetting Japan in its 
dispute with China over islands at the 
far edge of the sea.

Britain has also voiced support 
for Japan to take a more “proactive 
role” in security affairs beyond its 
borders as it seeks to boost its mil-
itary ties with countries in south-
east Asia in contest with China over 
island claims. 

Joining Japan in warning China 
not to restrict air and sea travel 
across the South China Sea, despite 
China’s assurances that it will not 
impede commercial shipping, Brit-
ain has effectively endorsed Japan’s 
involvement in the “management” of 
the South China Sea disputes. Both 
countries have indicated a willing-
ness to join the legally dubious US 
“freedom of navigation” operations 
around these waters.

In fact, Britain could play a sig-
nifi cant role in any military confl ict 
in the area – given a permanent mil-
itary presence at its base in Brunei 
along with a large fuel depot and 
berthing wharves in Singapore useful 
for British and allied warships.

The 2015 review has commit-
ted it to joint exercises with the Five 
Powers involving British aircraft car-
riers which – under “interoperability” 
– could be used by the US to fl y F35 
Lightning fi ghter jets.

The South China Sea dispute is 
on hold for now, given Philippines 
President Rodrigo Duterte’s about-
turn from the US towards China. 

Meanwhile the Korean peninsula 
is on the brink with the UN securi-
ty council (UNSC) deadlocked over 
how to respond to North Korea’s 
latest test. The US, Britain and 
France want even harsher sanctions, 
looking to China to cut off oil sup-
plies but this is highly doubtful.

Russia and China both draw the 
line at sanctions which have harmful 
effects on the civilian population, not 
least for fear of a humanitarian crisis 
sending refugees flooding across 
their borders.

At Russia’s and China’s insist-
ence, the United Nations security 
council resolution on North Korea’s 
January test called for states to 
“refrain from any actions that might 
aggravate tensions” and for the 
resumption of the Six Party talks. 
The Invincible Shield exercises vio-
late the resolution.

With the UNSC locked in a trial 
of strength the US has used North 
Korea’s escalations to cement the 
Thaad agreement and put addition-
al pressure on China. Meanwhile the 
South Korean peace movement is 
mobilising mass protests.

The US policy of tough actions 
has only produced even tougher 
responses from North Korea and 
while sanctions – already imposed 
on almost everything possible – are 

at their limits, the highly provocative 
military exercises are likely to make 
North Korea even more aggressive. 

There needs to be a fundamen-
tal rethink. Instead of helping the 
US fi nd a way out of the impasse 
by ceasing the exercises, Britain has 
chosen this moment to bolster US 
brinkmanship.

Stoking up tensions in the Asia 
Pacifi c region – where states have 
money to spend on arms – may well 
be good for the British defence indus-
try, but provocations tend to have 
repercussions.

Acting with Japan on issues in 
the East and South China Sea, Britain 
lends moral and political legitimacy 
to its re-emergence as an infl uential 
military power in the region. But any 
deployment by Japan’s military in 
the region and any linking of Japan’s 
missile defence to Thaad would 
likely see China harden its military 
stance.

Further beneath the surface, there 
is a certain reciprocity between Brit-
ain’s power projection in the region 
and Japan’s developing links with 
NATO. 

As the only European power so 
far involved in Asia-Pacifi c securi-
ty, Britain may play a crucial role in 
globalising NATO. But would this 
not defl ate Abe’s nationalist dream 
to restore Japan to its pre-war status 
as one of the fi ve great world mili-
tary powers?
Morning Star 

Post imperial fantasies

Regime change action cancelled
Venezuela’s anti-government 
forces called off last week’s 
regime-change march after 
Vatican-mediated talks with the 
socialist government. The Demo-
cratic Unity Roundtable (MUD) 
coalition had cancelled the march 
on the Mirafl ores palace in Cara-
cas after the government freed 
four detained opposition activists 
– two of whom were held for pos-
sessing explosives.

MUD secretary-general Jesus 
Torrealba said the coalition would 
also delay a political “trial” against 
President Nicolas Maduro in the 
MUD-controlled Congress to which 
they had summoned him for break-
ing the constitution.

But a war of words broke out 
just hours after the agreement was 
reached, with Torrealba accusing 
Maduro of “attacking the negotiat-
ing table” and mocking the Pope 
after he called far-right Popular Will 
(VP) party acting leader Freddy 
Guevara a “terrorist.”

Tensions reignited after Gue-
vara said he opposed the decision 
to call off the march. Earlier Tor-
realba had called the release of the 
prisoners “important but insuffi -
cient”, claiming another 100 jailed 
opposition fi gures were “political 
prisoners.”

He also repeated demands 
for a presidential recall referen-
dum before mid-January, which 
the National Electoral Council had 
already said was an unrealistic 
timeframe.

“The releases need to continue. 
They should reinstate the recall ref-
erendum or, failing that, advance 
presidential elections,” he said.

Maduro welcomed the MUD 
moves on his weekly TV program, 
saying: “Venezuela is not going to 
return to coups d’etat, to violence.

“We need peace in the country 
to continue building a new society, 
a new economic model.”
Morning Star 

The Democratic Unity Roundtable (MUD) secretary-general Jesus Torrealba.



Guardian November 9, 2016  9

Mike Whitney 

Why is Hillary Clinton so eager to 
intensify US involvement in Syria 
when US interventions in Afghani-
stan, Iraq and Libya have all gone 
so terribly wrong?

The answer to this question is 
simple. It’s because Clinton doesn’t 
think that these interventions went 
wrong. And neither do any of the 
other members of the US foreign 
policy establishment. In fact, in their 
eyes these wars have been a rousing 
success. Sure, a few have been criti-
cal of the public relations backlash 
from the nonexistent WMD in Iraq, 
(or the logistical errors, like disband-
ing the Iraqi Army) but – for the most 
part – the foreign policy establish-
ment is satisfi ed with its efforts to 
destabilise the region and remove 
leaders that refuse to follow Wash-
ington’s diktats.

This is hard for ordinary people 
to understand. They can’t grasp why 
elite powerbrokers would want to 
transform functioning, stable coun-
tries into uninhabitable wastelands 
overrun by armed extremists, sectar-
ian death squads and foreign-born 
terrorists. Nor can they understand 
what has been gained by Washing-
ton’s 15-year-long rampage across the 
Middle East and Central Asia that has 
turned a vast swathe of strategic terri-
tory into terrorist breeding grounds? 
What is the purpose of all this?

First, we have to acknowledge 
that the decimation and de facto bal-
kanisation of these countries is part 
of a plan. If it wasn’t part of a plan, 
then the decision-makers would 
change the policy. But they haven’t 
changed the policy. The policy is the 
same. The fact that the US is using 
foreign-born jihadists to pursue 
regime change in Syria as opposed 
to US troops in Iraq, is not a funda-
mental change in the policy. The ulti-
mate goal is still the decimation of 
the state and the elimination of the 
existing government. This same rule 

applies to Libya and Afghanistan 
both of which have been plunged into 
chaos by Washington’s actions.

But why? What is gained by 
destroying these countries and gen-
erating so much suffering and death?

Here’s what I think: I think 
Washington is involved in a grand 
project to remake the world in a way 
that better meets the needs of its elite 
constituents, the international banks 
and multinational corporations: The 
nation-state is being jettisoned as the 
foundation upon which the global 
order rests. Instead, Washington is  
erasing borders, liquidating states, 
and removing strong, secular lead-
ers that can mount resistance to its 
machinations in order to impose an 
entirely new model on the region, a 
new world order.

Global free trade
The people who run these elite 

institutions want to create an inter-
connected-global free trade zone 
overseen by the proconsuls of Big 
Capital, in other words, a global 
Eurozone that precludes the required 
state institutions (like a centralised 
treasury, mutual debt, federal trans-
fers) that would allow the borderless 
entity to function properly.

Deep state powerbrokers who set 
policy behind the smokescreen of our 
bought-and-paid-for congress think 
that one world government is an 
achievable goal provided they con-
trol the world’s energy supplies, the 
world’s reserve currency and become 
the dominant player in this centu-
ry’s most populous and prosperous 
region, Asia. This is essentially what 
Hillary’s “pivot” to Asia is all about.

The basic problem with Wash-
ington’s NWO plan is that a growing 
number of powerful countries are still 
attached to the old world order and 
are now prepared to defend it. This 
is what’s really going on in Syria, the 
improbable alliance of Russia, Syria, 
Iran and Hezbollah have stopped the 
US military juggernaut dead in its 

tracks. The unstoppable force has 
hit the immovable object and the 
immovable object has prevailed … 
so far.

Naturally, the foreign policy 
establishment is upset about these 
new developments, and for good 
reason. The US has run the world for 
quite a while now, so the rolling back 
of US policy in Syria is as much a 
surprise as it is a threat. 

The Russian Airforce was 
deployed to Syria a full year ago 
in September, but only recently has 
Washington shown that it’s prepared 
to respond by increasing its support 
of its jihadists agents on the ground 
and by mounting an attack on ISIS 
in the eastern part of the country, 
Raqqa. 

But the real escalation is expect-
ed to take place when Hillary Clinton 
becomes president in 2017. That’s 
when the US will directly engage 
Russia militarily, assuming that their 
tit-for-tat encounters will be con-
tained within Syria’s borders. 

It’s a risky plan, but it’s the next 
logical step in this bloody fi asco. 
Neither party wants a nuclear war, 
but Washington believes that doing 
nothing is tantamount to backing 
down, therefore, Hillary and her neo-
con advisors can be counted on to up 
the ante. “No-fl y zone”, anyone?

Regime change
The assumption is that eventu-

ally, and with enough pressure, Rus-
sian President Putin will throw in the 
towel. But this is another miscalcula-
tion. Putin is not in Syria because he 
wants to be nor is he there because 
he values his friendship with Syrian 

President Bashar al Assad. That’s not 
it at all. Putin is in Syria because he 
has no choice. 

Russia’s national security is at 
stake. If Washington’s strategy of 
deploying terrorists to topple Assad 
succeeds, then the same ploy will be 
attempted in Iran and Russia. Putin 
knows this, just like he knows that 
the scourge of foreign-backed ter-
rorism can decimate entire regions 
like Chechnya. He knows that it’s 
better for him to kill these extremists 
in Aleppo than it will be in Moscow. 
So he can’t back down, that’s not an 
option.

But, by the same token, he can 
compromise, in other words, his 
goals and the goals of Assad do not 
perfectly coincide. For example, he 
could very well make territorial con-
cessions to the US for the sake of 
peace that Assad might not support.

But why would he do that? Why 
wouldn’t he continue to fi ght until 
every inch of Syria’s sovereign ter-
ritory is recovered?

Because it’s not in Russia’s 
national interest to do so, that’s why. 
Putin has never tried to conceal the 
fact that he’s in Syria to protect Rus-
sia’s national security. That’s his 
main objective. But he’s not an ideal-
ist, he’s a pragmatist who’ll do what-
ever he has to to end the war ASAP. 
That means compromise.

This doesn’t matter to the Wash-
ington warlords ... yet. But it will 
eventually. Eventually there will be 
an accommodation of some sort. No 
one is going to get everything they 
want, that much is certain. For exam-
ple, it’s impossible to imagine that 
Putin would launch a war on Turkey 

to recover the territory that Turkish 
troops now occupy in northern Syria. 

In fact, Putin may have already 
conceded as much to Turkish presi-
dent Tayyip Erdogan in their recent 
meetings. But that doesn’t mean that 
Putin doesn’t have his red lines. He 
does.  Aleppo is a red line. Turkish 
troops will not be allowed to enter 
Aleppo.

The western corridor, the indus-
trial and population centres are all 
red lines. On these, there will be no 
compromise. Putin will help Assad 
remain in power and keep the country 
largely intact. But will Turkey con-
trol sections in the north, and will the 
US control sections in the east?

Probably. This will have to be 
worked out in negotiations, but 
its unlikely that the country’s bor-
ders will be the same as they were 
before the war broke out. Putin will 
undoubtedly settle for a half-loaf pro-
vided the fi ghting ends and security is 
restored. In any event, he’s not going 
to hang around until the last dog is 
hung.

Unfortunately, we’re a long way 
from any settlement in Syria, mainly 
because Washington is nowhere near 
accepting the fact that its project to 
rule the world has been derailed. 
That’s the crux of the matter, isn’t it? 
The bigshots who run the country are 
still in denial. It hasn’t sunk in yet 
that the war is lost and that their nutty 
jihadist-militia plan has failed.

It’s going to take a long time 
before Washington gets the message 
that the world is no longer its oyster. 
The sooner they fi gure it out, the 
better it’ll be for everyone.
Counterpunch 
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Media behemoth 
gets bigger
Exactly what the would the AT&T 
takeover of Time Warner create? 
A communications and media 
behemoth that would be another 
dangerous concentration of eco-
nomic and political power.

Time Warner is a HUGE com-
pany. It owns everything from HBO 
and CNN to the DC Comics fran-
chise, Warner Brothers, TBS, and 
countless other media entities.

When AT&T isn’t busy spying 
on its own customers for profi t it’s 
overcharging consumers, trying to 
stop local communities from build-
ing their own broadband networks, 
and fi ghting net neutrality at every 
opportunity.

And it just acquired DirecTV, 
so allowing AT&T to swallow up 
Time Warner too would give AT&T 
unprecedented control over how and 
what information we see online, in 
TV, the movies, and other mediums 
– and how much we pay to access it.

We can’t trust a pumped-up ver-
sion of AT&T to guarantee consumer 
choice, respect net neutrality, protect 

our private data, or act as a gatekeep-
er to what we can see online and in 
the media. This deal must be stopped.

This US$85 billion merger fol-
lows a trend of big telecoms acquir-
ing big media companies to squeeze 
out any competition. And we all 
know that these mega-mergers don’t 
help consumers. They line the pock-
ets of corporate executives – Time 
Warner’s CEO is expected to receive 
a US$100 million payout if the deal 
goes through – while reducing con-
sumer choice and leading to higher 
prices.

Plus, an internet provider that 
also owns huge swaths of content 
will have extra incentive to fi nd ways 
to promote its own content and vio-
late net neutrality.

The proposed AT&T-Time 
Warner merger is just like the Com-
cast takeover of NBC Universal in 
2011 that brought us the current 
mega-version of Comcast that we all 
know and hate – but BIGGER! But 
this deal has just been announced so 
it’s up to us to stop this merger dead 
in its tracks.

Kate and the team 
at Watchdog.net

Endangered species
I write to express my deep con-
cerns regarding the proposed
260 kilometre superhighway in 
Cross River State, Nigeria. This 
highway along with its 20 kilo-
metre buffer would be disastrous 
for the Cross River rainforest, 
destroying hundreds of thousands 

of acres of forest and displacing 
Indigenous communities and 
wildlife.

The clearing of this rainforest 
would also destroy more of the last-
remaining habitat of the critically 
endangered Cross River Gorilla, as 
well as other threatened species such 
as the Chimpanzee, Pangolin and 
Forest Elephant.

For thousands of years, the local 
Ekuri people have worked coopera-
tively to maintain the natural balance 
in this beautiful rainforest. Implore 
the Nigerian government to restore 
their right to be sensitive stewards 
of the land and wild animals in their 
ancestral forests. These intact forests 
are vitally important for eco-tourism, 
water resources and provide vital 
habitat for a long list of endangered 
species.

Please join me in writing to the 
Nigerian government to urge them to 
stop the superhighway in Cross River 
State and to act to protect the wildlife 
and communities who depend on it. 
Please appeal to them to improve the 
existing highway and spare these val-
uable rainforests for the Ekuri people 
and the wildlife that depend on this 
precious habitat.

I ask that readers write letters 
or emails to newspapers and to do 
whatever you can to help publicise 
the plight of the threatened Cross 
River Gorillas. It is essential that we 
act now to protect wildlife like goril-
las that depend on the rainforest for 
survival. With only 300 Cross River 
Gorillas left in the wild we simply 
can’t afford to lose this important 
rainforest.

And also highlight the signifi -
cance of saving this crucial rainfor-
est for a myriad of reasons, including 
the survival of the indigenous peo-
ples and animals that live there and 
the health of the global environment.

Steven Katsineris
Vic

The state of the world
On October 30, 2016 that liberal 
imperialist rag the Guardian (for-
merly of Manchester, a city the 
bourgeoisie of which was enriched 
by the impoverishment of a large 
section of the Indian peasantry in 
the late 18th century and thereaf-
ter) headlined an article “North 
Korea threatens to fi re on South 
Korean ships”.

On reading the article it seems 
that this “threat” resulted from the 
South Korean navy having fi red on 
two unarmed vessels from the North, 
one a fi shing boat, after they crossed 
the maritime border. This border has 
never been agreed to by the North but 
was simply imposed by the United 
Nations (also known as the United 
States of America) at the time of the 
truce in the civil war. This article is 
indicative of the absurd lengths to 
which the organs of monopoly capi-
talism will go to present the North in a 
poor light. One recalls the early stages 
of the campaign against Saddam’s 
Iraq. North Korea is an issue made 
in heaven for Clinton if she becomes 
president and seeks a second term.

In the next issue of that same 
newspaper Australian Foreign 

Minister Bishop suggested Donald 
(“I’m gonna grab your arse”)Trump 
was an inferior presidential candidate 
because, unlike Hillary Clinton, he 
does not have a “record” in foreign 
policy. Indeed he does not; Hillary 
does. Along with another war crimi-
nal, Nicholas Sarkozy as President 
of France, she connived to destroy 
the sovereign secular nation of Libya.

She also organised the assassi-
nation of Osama bin Laden. It was a 
shame about the children who were 
with him; for some reason US Navy 
Seals could not tell the difference 
between Osama and them. Presum-
ably they were the really little ones 
without beards. Better a dead Osama 
than a live one giving evidence at 
a criminal trial as God only knows 
what he might say as to the truth 
regarding that event.

The deluded fool, Trump that is, 
in a true indication of the damned 
state of his soul has indicated a will-
ingness to talk seriously to Vladimir 
Putin about pertinent issues.

Not without some trepidation, 
and not without concern for my arse, 
I will be voting for Trump. On anoth-
er matter which deserves an airing, 
in our party press I feel we should 
return to The Tribune as our news-
paper’s name. This title is time hon-
oured, consistent with our party’s 
historical tradition and even these 
days recognisable by members of the 
public as the newspaper of the Com-
munist Party of Australia.

Lal Salaam (Bengali for Red 
Salute).

John Berwick
Sydney
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“Won’t Trident drain funds from 
conventional forces or the NHS?” 
“Will we get enough bang for the buck?” 
And again: “Isn’t four submarines a bit 
exorbitant?”

Such were the questions raised in Westmin-
ster as Britain debated the renewal of the 
Trident nuclear program in the summer. 
Questions about the legitimacy of nuclear 
violence were silenced as unpatriotic tree-
huggery in favour of allegedly bigger issues.

The small matter of Britain’s international 
commitments, or the question of why Britain 
might need nuclear weapons when Egypt, Fin-
land, Indonesia, and Liechtenstein do not, also 
only made cameo appearances.

Britain enjoys a right of sorts to possess 
nuclear weapons, at least temporarily, a right 
it denies others, and meanwhile refuses to give 
up. Yet the UK is under a legally binding obliga-
tion to get rid of nuclear weapons, an obligation 
successive British governments have ignored 
altogether, despite loud protests from nuclear-
free states and civil society organisations.

In 1968, the British Parliament ratifi ed the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), which 
determines that states without nuclear weap-
ons are forbidden to obtain them, and that each 
of its signatories shall “pursue negotiations in 
good faith on effective measures relating to 
cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early 
date and to nuclear disarmament”. In 1996, the 
International Court of Justice, the world’s high-
est authority on international law, unanimously 
confi rmed that Britain and the other signatories 
of the NPT are obligated to “pursue in good 
faith and bring to a conclusion negotiations 
leading to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects 
under strict and effective international control.” 

Britain’s refusal to comply with these pro-
visions – typically excusing itself by (correct-
ly) complaining that the other nuclear-armed 
states are just as bad – is widely resented by 
other states.

In 2014 the Republic of the Marshall 
Islands, a state that has suffered the conse-
quences of nuclear testing fi rst hand, went so 
far as to sue the UK for its apparent disregard 
for international law. (Luckily for the Britain, 
the court recently dismissed the case for tech-
nical reasons.)

Every year, at the UN and in other forums, 
as the vast majority of the world’s states urge 
Britain to come good on its promises, British 
policy makers claim that Britain has a spe-
cial right to possess nuclear weapons, and that 
nuclear deterrence is a legitimate and necessary 
strategy for the United Kingdom – a “responsi-
ble” nuclear state.

This summer, when Prime Minister There-
sa May claimed that giving up Britain’s “ulti-
mate safeguard” would be a “reckless gamble” 
that British policy makers “must never be 
prepared to take”, the new PM scored points 
against her domestic political opponents. But to 
policy makers in capitals around the world – in 
Bamako, Belgrade, Brasília, and Buenos Aires 
– her remarks must have sounded bizarre at 
best. For most governments around the world, 
nuclear violence – including the threat of nucle-
ar violence constituted by nuclear deterrence – 
is unacceptable.

In today’s Britain, the international rela-
tions scholar Nick Ritchie has shown, the legiti-
macy of continued nuclear possession has been 
integrated into “powerful cultural narratives” 
that “frame the United Kingdom as a militarily 
moral ‘force for good’ and a ‘pivotal power’ 
with special responsibility for upholding 

international peace and security”. These cul-
tural narratives are an outgrowth of Britain’s 
imperial history. The two other states in Europe 
with nuclear weapons are France and Russia, 
both former empires. 

In his speech to the Conservative Party 
Conference this year, Britain’s Secretary of 
State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs 
Boris Johnson said:  “The world needs Global 
Britain more than ever as a campaigner for the 
values we believe in … Of course there are 
those who say that we can’t do it – that we are 
too small, too feeble, too geopolitically reduced 
to have that kind of infl uence.

“I think of the pogonologically challenged 
Labour party, where they literally want to abol-
ish the armed services and to keep our new 
nuclear submarines as a demented job crea-
tion program – sending them to sea without 
any nukes aboard so that the whole nation is 
turned into a kind of glorifi ed military capon 
fi ring blanks.

“I am not going to pretend that this country 
is something we are not. … When I go into the 
Map Room of Palmerston I cannot help remem-
bering that this country over the last 200 years 
has directed the invasion or conquest of 178 
countries – that is most of the members of the 
UN – not a point I majored on in New York at 
the UN, and that is because those days are gone 
forever and that is a profoundly good thing.”

The NPT clearly obligates Britain and the 
other nuclear-weapon states to disarm, but it 
doesn’t actually prohibit nuclear weapons. That 
is, it prohibits them for all but the fi ve “nucle-
ar-weapon states” (the same as the permanent 
members of the UN Security Council: USA, 
UK, France, Russia and China), which are com-
mitted to disarm.

Negotiated and adopted in the mid 1960s, 

before decolonisation was complete and as 
most of the new states in the Global South were 
still fi nding their feet in the negotiating forums 
in Geneva and New York, the NPT was a prod-
uct of asymmetries of power and privilege. It 
is an expression of the idea that some states are 
“more equal” than others.

Like imperialism, nuclearism involves 
holding the lives and property of distant people 
in check – people who have not been asked for 
their consent. Nuclear war does not just involve 
an attacker and a defender: since the catastroph-
ic humanitarian and climatic consequences of 
nuclear war can’t be constrained by borders, 
nuclear violence is inevitably exported to third 
parties.

This year, for the fi rst time, a coalition of 
states, most of them from the Global South, 
but also neutral European states, have tabled a 
resolution at the UN General Assembly’s First 
Committee mandating the initiation of negotia-
tions on a new legal instrument banning nuclear 
weapons.

Such a treaty would declare nuclear weap-
ons illegal for all states, regardless of the time 
at which they acquired the bomb or the size 
and grandeur of the map rooms and offi ces in 
their government buildings. None of the nucle-
ar-armed states are likely to engage with this 
process, and the ban, if it is adopted, will most 
likely be signed only by non-nuclear-weapon 
states at fi rst. 

So far, Britain has opposed the ban initia-
tive with impressive vigour.

But the ban movement is signifi cant. It sig-
nals a decisive push against an embarrassing 
relic of empire and inequality in international 
society. Boris Johnson, the staunch opponent 
of empire he apparently is, should embrace it.
New Internationalist 
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Why the world is asking Britain to disarm
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Toronto: There are many fi lms 
about Palestinians, specifically 
Gazans, who somehow fi nd crea-
tive cultural diversions from the 
death and destruction their land 
has been facing from the Israeli 
Occupation since 1948. A memo-
rable and powerfully progressive 
documentary, Shake the Dust, 
from 2014 shows how Gazans 
and other poor communities in 
underdeveloped nations have 
discovered the power of dance, 
specifi cally break dancing. The 
Idol, by Oscar-winning director 
Hany Abu Assad, is a powerhouse 
true story of a young Gazan singer 
who overcomes all possible odds to 
win the Arab Idol singing contest.

The Toronto International Film 
Festival (TIFF) this year premiered 
another film about Gazan youth 
attempting to live a normal life in 
a country that is far from safe and 
stable. The Gaza Surf Club is a new 
doc by Philip Gnadt and Mickey 
Yamine, who pull off the impossi-
ble by pretty much avoiding discus-
sion of the “elephant in the room” 
– the Israeli Occupation – and rather 
focusing on the exciting sport of 
surfboarding. In a land of constant 
war and violence, it’s hard to believe 
there are people who will do anything 
to ride a board in the ocean. With all 
that water out there, the Israelis still 
have control of the entire Gazan envi-
ronment. Land, sea and sky – the Pal-
estinians are trapped.

Filming took place over several 
years, the cinematographers having 
to plan their visits around weather 
conditions for surfi ng waves. They 
also scheduled carefully between 
major confl icts. The fi lm starts with 
an extended slow motion truck shot 
of the ruins of war – the rubble, 
destroyed buildings and homes – 
“half the country was fl attened.” We 
immediately meet some of the more 
avid and dedicated practitioners of 
the thrilling pastime. Abu Jayab, 42, 
fi rst saw surfi ng in a European docu-
mentary and brought it to Gaza, using 
handmade boards and training young-
sters about the unknown joys of the 
sport. A fi sherman by occupation, as 
was his father, his passion for surf-
boarding is driven by the same emo-
tions that probably inhabit the hearts 

of most Palestinians – “in the waves, 
I’m in a different place, a different 
world.” Committed surfers often wait 
long times for the right waves, and 
when they come they stop everything 
else and race for the ocean.

The main character, Ibrahim, 
who is in his 20s, wants to make 
boards, but since materials are scarce 
he longs to travel to the West to get 
training and access to equipment. 
With fi nancial assistance from the 
producers and clearance from the 
government, he travels to Hawaii 
to learn the fundamentals of board 
making, and ends up staying for a 
length of time in Houston to learn 
more about surfi ng.

Sabah, age 15, had to end her 
surfboarding dreams since after a 
certain age it’s frowned upon in 
her conservative Muslim communi-
ty. In a scene late in the fi lm, fully 
clothed from head to foot, she surfs 
with assistance from her dedicated 
father, who couldn’t resist sharing the 
joys of the sport with the daughter 
he loves.

The Gaza Surf Club was started 
in 2007. Sports companies donated 
supplies with the goal of helping to 
create local stability by building a 
community centre where a Palestine 
surfi ng entity might compete with the 
rest of the world. They ran into trou-
bles with Hamas, who wanted it to 
be a government entity rather than a 
private business for profi t.

The directors stated in a Q&A 
following the fi lm that “there are 
roadblocks in every element of soci-
ety”, but they were “surprised how 
people in Gaza have gotten used to 
war, and how they are still smiling 
and have a life. That’s worth show-
ing.” The engaging fi lm is enhanced 
by a stunning sound score creating 
a unique balance of music from the 
West and East.

A curious little fi lm, actually a 
compilation of found historic foot-
age, Off Frame AKA Revolution Until 
Victory reveals the tragic state of 
affairs documenting Palestinian his-
tory. They are a people whose land 
and history are being obliterated and 
who have to rely on copies of news-
reels, classroom and training fi lms 
found in other countries’ collections. 
This is not really a movie but 70 min-
utes of recovered archival footage, 
clips from their struggles dating back 

to the 1930s. It includes footage from 
the PLO Film Group charged with 
fi lming the political actions of the 
dominant liberation force. The movie 
ends showing a teacher asking her 
students about how to defend their 
country. It’s the only Palestinian foot-
age surviving from the 1982 Leba-
non war, black and white and found 
in a foreign fi lm festival collection. 
Although it is disjointed and experi-
mentally edited, its rarity and histori-
cal signifi cance make this a must-see 
fi lm for those following the Palestin-
ian struggle.

Nationalistic sports fervour 
comes to a head in Forever Pure. An 
interesting study of racism in Israel 
is captured in a thoroughly engross-
ing and dramatic documentary by a 
young Israeli journalist turned direc-
tor, Maya Zinshtein. She came across 
the story by accident when asked to 
write about the newly hired Chechen 
Muslim soccer players. She had no 
clue what was to happen. Mayhem 
developed among the racist fans who 
didn’t want Muslims on their “pure 
Jewish” team, an irony considering 
Hitler’s use of the term. The director 
gained privileged access to the inner 
workings of the team and the locker 
room banter.

She starts the story when Rus-
sian billionaire oligarch Arcadi Gay-
damak buys the team simply as an 

investment to make money. Beitar 
Jerusalem’s fan club, La Familia, 
proudly chants “We are the most 
racist team in the country” during 
games. They harass and mock 
Muslim players on other teams and 
even have the endorsement of noted 
political figures who attend their 
games regularly.

Eventually Gaydamak lost sup-
port of the fans when he abandoned 
interest in the team after his true 
motivation was exposed as he failed 
in his campaign for mayor of Jerusa-
lem. The team went down fast in the 
standings. Fans turned their aggres-
sion against him and apparently out 
of revenge – and to intentionally 
expose the depth of Israeli racism – 
he brought in two Chechen Muslim 
players to join the team.

The fi lm is electric in its politi-
cal and sports confrontations and 

shows racism actively in the proc-
ess of destroying a society. It’s a fi lm 
of mostly men, fans and jocks deal-
ing with political realities beyond 
the soccer fi eld. The Jewish goalie 
was shocked at how his fans turned 
against him because he was friend-
ly with the Muslims. An Argentin-
ian player stayed out of the debate 
although he supported the Muslim 
players. The director was personal-
ly threatened by La Familia, which 
has now become a political entity, 
moving from sports into politics. 
At one point La Familia convinced 
20,000 fans to boycott the games and 
the stands were empty. It’s a rivet-
ing portrait of football culture gone 
amok, and possibly a metaphor for 
the turbulent social challenges facing 
Israelis in regards to the Occupation.
People’s World 
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The centenary in 2015 of the futile but 
costly ANZAC landing was made the occa-
sion for an outpouring of almost continuous 
glorifi cation of war. WW1 was transmuted 
by the propaganda mills of capitalism into 
some sort of noble struggle for truth and 
justice, for the defence of small countries 
against wicked invaders. Much the way the 
same propagandists do with the wars impe-
rialism is fi ghting today, really, whether in 
Syria, Yemen, Ukraine or elsewhere.

But now, as then, imperialism’s expressed 
war aims are a travesty of the facts. The First 
World War was sold to the public in Britain and 
France – and Australia – and to their various 
allies, as a war to defend the peace of the world 
from barbarous German and Turkish invaders. 
It was far from the truth, of course.

The Great War was in fact a war between 
two groups of empires (British, French and 
Russian on one side, German, Austro-Hungar-
ian and Turkish on the other) for nothing more 
noble than control of trade and colonies.

The invasion of the Gallipoli peninsula 
by Britain and France in 1915 with the use of 
troops from Australia and New Zealand was 
intended to capture the Dardanelles and give 
the British navy unfettered access to the Black 
Sea, thus giving the Allies (but primarily Brit-
ain) control of the massive deposits of iron and 
coal in Russia’s Donbas region.

The British lost two battleships during the 
invasion (and three more later), while attempts 
in April and May to attain the invaders’ objec-
tive, the capture of the stronghold of Krithia, 
were repulsed with overwhelming loss. A fresh 
attempt in August was equally disastrous and 
by the end of the year the surviving Allied 
troops had had to evacuate.

Meanwhile, the Western Front had ground 
to a stalemate that consumed a continuous 
stream of men and materiel and left a swathe 
of ruin and destruction across France and Bel-
gium. At the same time, the ill-equipped and 
shockingly-led Tsarist Russian army was suf-
fering huge losses on the Eastern Front.

The Bolsheviks campaigned against the 
imperialist war with the slogan “Peace to the 
villages, war on the palaces!” With the Rus-
sian aristocracy ardently supporting the war, 
the Russian peasants and labourers – who were 
expected to do the fi ghting and dying for them 
– rapidly lost any illusions they may have had 
left about the Russian nobility, many of whom 
were strongly pro-German.

On November 7, 1917 (October 26 in the 
old calendar still in use in Tsarist Russia), Red 
revolution overthrew the pro-war government 
of Kerensky and took Russia out of the War. 
Lenin and the new Bolshevik regime in Russia 
called for all the combatants in the Great War to 
stop waging war. It was a popular call.

Revolution broke out in Germany and 
Hungary; there were mutinies among French 
and British troops on the Western front. While 
the leaders of British, French and US impe-
rialism schemed to eliminate the Bolshevik 
menace before it could grow any stronger, they 
soon realised that continuing the War was not 
feasible.

By late 1918, with empires collapsing 
around them, they had to bring the War to an 
abrupt close. In Petrograd, British secret agent 
Captain Sidney Reilly believed the fact that 
England was still at war with Germany was a 
mistake. “There must be an immediate cessa-
tion of hostilities on the Western Front and a 
coalition against Bolshevism.

“Peace, peace on any terms – and then a 

united front against the true enemies of man-
kind!” (quoted in Sayers and Kahn: The Great 
Conspiracy.)

The anti-Soviet character of the Armistice 
between the Allies and the Central Powers in 
November 1918 is revealed in a little-known 
clause that stipulated that German troops 
should remain for as long as the Allies consid-
ered it expedient in whatever Russian territory 
they then occupied.

However, months before the Armistice, 
British, French, US and Japanese troops had 
been landed in Russia, to deal with the Bol-
shevik problem. The Japanese High Command 
provided the thousands of Japanese troops in 
Siberia with little Russian dictionaries in which 
the word “Bolshevik” was defi ned as “wild 
beast” and followed by the notation: “To be 
exterminated”.

By mid-1919, the territory of Russia had 
been invaded by the armed forces of no less 
than 14 states, namely Britain, France, Germa-
ny, Japan, Italy, USA, Czechoslovakia, Serbia, 
China, Finland, Greece, Poland, Romania, and 
Turkey. None of them declared war on Russia. 
After four years of the World War, going to war 
with revolutionary Russia would not have been 
a popular move. So they pretended they were 
not at war with Russia.

Winston Churchill supervised the allied 
campaign against the Bolshevik menace, but 
wrote ironically of the Intervention in his book 
The World Crisis: the Aftermath: “Were they 
[the Allies] at war with Russia? Certainly not; 
but they shot Soviet Russians at sight.

“They stood as invaders on Russian soil. 
They armed the enemies of the Soviet Gov-
ernment. They blockaded the ports and sank 
its battleships. They earnestly desired and 
schemed its downfall.

“But war – shocking! Interference – shame! 
It was, they repeated, a matter of indifference 
to them how Russians settled their own affairs. 
They were impartial – bang!”

Australian Communist leader Edgar Ross 
wrote in his excellent 1972 publication The 
Russian Revolution – Its Impact on Austral-
ia: “Australians learned [in late 1918 and early 
1919] with a sense of great shame and rising 
anger that their own government was actively 
taking part in these measures.

“News penetrated through the [war] cen-
sorship that not only were Australian offi cers 
attached to the forces fi ghting the Bolsheviks 
but the Australian warship Swan had been sent 
with a French vessel to the Sea of Azov.” The 
Swan was there to support the counter-revolu-
tionary forces armed and supplied by France 
and Britain.

All over the world, people were demand-
ing to know why their menfolk were fi ghting 
in Russia when the War was supposed to be 
over? The US Expeditionary Force, in Siberia, 
was seething with discontent, appalled by the 
barbarity of the White Guard armies they had 
been ordered to support.

As discontent and mutinous behaviour 
spread among the Intervention troops, Brit-
ish and US military leaders resorted to anti-
Semitism to explain their actions in Russia.

“A proclamation from British Gener-
al Headquarters in Northern Russia, which 
was read to British and American troops, 
[explained]: ‘We are up against Bolshevism, 
which means anarchy pure and simple.

“Look at Russia at the present moment. 
The power is in the hands of a few men, mostly 
Jews …”

The Russian Revolution represented the 
hope of workers everywhere. In Britain and 
Australia and many other countries, the union 

movement rallied around the slogan “Hands 
Off Russia!”

Manifestoes and Resolutions from Labor 
Councils and even the ALP Federal Conference 
demanded an end to intervention and the cessa-
tion of hostilities against the world’s fi rst suc-
cessful socialist revolution.

With the help of the organised workers and 
their allies in numerous countries, the revolu-
tionary Russian workers and peasants were able 
to defeat the Intervention and the counter- revo-
lution. They went on to turn their war- devastat-
ed, dreadfully backward country into a beacon 
of hope for all mankind. So much so that impe-
rialism sought to destroy it at the hands of the 
Nazi war machine. However, the people of 
the USSR, conscious of what they were fi ght-
ing for, at the cost of 26 million Soviet lives, 
crushed Hitler’s armed forces and saved us all.

The USA, on the other hand, grew rich 
from WW2 while suffering no damage itself. 
Glorying in its post-war nuclear monopoly, the 
USA led Britain and France in attempts to “roll 
back Communism” in various countries around 
the world. The post-war USSR had to rebuild 
its shattered cities and industries, and overcome 

the loss of millions of its people. At the same 
time, nevertheless, it supported socialist revolu-
tions in Eastern Europe and Asia and national 
liberation movements around the world.

It broke America’s nuclear monopoly and 
replaced the threat of imminent atomic war 
with an uneasy peace that has held for over half 
a century despite imperialism’s best efforts to 
subvert it with a renewed arms race.

Even the overthrow of socialism in the 
USSR has not been able to restore capitalism 
to unipolar world domination as it would like. 
The ideas and desires unleashed by the Octo-
ber Revolution have proved impossible to put 
back in the box.

The human race put its foot on the road to 
the future in 1917, and although the road has 
proved unexpectedly bumpy and sometimes 
decidedly uphill, still humanity is following 
that road and heading towards that future, a 
future free of war and oppression, free of all 
exploitation, in which everyone can fl ourish 
and reach their full potential. A future called 
Socialism.

So we say with pride: Hail, Red 
October! 
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